SPECIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE - CONSULTATION
European Parliament legislative resolution on the draft Council Decision on relations between the European Union on the one hand, and Greenland and the Kingdom of Denmark on the other

1.
Rapporteur: Ricardo CORTÉS LASTRA (S&D/ES)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0054/2014 / P7_TA(2014)0075
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 5 February 2014

4.
Subject: Relations between the European Union on the one hand, and Greenland and the Kingdom of Denmark on the other.

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0410(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 203 TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Development (DEVE)

8.
Commission's position:
The Commission can accept amendments in full: a total of 6 amendments
. Those amendments proposed by the European Parliament to the Council Decision that are deemed to be acceptable for the Commission do not alter the overall purpose or scope of the draft Council Decision.

The Commission cannot accept the following 15 amendments:

Amendment 2 (to recital 11): Inclusion of “education” a global issue. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. The purpose of this recital is to highlight emerging new areas of cooperation.

Amendment 3 (new recital 11a): With this amendment it is suggested to recall that the Government of Greenland should prepare and submit the Programming Document. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. It is not considered necessary, since this matter is covered by Article 4(2) of the draft Council Decision.

Amendment 4 (to recital 13): The amendment suggests replacing “one, or a maximum of two” by “a reduced number of”. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. In order to increase the impact of the EU assistance, it is necessary to limit the number of potential areas of cooperation.

Amendment 5 (new recital 13a): With this recital it is suggested that exploration and exploitation of natural resources should observe the highest environmental standards. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. The Commission shares the view of the European Parliament, however, the recital is not necessary as these concerns are already addressed in the Council Decision (Article 4), in the CIR (Article 2) and in the Council Decision of 25/11/2013 on the association of the OCTs with the EU (Part II, Chapter 1).

Amendment 6 (deletion of recital 17): The amendment suggests to delete the recital which recalls that the Programming Document should be approved by the Commission as an implementing act. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission, due to the following reasons: 1) With regard to the procedure proposed by the European Parliament to be used for the approval of the PDSD (Delegated Acts), the Commission considers that it cannot accept a procedure that would not be in line with the other instruments of the EU External Action Package (Implementing Acts); and 2) A delegated act could have been used to supplement or amend certain non-essential elements of this Council Decision. However, in the case of this specific Decision, the Commission considered that it was not necessary to use this possibility.

Amendment 7 (new recital 17a): The amendment suggests that the Programming Document should be approved by delegated acts. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission (see explanation for Amendment 6 on the deletion of recital 17).
Amendment 9 (to Article 2, paragraph 2, indent 1): The amendment suggests to include “biodiversity” in as global issue. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. “Biodiversity” is dealt with in Article 3(2)c, where it is clearly mentioned as a possible area of cooperation.

Amendment 10 (to Article 2, paragraph 2, indent 2): The amendment suggests to add “including the participation of the European Union in the Arctic Council” to the wording of this Article. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. The Commission recalls that the participation of the EU in the Arctic Council depends on a unanimous decision by all the Arctic Council members.

Amendment 14 (to Article 4, paragraph 4, subparagraph 1): The amendment suggests to mention “social partners” and “Parliament” in the wording of this text. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. Amendment not necessary, as social partners and Parliament are already included in the original text as civil society and local authorities, respectively.

Amendment 15 (to Article 4, paragraph 6): The amendment suggests that the Programming Document should be approved by delegated acts. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission (see explanation for Amendment 6 on the deletion of recital 17).

Amendment 17 (new Article 8, paragraph 1a): The amendment proposes to have a specific reference education as a possible sector to be included in the programming document. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission, since the EU financial assistance should be decided on the basis of a programming process defined in Articles 4 (Programming) and 5 (Implementation rules) and the outcome of that process would be prejudged with that specific reference.

Amendment 18 (new Article 9a): The amendment suggests empowerment of the Commission to adopt the Programming Document via delegated acts. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission (see explanation for Amendment 6 on the deletion of recital 17).
Amendment 19 (new Article 9b): New Article proposed on the exercise of delegation, resulting from the introduction of Article 9a above (also proposed by the EP). The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission (see explanation for Amendment 6 on the deletion of recital 17).
Amendment 20 (to Article 10): The amendment proposes the deletion of Article 10, where the examination procedure is foreseen prior to the Commission’s approval of Programming Document. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission (see explanation for Amendment 6 on the deletion of recital 17).

Amendment 21 (to Article 11): This amendment aims at recalling the reasons for a specific Council Decision in favour of Greenland and to reintroduce the initial financial amount proposed by the Commission in December 2011. The amendment is not acceptable to the Commission. The rationale for a Council Decision is an issue already recalled in the recitals and in Article 1 of the Council Decision. Moreover, the proposed amount of financial assistance does not correspond to the MFF figures as decided by the budget authority.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council framework, the Commission intends to draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Political agreement has been reached on 27 February 2014. The Council adopted its position on 14 March 2014.

� The Commission can accept in full the following amendments: 1, 8, 11, 12, 13, 16.





