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Part One
Legislative opinions
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directives 2003/71/EC and 2009/138/EC in respect of the powers of the European Insurance and Occupational Pensions Authority and the European Securities and Markets Authority
1.
Rapporteur: Burkhard BALZ (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0077/2012 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0189
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Powers of EIOPA – Omnibus 2
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0006(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 50, 53, 62 and 114 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 13 November 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on periodic roadworthiness tests for motor vehicles and their trailers and repealing Directive 2009/40/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Werner KUHN (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0210/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0194
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Periodic roadworthiness tests for motor vehicles and their trailers
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0184(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2), Article 294(3) and Article 91 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the European Parliament amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council is expected to approve Parliament's position during the first half of 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Directive 1999/37/EC on the registration documents for vehicles
1.
Rapporteur: Vilja SAVISAAR-TOOMAST (ALDE/EE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0199/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0195
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Registration documents for vehicles
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0185(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2), Article 294(3) and Article 91 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the European Parliament amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council is expected to approve Parliament's position during first half of 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the technical roadside inspection of the roadworthiness of commercial vehicles circulating in the Union and repealing Directive 2000/30/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Olga SEHNALOVÁ (S&D/CZ)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0207/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0196
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Technical roadside inspection of the roadworthiness of commercial vehicles circulating in the Union
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0186(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2), Article 294(3) and Article 91 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the European Parliament amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council is expected to approve Parliament's position during first half of 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization (Nagoya Protocol): Union implementation and ratification
1.
Rapporteur: Sandrine BÉLIER (Greens/EFA/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0263/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0193
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Access to genetic resources and fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from their utilization in the Union to implement the Nagoya Protocol in the Union and to allow the ratification of this treaty.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0278(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 11 December 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down the trade arrangements applicable to certain goods resulting from the processing of agricultural products
1.
Rapporteur: Paolo DE CASTRO (S&D/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0260/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0200
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Processed agricultural products
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0063(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 Articles 43(2) and Article 207(2) of the TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the compromise text adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal in first reading on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on European Investment Bank (EIB) loans:
EU guarantee to the EIB against losses under financing operations supporting investment projects outside the Union, 2014-2020
1.
Rapporteur: Ivailo KALFIN (S&D/BG)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0392/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0192
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: EU guarantee to the EIB against losses under financing operations supporting investment projects outside the Union.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0152(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 209 and 212 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments proposed, as the European Parliament has adopted the compromise text. The Commission agrees with this compromise text notably the increase by EUR 2 billion of the overall ceiling to EUR 27 billion, as well as the regional distribution of the overall ceiling.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is already agreement on the proposal between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement was reached on 17 December 2013 between the European Parliament, Council and the Commission, which was endorsed by COREPER II on 20 December 2013. The Council formally adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on information accompanying transfers of funds

1.
Rapporteurs: Mojca KLEVA KEKUŠ (S&D/SI), Timothy KIRKHOPE (ECR/UK)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0140/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0190

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014

4.
Subject: Traceability of Fund transfers

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0024(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 114 TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committees: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON) and Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position:

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's resolution. The Commission can accept, accept in principle or in part a large number of the amendments: 15 are acceptable in full, 25in principal or in part and 28 are unacceptable. These 28 amendments are unacceptable either because they repeat obligations which exist by virtue of other existing legislative texts, or because they introduce requirements which risk to be unduly burdensome or potentially interfere with the smooth operation of the EU payments system. The Commission is also mindful to ensure that more general obligations pertaining to money laundering are more appropriately addressed in the fourth anti-money laundering Directive.
Amendments accepted in full: 3, 4, 5, 12, 13, 14, 16, 23, 25, 26, 28, 32, 41, 54, 60.

Amendments accepted in principle or in part: 1, 6, 7, 8, 10, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 30, 31, 33, 36, 38, 40, 43, 45, 56, 57, 59, 61, 66, 68.

Amendments rejected: 2, 9, 11, 15, 17, 27, 29, 34, 35, 37, 39, 42, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, 58, 62, 63, 64, 65, 67.

Amendments accepted in principle or in part:

Amendment 1 – The Commission cannot accept the reference to the term "tax havens" for the reasons cited in amendment 46.
Amendment 6 – While the specification that information should be accurate and updated is supported in principle, the wording of the Parliament's amendment could mislead that there is an obligation on the financial institution to report information to competent authorities.

Amendment 7 – The first sentence of the EP amendment is accepted. It is not clear in the the second sentence which international agreements with third countries are referred to.

Amendment 8 – The Commission is ready to consider duly justified re-insertion of exempted services, if they were included in Regulation 1781/2006. E-money and new payment methods are included under the new scope of the Regulation in cases where used to effect person to person transfers; however, the Commission does not consider it appropriate to introduce a blanket extension of the scope of the Regulation to such products.

Amendment 10 – The Commission can accept in principle the EP amendment, however would delete the word "programmes" in the second sentence, so as include other focuses of support, such as dialogue. Similarly, the Commission would propose to the last sentence "and third countries" to broaden the focus.

Amendments 18, 19 and 20 – The Commission can accept in principle to align terminology with the Payment Services Directive; however, it will further examine how this can best be reflected in order to ensure the objectives of the Regulation are not unintentionally changed.

Amendment 21 – The Commission can accept in principle the inclusion of money remittance services and direct debit, but would not agree with the phrase “in particular”, and will further examine how this could be best reflected in the context of this Regulation.

Amendment 22 – The Commission accepts in principle further clarification of a “person-to-person” transfer along the lines suggested, but would not agree with the use of the term “as consumers”.

Amendment 24 – The Commission accepts in principle the need for a qualification when a card or device is used to pay goods and services, but will further examine how this could be best reflected in the context of this Regulation.

Amendment 30 – The Commission accepts this amendment with the exception of the insertion "full name and the", which does not appear to be necessary.

Amendments 38 and 43 – The Commission accepts the first part of the Parliament's amendments which refers to information not complete or not using the characters or inputs admissible with the conventions of the messaging or payment and settlement system. However, the Commission does not accept the second part of the Parliament's amendments, which obliges the Payment Service Provider to either reject or suspend the payment and gives no possibility to proceed with the payments. This would result in major disruption to the payment system.

Amendments 31, 33, 36, 40 – The Commission accepts the general reference seeking to clarify risk-based procedures but will further examine appropriate wording in this sense. In the case of amendment 31, the obligation on the payment service provider of the payer is unclear. In amendment 33, it is unclear what is meant by “internal risk-based established anti-abuse procedures”.

Amendment 45 – The Commission accepts in principle the need to put in place specific safeguards in order to ensure compliance with data protection requirements. However, the Commission disagrees with a specific reference to intermediary payment service providers, which are already included under the “payment service providers”. The reference to “other external authorities” needs to be clarified. The Commission considers the use of the word “exclusively” an inappropriate restriction in reference to response by payment service providers to authorities responsible for combating money laundering or terrorist financing.

Amendments 56 and 57 – The Commission would not object to the proposed wording; however, account needs to be taken of recently agreed outcomes on sanctions in other financial services legislation.

Amendment 59 - The Commission agrees with the underlying principle of the amendment, however, a definition of whistleblowers may be needed.

Amendment 61 – The Commission could agree in principle, but will further examine ways in which to make the wording more precise with respect to what would be expected from the EBA.

Amendment 66: The Commission agrees in principle with the amendment, subject to clarification relating to the territories to which the derogation applies.

Amendment 68 – The Commission accepts in principle the intention of the Parliament's amendment to ensure continuity of already authorised decisions, and will further examine appropriate wording.

Amendments rejected:

Amendment 2: The Commission prefers the current wording "could try to take" as it does not have evidence showing to which extent they are already taking advantage of the free movement of capital.

Amendments 9 and 29 – The Commission would not be in favour of a requirement to verify at least the name of the payer below EUR 1,000. This is not an obligation under the international standards, as there are concerns that such an obligation would drive transactions underground and in fact make traceability of transactions more difficult. However, the Commission would agree to clarify that the obligation not to verify the information does not apply in case of a suspicion of money laundering or terrorist financing.

Amendments 11, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 58 – As a general principle, the Commission rejects amendments which simply repeat and do not add to already applicable provisions on data protection stemming from Directive 95/46/EC.

Amendment 15 – The encouragement to use SEPA between Member State and third country transfers in order to overcome technical limitations is considered unrealistic since correspondent banking transfers are likely to continue to use the SWIFT FIN syntax for the foreseeable future.

Amendment 17 – Reference should be to Article 24 of the Regulation.

Amendment 27 – The reference to inclusion, as one option, of the national identity number is already an obligation under Regulation 1781/2006, and is referred to in the international standard.

Amendment 34 – The Commission considers that it is inappropriate in a Regulation to allow Member States flexibility to reduce or waive the €1,000 threshold below which it is not necessary for the payment service provider of the payee to verify the payee’s identity. Different national approaches risk resulting in market fragmentation, and stricter approaches on verification risk driving transactions underground.

Amendment 35 – The Commission considers that general rules relating to customer due diligence should not be within the scope of this Regulation, but dealt with under the fourth Anti-Money Laundering Directive.

Amendment 37 – The Commission considers that it is not appropriate to re-state obligations which already exist by virtue of other applicable legislation.

Amendment 39 – The insertion of the word “complete” information risks confusion in the event that less information may be required as a result of the derogations in the Regulation.

Amendment 42 – The Parliament's amendment results in a repetition of the obligation on the intermediary payment service provider already contained in Article 11.2.

Amendment 46 – Insofar as the term "tax havens" regards jurisdictions which provide insufficient cooperation and exchange of information on tax matters, action is certainly important, but should be dealt with in the appropriate legislative instrument in the area of taxation.

Amendments 44, 47, 64 – In the context of the fourth Anti-Money Laundering Directive, the Commission has proposed to discontinue the existing “white listing” approach to recognise third country equivalence. Any solutions on assessments of third country regimes would be more appropriately addressed in the fourth Anti-Money Laundering Directive.

Amendment 50 – The wording on data protection in Article 16 is more restrictive and does not add clarity, although it does not materially change the proposed Commission approach of a five year data retention period which can be extended to a maximum of ten years. It is not clear how a reference to “only in exceptional situations” would be applicable in practice.

Amendment 55 – Article 18.1b already covers intermediary payment service providers and refers to failure to put in place effective risk-based policies under Article 12.

Amendment 62 – The amendment is not clear since the Regulation only applies to payment service providers established in the Union. The Commission is not in a position to monitor the application of certain rules with regard to payment service providers outside the EU.

Amendment 63 – as the application of administrative sanctions is a cross-cutting issue across the financial services sector, the Commission does not consider that it would be appropriate to restrict any such report solely to the application of sanctions with respect to fund transfers.

Amendment 65 – The Parliament's amendment and its intended effects are not clear. The content of any empowerments for implementing acts to be included in this Regulation, as well as the exercise of those empowerments, should be fully compliant with the relevant provisions of the Treaty.

Amendment 67 – The reference to equivalence is misplaced, as it is already explicit in Article 24.1c that the country or territory concerned requires payment service providers to apply the same rules as those under the Regulation.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not adopt a formal amended proposal.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Presidency has held a first working group meeting on 14 March and intends to hold a second meeting on 28 March. The intention is to seek a general approach before the end of June 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on electronic invoicing in public procurement
1.
Rapporteur: Birgit COLLIN-LANGEN (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0004/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0198
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: E-invoicing in public procurement
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0213(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU)
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the compromise text adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 21 January 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the prevention of the use of the financial system for the purpose of money laundering and terrorist financing

1.
Rapporteurs: Krišjānis KARIŅŠ (EPP/LV) and Judith SARGENTINI (Greens/EFA/NL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0150/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0191

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014

4.
Subject: Revision of the third Anti-Money Laundering Directive

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0025(COD)

6.
Legal basis: 114 TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committees: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON) and Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission welcomes the Parliament's resolution. The Commission can accept, accept in principle or in part a large number of the amendments: 42 are acceptable in full, 51 in principle or in part and 57 are unacceptable.

Amendments accepted in full: 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 15, 18, 21, 22, 24, 26, 33, 34, 35, 40, 41, 43, 48, 52, 56, 57, 60, 63, 72, 79, 86, 91, 96, 104, 108, 109, 110, 112, 116, 117, 129, 137, 143, 146, 149

Amendments accepted in principle or in part: 4, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19, 23, 25, 28, 30, 32, 36, 38, 42, 45, 49, 54, 62, 64, 65, 67, 69, 70 (second part, on data protection), 71, 76, 77, 82, 87, 92, 93, 94, 97, 98, 99 (second part, on data protection), 100, 101, 105, 106, 114, 119, 121 (second part, on data protection), 124, 125, 126, 127, 134, 141, 142, 144, 147. 
Amendments rejected: 9, 10, 13, 20, 27, 29, 31, 37, 39, 44, 46, 47, 50, 53, 55, 58, 59, 61, 66, 68, 70 (first part), 73, 74, 75, 78, 80, 81, 83, 84, 85, 88, 89, 90, 95, 99 (first part), 102, 103, 107, 111, 113, 115, 118, 120, 121 (first part), 122, 123, 128, 130, 131, 132, 133, 135, 136, 138, 139, 140, 145, 148, 150, 153.

Several amendments have been assessed together under data protection rules and thus they may appear in two places.

Amendments accepted in principle or in part:

Amendment 4: The Commission can accept in part the amendment with respect to compatibility with other action in international fora. However, the addition as regards respect of Union data protection rules when implementing the FATF Recommendations is redundant with amendment 3.

Amendments 11 and 49: The Commission is open to clarifying the situations when real estate agents should be included as obliged entities, namely when they are involved in transactions for their client concerning the buying and selling of real estate.

Amendment 12: The Commission agrees in principle that there is an important link between anti-money laundering provisions and the fight against tax evasion and fraud. However, the use of the internal market legal basis in the Commission’s proposal does not permit for a harmonization of Member States' national law definitions of tax crimes. The proposal is not primarily meant to address money laundering crime, much less the predicate offences, but to complement the criminal law approach by countering the risk to the integrity, proper functioning, reputation and stability of the financial system arising from money laundering and terrorism financing.

Amendment 14: The Commission can accept in principle that in cases where commercial or private transactions are facilitated or performed, central banks and central settlement systems should as a general principle, and where appropriate and possible, observe rules which are applicable to other obliged entities. The Commission would not however be in favour of enlarging the scope of the Directive to such entities, nor does it consider that references to supranational institutions are appropriate in a Directive which is addressed to Member States for their implementation into national frameworks. The supranational institutions mentioned in the amendment normally reflect the principles of this Directive in their internal AML/CFT procedures but would not be in the position to apply some of the technical provisions specific to private sector obliged entities.

Amendments 16, 17 and 93, 94: The Commission believes that the focus needs to be on quality and availability of the information in the first place, and thus can look favourably at the idea of central registries as well as other equally efficient solutions, favoured by a number of Member States, which would ensure the identification of beneficial ownership. In this respect, the very detailed amendments spelling out the types of information which should be stored in registries should be carefully formulated in order not to exclude the possibility of having alternative means of making beneficial ownership information available. The Commission welcomes text which highlights the need to ensure that beneficial ownership registries meet a number of conditions so that the information contained therein is accurate, complete and up-to-date at all times, as well as the clarification that the existence of registries should not lead to overreliance on behalf of the obliged entities. As regards access to registries, in order to protect privacy and limit the distribution of personal data, access could be given to members of the public only if they can demonstrate a legitimate interest in obtaining the information. Given the potential difficulties this might give rise to and the fact that sometimes obliged entities would have difficulties to differentiate from the public (e.g., traders in high value goods), it could be envisaged to allow Member States the possibility to reserve access to registries to the competent authorities and FIUs or alternatively to make access available also to those obliged entities which have a direct interest in double checking the accuracy of the information on beneficial ownership made available to them by the natural persons representing legal entities or arrangements, or further still to allow Member States the possibility of making information in registers fully accessible to the broader public. Competent authorities and obliged entities should in any case be able to obtain beneficial ownership information directly from the legal entities or arrangements. Making use of the possibilities involving the interconnection of business registries as far as information available on beneficial ownership is concerned could be a useful tool provided that its feasibility is confirmed.  In any case access to information pertaining to the identity and the ownership rights of natural persons would need to be consistent with data protection rules, and appropriate access rules to the information available in the registries would need to be established.

Furthermore, should Article 30 be deleted, as proposed by the EP (amendment 94), the drafting of Article 29 (1) (Amendment 93) could create a loophole, if interpreted as covering only “entities having legal personality”. This would result that the majority of trusts, which normally do not have legal personality, would not be covered.
As regards an obligation on the Commission to negotiate the establishment of beneficial ownership registries in third countries and evaluate the equivalence thereof, the Parliament suggests that priority should be given to countries that host a significant number of relevant legal entities and arrangements, but this information would be very difficult for the Commission to establish from the outset. The FATF acknowledges that registries are one means among others to ensure the availability of this type of information. In the absence of consensus internationally as regards beneficial ownership registries, it would be unrealistic to impose an obligation on the Commission to pro-actively evaluate systems which may not be in place, and it would represent a significant burden in terms of resources to reach to every third country.

The Commission can accept the amendments providing for effective and dissuasive penalties to be imposed in case of breach of the obligations to make available beneficial ownership information. Combining the obligations on legal entities and trusts or other legal arrangements in one Article could also be acceptable, provided that they are clearly articulated and achieve the purpose intended in the Commission's proposal. However, the wording should be carefully drafted in order not to suggest that disproportionate amounts of private information should be made public. The suggestion that Member States should follow a risk-based approach when publishing details of trust deeds and letters of wishes risks significant interference with protection of privacy and should not be accepted.

The Commission is not in favour of a reporting obligation whereby it would have to report on the application and mode of functioning of the requirements pursuant to the proposed amendments.

Amendment 19: While the Commission agrees with the principle underlying this amendment, it has doubts as to its practical aspects (see comment regarding amendment 14).

Amendments 23, 25, 65, and 67(3): Generally, the Commission is open to playing a bigger role than set out in the original proposal. Given the complexities associated with such an exercise, and the broad-ranging scope, the Commission would only be in a position to coordinate work at the EU level on the identification and assessment of money-laundering risks affecting the Internal Market or related to cross-border phenomena and to draw up a report on these risks. The assessment would need to be the fruit of a joint effort between a number of different EU level bodies (e.g. Europol). The Parliament's amendment would abolish the joint opinion by the European Supervisory Authorities, although this formalized input would be an important component which would help to structure the process. The supranational risk assessment would be complemented by national risk assessments and thus should be a focused exercise, targeting the specific cross-border phenomena and the money laundering and terrorist financing risks affecting the internal market overall. The aspects listed in the Parliament's amendments as minimum content may go beyond that. The deadline set up for making available the outcome of the coordination work by the Commission is too tight, given the broad-ranging scope and the bodies involved. The risk assessment exercise would however be updated according to the needs and relevant developments. As regards the EDPS and Article 29 Working Party, it is unclear what expertise the European Data Protection Supervisor and the Article 29 Working Party could contribute to a supranational assessment of money laundering and terrorist financing risks affecting the Internal Market, as the competences of these authorities are not relevant in this context. There is a general obligation to consult these authorities for only certain types of acts or documents adopted by the Commission, and the Commission always respects these obligations (see preambles of the legal acts subject to such preliminary consultation, including the present proposal). It is not common practice to include such consultation obligations in the text of a legal act. Given that there is as yet little to no practical experience of how risk assessments are conducted, it is too early to include minimum standards for national risk assessments in the supranational risk assessment; due to their differing focus, differing methods might make sense. The request for biannual updates conflicts with the request to receive annual reports from the Commission. Commission reports in addition to the supranational risk assessments which will be made publicly available appear to be a duplication of work. Once the risks are identified, the Commission could make recommendations to Member States on the measures suitable to address those risks on a comply or explain basis.

Amendments 28 and 71: The Commission could agree with the idea underlying the amendments. A negative assessment process, taking also into account, where relevant, the FATF negative listing process (in order to avoid duplication of highly resource and expertise-intensive evaluations) could be envisaged. The assessment of third country regimes is politically highly sensitive, and drawing up "white lists" of equivalent third countries would be extremely cumbersome, as the Commission would potentially have to look at each and every jurisdiction outside the EU. The Commission should be empowered to draw up negative lists in order to ensure uniformity by way of implementing acts and following stricter criteria than the mere reference to Annex III. However, automatic recognition of FATF lists would not be legally possible.

Amendments 30 and 97: The Commission agrees with the principle underlying this amendment, i.e. stressing the importance of the FIU's operational independence and of feedback, but the wording should make clear that the Directive is based on Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union.

Amendments 30, 64, 67, 69, 70, 99 (second part), 119 and 121 (second part) as regards data protection: The Commission does not oppose the amendments in principle, as the protection of privacy and personal data is particularly important in the EU and has its prominent role in all decision-making. However, a proliferation and reiteration of already applicable rights by virtue of the general data protection framework would suggest that the data protection rules need to be reinstated to be applicable, and it would risk divergences in interpretation. It is inappropriate to include in a Directive general and unspecific wording repeating some general data protection principles which are already applicable by virtue of primary law (e.g., the Charter of Fundamental Rights). Thus, while the Commission insists on the fact that all obligations imposed by virtue of this Directive should respect privacy and ensure the protection of personal data, it also believes that the proliferation of unspecific and at times misleading references to data protection principles should be removed from the text, while the relevant concrete obligations should be grouped together (e.g., amendment 106).

Amendments 32 and 100: Article 37 is designed to protect employees from possible threats or hostile action as a result of filing a suspicious transaction report. In the Commission's view, whistle-blowing – giving rise to adverse or discriminatory employment actions – is a different matter and thus should not be addressed in this Article. As regards a provision on legal aid, the Commission could envisage a provision on legal aid along the lines of similar provisions and the conditions stipulated in existing EU legislative instruments.

Amendment 36: The Commission accepts the amendment in principle. The wording may need to be adapted to refer to the latest internal procedures as regards AML/CFT of the institution concerned.

Amendments 38 and 101: The repeated reference to data protection authorities in various contexts where their competence might not be relevant should be viewed with caution, and specific caveats should be added to make clear that data protection authorities accessing the data file at the obliged entity should be under the obligation not to inform the persons concerned of the potential existence of suspicious transaction reports (STRs) filed on them in order to avoid undermining core anti-money laundering provisions. It would be necessary to reword amendment 38 in order to explicitly clarify that.

Amendments 42 and 125: The Commission agrees that the Directive should encourage the most efficient and best cooperation among Financial Intelligence Units and be open to future developments. However, this does not call for a deletion of references to FIU.net, a key tool to facilitate cooperation among Financial Intelligence Units in the EU and to multilaterally share relevant information via its sophisticated decentralised computer network while addressing data protection concerns. Rather, the wording should be more flexible by including a reference to successor solutions.

Amendment 45: The additional reference to the presumption of innocence could be acceptable provided it is clarified that this should not interfere with the possibility of the obliged entities and FIUs to react appropriately once there is a suspicion of money laundering (e.g., file or investigate a STRs without alerting the person concerned).

Amendment 54: The Commission welcomes the clarifications in the newly added point (iia) in article 3(5)(a) which require the obliged entities to keep record of the actions taken to identify the beneficial owner and prove their inability to find such a person. However, with the inclusion of point (iia), the addition in point (ii) regarding senior managing officials seems redundant.

Amendment 62: A definition of "non-face-to-face" business relationships or transactions might be beneficial, although one should keep in mind that the term is used only once in the Commission proposal. The situations to be covered should also include the initiation stage of concluding a contract, i.e. the commencement of contract negotiations, not only the carrying out of a contract.

Amendment 67: The Commission agrees in principle with the underlying idea in (ba), (c), as well as with paragraph 5, where the outcome on risks assessment could be published, where appropriate, within the limits of confidentiality. However, the Commission does not agree with the other parts of the amendment (see comments on Amendments 30, 64, 67, 69, 70, 99, 119 and 121).
Amendment 76: The Commission agrees that, in case the legislators decide to set up central public registers, these should not become tools upon which obliged entities over-rely and neglect their duties to further investigate beneficial ownership. Thus, customer due diligence obligations should be properly performed. The concepts of legal persons and similar legal arrangements are general terms including already the ones suggested in the amendments. The Commission agrees with the principle that obliged entities need to take all the measures, within proportionality limits, to find the beneficiary owner. However, the original wording appears to be more appropriate. As to the last part of the amendment, the Commission does not agree with the removal of the words "where necessary", which are also in line with international standards.

The Commission would like to draw attention to the last part of paragraph 1(b) which repeats the text in paragraph 1(c).

Amendment 77: The proposed amendment goes beyond the international standards. However, the Commission agrees in principle with it, subject to further clarifications.

Amendment 82: The Commission disagrees with the removal of the words "as far as reasonably possible", as this falls within proportionality limits. The Commission agrees with the wording proposed in the second part of the amendment. The Commission disagrees with the insertion of the last sentence, as Article 32 ensures already that the information in subject be forwarded to the FIU of the Member State in whose territory the obliged entity forwarding the information is established.

Amendment 87: The Commission can accept the amendment in principle. However, there is a reference to amendment 85 which becomes redundant as the Commission could not accept the latter in the first place. However, if amendment 85 is to remain in its current form, the clarification in amendment 87 should also be retained.

Amendment 92: The Commission is open to tasking the European Supervisory Authorities with developing another set of guidelines, provided that they receive sufficient time to do so, i.e. more than one year, and there is added value of covering that specific area in light of guidance that already exists for instance by the Basel Committee on Banking Supervision.

Amendment 98: The Commission agrees to substitute the term "situated" with "established". If this is done, the proposed text seems to be redundant.

Amendments 105 and 106: The Commission can accept the amendments in part. However, some clarifications are necessary. While the Commission agrees with the principle of single purpose of processing, it is unclear how this would impact a number of other amendments which call on the Commission to work towards combatting tax evasion, corruption, etc. It should also be entirely clear that any powers granted to data protection authorities are without prejudice to the prohibition of disclosing the potential existence of a STR to the data subject concerned (see amendments 38 and 101). The Commission cannot accept the amendments to the effect that the extension of the data retention periods be justified on a case-by-case basis, as it would be extremely cumbersome for the obliged entities in practice to do so for each and every customer, in particular given that even for customers on whom they might have filed a STR they do not generally receive feedback from FIUs and law enforcement.

Amendment 114: The Commission is open to considering the proposed clarifications, but notes that there is an incorrect reference to entities referred to in “Article 2(g)”; this Article exists neither in the original proposal by the Commission nor in the amendments proposed by the European Parliament.

Amendment 124: Focussing on strengthening cooperation among EU Financial Intelligence Units is key. Thus, the Commission welcomes any provisions ensuring that obliged entities are required to report to and answer requests by the Financial Intelligence Units in the Member State where they themselves are established. To prohibit any filters may run counter to certain exceptional circumstances where refusal to divulge information is justified.

Amendments 126 and 127: The Commission is fully committed to further enhanced cooperation including between Financial Intelligence Units and Europol to support achieving the objectives of the Directive. In the context of the Directive, this relates to financial intelligence and its analysis, not to police cooperation in investigating criminal offences.

Amendment 134: The Commission could accept in principle the proposed amendment; however, it should be explored how to further improve the wording, given the implications the word "accused" may have.

Amendment 141: The Commission could accept in principle on the grounds that there should be no unjustified discrimination against specific distribution channels. It must however be clear that an electronic verification can take place that ensures a very high degree of certainty as to the identity of the person behind the transaction.

Amendment 142: The Commission can accept the amendment in principle, as the list in Annex II is not limitative. However, it is also possible that such assessments are carried out via a supranational risk assessment.

Amendment 144: The Commission accepts in part the amendment which makes reference to credible sources; however, the reference to FATF public statements is not appropriate because it is an indication of higher, but not lower, risk.

Amendment 147: The Commission can accept in principle, but will further examine the possibility to include more precise wording.

Amendments rejected:

Amendment 9: The deletion of "trading in goods" would imply that the scope of the Directive should be extended to all "natural or legal persons". This deletion in the recital is unfortunate and does not correspond to the provisions on scope.

Amendments 10 and 75: The Commission does not accept in principle derogations in this case.

Amendments 13 and 115: The Commission has been putting specific focus on aggressive tax planning, as this has become increasingly problematic for Member States. However, the Commission does not consider it to be feasible for AML/CFT supervisory authorities to monitor "the adequacy of the legal advice they [this appears to refer to credit and financial institutions and providers of gambling services] receive with a view to reducing legal and regulatory arbitrage in the case of aggressive tax planning and avoidance". There is no definition of aggressive tax avoidance. If tax evasion is meant, this would already be covered to a certain extent by including tax crimes as a predicate offence. Aggressive tax planning is usually done within the letter of the law. In that case, the competent authorities will not be able to act on learning about it.

Amendments 20 and 73: The proposed amendments could lead to uncertainties, since on-line is not so much a type of gambling as a channel of delivery of gambling services. In addition, the "online gambling" would be subject to higher burden than either casinos or "other providers".

Amendments 27 and 85: Apart from the fact that lists of PEPs would be very difficult to establish, their added value is unclear in practice, given that obliged entities cannot and should not rely on them to fulfil their obligations under the Directive, which is stated in the amendment and with which the Commission agrees. Drawing and keeping PEPs lists up to date will thus impose a disproportionate effort on all parties involved with very little potential benefits. Given the numerous public offices involved and their fast-changing nature, it would be excessive to demand notifying all persons concerned, and this is not something which can realistically be monitored at the EU level.

Given the impracticability of PEPs lists being drawn up by the Commission, even in cooperation with the Member States, privately drawn up databases remain a viable alternative and should not be prohibited from the outset, provided that they operate in full respect and observance of data protection rules. One advantage of such a solution is that information is stored centrally which could allow for access by the data subject and rectification/ erasure of data to be easily respected. It would also assist the obliged entities in fulfilling, while not relieving them from, their customer due diligence obligations.

Amendments 29 and 89: The responsibility for complying with the Directive belongs only to the obliged entities covered by it. The text of the Commission's proposal reflects the international standards.

Amendments 31 and 128: Insofar as the term "tax havens" regards jurisdictions which provide insufficient cooperation and exchange of information on tax matters, action is certainly important, but should be dealt with in the appropriate legislative instrument in the area of taxation. Insofar as the term "tax havens" refers to jurisdictions that have significant deficiencies in their anti-money laundering and counter-terrorist financing framework, this could be picked up under an EU "blacklisting" approach to the fight against money-laundering and terrorist financing which the Commission is open to consider.

Amendment 39: National risk assessments are country-specific and reflect the internal situation in a given Member State. It can be reasonably expected that they might contain important information pertaining to law enforcement and national security in which case only the results thereof could be shared with other Member States and the Commission. Thus, it would not be appropriate for the Commission to evaluate the national risk assessments as such. The deadline of one year after entry into force of the Directive is also unrealistically short.

Amendments 44 and 145: Given that the "white listing" process had numerous drawbacks and inevitably politicised, the Commission does not believe it should be reinstated. The assessment of third country regimes is politically highly sensitive and drawing up "white lists" of equivalent third countries would be a cumbersome exercise which duplicates work already carried out by international standard setters and evaluators.
Amendment 46: The reference to Council Directive 2000/43/EC, the scope of which is limited to employment relations, salaries, etc. in public-private relationships, is not relevant in the context of this proposal. Also, there is no relevance of ethnic origin as the fourth Anti-Money Laundering Directive is not meant to impose processing of this kind of data.

Amendment 47: The language proposed by the Commission closely follows the Vienna Convention (United Nations Convention against Illicit Traffic in Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances, 1988) and Palermo Convention (United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime, 2000).

Amendment 50: This extension of the scope is extremely broad. The provision of services is not an activity required by the international standards to be covered, and the Commission is not aware of any risk analysis or impact assessment that would allow an understanding of the costs and benefits associated with including service providers as obliged entities.

Amendment 53: The Commission does not see the need for a definition of "self-regulatory body" at the EU level, as this notion could be differently understood at the national level. It would be more important to ensure that the powers of such bodies as regard their AML/CFT role are in line with the Directive. If there were to be a definition however, the Commission would advise to align the text closer to the FATF definition.

Amendment 55: The consequence of the amendment would be to substantially change the Commission's proposal on the issue of politically exposed persons (PEPs). According to the proposal, PEPs entrusted with prominent functions in any EU Member State are considered as "domestic" by the other Member States, which is aimed to ensure a similar treatment of national and other EU PEPs.
Amendments 58 and 59: The Commission does not believe that it is justified from an anti-money laundering point of view to shorten the list of family members of the PEPs which was in any case limited to the immediate family in the ascending and the descending line.

Article 61: Article 12 does not use the term "betting transaction", neither in the original Commission proposal nor in the amendments proposed by the European Parliament. Also, the Commission considers that the definition would not add clarity, given that Article 12 as a rule requires verification of the identity of the customer and the beneficial owner before the carrying-out of the transaction. If "betting transaction" covers all the stages over a period of time from the registration of the bet until the payout, the exact point in time when verification needs to take place becomes uncertain.

Amendment 66: The Commission's powers and duties under Article 258 TFEU are sufficient in order to achieve the objective pursued. The Commission cannot accept wording in a Directive which would explicitly provide for an obligation to assess implementation. While the Commission fully shares the objective of an effective AML regime, the instrument proposed does not bring a clear added value in this respect.

Amendment 68: The assessments referred to in paragraph 1 should in any case be made available, not only upon request.

Amendment 70 – with respect to “model risk management practices”: It is not clear what the intention behind this amendment is. In particular, the aim of including and the practical meaning of the expression "model risk management practices" should be clarified.

Amendment 74: The concept and the objective of the amendment are not clear – nor is it clear to whom the obligation to carry out customer due diligence would apply.

Amendment 78: It is not clear what the suggested amendment is aiming at, or what is the problem to be addressed. The reference to Article 2(1) is too broad and would include all obliged entities, whereas there is a specific reference to the pay-out of winnings.

Amendments 80 and 83: Annexes II and III include geographic risks as well. It is not clear why the amendments removed them and what this is aiming at in this context.

Amendments 81, 84 and 133: The significant shortening of the deadlines to usually just one year, i.e. half the time allowed under the original proposal, might pose the risk of overburdening the European Supervisory Authorities and receiving less satisfactory results.

Amendment 88: The Commission does not believe that it is justified from an AML point of view to shorten the period during which obliged entities should consider the continuing risk posed by a person from 18 months after the person concerned has left the politically exposed position to 12 months.

Amendment 90: see explanations under 28, 44, 71, and 145.

Amendment 95: As obliged entities, the persons referred to in Article 2(1)(3)(a), (b), and (d) are already required to report such information according to Articles 32 and 33.

Amendment 99 (first part): The Commission would prefer to keep this option for the Member States limited, given that the FIUs should remain the central unit receiving all suspicious transaction reports and introducing another body in the reporting chain always runs the risk of delay. Most commonly, lawyers, notaries and accountants are represented in self-regulatory bodies that play a role in regulating the persons which are qualified to enter and who practise in the profession, and also perform certain supervisory or monitoring type functions. The Commission strongly advocates compliance with the legal professional privilege and the rights guaranteed in the Articles 47 and 48 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union. At the same time, the legal professional privilege should not be misused as a shield to avoid adhering to legitimate anti-money laundering requirements. The Commission is of the view that Article 33(2) properly balances these interests already. To further clarify a reference to the Charter could be added.

Amendment 102: The Commission believes that adding "standards, methods" broadens the definition of "network" too much because it does not indicate any type of common control. Completely unrelated entities could have the same standards or methods in fighting money laundering and terrorist financing, but would not be considered as a network.

Amendment 103: The primary purpose of this Directive is to prevent and combat money laundering and terrorist financing, which has been recognised as public interest also in the amendments. When it comes to third country requirements in the context of Article 38, the proposal refers to AML requirements. Given the very limited number of equivalence decisions in the field of data protection, it is very limiting and thus undesirable to link the requirements which can be considered equivalent for AML purposes and which have a completely different scope and those which can be considered equivalent for data protection purposes.

Amendment 107: The Commission cannot accept this amendment, as the obligations it would impose go beyond the scope of the proposal and there has not been an assessment of the impacts.

Amendment 111: The deadline of two years only sets the maximum time that the European Supervisory Authorities have to work on their numerous tasks; they can finish them earlier than in two years' time. However, to shorten the deadlines might pose the risk of overburdening the European Supervisory Authorities and receiving less than satisfactory results.

Amendment 113: In general, the management board is responsible for ensuring compliance with all laws and regulations by the company, including the national laws transposing this Directive. Thus, the question arises whether the requirement to appoint "the member(s) of the management board who are responsible for the implementation of the laws… to comply with this Directive" adds any value. Also, the Commission notes that pursuant to Article 8(5), obliged entities must in any case obtain approval from senior management for the AML/CFT policies and procedures they put in place.

Amendment 118: The repeated reference to data protection authorities in various contexts where their competence might not be relevant should be avoided. This legal instrument covers AML and thus cooperation between AML authorities and is not the appropriate basis for putting in place cooperation among data protection authorities.

Amendment 120: The Commission considers the EU FIU Platform to be a very important stakeholder and will continue to make best use of it. However, expert groups such as the EU FIU Platform are essentially a forum for discussions, providing high-level input to the Commission in a strictly advisory capacity and in response to the Commission's call at its own discretion. While the Commission is ready and willing to play a more proactive role in the EU FIU platform, it does not support the “obligation” to regularly convene the EU FIU Platform, in order to preserve its institutional autonomy regarding Commission advisory groups.

Amendments 121 (first part), 122 and 123: Given that an EU Directive cannot influence how non-Member State FIUs cooperate with FIUs in Member States, any provisions would only cover international cooperation unilaterally, putting obligations on Member State FIUs without being able to ensure that the FIUs in third countries would reciprocate. In the Commission's opinion international cooperation among FIUs is best left to the established international fora such as the Egmont Group. The Egmont Group has already developed Principles for Information Exchange and meets regularly to improve cooperation in the fight against money laundering and the financing of terrorism.

Amendment 130: The Commission does not see the need for attaching new conditions to the public statement. In addition, it is important to ensure consistency with other recently adopted legal acts in the financial sector.

Amendment 131: The Commission considers that the proposed amendment would not be in line with the need for consistency with other recently adopted legal acts in the financial sector, where reference is made to the ultimate parent undertaking.

Amendment 132: The proposed amendment would weaken the objective of this provision, as sanctions should nonetheless be published. Moreover, where publication is considered disproportionate, there should still be an obligation to publish the sanctions, but on an anonymous basis.

Amendment 135: While the Commission fully shares the objectives of fighting tax crimes and other criminal activities, the legal instrument to address this concern is not the right one. Due to the internal market legal base of the Commission proposal, no harmonization of Member States' national law definitions of tax crimes is and can be sought. The proposal is not primarily meant to address the money laundering crime, much less the predicate offences, but to complement the criminal law approach by countering the risk to the integrity, proper functioning, reputation and stability of the financial system, arising from money laundering and terrorism financing. Therefore, based on the proposed amendments, the Commission will not be in a position to report on punishments for tax offences in the Member States, etc.

Amendments 136, 138, 139, and 140: As a general principle, the Commission does not accept additional amendments in Annexes II and III which either do not relate to examples already included in FATF standards, or which have not been backed by evidence of lower risk on the basis of a risk assessment. The risk factors mentioned are based on examples and are non-exhaustive; consequently the Directive will not prevent Member States from allowing other examples to be accommodated in national legislation on the basis of an appropriate risk assessment.

Amendment 148: The Commission does not agree with the deletion of this factor, which is a reflection of Recommendation 15 on the international standards.

Amendment 150: Requiring the application of all the listed measures in the EP amendment might not serve the purpose of the risk-based approach because it does not take into account that the risk could be related only to certain factors of a business relationship or transaction and not all of the enhanced measures would be relevant. Further, the same ground will be covered by the guidelines from the European Supervisory Authorities as stipulated in Article 16.4.

Amendment 153: The Commission does not accept in principle derogations in this context.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not adopt a formal amended proposal.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Presidency is seeking to agree a general approach as soon as possible and has tabled this file for discussion at COREPER on 14 April.

ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 1365/2006 on statistics of goods transport by inland waterways as regards conferring delegated and implementing powers upon the Commission for the adoption of certain measures

1.
Rapporteur: Eva LICHTENBERGER (Greens/EFA/AT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0003/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0180

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014

4.
Subject: Alignment of Regulation (EC) No 1365/2006 to the Lisbon Treaty
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0226(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept some amendments adopted by the European Parliament.

The Commission can accept amendments which improve or clarify the wording: these are in particular amendments 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 12 and 13.

The Commission can accept amendment 10 concerning the rules on quality criteria and quality reports.Its content is perfectly in line with the current statistical legislation.

The Commission partially accepts amendment 1 (the Commission cannot accept the part on suppression of the adaption of the data collection scope).
The Commission cannot accept amendments 5, 6, 14, 15 and 16.

In particular, amendments 5, 6 and 16 concern the European Parliament’s request to start a new collection of data on passengers in addition to goods transported which are already collected under the current regulation in force. This additional request would significantly increase burden at national level, taking into account the balance between users’ needs and the effort at national level. These amendments go beyond the Commission’s proposal.

Amendment 14 concerns the duration of the empowerment to adopt delegated acts for a determined period (five years). This amendment is not in line with the original proposal (undetermined period).

Amendment 15 cannot be accepted as it proposes the addition of the "no opinion" clause in the context of the comitology without however adding a justification in a recital.

The Commission could accept amendment 11.

Amendment 11 requires that the Commission submits a report to the EP and to the Council every three years instead of once. It is difficult to reject this request. However, the reference to the repealed Statistical Programme Committee should be replaced by a reference to the European Statistical System Committee.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not amend its proposal. The Commission intends to draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally when the proposal will be discussed at the Council Working Party on Statistics.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council Working Party on Statistics discussed the proposal for the first time on 28 April 2014. The Presidency will write a proposal for a compromise text based on MS’ comments.

ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 91/2003 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 December 2002 on rail transport statistics, as regards the collection of data on goods, passengers and accidents
1.
Rapporteur: Michael CRAMER (Greens/EFA/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0002/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0197

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014

4.
Subject: Rail transport statistics
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/297(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts some amendments but cannot accept a majority of the amendments.
The Commission can accept amendments: 4, 9 and 11.

The Commission partially accepts amendments 1, 2, 8, 10 and 12.

Amendment 1: The Commission cooperates with the European Railway Agency as regards the collection of the data on rail accidents, and agrees that the role of ERA should be continuously enhanced. However, as the Commission intends to stop the accident data collection, the sentence on the assurance of the comparability of the two data sets should be deleted.

Amendment 8: See comments on amendment 1.

Amendment 10: Annexes F and G have to be provided to Eurostat 12 and 18 months after the end of the reference period; thus these two annexes cannot be disseminated with the time line proposed by the European Parliament. In addition, the Commission’s proposal is to delete annex H. Finally, it must be clarified that the arrangements for the dissemination shall be adopted by the Commission by way of implementing acts.

Amendments 2 and 12 require that the Commission should continue to provide reports to the European Parliament and to the Council; the Commission could accept this. However, it will be difficult for the Commission to assess the cost of the statistics produced at national level. Moreover, the Statistical Programme Committee no longer exists and should be replaced with a reference to the ESSC.

The Commission cannot accept amendments 3, 5, 6, 7, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23.

Amendment 3 deviates from the standard recital agreed in the Common Understanding on delegated acts by requiring the Commission to take into account the position of the rail sector for the preparation of the delegated acts. The Commission cannot accept a formulation that goes beyond the standard recital.

In particular, amendments 5, 6, 15, 19 concern the European Parliament’s request to keep annex H on accidents to collect more data in this annex even if the information is available at the European Railway Agency. The Commission sees this as overlapping information and in the context of reducing burden on the respondents, the Commission proposes to delete this annex from the Regulation. The collaboration with ERA is well under way, a Memorandum of Understanding was signed and data from ERA are disseminated by Eurostat.

Amendments 7, 20, 22 and 23 require new information on the rail infrastructure and cross border rail infrastructure points. Similar information is collected by the Rail Market Monitoring Survey (RMMS) in DG MOVE and in ERA.

Amendment 13 is on the duration of the empowerment to adopt delegated acts for a determined period (five years). This amendment is not in line with the original proposal (undetermined period).

Amendments 16, 17 and 18 concern increased data to be collected under annex F. The Commission works to develop a distance matrix for rail. There is no need to extend annex F with the modal shares for different distance classes, as the multiplication of the tonnes/ passengers with the distance will produce this information.

Amendment 21 proposes to add to the Article on entry into force a requirement that the Regulation shall be consolidated with the Regulation that it is amending within three months of its publication. The same has been proposed by the European Parliament for the Regulation amending Regulation No 471/2009 on statistics relating to external trade (COM(2013)579). It is not acceptable to create such a practice, first of all because the final provision on the entry into force should not include any other than the date of entry into force and, where necessary, the date of application, in order not to create confusion about the entry into force being conditional upon anything else but the publication in the Official Journal. Secondly, the legislator should not intervene in this way in the work of the Publications Office which is governed by inter-institutional rules (Decision 2009/496/EC, Euratom of 26 June 2009).

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not amend its proposal. The Commission intends to draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally when the proposal will be discussed at the Council Working Party on Statistics.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council Working Party on Statistics discussed the proposal for the first time on 28 April 2014. The Presidency will write a proposal for a compromise text based on Member States’ comments.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 1166/2008 on farm structure surveys and the survey on agricultural production methods, as regards the financial framework for the period 2014-2018
1.
Rapporteur: Paolo DE CASTRO (S&D/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0111/2014 / P7_TA(2014)0199
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Amendment of Regulation (EC) No 1166/2008 in order to establish the financial framework for the Farm Structure Surveys (FSS) to be conducted in 2016 and set out the EU’s maximum financial contribution to Croatia’s survey costs. It is also proposed to replace the reference to the Standing Committee for Agricultural Statistics (SCAS) by a reference to the European Statistical System Committee (ESSC).
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0367(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the sole amendment adopted by the European Parliament.
That amendment will mean that the current Article 15 of Regulation (EC) No 1166/2008 will remain in force with the SCAS as responsible Committee. This change would, on the one hand, have no impact on the main objectives of the proposal and, on the other hand, limited or no real effects, as there will be no implementing powers conferred on the Commission if the Commission's Omnibus proposal (COM(2013) 451) is adopted as proposed (only delegated acts).
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: There is an informal agreement between the Presidency/ Council Working Party on Statistics (STATIS WP) and the EP AGRI Committee. On 27 February 2014, the STATIS WP agreed with the change proposed by the European Parliament. On 19 March 2014, Coreper approved the agreement and the Council adopted the proposal on 24 March 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council adjusting with the effect from 1 July 2012 the remuneration and pensions of the officials and other servants of the European Union and the correction coefficients applied thereto
1.
Rapporteur: Dagmar ROTH-BEHRENDT (S&D/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0164/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0187
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: Adjustment with effect from 1 July 2012 of the remuneration and pensions of officials and other servants of the European Union and the correction coefficients applied thereto.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0439(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 10 of Annex XI to the Staff Regulations
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The text of the compromise on the annual adjustment for 2012 was endorsed by COREPER on 7 March 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council adjusting with the effect from 1 July 2011 the remuneration and pensions of the officials and other servants of the European Union and the correction coefficients applied thereto
1.
Rapporteur: Dagmar ROTH-BEHRENDT (S&D/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0165/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0186
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2014
4.
Subject: adjustment with effect from 1 July 2011 of the remuneration and pensions of officials and other servants of the European Union and the correction coefficients applied thereto.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0438(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 10 of Annex XI to the Staff Regulations
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The text of the compromise on the annual adjustment for 2011 was endorsed by COREPER on 7 March 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of personal data by competent authorities for the purposes of prevention, investigation, detection or prosecution of criminal offences or the execution of criminal penalties, and the free movement of such data
1.
Rapporteur: Dimitrios DROUTSAS (S&D/EL)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0403/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0219

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014

4.
Subject: Protection of personal data for Police and Criminal Justice Authorities

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0010(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 16 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the EU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept some amendments either:

· directly (amendments 5, 105, 107, 116, 117, 119);

· in principle (amendments 2, 4, 9, 11, 15, 21, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 55, 59, 72, 84, 94, 100, 103, 108, 112, 113, 115, 118);

· partly only under certain conditions (amendments 1, 3, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, 25, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 50, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 106, 109, 110, 111, 114, 120, 121, 122, 124, 125); or

· subject to rewording (amendments 26, 47, 104).

These amendments are in line with the policy objectives pursued by the Commission proposal.

In contrast, the Commission cannot accept amendments 6, 51, 52, 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, 123.

The reasons for the Commission's position are set forth hereunder.

Amendments related to the material scope of the instrument

The Commission proposal covers both cross-border and domestic processing of personal data by Member States police and criminal justice authorities for the purposes of prevention, investigation, detection or prosecution of criminal offences or the execution of criminal penalties.
The European Parliament supports the inclusion of domestic processing in the scope of application of the Directive, takes the view that the Directive provides for minimum harmonisation, and allows Member States to set higher standards, whilst preserving the principle of free movement of personal data (in particular amendment 59).
A “minimum harmonisation” approach, where the scope extends to domestic processing by police and criminal justice authorities, can ensure a high and meaningful level protection of individuals’ personal data and at the same time guarantee effective law enforcement. A Directive that allows Member States to provide for specific conditions beyond the minimum standards is therefore acceptable. However, such an approach should not put into question the general principle of free flow of personal data in the Union processed for the purposes of prevention, investigation, detection or prosecution of criminal offences or the execution of criminal penalties, based on mutual trust and effective co-ordination between competent authorities.

The Commission proposal also provides, as regards the material scope, for its non-application to processing activities by Union institutions, bodies and agencies.

The European Parliament's resolution envisages that the non-application to processing activities by Union institutions, bodies and agencies is removed and that Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and of the Council and specific legal instruments applicable to Union agencies, bodies or offices should be brought in line with the Police and Criminal Justice Authorities Directive and applied in accordance with this Directive (amendments 6 and 60). The European Parliament's resolution also requests the Commission to present, two years after entry into force of the Directive, a proposal for the revision of the legal framework applicable to the processing of personal data by Union institutions, bodies, offices and agencies, for the purposes of prevention, investigation, detection or prosecution of criminal offences or the execution of criminal penalties (amendments 56 and 125).

There can be no enlargement of the scope of this Directive to the EU institutions, since the processing by EU institutions, bodies, office and agencies is governed by Regulation (EC) No 45/2001. In its 2010 and 2012 Communications, the Commission had indicated that the reform of the EU data protection framework will include, at a later stage, amendments to align specific and sectoral instruments, for example Regulation (EC) No 45/2001. To this end, the Commission issued a political declaration at the 2013 June JHA Council, committing to present a proposal to align Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 with the data protection reform package in due course, in order to permit the simultaneous entry into application of the General Data Protection Regulation, the Directive and the revised Regulation (EC) No 45/2001. . Equally, the Commission cannot accept any text according to which it would be obliged to present a proposal, since this would encroach on the Commission’s right of initiative.

i. Amendments affecting the conduct of criminal investigations

The European Parliament's resolution introduces wording enhancing the level of prescriptiveness for competent authorities (amendments 62, 65, 66, 67, 69, 71). 

These changes should not risk to hamper effective law enforcement activities, such as identifying perpetrators who are not yet identified but who may have left traces, and to gather sufficient information about the circumstances of the case. Their implications for the operational effectiveness of law enforcement work must be further considered.

ii. Amendment related to access to data initially processed for  purposes other than the prevention, investigation, detection or prosecution of criminal offences or the execution of criminal penalties

The European Parliament's resolution introduces a new provision on access to data initially processed for purposes other than the prevention, investigation, detection or prosecution of criminal offences or the execution of criminal penalties (amendment 63).
The interactions of this amendment with the general principles for data processing could be a potential source of confusion. Nothing in the Directive, including such a provision, should have or risk having the effect of prohibiting lawful access by competent law enforcement authorities to PNR, TFTP or other relevant personal data as provided for under international agreements concluded by the Union or other existing or proposed legal instruments.

iii. Amendments related to international transfers

The European Parliament's resolution introduces an introductory provision listing all ensuing legal provisions for transfers with further specifications (amendment 96).

This change needs careful reflection in the light of possible consequences on international agreements or other EU existing or proposed legal instruments, as it should not have or risk having the effect of prohibiting lawful transfers to third countries' competent law enforcement authorities of PNR, TFTP, or other relevant personal as provided for under international agreements concluded by the Union.

The European Parliament's resolution provides that in cases where controllers or processors are confronted with conflicting compliance requirements between the jurisdiction of the Union and that of a third country, the Commission should seek to clarify the jurisdictional conflict with the third country in question (amendment 102).

The amendment creates confusion as to the role of the Commission under the Treaties and the Directive.
iv. Amendment related to the transmission of personal data to other non-law enforcement parties

The European Parliament's resolution introduces wording related to the transmission of personal data to other non-law enforcement parties (amendment 121).

This builds on Article 14 of the Framework Decision 2008/977/JHA. However, the interaction with the general principles of this Directive must be further clarified. The amendment should also be further clarified, in particular as it should not adversely affect or risk adversely affecting law enforcement capabilities to engage with private partners in case of child abuse or other serious crime where such cooperation is essential to safeguard the interests of the victims and respect the rights of the child as required by Article 24 of the EU Charter, and Article 5(3) of the EU Charter on the prohibition of human trafficking.

Amendments related to delegated and implementing acts

The Commission proposal foresees the possibility for the Commission to adopt, under certain provisions of the proposed Directive, implementing or delegated acts.

The European Parliament's resolution operates, for certain provisions, a switch between implementing and delegated acts or foresees the compulsory consultation of the European Data Protection Board (amendments 51, 52, 53 and 54).

The choice of the Commission empowerments to be issued must rest on objective criteria and be in line with Articles 290 and 291 TFEU, in particular for adequacy findings which are currently adopted in Comitology procedure.

Amendments related to the addressees of the Directive and to its Schengen relevance

The European Parliament's resolution provides that not only international agreements concluded by Member States prior to the entry into force of the Directive should be amended in line with the Directive, but also international agreements concluded by the Union (amendment 57). The European Parliament's resolution also foresees the deletion of the part of the recital pertaining to the position of Denmark according to which Denmark shall decide within six months after adoption of the Directive whether it will implement it in its national law in accordance with its respective Protocol (amendment 58).

The Commission recalls that Directives are addressed to Member States and thus the reference to the amendment of international agreements concluded by the Union is not required in this framework. It must also be underlined that the Police and Criminal Justice Authorities Directive builds upon the Schengen acquis with the necessary implications for Denmark under its respective Protocols.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will consider in due course the appropriateness of taking into account those amendments of the Parliament which it can accept, taking into account the evolution of discussions on the proposal within the Council so as to enable the institutions to reach an agreement on the future instrument.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: An adoption of the Council's position is not expected before the end of the current term of the European Parliament. The Council is not expected to accept all the amendments of the European Parliament.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data (General Data Protection Regulation)

1.
Rapporteur: Jan Philipp ALBRECHT (Greens/EFA/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0402/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0212

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014

4.
Subject: Protection of personal data

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0011(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 16 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the EU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept some amendments either:

· directly (amendments 106, 123, 142, 150, 151, 155, 160, 162, 175, 177, 183);

· in principle (amendments 2, 3, 4 (partly), 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 14, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, 32, 36, 37, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45 (partly), 48, 50, 52, 54, 57, 58, 59, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 88, 92, 93, 97, 102, 105, 107, 113, 114, 126, 128, 144,  146, 148, 149, 153, 154, 157, 158, 159, 163, 164, 165, 166, 171, 172, 174, 176, 178, 180, 181, 185, 188, 190, 193, 195, 198, 199);

· partly only under certain conditions (amendments 11, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 30, 33, 34, 38, 39, 43, 46, 47, 49, 51, 56, 60, 61, 62, 72, 73, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 89, 90, 94, 96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 103, 104, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 115, 116, 117, 118, 120, 121, 122, 124, 125, 127, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 143, 147, 152, 156, 161, 167, 168, 169, 170, 173, 179, 182, 186, 187, 189, 191, 192, 194, 196, 197, 203, 207); or

· subject to rewording (amendments 4 (partly), 10, 16, 29, 35, 45 (partly), 53, 55, 71, 119, 145, 184).

These amendments are in line with the policy objectives pursued by the Commission proposal.

In contrast, the Commission cannot accept amendments 1, 63, 91, 95, 200, 201, 202, 204, 205, and 206.

The reasons for the Commission's position are set forth hereunder.

i. Amendments related to the territorial scope of the instrument

As regards the territorial scope, the Commission proposal foresees that the Regulation applies to processing of personal data in the context of the activities of an establishment of a controller or a processor in the Union. It also applies to the processing of personal data of data subjects residing in the Union by a controller not established in the Union, where the processing activities are related to the offering of goods or services to such data subjects in the Union, or to the monitoring of their behaviour.

The European Parliament confirmed this approach and makes the Regulation applicable also to data processors not established in the EU where their processing activities are related to the offering of goods or services to such data subjects in the Union, or to their monitoring. The European Parliament also clarified that such offering of goods or services to data subjects in the Union is irrespective of a whether a payment of the data subject is required, but that it should be ascertained whether it is apparent that the controller/processor is envisaging such offering of goods or services to data subjects in one or more Member States. It also removed the reference to the concept of "residence" (amendments 4 and 97).

The amendments are acceptable in principle, as they ensure further legal certainty as regards companies outside Europe wanting to take advantage of the European market. As regards the clarification on offering of goods and services to data subjects in the EU irrespectively of a payment by the data subject, according to amendment 4, it should be "apparent" that the controller/ processor is envisaging such offering of goods or services to data subjects in one or more Member States. The deletion of the term “residing” is only partly acceptable: it should be clarified that the processing activity by a controller/ processor not established in the Union and relating to the offering of goods or services to data subjects in the Union, or to their monitoring, is regardless of whether the processing itself takes place within the Union or not.

ii. Amendments related to “new rights” for data subjects (right to be forgotten and right to data portability)

The Commission proposal provides for a right to be forgotten which builds on already-existing rules to make them fit for the purpose of addressing data protection risks online. It is the individuals who should be in the best position to protect the privacy of their personal data, by choosing whether or not to provide them. It is therefore important to empower individuals to be in control of their own data online. If an individual no longer wants his or her personal data to be processed or stored by a data controller, and if there is no legitimate reason for keeping it, the data should be removed from the controller's system. The right to data portability is the prolongation of the existing right of access of the individual to his or her personal data, and equally aims to reinforce the control of individuals over their personal data (i.e. to transfer data from one electronic processing system to and into another, without being prevented from doing so by the controller).

The European Parliament supports the logic of the Commission proposal and reinforces the essence of the right to be forgotten (renamed as a right to erasure) by allowing individuals to obtain from third parties (to whom the data have been passed) the erasure of any links to, or copy or replication of their data. It also adds that individuals have the right to erasure where a court or regulatory authority based in the Union has issued a final ruling that the data concerned must be erased (amendments 27, 28 and 112). The European Parliament keeps the essence of the right to data portability and merges it with the right of access, now entitled “right of access and to obtain data for the data subject” (amendments 30, 111 and 113).

The amendments are acceptable in principle. Overall, the European Parliament approach to these "new" rights maintains the Commission logic regarding these provisions.

iii. Amendments related to the one-stop-shop mechanism

The Commission proposal establishes a "one-stop-shop" for businesses operating in several EU Member States. Controllers and processors will only have to deal with one single supervisory authority, which will be the one in the country of the main establishment of the business, rather than twenty-eight different authorities. This will make it simpler and cheaper for companies to do business in the EU. In addition, this consistent application of EU law will make it easier, swifter and more efficient for individuals' personal data to be protected.

The European Parliament supports a strong "one-stop-shop" along the lines of the Commission's proposal. It extends the scope of the mechanism to controllers not established in the Union, where residents of different Member States would be affected by processing operations. The lead supervisory authority remains the only authority entitled to take measures intended to produce legal effects (amendments 67, 68, 69 and 158).

The amendments are acceptable in principle, as the European Parliament agrees to the Commission logic and simplifies the legal environment for both businesses and individuals.
iv. Amendments related to administrative fines

The Commission proposal provides for an empowerment for DPAs to sanction administrative data protection offences, by imposing fines up to maximum amounts with due regard to the circumstances of each case (up to €1 million or up to 2% of the global annual turnover of a company).

The European Parliament allows more room for manoeuvre for data protection authorities in the choice of appropriate sanctions (e.g. warnings, audits and fines) and raises the possible maximum of fines up to 5% of a company's annual worldwide turnover (amendment 188).

The amendments are acceptable in principle as they provide for greater room of manoeuvre for data protection authorities, while maintaining a deterrent effect.

v. Amendments related to personal data relating to health and research

The Commission proposal obliges Member States to ensure specific safeguards for the processing of personal data concerning health, which can be lawful without the explicit consent of the data subject, and sets out specific conditions for processing personal data for historical, statistical and scientific research purposes.

The European Parliament adds further limitations for the processing of personal data concerning health (amendments 84 and 191) and makes the processing of personal data for historical, statistical and scientific research purposes in principle subject only to the data subject’s consent and pseudonymisation with the possibility for Member States’ law to provide for exemptions from the consent requirement (amendments 86, 191 and 194).

The amendments on processing of personal data concerning health are partly acceptable only insofar as they do not unjustifiably affect the current level of protection in particular as regards processing personal data for health research. Processing in such situations should also be lawful when based on grounds other than consent, including further processing of personal data for such purposes. In this context, processing of fully identifiable personal data should be allowed only if these purposes cannot be otherwise fulfilled by processing anonymous data.

The amendments on processing of personal data for historical, statistical and scientific research purposes are acceptable only under certain conditions, namely that they would preserve the objective of overcoming existing fragmentation and providing consistency and coherence for the whole of the Union while maintaining the existing level of protection as regards processing personal data for historical, statistical and scientific research purposes.

The Commission will continue to emphasise the added value of delegated acts in the area of health and scientific research in order to further specify criteria and requirements relevant for the fields in question.

vi. Amendments related to the material scope of the instrument

The Commission proposal pursues the logic of Directive 95/46/EC as regards the material scope and its non-application in particular to processing activities outside the scope of Union law, to household activities, or the processing by Union institutions, bodies and agencies.

The European Parliament's resolution envisages that the General Data Protection Regulation should apply to the processing of personal data by Union institutions, bodies, offices and agencies in relation to matters for which they are not subject to additional rules set out in Regulation (EC) No 45/2001, and obliges the Commission to present, two years after the entry into force of the Regulation, a proposal to modify Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 (amendments 1 and 206).

The Commission cannot accept any text according to which it would be obliged to present a proposal, since this would encroach on the Commission’s right of initiative. In its 2010 and 2012 Communications, the Commission has indicated that the reform of the EU data protection framework will include, at a later stage, amendments to align specific and sectoral instruments, for example Regulation (EC) No 45/2001. To this end, the Commission issued a political declaration at the 2013 June JHA Council, committing to present a proposal to align Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 with the data protection reform package in due course, in order to permit the simultaneous entry into application of all the instruments.

vii. Amendments related to the grounds for lawful processing

The Commission proposal for Article 6 sets out, based on Article 7 of Directive 95/46/EC, the criteria for lawful processing, which are further specified as regards the balance of interest criterion, and the compliance with legal obligations and public interest.

The European Parliament partly goes back to the logic of Directive 95/46/EC enshrined in Article 7(f) as regards the "disclosure of data to third parties", and adds a new requirement for the controller’s legitimate interests for processing to meet the “reasonable expectations of the data subject based on his/her relationship with the controller” (amendment 100).
This amendment is acceptable only under certain conditions, namely that it does not create legal uncertainty in comparison to the status quo which is based on objective criteria and does not risk creating new undue limitations for businesses which rely on the legitimate interest ground for their processing operations when exercising the fundamental freedom to conduct a business. It should also not prevent or unduly restrict the voluntary reporting by citizens of crimes they are aware of to competent law enforcement authorities.

viii. Amendments related to delegated and implementing acts

The Commission proposal foresees the possibility for the Commission to adopt, under certain provisions of the proposed Regulation, implementing or delegated acts.

The European Parliament's resolution operates, for certain provisions a switch between implementing and delegated acts or foresees the compulsory consultation of the European Data Protection Board (amendments 91, 200, 201, 202 and 203).
The choice of the Commission empowerments to be issued must rest on objective criteria and be in line with Articles 290 and 291 TFEU, in particular for adequacy findings which are currently adopted in Comitology procedure.

ix. Amendments related to the e-Privacy Directive (Directive 2002/58/EC)

The Commission proposal only provides for a limited number of technical adjustments to the e-Privacy Directive to take account of the transformation of Directive 95/46/EC into a Regulation.

The European Parliament's resolution further amends (by means of deletion) the e-Privacy Directive and obliges the Commission to present, two years after the entry into force of the Regulation, a proposal to amend the Directive. (amendments 204 and 205)
The amendment as drafted would impinge on the Commission's right of initiative under the Treaties. The substantive legal consequences of the new Regulation and of the new Directive for the e-Privacy Directive will be the object, in due course, of a review by the Commission, taking into account the result of the negotiations on the current proposals with the European Parliament and the Council.

x. Amendments related to the role of Commission and to authorisation of supervisory authorities for international transfers

The European Parliament's resolution provides that in cases where controllers or processors are confronted with conflicting compliance requirements between the jurisdiction of the Union and that of a third country, the Commission should seek to resolve the jurisdictional conflict with the third country in question (amendment 63). The European Parliament's resolution also provides a deadline until which existing Commission decisions pertaining to adequacy of a third country and authorisations by supervisory authorities relating to transfers of personal data to third countries should remain in force (amendment 95).

The amendment creates confusion as to the role of the Commission under the Treaties and the Regulation. There might be no need to amend, replace, or repeal all adequacy findings adopted by the Commission or all authorisations by supervisory authorities based under Directive 95/46/EC.

Finally, the resolution provides that requests for transfers from courts or authorities of third countries can only be complied with if they are based on an international agreement, or authorised by a data protection supervisory authority (amendment 140). This amendment could hamper legitimate international cooperation between administrative authorities or courts, for instance in the field of competition law.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will consider in due course the appropriateness of taking into account those amendments of the Parliament which it can accept, taking into account the evolution of discussions on the proposal within the Council so as to enable the institutions to reach an agreement on the future instrument.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: An adoption of the Council's position is not expected before the end of the current term of the European Parliament. The Council is not expected to accept all the amendments of the European Parliament.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2011/92/EU on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment
1.
Rapporteur: Andrea ZANONI (ALDE/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0277/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0225
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Amending Directive 2011/92/EU on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0297(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 20 December 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on fluorinated greenhouse gases
1.
Rapporteur: Bas EICKHOUT (Greens/EFA/NL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0240/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0223
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Protection of the environment, in particular the climate system, by reducing emissions of fluorinated greenhouse gases, through rules on containment, use, recovery and destruction of fluorinated greenhouse gases, and related ancillary measures; conditions on the placing on the market of specific products and equipment; conditions on specific uses of fluorinated greenhouse gases; and quantitative limits for the placing on the market of hydrofluorocarbons.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0305(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: On 18 December 2013 Coreper has endorsed the compromise achieved in the trilogue meeting of 16 December 2013. The Council is adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on measures facilitating the exercise of rights conferred on workers in the context of freedom of movement for workers
1.
Rapporteur: Edit BAUER (EPP/SK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0386/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0224
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Measures facilitating the exercise of rights conferred on workers in the context of freedom of movement for workers.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0124(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 46 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepted the compromise text.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the Copernicus Programme
2014-2020 and repealing Regulation (EU) No 911/2010
1.
Rapporteur: Vittorio PRODI (S&D/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0027/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0227
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Copernicus Programme
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0164(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 189(2) of the TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the compromise texts adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal in first reading on 24 March 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU) No 912/2010 setting up the European GNSS Agency
1.
Rapporteur: Amalia SARTORI (EPP/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0364/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0228
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: European GNSS Agency
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0022(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 172 of the TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the compromise texts adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal in first reading on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal
for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 216/2008 in the field of aerodromes, air traffic management
and air navigation services
1.
Rapporteur: David-Maria SASSOLI (S&D/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0098/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0221
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Amending Regulation (EC) No 216/2008 in the field of aerodromes, air traffic management and air navigation services.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0187(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 100 (2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the EU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position:
Acceptable amendments:
Amendments 1, 3, 7, 10, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28 are acceptable as they clarify the text of the proposed provisions, correct an editorial mistake of the Commission proposal, further align with the Common Approach on decentralised agencies, or support Commission policy.
Amendments acceptable in principle but subject to redrafting:
Amendment 4: The first sentence should be redrafted spelling out that the Agency has an active role to play, but avoiding the impression that the Agency is in the lead for the Union's external aviation strategy.
Amendment 5: The last sentence should be redrafted using the appropriate budgetary terminology.
Amendment 8: Including a statement in the recitals regarding elements to be taken into account in the composition of the Executive Board is in principle acceptable. However, the present reference to taking account of the "importance of aviation in the different Member States" should be replaced by an objective criterion.
Amendment 9: The drafting of this paragraph should be reviewed as subparagraph (a) of the same paragraph already refers to environmental protection.
Amendment 11: The amendment as such is acceptable, but the reference to Article 1 – point 18 of the Commission proposal is wrong as the latter amends Article 15 paragraph 2 and not 3 of Reg. 216/2008.
Amendment 13: As the Agency does not determine the Union's external aviation strategy the wording "…by establishing the appropriate cooperation with…" should be replaced by "…by cooperating with aeronautical authorities of…" in line with Article 27 (2) of the Regulation.
Amendment 26: The appropriate budgetary terminology should be used (see Amendment 5). The paragraph should be moved to Article 29 that deals with staff issues.
Amendment 42: The half sentence "…an enhanced culture of safety and fatigue management systems" is in principle acceptable but refers to Flight Time Limitations (FTL) and not Flight Crew Licencing (FCL) which is the subject of Article 7.
Amendments acceptable only in part:
Amendment 6: Sentences 2 and 3 are not acceptable as they point to a future amendment of another Regulation that is not subject to this amendment procedure.
Amendment 20: While a mid-term evaluation is acceptable, the end of term evaluation should be kept to ensure that the evaluation is relevant for a possible re-appointment of the Executive Director. Furthermore, the last sentence should make clear that the submission of the report is for information.
Amendment 39: The addition "to address the identified safety problems" is acceptable. On the other hand, deleting "amend or supplement this Regulation" makes the empowerment less precise.
Amendments not acceptable:
Amendment 2: This text does not correspond to the Common Understanding on delegated acts. While the Commission will take due account of the experts' opinion, it cannot be bound by it.
Amendment 23: The text should not make reference to an implementing rule but to the SES Regulation. Furthermore, "oversight" limits the scope in relation to "relevant ATM/ANS authority tasks".
Amendment 29: The original wording should be maintained as the qualified entity or its staff do not take a decision, but only provide input for the decision making process. The final decision is taken by EASA.
Amendments 30, 31, 32, 40: An accreditation of national aviation authorities is interesting and could be looked into further; however, it would have important consequences which should be analysed in a detailed impact assessment. Hence it is considered premature at this point.
Amendments 33-38: The Commission proposal uses standard wording from Article 290 TFEU. The deletion could have an impact on the possibility to adopt or amend implementing rules.
Amendment 41: The Commission proposal that adds the reference to Article 4(1)b rectifies an omission in the text that occurred when the text was originally drafted while retaining the current situation and aims at making the legal texts coherent. The Commission proposal does not give any extra rights to third country licensed pilots nor does it exempt them from the scope of application of existing implementing rules as suggested in the justification of the EP report. The conditions that third country licensed pilots need to fulfil if they wish to fly European aircraft in the EU are set out in Article 7(6) and related implementing rules do not change.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The usefulness of a modified proposal will be assessed in the light of the progress in Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: This dossier is linked to dossier 2013/0186(COD). A political agreement within Council is expected for December 2014. However, this depends on the priorities of the Italian Presidency which are not yet fully identified.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the implementation of the Single European Sky (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Marian-Jean MARINESCU (EPP/RO)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0095/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0220
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Recast of the Single European Sky Regulations
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0186(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2) and Article 100(2) of the Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position:
Acceptable amendments:
Amendments 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 17, 18 19, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 74, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 92 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 103, 104, 108, 109, 110, 112, 115, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 136, 138, 139, 140, 141, 143 are acceptable as they clarify the text of the proposed provisions, or introduce additional detail in line with Commission policy, or recent discussions with stakeholders.
Amendments acceptable in principle but subject to redrafting:
Amendment 4: A clearer link to an enacting term of this Regulation should be formulated.
Amendment 11: What follows from this statement and how it explains one of the enacting terms, should be clarified.
Amendment 20: Recitals to be revised in light of possible changes made to the corresponding articles.
Amendment 24: Legislative provisions should not include examples. It is further unclear what is meant by "neighbouring countries" and how this term relates to the "third country networks" subsequently mentioned.
Amendment 48: Subject to editorial redrafting.
Amendment 50: Subject to editorial redrafting.
Amendment 56: With some redrafting to clarify the meaning of the later part of the addition.
Amendment 69: Clarification should be provided on how this amendment relates to Article 4, Paragraph 1, point (a) to avoid any overlap or inconsistencies.
Amendment 73: Clarification of wording as to the role of the Member States is necessary.
Amendment 75: Clarification on (i) how this network is to execute these tasks and (ii) text of point (e) of the amendment is necessary.
Amendment 88: Clarification on (i) what is meant by "neighbouring third countries", (ii) "if appropriate" and (iii) "mutual agreement between the relevant parties" should be provided.
Amendment 89: Redrafting is necessary to clarify which are the Member States concerned.
Amendment 91: Clarification of the last phrase is necessary.
Amendment 93: Clarification on what is meant by "European economic regulator" should be provided.
Amendment 102: This is not the appropriate place for rules on business plans of the ANSPs. It should also be clarified what is meant by the use of the word "should".
Amendment 105: What is meant by "compensation mechanisms" and how they are to function should be clarified.
Amendment 106: The empowerment to adopt the Union-wide performance targets should be further delineated to ensure compatibility with Article 290 TFEU.
Amendment 107: A revision of the last sentence concerning the steps to be taken after the study is necessary.
Amendment 113: Redrafting is necessary to ensure compatibility with Article 291 TFEU.
Amendment 114: The Deployment Manager can make recommendations, but it cannot recommend binding deadlines.
Amendment 116: The suggested new sentence should be placed elsewhere, so as to avoid the impression that it concerns an implementing act.
Amendment 117: The last sentence should be either adapted or deleted. It cannot be determined by law that a common project makes a decisive contribution.
Amendment 16 and related Amendment 120: It should be clarified how the concepts of 'Member States' and 'national aviation authorities' relate to each other in this context, given that the former term encompasses the latter.
Amendment 126: Clarification in what is meant by "operational" FAB is necessary.
Amendment 127: It is unclear what is without prejudice to what.
Amendment 128: It should be clarified why the service providers need authorisation by the EU legislature to set up partnerships. It could also be clarified what is expected from the Member States and the Commission in this respect.
Amendment 137: It should be clarified why this reference to Member States taking measures is included here (Member States must ensure, within their jurisdiction, that all provisions of this Regulation are complied with). If the essence is the date mentioned, this could be formulated differently.
Amendment 142: What is meant by 'compensation mechanisms' and how they are to function should be clarified. They should be distinguished from any penalties to be provided for.
Amendments acceptable only in part:
Amendment 35: Adaptations should be made so as to ensure that a definition does not contain a norm.
Amendment 36: Acceptable as regards the editorial changes, but the link to accreditation by EASA is part of a wider amendment in the EASA Basic Regulation and that amendment is still considered to be premature and in any case needs to be aligned with changes to the amendments in Regulation 216/2008.
Amendment 60: What is meant by "top management" should be clarified. The criteria mentioned do not relate to aspects that a manager can no longer fulfil but either the recruitment or the period after having worked for the authorities.
Amendment 63: The words "in particular" should be added to allow for more flexible implementing measures. See also below comment on amendment 64.
Amendment 64: This appears not to concern modalities for recruitment and selection.
Amendment 130: "co-ordinated" implies a lack of decision-making power, which would water down the concept of network manager.
Amendment 135: the sentence starting with "with a view to…" should be deleted. The implementing acts concern the consultation mechanisms. Such mechanisms cannot be such as to ensure consistency between the object of the consultation and the ATM Master Plan and common projects.
Amendments not acceptable:
Amendments 15, 25: Deletion of this recital overlooks the fact that the high seas areas in ICAO EUR (European) and AFI (African) regions are already included and the exclusion of north-Atlantic region makes it difficult to ensure consistency in airspace and procedures.
Amendments 21, 90: The amendment returns the situation almost to status quo with only marginal improvement in transparency and tendering efficiency. Furthermore: (1) It is unclear what happened to the last subparagraph of paragraph 1. (2) Paragraph 2 on calling for offers when drawing up a business plan is unclear. (3) The reference to Directive 2004/18 and to the said selection criteria must be clarified. (4) The terms "selection of services" and who is to comply with the rules set out in implementing acts referred to in paragraph 5a are unclear.
Amendment 111: The suggested new second sentence does not concern, as it is drafted at present, implementing acts.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The usefulness of a modified proposal will be assessed in the light of the progress in Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: A political agreement within Council is expected for December 2014. This remains however dependent on the priorities of the Italian Presidency which are not yet fully identified.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on package travel and assisted travel arrangements, amending Regulation (EC) No 2006/2004, Directive 2011/83/EU and repealing Council Directive 90/314/EEC
1.
Rapporteur: Hans-Peter MAYER (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0124/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0222
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014
4.
Subject: Proposal for a new Directive on package travel and assisted travel arrangements
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0246(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission welcomes the fact that the European Parliament voted on the Commission proposal in first reading and largely supported the Commission's approach. However, a number of amendments contained in the EP's position will still have to be further discussed.
The Commission can accept some amendments:
(1) directly (amendments 1, 2, 4, 9, 13, 22 (first part), 28, 29, 30, 34, 35, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 49, 50, 52, 55, 57, 60, 63, 65, 67, 69, 71, 77, 78, 79, 80, 84, 91, 108, 111, 114, 115, 116, 119, 121, 130, 131, 133);
(2) or in principle
 (amendments 5, 12, 15, 16, 17, 27, 32, 33, 36, 37, 58, 62, 64, 70, 72, 74, 75, 76, 81, 82, 89, 90, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 101, 102, 103, 109, 117, 122, 127, 128, 129).
These amendments are in line with the policy objectives pursued by the Commission proposal.
In contrast, the Commission considers the following amendments as:
(3) not acceptable in principle (amendments 3, 8, 11, 14, 19, 20, 21, 22 (second part), 23, 25, 31, 39, 40, 44, 51, 53, 54, 56, 61, 66, 83, 98, 105, 106, 107, 112, 113, 118, 123, 125, 126, 141);
(4) not acceptable in principle, but should be considered as part of an inter-institutional compromise (amendments 24, 59, 86, 87, 88, 92, 99
, 110);
(5) unnecessary (e.g. duplication: 18, 68, 85);
(6) or not acceptable (amendments 6, 7, 38, 47, 48, 104, 120, 124).
The reasons for the Commission's position are set forth hereunder.
Amendments relating to the level of harmonisation
The resolution of the European Parliament proposes to insert a provision (Article 1a) which is identical to Article 4 of Directive 2011/83/EU on consumer rights and explicitly states the full harmonisation character of the Directive (AM 32). This amendment brings a clarification in the text and is welcomed by the Commission.
The only exception to this principle would relate to the question of the party/ parties liable for the correct performance of the contract and the party/ parties responsible for insolvency protection in relation to packages: as a compromise solution, the Parliament suggests allowing Member States to make retailers (travel agencies) liable in addition to organisers (Article 11 (7a) – amendment 109). This point is a clear deviation from the Commission proposal, according to which only the organiser should be liable for the performance of the package and for obtaining insolvency protection, so as to avoid unnecessary costs for businesses and to facilitate cross-border transactions. However, as part of an overall compromise, the Commission may consider this amendment.
Amendments relating to the scope
The scope of linked travel arrangements (LTAs) (in the Commission Proposal referred to as "assisted travel arrangements") as defined in Article 3 (5) would be narrowed considerably compared to the Commission proposal, by requiring that only the transfer of the traveller's name or contact details between linked sites triggers a linked travel arrangement (with the obligation to obtain insolvency protection – amendments 45, 46 and 47). This is a significant deviation from the Commission proposal, under which a targeted invitation to purchase additional services is sufficient, and would have the consequence that in practice there would be virtually no online LTAs. The proposed amendment would have an adverse effect on the objective to ensure a level playing field between travel businesses. Introducing a category of linked travel arrangements which would have virtually no practical significance and which would increase the complexity of the Directive while not adding any value, would reduce consumer protection compared to the Commission proposal. While remaining open to alternative solutions concerning the scope of linked travel arrangements/ packages, the Commission cannot accept this amendment in its present form.
Amendments relating to price changes
Regarding price changes, the first 3% would have to be absorbed by the organiser, whereas an 8% price increase would give the traveller the right to terminate the contract (amendments 24, 85, 86, 87, 88 and 92) – the Commission has proposed a 10% absolute cap in Article 8 (2)). These amendments may be considered in connection with an overall compromise between the Parliament and the Council, even if it would be preferable to keep the 10% threshold proposed by the Commission.
Amendments relating to unavoidable and extraordinary circumstances
The organiser’s liability for the traveller's extended stay at the place of destination in cases where the return transport is impossible because of unavoidable and extraordinary circumstances would be extended to € 125/ night and a maximum of five nights, whereas the Commission proposed € 100/ night limited to three nights in line with its proposal on the amendment of the Passenger Rights Regulation. The organiser's liability on extended accommodation where it is impossible to ensure the traveller's timely return should correspond to the rules on air passenger rights as the most relevant mode of transport for package travel, and should limit the costs of organisers in a reasonable fashion. While willing to consider a compromise solution, the Commission considers that this amendment is problematic and detrimental to the travel industry, which is mostly composed of SMEs. Putting a non-fault-based liability in cases of unavoidable and extraordinary circumstances on these companies will significantly affect their economic and competitive situation in Europe. In any event the text should be adjusted to take into account the outcome of the negotiations on Regulation (EC) No 261/2004 on this issue.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The follow-up on this file will depend on the position of the Council. The Commission will consider in due course the appropriateness of taking into account those amendments of the Parliament which it can accept in the light of the evolution of discussions on the proposal within the Council so as to enable the institutions to reach an agreement on the future Directive.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council is likely to adopt a common position under the Italian Presidency in the second half of 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on a proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing, as part of the Internal Security Fund, the instrument for financial support for external borders and visa
1.
Rapporteur: Marian-Jean MARINESCU (EPP/RO)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0025/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0243
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014
4.
Subject: Internal Security Fund – External borders and visas
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0365(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 77(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the Asylum and Migration Fund
1.
Rapporteur: Sylvie GUILLAUME (S&D/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0022/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0237
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014
4.
Subject: Asylum and Migration Fund
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0366(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 78(2) and Article 79(2) and (4) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down general provisions on the Asylum and Migration Fund and on the instrument for financial support for police cooperation, preventing and combating crime, and crisis management
1.
Rapporteur: Lorenzo FONTANA (EFD/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0021/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0241
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014
4.
Subject: MFF Home Affairs Funds, general provisions
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0367(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 78(2), 79(2) and (4), 82(1), 84 and 87(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing, as part of the Internal Security Fund, the instrument for financial support for police cooperation, preventing and combating crime, and crisis management
1.
Rapporteur: Salvatore IACOLINO (EPP/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0026/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0242
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014
4.
Subject: Internal Security Fund - police cooperation, preventing and combating crime, and crisis management
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0368(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 82(1), 84 and 87(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the harmonisation of the laws of the Member States relating to the making available on the market of radio equipment
1.
Rapporteur: Barbara WEILER (S&D/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0316/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0246
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014
4.
Subject: Radio Equipment
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0283(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 114 of the TFEU
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the compromise text adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and the Council on establishing a Union programme to support specific activities in the field of financial reporting and auditing for the period of 2014‑2020 and repealing Decision No 716/2009/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Theodor Dumitru STOLOJAN (EPP/RO)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0315/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0245
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014
4.
Subject: International Financial Reporting and Auditing Standards
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0364(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 3 December 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 24 March 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive concerning measures to ensure a high common level of network and information security across the Union

1.
Rapporteur: Andreas SCHWAB (EPP/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0103/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0244

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2014

4.
Subject: Measures to ensure a high common level of network and information security across the Union

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0027(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Art. 114 (TFEU)

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)

8.
Commission's position:
In principle, the Commission accepts some of the amendments, but does not intend to accept others and could accept some others partly or subject to rewording.

The Commission could in principle accept amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 44, 45, 47, 48, 50, 55, 57, 60, 64, 65, 66, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 75, 76, 85, 89, 90, 91, 92, 96, 106, 113, 114, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130 and 131.

The Commission could not in principle accept the following amendments, because they are not in line with the proposal: 5, 24, 27, 41, part of 43, 49, 51, part of 78, 81, 82, 83, 86, 107, 108, 110, 111, 112, 115, 117, 119, 120, 122, 124 and 125.

The Commission could accept, subject to rewording or clarifications in the text, amendments 42, 46, 52, 53, 54, 56, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63, 67, 68, 71, 74, 77, part of 78, 79, 80, 84, 87, 88, 93, 94, 95, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105,109, 116, 118, 121, 123, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137 and 138.

National NIS frameworks

According to amendments 61, 62, 64, 65, 67, 76, 77, 84 and 113, the Member States are granted the possibility of appointing more than one competent authority for NIS, based on national structures. A single point of contact should be appointed for cross-border cooperation. This change can be acceptable for the Commission as long as the functions and related tasks laid down in the proposal are performed.
Scope of the proposal

According to amendments 49, 51, 97 and 132, "Internet enablers" and public administrations are excluded from the scope of the risk management and notification obligations set out in the proposal. The Commission cannot accept the removal of the Internet enablers and the public administrations, whose inclusion has been extensively justified in the Impact Assessment. However, in case of continued opposition, the Commission can explore the possibility of more precisely identifying specific categories of internet enablers and public administrations that should be the subject of these obligations, while ensuring that such a move would not effectively reduce the scope of the proposal and increase complexity in its transposition and enforcement.

Internet Exchange Points (IXP), the food supply chain, and water production and supply have been added to the scope according to amendments. The Commission welcomes the extension of the scope to these additional critical sectors.

Synergies with law enforcement

Amendment 117 removes the obligation for national competent authorities to report to law enforcement agencies incidents of a suspected criminal nature. The Commission cannot accept the removal of this obligation.

Delegated and implementing acts

Most delegated powers to the Commission concerning the adoption of delegated acts and implementing measures are removed (amendments 82, 83, 108, 122, 124 and 125). This would diminish the practical effect of the Directive, as there would be too much scope for divergent or ineffective practices. Notable examples include the removal of delegated powers concerning the definition of criteria to be fulfilled by the Member States to access the Cooperation network and the definition of circumstances in which market operators and public administrations are required to notify incidents. The Commission cannot accept the removal of these delegated acts. However, in order to re-assure the co-legislators, the Commission will explore adding further detail to the Directive, including on the modalities of cooperation between Member States and between the private sector and competent authorities, providing clearer, more restrictive specifications for future delegated acts. The overview below presents the delegated and implementing acts in the proposal, the rationale for their inclusion and the Commission's views on Parliament's position.
Article 8(4) – Cooperation network

"The Commission shall establish, by means of implementing acts, the necessary modalities to facilitate the cooperation between competent authorities and the Commission referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3. Those implementing acts shall be adopted in accordance with the consultation procedure referred to in Article 19(2)."

These implementing acts are conceived to provide further details on the modalities of the cooperation involving the Member States and the Commission within the cooperation network and the nature of the support that the European Network and Information Security Agency (ENISA) will provide in this context.

Article 8 Paragraph 2 refers to the parties that are involved in the cooperation network, whereas Article 8 Paragraph 3 sets out a list of obligations that the competent authorities should perform within the Cooperation network. These obligations (with the exception of Article 8(3) (a) and (b) that are defined in further details respectively in Articles 10 and 11) need to be defined in further details. Hence the need for implementing acts.
The Commission agrees with the Parliament's approach in maintaining these implementing acts, but does not accept the change of adoption procedure from consultation to examination as requested by the Parliament.

Article 9(2) and (3) – Secure information sharing system

"2. The Commission shall be empowered to adopt delegated acts in accordance with Article 18 concerning the definition of the criteria to be fulfilled for a Member State to be authorized to participate to the secure information-sharing system, regarding:

(a) the availability of a secure and resilient communication and information infrastructure at national level, compatible and interoperable with the secure infrastructure of the cooperation network in compliance with Article 7(3), and

(b) the existence of adequate technical, financial and human resources and processes for their competent authority and CERT allowing an effective, efficient and secure participation in the secure information-sharing system under Article 6(3), Article 7(2) and Article 7(3).

3. The Commission shall adopt, by means of implementing acts, decisions on the access of the Member States to this secure infrastructure, pursuant to the criteria referred to in paragraph 2 and 3. Those implementing acts shall be adopted in accordance with the examination procedure referred to in Article 19(3)."

The delegated acts for the definition of the criteria to be fulfilled by the Member States to be warranted access to the secure information sharing system have been conceived as a safeguard for the Member States.

These criteria would be too extensive to be inserted in the text of the Directive and at the same time would supplement "non-essential" elements of the legislative proposal and as such can be object of delegated acts. The criteria to be set out in delegated acts would follow the general framework provided under Paragraph 2, Points (a) and (b).

Implementing acts have been conceived for providing a tool for executive decisions, based on the criteria to be set out in delegated acts, to warrant each individual Member State to access the secure information sharing system.
The Commission does not accept the removal of these delegated and implementing acts requested by the Parliament.

Article 14(5) – Security requirements and incident notification

"The Commission shall be empowered to adopt delegated acts in accordance with Article 18 concerning the definition of circumstances in which public administrations and market operators are required to notify incidents."

The delegated acts would further specify the obligation under Article 14(2) to "notify to the competent authority incidents having a significant impact on the security of the core services they provide".

The Commission does not accept the deletion of these delegated acts requested by the Parliament.

Article 16 – Standardisation

"The Commission shall draw up, by means of implementing acts a list of the standards referred to in paragraph 1. The list shall be published in the Official Journal of the European Union."

These implementing acts would serve the purpose of gathering together the standards and/ or specifications whose adoption shall be encouraged by the Member States according to Article 16(1).

Hence these implementing acts are not meant to include a list of new standards, but just to put together what already existing and applied by the Member States.

The Commission does not accept the removal of these implementing acts requested by the Parliament.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission awaits further progress in Council.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Under the Greek presidency, the Telecoms Council adopted a progress report on 6 June 2014, which "sets out orientations and approaches with a view to the preparation of an amended text of the proposal and to the negotiations with the EP in due course". Depending on the subsequent progress achieved on preparing an amended text, the Italian Presidency may be able to start trilogues in view of achieving the adoption of the proposal by the end of 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 471/2009 on Community statistics relating to external trade with non-member countries as regards conferring of delegated and implementing powers upon the Commission for the adoption of certain measures

1.
Rapporteur: Vital MOREIRA (S&D/PT)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0042/2014 / P7_TA (2014)0226

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014

4.
Subject: Alignment of Regulation (EC) No 471/2009 to Lisbon Treaty
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0279(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (INTA)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.

In particular, amendments 1 and 2 aim at deleting the comitology powers proposed by the Commission.

Amendments 3 and 4 aim at deleting the reference to the ESSC for comitology proposed by the Commission.

Amendment 5 proposes to adopt the “rules with respect to the further specification of the data referred to in paragraph 1 and with respect to the measures relating to the codes to be used for these data" by delegated acts, instead of implementing act as in the Commission's proposal.

Amendment 6 proposes to adopt the "rules on the linking of the data and these statistics to be compiled” by delegated acts instead of implementing act as in the Commission's proposal (the linking of the data).

Amendment 7 concerns the empowerment to adopt delegated acts for a determined period (five years). This amendment is not in line with the original proposal (undetermined period).

Amendment 8 proposes the deletion of comitology powers in general. This is not only contrary to the Commission's initial proposal but would affect also the existing references to the examination procedure in the current Regulation (EC) No 471/2009. In particular, Articles 6(1), 7(3), 8(3) and 9(3), referring to the examination procedure (ex-regulatory procedure), are still in force and excluded from the alignment exercise.

This amendment must also be seen together with the amendments 1-6.

Amendment 9 foresees that the Regulation “shall be consolidated with the Regulation amended by it within three months of its entry into force”. It is not acceptable to create such a practice. First, the final provision on entry into force should not include other elements than the date of entry into force and, where necessary, the date of application, in order to not create confusion about the entry into force being conditional upon anything else but the publication in OJ. Secondly, the legislator should not intervene in this way in the work of OPOCE which is governed by inter-institutional rules (Decision 2009/496/EC, Euratom of 26 June 2009).

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not amend its proposal.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council Working Party on Statistics discussed the proposal for the first time on 28 March, then on 28 April and 28 May 2014. On 11 June 2014, Coreper mandated the Presidency to pursue negotiations with the European Parliament with a view to reaching an early second reading agreement.
Part Two
Non-legislative resolutions
THE COMMISSION DOES NOT INTEND TO RESPOND FORMALLY TO THE FOLLOWING NON-LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT DURING THE MARCH 2014 PART-SESSION
	-
	European Parliament resolution of 11 March 2014 on Saudi Arabia, its relations with the EU and its role in the Middle East and North Africa (2013/2147(INI))

	
	Report by Ana GOMES (EP: A7-0125/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 11 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Borg has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 11 March 2014 on the eradication of torture in the world (2013/2169(INI))

	
	Report by Véronique DE KEYSER (EP: A7-0100/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 11 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Borg has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 12 March 2014 on the proposal for a Council regulation on the establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office (COM(2013)0534 - 2013/0255(APP))

	
	Report by Salvatore IACOLINO (EP: A7-0141/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 12 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Viviane REDING, Algirdas Gediminas ŠEMETA

	
	                                          DG Justice, European Anti-Fraud Office


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Vice-President Reding has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 12 March 2014 on an anti-missile shield for Europe and its political and strategic implications (2013/2170(INI))

	
	Report by Sampo TERHO (EP: A7-0109/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 12 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that the recommendations are addressed to the Council and the Member States.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 12 March 2014 on assessing and setting priorities for EU relations with the Eastern Partnership countries (2013/2149(INI))

	
	Report by Paweł Robert KOWAL (EP: A7-0157/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 12 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Füle has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2014 on Russia: sentencing of demonstrators involved in the Bolotnaya Square events (2014/2628(RSP))

	
	(EP: B7-0245/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Lewandowski has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2014 on security and human trafficking in Sinai (2014/2630(RSP))

	
	(EP: B7-0254/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Lewandowski has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2014 on launching consultations to suspend Uganda and Nigeria from the Cotonou Agreement in view of recent legislation further criminalising homosexuality (2014/2634(RSP))

	
	(EP: B7-0251/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Lewandowski has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
	-
	European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2014 on EU priorities for the 25th session of the UN Human Rights Council (2014/2612(INI))

	
	(EP: B7-0234/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests contained in the resolution, given that Mr Dimitris Kourkoulas, Greek Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs, has already replied in plenary to those requests on behalf of High Representative/Vice‑President Ashton.
	
	

	-
	European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2014 on the invasion of Ukraine by Russia (2014/2627 (RSP))

	
	(EP: B7-0263/14)

	
	Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2014

	
	Commissioner responsible: Catherine ASHTON

	
	                                          European External Action Service


Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that President Barroso, Commissioner Füle and Mr Kourkoulas, Greek Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs, have already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
--------------
� At least in some cases, acceptance will be subject to rewording.


� Amendment 99 contains different elements, some of which are useful additions, whereas others are problematic or require improved drafting.
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