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Brief analysis/ assessment of the resolution and requests made in it:

The resolution covers the Annual Report on Competition Policy 2015 (COM(2016) 393 final) adopted by the Commission on 15 June 2016 (ACR 2015). The ACR 2015 presented how in 2015 the Commission used competition policy as a tool to support the jobs and growth agenda, as well as the priorities outlined in President Juncker's political guidelines. It focuses on innovation and investment, digital economy and telecoms, energy, internal market including financial services and fair tax competition, international cooperation, and the inter-institutional dialogue on competition policy.

The resolution confirms the global support of the Parliament for competition policy. It recognises competition policy as an essential instrument for the integrity of the internal market and a means of safeguarding European democracy. The resolution identifies social fairness, political independence, transparency and due process as the values defining EU competition policy.

The resolution includes a number of requests for the Commission to act and/ or provide specific information on a wide range of subjects, giving special attention to the Commission's activities in the area of taxation, digital economy, banking sector, agriculture and food supply chain, energy, transport and other sectors, as well as on the international dimension of competition policy.

In particular, the resolution welcomes the Commissions efforts on tackling selective tax advantages, and underlines the need for the exchange of information on tax rulings and transfer pricing arrangements among Member States and with the Commission.
The resolution emphasises the role of competition policy in completing the Digital Single Market, to the benefit of consumers and businesses; it welcomes the Commission's investigations into internet, media and telecom markets, but it calls for the proceedings to be sped up.

The resolution considers that competition policy should better take into account agricultural specificities and farmers' situation.

The resolution also reiterates the call for a scaling back of State aid to the banking sector upon the completion of Banking Union.

The resolution stresses the utmost importance of the independence of the Commission's DG Competition and calls on the Commission to re-allocate sufficient financial and human resources to DG Competition, in particular in connection with the tax rulings investigations and the increasing number of merger notifications. The resolution emphasizes the importance of equipping National Competition Authorities with adequate resources and independence. It welcomes the Commission's efforts, in all its envisaged strands, on strengthening the enforcement and sanctioning tools available to national competition authorities (so-called ECN+ proposal).
The resolution welcomes the regular dialogue it has with the Competition Commissioner and considers that all current forms of dialogue should be maintained. The resolution asks for a more comprehensive feedback on requests made in it by the Parliament. Also, it calls for a full involvement of the Parliament under co-decision on the legislative proposal to make National Competition Authorities more effective enforcers of EU competition law.

In relation to international cooperation, the resolution calls on the Commission to promote a competition culture in the EU and world-wide, and to engage with other competition authorities and international competition organisations. The resolution encourages the inclusion of strong competition sections in international trade and investment agreements, and suggests exploring the scope for negotiating further so-called "second generation" competition agreements to share information and evidence in competition proceedings with selected trade partners.

7.
Response to requests and overview of action taken, or intended to be taken, by the Commission:

The Commission welcomes the overall positive and constructive tone of the resolution, as well as the Parliament's general support for a strong and effective competition policy. The Commission shares the Parliament's view that competition policy can make a significant contribution to key political priorities such as boosting innovation and investment, protecting consumers and reinforcing the Single Market (recital G). The Commission fully agrees with the Parliament that fair competition can lead to societal benefits such as lower prices, better-quality products, greater choice for consumers, innovation, and economic growth (recital F). It agrees that EU competition policy is defined by the values of political independence, transparency and due process (recital I), and confirms that in producing better market outcomes, competition policy ensures more fairness for consumers and businesses in the internal market.
Integration of the single market (paragraphs 2-16)

The Commission shares the Parliament's view that without an effective competition policy the internal market cannot attain its full potential, and it will continue using all competition policy tools to make the EU internal market work better to the benefit of European households and businesses.

The Commission is aware of the specificities of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs), micro-enterprises and start-ups, and it takes them into account when designing and applying competition rules. For example, the Commission's "De Minimis Notice" provides a safe harbour for minor agreements between companies below certain market share thresholds. Such agreements are considered to have no appreciable effect on competition and thus fall outside the scope of Article 101 TFEU. State aid rules also take account of the special situation of SMEs. For instance, SMEs benefit from an increase of the allowed aid intensity in the form of "SME bonuses" and from dedicated provisions, such as aid for investment, risk capital and start-ups. After the State Aid Modernisation, most of the aid granted to SMEs through schemes can be implemented without prior notification to the Commission – via the General Block Exemption Regulation (GBER) or de minimis (up to EUR 200.000 over three years) (paragraphs 3 and 142).
The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support and engagement on tax rulings and fair tax competition, an essential area to ensure a true level playing field for companies operating in the EU. The Commission considers this area to be one of its key priorities. So far, the Commission has adopted four decisions
 on illegal State aid granted through tax rulings. The Commission is also taking forward three open in-depth investigations – involving Amazon, McDonald’s and Engie – as a matter of priority
. The Commission will take firm action if the tax treatment that these companies received in Luxembourg will be found to be State aid.
Besides the State aid decisions on individual tax rulings, in 2016 the Commission adopted a Notice on the Notion of Aid, which gives Member States and other stakeholders further guidance in identifying which tax measures fall within and outside the scope of the State aid rules. In June 2016, the Commission organised a High Level Forum to give clarity to Member States on the application of the State aid rules to tax rulings, and published an accompanying Working Paper on the topic.

The Directive on automatic exchange of information on tax rulings entered into force in January 2017. The Directive is one of a number of important initiatives aimed at preventing corporate tax avoidance. It requires Member States to exchange information automatically on advance cross-border tax rulings, as well as advance pricing arrangements. Member States receiving the information will be able to request further information where appropriate. The Commission will be able to develop a secure central directory, where the information exchanged will be stored. The directory will be accessible to all Member States and, to the extent that it is required for monitoring the correct implementation of the Directive, to the Commission.

The work on tax rulings is not sufficient on its own to achieve a fairer tax system and therefore fair competition in Member States. The Commission, together with Member States, has substantially improved tax transparency and exchange of information via amendments to the Directive on Administrative Cooperation as well as anti-abuse rules in the Anti Tax Avoidance Directives. The Commission also adopted in October 2016 a proposal to establish a common consolidated corporate tax base (CCCTB), which will further help to eliminate distortions of competition and ensure that profits are taxed where generated.

The digital single market (paragraphs 17-36)

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support for its Digital Single Market Strategy and the role of competition policy in deepening the Digital Single Market by providing a digital level playing field. The aim of competition policy is to ensure that consumers are treated fairly and that powerful businesses are prevented from striking deals that raise prices, suppress innovation, or limit consumers' choice.

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support for its e-commerce sector inquiry. The Commission believes that it is essential to remove remaining barriers to e-commerce, which is a vital part of a true Digital Single Market in Europe.
The Commission has already stepped up its enforcement activity in e-commerce. On 2 February 2017, the Commission launched three separate investigations to assess if certain online sales practices prevent, in breach of EU antitrust rules, consumers from enjoying cross-border choice and being able to buy consumer electronics, video games and hotel accommodation at competitive prices. The three investigations aim to tackle the specific issues of retail price restrictions, discrimination on the basis of location and geo-blocking. The Commission also continues investigating cross-border restrictions in the agreements between film studios and a pay-TV broadcaster, Sky UK. DG Competition shares its market knowledge with other services in the Commission that are working on the proposal for a Regulation on geo-blocking and other EU initiatives which addresses these restrictions.

The Commission will present the final report of the sector inquiry and its policy conclusion in the first half of 2017.

Concerning the ongoing antitrust investigations in the digital economy, the Commission takes note of the Parliament's call to complete the proceedings as soon as possible without jeopardising quality (paragraph 18). While being aware of the importance of speed in its antitrust enforcement, the Commission is committed to ensure a high quality of its work and the respect of rights of defence, and therefore to be as thorough as necessary when assessing potential competition law infringements. Also, the Commission's track record of antitrust enforcement encompasses several examples of quick and successful interventions, including in the digital sector (e.g. Standard Essential Patents, eBooks).

The Commission is continuing to investigate Google's behaviour in relation to comparison shopping services, online search advertising intermediation in Europe and the Android platform. Google has replied to the Statement of Objections outlining the Commission's competition concerns in relation to the three cases. The Commission is carefully analysing Google's responses.
The Commission is also continuing to enforce EU merger control rules in the telecom and digital space and to intervene against anti-competitive mergers that could give rise to higher prices and/ or less choice for EU consumers. The Commission did so in the case of mergers between mobile operators active in the same Member State and in the Microsoft/ LinkedIn
, case. The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support for its decision on the proposed Three/ O2 merger in the UK.

The Commission believes that competition policy tools are flexible enough to deal with the special features of platforms and hi-tech markets. Other policy instruments can usefully complement competition tools to deal with aspects of the platform economy that fall partly or entirely outside of the realm of competition law, such as the fairness of business-to-business (B2B) relations on online platforms. The Mid-Term Review of the Digital Single Market will provide further insights in this regard. The Commission also believes that its case work reflects the importance, where relevant, of data in assessing market power (paragraph 30), and shares the view that data play a major role in the digital economy. The Commission's overall approach in this area has been geared towards finding the right balance between stimulating the growth of platforms and their business users, and protecting legitimate interests of consumers, fundamental rights and societal values.
The Commission agrees with the Parliament that net neutrality is of utmost importance when it comes to ensuring that there is no discrimination between internet services and that competition is fully guaranteed (paragraph 21). The Commission also shares the Parliament's view that competition in the telecommunications sector drives innovation and investment into networks, as well as encouraging affordable prices and choice in services for consumers. The Commission agrees with the Parliament's call to continue safeguarding competition in this sector going forward, including with regard to internet services and spectrum allocation (paragraph 31).
State aid (paragraphs 37-54)

The Commission takes note of the Parliament's request to include the funding of public tourism organisation under the General Block Exemptions Regulation (GBER). Many activities of public tourism organisations (such as general information centres) are non-economic or have no significant cross-border effect, and therefore do not fall under State aid rules. Only to the extent that such organisations pursue an economic activity (i.e. offering goods and services on a market and therefore potentially in competition with other providers) the public funding will be covered by State aid rules, provided that all other conditions of the definition of State aid are met (paragraph 37). The Commission would like to point out that the current rules (Council Regulation 1588/2015) do not allow including aid for the general objective of tourism in the GBER.

The Commission would like to reassure the Parliament about its impartiality and political independence when assessing aid measures (paragraph 37).
The Commission also takes duly into consideration the characteristics of isolated/ peripheral regions and islands in the design of the State aid rules by allowing higher aid intensities or amounts or by allowing for specific State aid measures that are tailored to their needs. For instance, State aid rules in the aviation sector take due account of the specificities of insular regions and allow for specific transport aid to residents in those regions or foresee higher aid amounts/ intensities for airports. The Commission took due account of the outermost regions also in the recent revision of the GBER (approved on 17 May 2017), by clarifying and further simplifying the rules. Member States will now be able to fully cover both the transport costs and other additional costs that undertakings operating in those regions have, across all sectors of the economy (paragraph 38).
Concerning the 2016 Notice on the Notion of State Aid, the Commission gave further concrete guidance on its own interpretation of the concept of economic activity and other elements of the definition of State aid (paragraph 39), but it is ultimately for the Court to interpret these notions. The Commission considers that the notion of economic activity as it applies in State aid law is consistent with the way this notion applies also in other parts of EU law (recital M). The Commission also considers that the 2016 Notice on the Notion of State Aid provides public authorities and other stakeholders with clear and concrete guidance on this concept.
Concerning the banking and financial sectors, the Commission takes note of the Parliament's reiterated call to end the State aid crisis regime for the banking sector. The Commission considers that State aid control remains necessary to ensure the viability and stability of banks going forward and to protect the taxpayer from an undue burden for bank rescues. The Commission believes that current State aid rules are needed to preserve the level playing field in the banking sector, guaranteeing equal treatment between the Member States that are in the Banking Union and those that are not (paragraph 46). The Commission shares the Parliament's goal of reducing State aid over time. The Commission recalls that, over the years, it has adapted, in close consultation with all Member States, its rules on State aid to financial institutions to reflect the evolution of the financial crisis. On the whole, the amount of State aid has been decreasing since the outset of the financial crisis. The Commission has in the past authorised State aid to banks bearing in mind their key role for a functioning financial sector and sustainable lending to the real economy. In the past, bad lending decisions meant that credit was not given to those who could have used it most efficiently. Once a bank has returned to viability and has been restructured, it can provide credit to those who make the best use of these funds. In this respect, the Commission takes the ability of banks to give credit to SMEs into account. As in previous years, the Commission stands ready to continue explaining its approach to State aid for banks during debates and meetings in the Parliament.

Concerning Deferred Tax Assets and Credits (DTAs/DTCs), three of the four Member States involved have now changed their regimes. These changes have worked towards capping the exposure for taxpayers and protecting effective competition in the banking sector (paragraph 47).

The Commission fully supports national measures to tackle the root causes of mis-selling of financial products and preventing such behaviour in the future. In addition, past individual State aid decisions leave Member States free to offer special compensation for the less wealthy and less sophisticated retail clients who were victims of mis-selling. The Commission also points out that the Market in Financial Instruments (MiFID) Directive requires a high level of protection for retail investors (paragraph 48).

The Commission has taken note of the recommendations included in the European Court of Auditors Report on compliance with State aid rules in cohesion policy. In order to facilitate the work of national authorities when granting or controlling State aid measures, the Commission published several guidance documents on the application of State aid rules. In addition, DG Competition in close cooperation with DG Regional and Urban Policy has delivered State aid trainings to the national authorities in order to raise awareness on the interaction between structural funds and State aid rules (paragraphs 50 and 176).

Concerning the interplay between State aid rules and the provisions foreseen in the Deposit Guarantee Scheme Directive (DGSD), the Commission would like to point out that there is no need for inconsistency between the two instruments. Deposit Guarantee Schemes can be used by Member States to support banks if the schemes are voluntary with no State control. Member States can also use them on market terms. Deposit Guarantee Schemes can in principle also be used for precautionary recapitalisations, if the requirements of the Banking Recovery and Resolution Directive and of State aid rules are met (paragraph 52).

Antitrust, cartel proceedings and merger control (paragraphs 55-67)

The Commission shares the Parliament's view that competition policy enables competitors to cooperate in innovation without the cooperation being abused for anti-competitive ends. The Commission also believes that EU competition rules strike the right balance between protecting innovation incentives and ensuring that the benefits of technological developments can be spread among European citizens and businesses (paragraph 59).

The Commission takes note of the Parliament's stance on the use of high antitrust fines. While fully agreeing with the Parliament that compliance should be strongly encouraged, the Commission points out that fines in the European enforcement system are ultimately aimed at prevention, and must hence fulfil two objectives: to punish and to deter. The Commission would like to reassure the Parliament that its fining policy has never been affected by budgetary considerations.

The Commission would also like to stress that in its antitrust prohibition decision concerning Austrian waste managing company ARA, the fine was reduced by 30% due to ARA's cooperation with the Commission
. While the parties cooperate with the Commission in commitment decisions and cartel settlement cases, the cooperation procedure was used in the context of an antitrust prohibition decision for the first time since the entry into force of Regulation 1/2003. The Commission believes that cooperation in antitrust proceedings may be very useful to improve the effectiveness of the Commission’s enforcement actions (paragraph 61).

The Commission welcomes the Parliaments' support to the on-going evaluation of procedural and jurisdictional aspects of EU merger control. The Commission has concluded on 13 January 2017 a public consultation on this subject, with a special attention on the functioning of the turnover-based notification thresholds of the EU Merger Regulation in light of the specific features of the digital economy, but also other sectors driven by technology, such as the pharmaceutical sector. The Commission will keep the Parliament informed about possible follow-up actions (paragraph 63).

The Commission agrees with the Parliament that establishing a common legislative framework for merger control at the European and Member State level is in principle a desirable objective. EU National Competition Authorities and the Commission already cooperate closely when assessing mergers falling under their respective jurisdiction. The Commission considers that legislative harmonisation is a far reaching and long term project which would need further reflection. In the meantime, the Commission will continue working together with all National Competition Authorities to further foster convergence and cooperation, to the benefit of both businesses and public enforcers (paragraph 66).

The Commission takes note of the Parliament's call to verify the transposition of the Antitrust Damages Directive. The deadline for Member States to transpose the Directive expired on 27 December 2016. So far, eleven Member States have notified full transposition of the Directive: Denmark, Finland, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Slovakia, Sweden and the United Kingdom. Several Member States are in the final stages of adopting the laws. The Commission expects the majority of Member States to complete the process in the coming weeks/ months. On 24 January 2017, the Commission sent letters of formal notice to all Member States that did not communicate full transposition by 18 January 2017. The Commission will verify whether the notified measures transpose the Directive completely and correctly (paragraph 67).

Sectoral aspects (paragraphs 68-147)

The Commission takes note of the specific sectoral recommendations of the Parliament on competition issues. Also in this respect, the Commission will continue to ensure that EU competition law is properly enforced in cooperation with National Competition Authorities and regulators.

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support for further deepening and strengthening of the single market for transport and guaranteeing a level playing field. In recent years the Commission carried out a number of antitrust and merger investigations leading to decisions in sectors such as aviation, rail or maritime. As an example, the Commission recently opened an investigation into the conduct of the Czech railway incumbent, following concerns of unfair pricing practices aimed at shutting out competition in rail passenger transport services.
The Commission agrees that well-functioning transport services and infrastructure are of primary importance for the territorial and social cohesion in Europe. The application of State aid rules to the airport and air transport sectors remain part of the Commission's efforts to improve the competitiveness and growth potential of the Union airport and airline industries.
In relation to Commission Regulation 267/2010 exempting certain agreements in the insurance sector (Insurance Block Exemption Regulation – IBER), the Commission points out that, as foreseen in a sunset clause, the Regulation has lapsed on 31 March 2017. The expiry of the Regulation is supported by a detailed Impact Assessment Report. The Commission has regularly assessed whether there was a continued need to maintain the exemptions, with the last Report on IBER published in March 2016. The latest review concluded that the two remaining exemptions were no longer warranted because the Commission's Guidelines on horizontal cooperation published in 2011 already offer guidance on how to assess the conformity of joint compilations, tables and studies with the antitrust rules. Moreover, both the public consultation and a study showed that the exemption for insurance pools in the IBER was less and less used in practice. Following the expiry, the Commission will continue to monitor developments in the market to evaluate how insurers adapt to the change (paragraph 72).

The Commission takes note of the Parliament's recommendations on the situation of farmers. The Commission is fully committed to supporting sustainability and legal certainty for farmers and for the whole food supply chain.
The Commission agrees that competition should be effective in the whole food supply chain, including at the level of suppliers to farmers, processors and retailers. The European Competition Network has been active to ensure fair competition across the whole food chain. For example, Italy (2014) and Norway (2015) investigated alliances of retailers and caused their dissolution because the retailers involved would not compete with each other anymore. The European Competition Network has also taken action in the field of inputs for farmers. The Commission sanctioned a cartel in animal feed phosphate, while national authorities took decisions to safeguard competition in seeds, fertilisers and farming equipment. The Commission and the national competition authorities stand ready to take appropriate enforcement action to secure effective competition in the whole food supply chain.

The Commission notes the Parliament's concerns on the mergers between some of the world's biggest agro-chemical and seeds companies (paragraphs 57 and 64). The Commission is aware that the livelihood of farmers depends on access to pesticides and seeds that come at competitive prices and that are effective and safe for them and the environment.
On 27 March 2017, the Commission approved the merger between Dow and DuPont with significant conditions to preserve competition for farmers and consumers. The companies will sell a large part of DuPont’s pesticide business and almost the entirety of DuPont’s global research and development organisation for pesticides to overcome the Commission's competition concerns. With another integrated and innovative company to replace DuPont, farmers and other customers will continue to benefit from the competitive race that brings them lower pesticide prices and better and safer products for the future. In the same vein, on 5 April 2017 the Commission approved the merger between ChemChina and Syngenta on condition that they sell a significant part of their combined European pesticide and plant growth regulator businesses. These merger decisions safeguard competition for important inputs that farmers use to grow cereals, corn, sugar beet, rice, fruits and vegetables and other produce. The Commission investigated the mergers in close cooperation with competition authorities in Australia, Brazil, Chile, China, Mexico, South Africa and the US.

The Commission assesses parallel mergers in the same industry under the so-called priority rule ("first come, first served"). This means that the proposed merger between Bayer and Monsanto, if notified, would have to be analysed taking into account the prior mergers between Dow and Dupont and between ChemChina and Syngenta. The Commission would scrutinise the proposed Bayer/ Monsanto merger carefully so that it does not lead to higher prices or less innovation for seeds or agro-chemical products.

Farmers today can cooperate in many ways to make their farms operate more profitably. Competition policy and agriculture have a special relationship. Special rules allow farmers to work together when that meets the goals of our agricultural policy set out in Article 39 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (paragraph 81). The Commission believes that cooperation among farmers can help them to become more efficient, competitive and innovative in a globalised world and to acquire more value in the food chain. The Common Market Organisation (CMO) Regulation promotes farmers’ cooperation through producer organisations. These organisations allow farmers to manage better risks by pooling them, reduce their costs (e.g. through joint procurement or production support services), add more value to their products (e.g. through distribution or processing), and reach a scale that provides access to other markets and/ or buyers that look for bigger quantities. Vertical and/ or horizontal integration of farmers in these producer organisations should be further promoted and incentivised. Ultimately, this can provide farmers with more revenue, resilience and sustainability, at the same time as it keeps down food prices for consumers.
The Commission nonetheless agrees that guidance for farmers who wish to set up their cooperation should be as concrete and as simple as possible. This is especially important for small farmers. In 2015, the Commission issued guidelines to help farmers who produce olive oil, beef and arable crops to get together and become more efficient. The Commissioners for Agriculture and for Competition are working closely together to understand what else the Commission can do to make the competition rules simpler and better for farmers.
At the same time, the Commission is also committed to protect the integrity of the internal market for farmers and to ensure that consumers can continue to find high-quality food at competitive prices.
A meeting of the Commissioners for Agriculture and for Competition with the Parliament's Committee for Agriculture and Rural Development will take place on 20 June 2017 The Commissioners remain fully committed to constructive work with the Parliament on how to address the challenges faced by many farmers and how to achieve the best results in this area.

The Commission agrees that a requirement for financial services users to be based in the Member State in which the financial institution or insurance company is domiciled does not seem to be compatible with the freedom to provide services. Where the Commission is made aware of national rules providing for such a requirement, it will assess their compatibility with EU law and consider taking action to address the issue as appropriate.

The Commission is aware of situations in which financial institutions block a payment card or instrument when the holder moves to another Member State. While technically a financial institution is entitled to block a payment instrument in case of justified reasons under the current Payment Services Directive, the revised Payment Services Directive (Directive (EU) 2015/2366) has clarified, in its recital 64, that nationality or change of place of residence should not be, in themselves, considered as justified reasons to block or cancel this type of payment instruments. This revised Payment Services Directive will be applicable from 13 January 2018. The Commission is currently organising transposition workshops with Member States and will bring this point to their attention to alert of potential cases of discrimination.
As a rule for the euro, Regulation 924/2009 on cross-border payments stipulates that the fees charged by banks for cross-border withdrawals shall be the same as for domestic withdrawals. In addition, for euro and non-euro transactions, the current Payment Services Directive and the revised Payment Services Directive require that banks provide the information regarding the charges applied to the card-holder before and after any cash withdrawal. The Commission is aware that when a consumer makes use of an independent cash machine (ATM) that can operate without an authorisation as a payment service provider, the fees can be higher. However, under the revised Payment Services Directive these operators shall provide the customer with the information on any withdrawal charges before and after the withdrawal is made. These transparency rules should provide customers with sufficient protection against excessive and unexpected cash machine (ATM) charges.
Towards more effective national competition authorities in the EU (paragraphs 148-155)

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support on the Commission's initiative, in all its strands, to empower National Competition Authorities (NCAs) to be more effective enforcers of EU competition law. The public consultation conducted by the Commission on empowering the NCAs to be more effective enforcers also showed a general support from a wide variety of stakeholders. Approximately 75% of respondents consider that the effectiveness of the NCAs could be improved and 80% thought that action should be taken to ensure that NCAs have the means and instruments they need. The Commission presented a proposal to make national competition authorities more effective enforcers of the EU competition rules on 22 March 2017, and the Commissioner for Competition had a first exchange of views with the Parliament's Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON) Committee on the same day.

Democratic strengthening of competition policy (paragraphs 156-159)

The Commission, and in particular the Commissioner for Competition, is fully committed to a fruitful and constructive dialogue with the Parliament, in particular the ECON Committee and its dedicated Competition Working Group. As in previous years, DG Competition attends various working sessions and study presentations in the Competition Working Group.
International dimension of competition policy (paragraphs 160-179)

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support to its international cooperation efforts in the area of competition policy, and agrees with the Parliament that international cooperation helps to avoid inconsistencies in remedies and outcomes of enforcement actions. The Commission is willing to continue reinforcing the role of competition policy in international cooperation, as well as spreading a global competition culture, in order to ensure a level playing field for European companies on global markets.

The Commission will continue actively participating in competition-related international bodies such as the Competition Committee of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), the International Competition Network (ICN), the World Bank and the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD). Important recent results of this multilateral engagement are the Merger Remedies Guide and the Cartel Working group's Catalogue on Investigative Powers, both adopted by the International Competition Network in 2016.

The Commission welcomes the Parliament's support towards including competition and State aid provisions in Free Trade Agreements (FTAs). The Commission's efforts in this area are aimed at promoting convergence of competition policy instruments and practices across jurisdictions, as well as protecting the global level playing field.

The Commission submitted its proposal for a second generation agreement with Canada to share evidence and information in competition proceedings to the Council, and requested the Council to authorise the Commission to sign the agreement. The Commission thanks the Parliament for its support for the swift conclusion of the agreement.
The Council and Parliament are engaged in trilogues on the modernisation of trade defence instruments, and the Commission strives to facilitate the convergence to reach an agreement as soon as possible. The Commission concurs with the Parliament that trade agreements should systematically address the challenge of unfair trade practices by third countries.
The Commission's "Trade For All" communication (COM(2015) 497) recognises that "access to energy and raw materials is critical for the EU's competitiveness", and that "trade agreements can improve access by setting rules on non-discrimination and transit: by tackling local content requirements; by encouraging energy efficiency and trade in renewables; and by ensuring state owned enterprises compete with other companies on a level playing field according to market principles. Such provisions must fully respect the sovereignty of each country over its natural resources and must not prevent action to protect the environment, including the fight against climate change". This remains the Commission's position, and is reflected in the trade agreements now under negotiation.
�	Cases SA.38375 State aid which Luxembourg granted to Fiat available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38375" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38375�;�SA.38374 State aid implemented by the Netherlands to Starbucks available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38374" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38374�;�SA.37667 Excess Profit exemption in Belgium – Art. 185§2 b) CIR92 available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_37667" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_37667� and�SA.38373 Alleged aid to Apple available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38373" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38373� 


�	Cases SA 38944 – Alleged aid to Amazon – Luxembourg available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38944" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38944�; �SA.38945 Alleged aid to Mc Donald's – Luxembourg available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38945" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_38945� and �SA.44888 Potential aid to GDF Suez (Engie) available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_44888" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=3_SA_44888� 


�	Case M. 8124 Microsoft / LinkedIn available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=2_M_8124" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=2_M_8124�


�	Case AT.39759 ARA foreclosure available at � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=1_39759" �http://ec.europa.eu/competition/elojade/isef/case_details.cfm?proc_code=1_39759�.
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