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THE FIRST PART OF THIS COMMUNICATION INFORMS PARLIAMENT OF THE ACTION TAKEN ON AMENDMENTS TO COMMISSION LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS ADOPTED BY PARLIAMENT AT THE DECEMBER 2006 PART-SESSION.
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Part One
Legislative opinions

CODECISION PROCEDURE – Second reading
Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on driving licences (recasting)

1.
Rapporteur: Mathieu Grosch

2.
EP No: A6-0414/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: Driving licences (recasting)

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2003/0252(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 80(2) of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission has accepted the five amendments adopted by Parliament at second reading.

9.
Outlook for the Commission's opinion: On 18 December 2006 the Commission adopted its Opinion pursuant to point (c) of the third subparagraph of Article 251(2) of the EC Treaty on Parliament's amendments to the Council's common position (COM(2006)859).
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: On 19 December 2006 the Council (Agriculture and Fisheries) approved as an "A item" the amendments adopted by Parliament at second reading, so that the text could be signed jointly by the two institutions and published in the Official Journal before the end of the year.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – Second reading

Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning the Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and Restriction of Chemicals (REACH), establishing a European Chemicals Agency, amending Directive 1999/45/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council and repealing Council Regulation (EEC) No 793/93 and Commission Regulation (EC) No 1488/94 as well as Council Directive 76/769/EEC and Commission Directives 91/155/EEC, 93/67/EEC, 93/105/EC and 2000/21/EC

1.
Rapporteur: Guido Sacconi
2.
EP No: A6-0352/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 13 December 2006
4.
Subject: Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and Restriction of Chemicals (REACH), establishing a European Chemicals Agency
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2003/0256(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 95 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Environment, Public Health and Food Safety Committee (ENVI)
8.

Commission's position: The Commission accepts all amendments.
9.
Forecast of Commission’s opinion: The Commission supports the compromise voted in the plenary on 13 December 2006.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal was adopted by the Council on 18 December 2006.
CODECISION PROCEDURE – Second reading
Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on establishing a European Institute for Gender Equality
1.

Rapporteur: Lissy Gröner and Amalia Sartori
2.

EP No: A6-0455/2006

3.

Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: Establishment of a European Institute for Gender Equality
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0017(COD)
6.

Legal basis: Articles 13(2) and 141(3) of the EC Treaty 
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Women's Rights and Gender Equality (FEMM)
8.

Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.

On 22 November 2006 agreement was reached in COREPER on an overall Presidency compromise which was the outcome of discussions between the Council Presidency and Parliament's rapporteurs, with the support of the Commission.
In the Commission's view, this is a balanced compromise which constitutes a marked improvement on the Council's common position. The Management Board will be smaller and the compromise incorporates solutions advocated by the Commission at first reading: the Board is more limited in scope and has no Bureau, there is a mechanism for rotation of members and provision is made for a consultative/expert forum.

The rotation system and the joint declaration enable those Member States that had reservations about a medium-sized Management Board to accept it, whilst the amendments relating to the appointment of the Director, reinstatement of the Forum and the appointment of the two experts to the Forum by Parliament are in line with Parliament's requests.
The compromise contains the following provisions:

- make-up of the Management Board: a medium-sized Management Board (18 representatives from Member States and one from the Commission), without a Bureau and with members rotating as the Presidency changes;

- a draft joint statement on the make-up of the Management Board stating clearly that the solution adopted for the Institute does not constitute a precedent for future agencies and setting out the rotation system for Council representatives;

- the Expert Forum is reinstated (27 experts appointed by the Member States, two experts appointed by Parliament and three representatives of NGOs/social partners at European level);

- appointment of Director: the appointment procedure is spelled out in detail (same provision as in the EFSA Regulation), and the possibility of the successful candidate being heard by Parliament becomes a requirement;

- minor adjustments are made to Article 21 (evaluation) so that the evaluation includes scrutiny of the management structures to ensure they are suitable for carrying out the Institute's tasks, and to Article 22 (review clause).

9.
Outlook for the Commission's opinion: The Commission adopted its Opinion on Parliament's position on 15 December 2006 (COM(2006)860 final).

10.

Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The common position, as amended by Parliament, was adopted by the Council as an "A item" on 19 December 2006. Regulation 1922/2006 was adopted on 20 December 2006 and published in the Official Journal on 30 December 2006 (OJ L 403).

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading
Proposal for a European Parliament and Council Regulation establishing a financial instrument for the promotion of democracy and human rights in the world
1.
Rapporteurs: Hélène Flautre and Edward McMillan-Scott

2.
EP No: A6-0376/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006

4.
Subject: A financial instrument for the promotion of democracy and human rights in the world
5.
Inter-institutional references: 2006/0116(COD)
6.
Legal basis:  Article 251 EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Foreign Affairs Committee (AFET)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept all the amendments which are based on the compromise text elaborated with the Council.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: Not applicable (see point 8)

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Regulation was adopted by the Council on 20 December 2006 and will enter into force on 1 January 2007.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the European Refugee Fund for the period 2008-2013 as part of the General programme ‘Solidarity and Management of Migration Flows’

1.
Rapporteur: Barbara Kudrycka

2.
EP No: A6-0437/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: European Refugee Fund for the period 2008 - 2013

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0046(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 63(2)(b) EC Treaty

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amendment of the proposal; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the interinstitutional negotiations, which allowed a global compromise to be reached on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The position is the result of an agreement in first reading between Council and European Parliament acceptable to the Commission. The adoption of the Decision should take place in early 2007.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading
Proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the External Borders Fund for the period 2007-2013 as part of the General programme ‘Solidarity and Management of Migration Flows’

1.
Rapporteur: Barbara Kudrycka

2.
EP No: A6-0427/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: External Borders Fund for the period 2007 - 2013

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0047(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 62(2) EC Treaty

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amendment of the proposal; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the interinstitutional negotiations, which allowed a global compromise to be reached on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The position is the result of an agreement in first reading between Council and European Parliament acceptable to the Commission. The adoption of the Decision should take place in early 2007.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the European Return Fund for the period 2008-2013 as part of the General programme ‘Solidarity and Management of Migration Flows’

1.
Rapporteur: Barbara Kudrycka

2.
EP No: A6-0425/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: European Return Fund for the period 2008-2013

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0049(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 63(2)(b) and 63(3)(b) EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amendment of the proposal; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the interinstitutional negotiations, which allowed a global compromise to be reached on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The position is the result of an agreement in first reading between Council and European Parliament acceptable to the Commission. The adoption of the Decision should take place in early 2007.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down the Community Customs Code (Modernised Customs Code) Implementing the Community Lisbon programme

1.
Rapporteur: Janelly Fourtou

2.
EP No: A6-0429/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006

4.
Subject: Modernised Community Customs Code

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0246(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Articles 26, 95, 133 and 135 TEC – Article 9(1) Protocol 2 to the Act of Accession of Spain and Portugal, concerning the Canary Islands and Ceuta and Melilla.

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.

On 12 December 2006, the European Parliament adopted 54 amendments. Out of the 54 amendments adopted, 31 are acceptable to the Commission, 5 are acceptable in principle, 4 are acceptable in part and 14 are not acceptable. The Commission's detailed position with regard to the amendments of the European Parliament is as follows:

Amendments accepted fully by the Commission (31)
Amendments 1, 3, 4, 7, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 24, 27, 32, 33, 34/35, 36, 37, 39, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49 and 54 clarify and improve the Commission's proposal.

Amendments 6, 38, 52 and 56 are in line with the decision of the Commission not to incorporate into the Code the provisions regarding duty allowances currently laid down in Council Regulation (EEC) No 918/93, in order not to interfere with the discussions on a recent proposal for a new Directive on fiscal allowances (COM(2006)76).

Amendments accepted in principle by the Commission (5)

Amendments 2, 9, 10, 50 can be accepted in principle, subject to some adaptation in their wording.

Amendment 55 (on Article 196: addition of a new par. 2a) is acceptable in principle, insofar as it will be confirmed that the new regulatory procedure with scrutiny will apply to the adoption by the Commission of certain implementing provisions.

Amendments accepted in part by the Commission (4)

Amendment 8 (on Article 4(4): definition of 'Economic operator') is acceptable as far as the substitution of 'professionally' by 'in the course of his profession' is concerned.

Amendment 11 (Article 5(1) e.a.: application of the new regulatory procedure with scrutiny for the adoption of certain implementing provisions) is acceptable for 25 out of the 29 Articles referred to under the amendment, in their current state. It is not acceptable for the other 4 Articles, which do not refer to measures fulfilling the conditions laid down in Article 5a of the comitology Decision 1999/468/EC.

Amendment 13 (Article 10 e.a.: application of the new regulatory procedure with scrutiny for the adoption of certain implementing provisions) is acceptable for 20 out of the 29 Articles referred to under the amendment, in their current state. It is not acceptable for the other 9 Articles, which do not refer to measures fulfilling the conditions laid down in Article 5a of the comitology Decision 1999/468/EC.

Amendment 26 (Article 35: addition of 2 new paragraphs on simplifications) is acceptable only with regard to the addition of a new paragraph 2 concerning the application of simplified procedures to Community goods in trade with or between territories being part of the customs territory of the Community but not being included in the territorial scope of the 6th VAT Directive. The addition of a new paragraph 3 concerning the application of simplified procedures to such goods moving within one single Member State or between some Member States only is not acceptable because it would not ensure a uniform application of the VAT provisions within the Single Market.

Amendments not accepted by the Commission (14)

Amendment 5 (Recital 36: reference to Council Decision 2006/512/EC amending Decision 1999/468/EC) is not acceptable for formal reasons since an amending act does not need to be mentioned in addition to the act itself.

Amendment 14 (Article 11: addition of new par. 2a and 2b) is not acceptable because it maintains, through a 'status of customs representative' managed by a governmental body, a system of accreditation of customs agents which falls outside the scope of the Customs Code.

Amendment 21 (Article 22 (1): deletion of the adjectives 'administrative and criminal') is not acceptable because it is important to explicitly mention both categories of penalties. All Member States impose criminal penalties in customs matters and apply, even if they are not always described as "administrative penalties", measures of an administrative nature intended to penalize non-compliance with the customs rules. Such administrative measures play an essential role in the uniform and proportionate application of customs legislation. It is therefore necessary that Article 22 (1) continues to refer explicitly to both administrative and criminal treatment of infringements.

Amendment 22 (Article 27 (2) 1st subparagraph: deletion of the expression 'other than random checks') is not acceptable because the removal of such a precision could put at risk the customs' faculty to perform random checks. Even if it could be considered that random checks would form an integral part of the risk analysis and would therefore not need to be mentioned, this consideration, without being false, is not necessarily shared by all stakeholders and the expression concerned should therefore be kept in for the sake of clarity.

Amendment 23 (Article 32 (1): deletion, at the end of the first subparagraph, of the expression 'or any other application of the customs legislation during the normal opening hours of their competent customs offices' and addition, at the end of the second subparagraph, of the expression 'or in respect of any other act required for the purpose of applying customs law') is not acceptable because:

· the removal of the reference to 'normal opening hours' of customs offices would seriously undermine the proposal's efforts to frame the charging of customs fees, notably by restricting them to periods outside normal opening hours, and

· the introduction of a reference to 'any other act required for the purpose of applying customs law' would allow the perpetuation of a practice prevailing in certain Member States and consisting of charging fees for the drawing up of electronic declarations.

Amendment 25 (Article 32 (2): deletion of the expression 'outside normal office hours or') is not acceptable because it would make it mandatory for Member States to maintain all their customs offices operational on a 24/7 basis. This is obviously a desirable step but not a realistic one at the present stage.

Amendment 28 (Article 42 (5a) new: addition of a new paragraph listing the elements that the Commission should take into account when it negotiates preferential origin rules or presents a proposal with a view to laying down preferential origin rules) is not acceptable because it amounts to using the Customs Code for the purpose of framing in directives the negotiation of rules of origin in preferential agreements. The institution entitled to give negotiating directives to the Commission in respect of such agreements is the Council on the basis of Article 133 EC. The same applies to the implementation of Article 187 EC.

Amendment 29 (Article 56 (1a) new: addition of a paragraph stating that 'However, priority in the first instance shall be given to the recovery of the customs debt from the importer or exporter of record') is not acceptable because it goes against the very purpose of the proposed provision which is to establish the principle that priority should be given to recovery of the customs debt from the persons who deliberately infringed the customs legislation. Potential debtors other than importers or exporters (e.g. customs representatives) should not benefit, where they are found to have deliberately infringed the customs legislation, from a favourable treatment to the detriment of importers or exporters.

Amendment 30 (Article 64 (1): addition at the end of point (c) of the expression 'such as a declaration of compliance with an existing industry-wide agreement, a notarial declaration, a special agreement between operators and customs authorities, etc.') is not acceptable. Inserting examples in an article is not appropriate from a 'legistical' point of view. And since there are many possible 'other forms' that a guarantee may take it is better, instead of drawing up a complete list in the code, to stipulate the basic principle that other forms of guarantee may be accepted.

Amendment 31 (Article 67 (2): deletion of the adjective 'authorized' before 'economic operator') is not acceptable because it goes against the reasonable approach consisting of restricting access to comprehensive guarantees with a reduced amount and guarantee waivers to Authorized Economic Operators (AEOs). The amendment would not, as claimed, simply restore the situation prevailing under the current Code. Indeed Article 94 of the current Code only concerns transit while Article 67 (2) of the proposal has a much broader scope since it covers as well other customs procedures such as temporary admission or warehousing. Moreover, the criteria to be met at present to have access to comprehensive guarantees with a reduced amount and guarantee waivers within the framework of transit are comparable, if not more demanding, than those that AEOs will have to satisfy. It is therefore coherent and appropriate to restrict access to such benefits to AEOs.

Amendment 40 and 41 (Articles 153 (2) f) and 152 (3) f) respectively: addition, in both cases, of a new point f)a 'under cover of CIM consignment note or TR transfer note used as a transit document') are not acceptable because the consideration on which they are based misinterprets current and proposed provisions. These articles do not foresee any exclusion but rather list all possible forms in which, respectively, the internal transit and external transit procedures may take place. The CIM consignment note and TR transfer note may be used as simplified declarations for goods carried by rail or in large containers under the Community transit procedure. All other transit procedures are based on international Conventions. The COTIF Convention is not an international convention that establishes a transit procedure or guarantees freedom of transit and can therefore not be taken into account in these articles.

Amendment 51 (Article 190 (3a) new: insertion as regards the exit summary declaration of a provision similar to the one relating to the import summary declaration, as provided for under amendment 32 and considered as acceptable in the context of Article 94) is not acceptable because it is based on the misconception that there would be a symmetry between import and export and that the exit summary declaration could be processed in the same way as the import summary declaration. On export, the anticipated submission of the export declaration should be the rule while the submission of an exit summary declaration should be the exception. Therefore, it does not appear necessary to envisage in this context the theoretical case where an exit summary declaration would be lodged by a person other than the operator of the means of transport upon which the goods leave the Community customs territory.

Amendment 53 (Article 194 a): addition of the expression 'between customs authorities and other competent authorities' before 'and between customs authorities and economic operators') is not acceptable because it would go against the principle of subsidiarity. It is true that the 'single window' will require that the interoperability between national, customs and non customs, electronic systems be ensured. However, an intervention in this context at Community level, through the implementing provisions of the Code, does not appear appropriate. It is indeed likely to be less effective than an action decided and implemented at the level of each Member State.

9.
Outlook for the adoption of an amended proposal: Discussions shall resume within the Council on 11 January 2007 when the Commission will make an oral presentation of the amendments it accepts. The objective is to allow Council to take directly into account the Commission’s position on Parliament’s amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The discussions in the Customs Union Working Party under the German Presidency will continue on the basis of a text revised by the Finnish Presidency (except the provisions on comitology).

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing an action programme for customs (Customs 2013)

1.
Rapporteur: Janelly Fourtou

2.
EP No: A6-0428/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006

4.
Subject: Multi-annual Community action programme to support and complement the action undertaken by the Member States to guarantee the effective functioning of the internal market in the customs field
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0075(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 95 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the 48 amendments adopted by the European Parliament in first reading.

9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amended proposal as there is already an agreement between the institutions.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The formal endorsement by the Council is foreseen for one of the forthcoming Councils of Ministers in 2007 as an A point, allowing therefore the adoption of this proposal in a single reading.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council correcting Directive 2002/2/EC amending Council Directive 79/373/EEC on the circulation of compound feedingstuffs
1.
Rapporteur: Friedrich-Wilhelm Graefe zu Baringdorf

2.
EP No: A6–0411/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006

4.
Subject: correcting Directive 2002/2/EC amending Council Directive 79/373/EEC on the circulation of compound feedingstuffs
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0117(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 152(4) (b) TEC

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8. 
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept the compromise package as adopted by Parliament containing amendments 2, 5=11=14, 7=13 and 9=12=15.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will amend the proposal in line with the compromise package.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The text adopted by Parliament mirrors the text which was adopted as a general agreement in COREPER on 6 December 2006. It is the intention of the Council Presidency to proceed to the formal adoption in a future Council meeting as a first reading agreement.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading
Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 417/2002 on the accelerated phasing-in of double-hull or equivalent design requirements for single-hull oil tankers and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 2978/94
1.
Rapporteur: Fernand Le Rachinel
2.
EP No: A6-0417/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: The accelerated phasing-in of double-hull or equivalent design requirements for single-hull oil tankers and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 2978/94 
5.
Inter-Institutional reference: 2006/0046(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 80 (2) TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)

8.
Position of the Commission: The Commission has accepted the single amendment adopted by the European Parliament in first reading.

9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amended proposal as there is already an agreement between the institutions.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: A quick adoption of this proposal is foreseen, since the Finnish presidency confirmed its agreement on the amendment of the European Parliament. The endorsement by the Council of the amendment of the Parliament is foreseen for one of the forthcoming Councils as an A point, allowing therefore the adoption of this proposal in first reading.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the European Globalisation adjustment Fund

1.

Rapporteur: Roselyne Bachelot-Narquin
2.

EP No: A6-0385/2006
3.

Date of adoption: 13 December 2006
4.
Subject: European Globalisation adjustment Fund
5.

Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0033(COD)
6.

Legal basis: Article 159 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments and welcomes the balanced compromise that had been achieved.

9.

Outlook for amendment of the proposal: Not applicable.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The agreed compromise was endorsed by COREPER on 18 December and the Regulation was adopted by Council on 19 December 2006.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on type approval of motor vehicles with respect to emissions and on access to vehicle repair information, amending Directive 72/306/EEC and Directive ../../EC
1.

Rapporteur: Matthias Groote
2.

EP No: A6-0301/2006
3.

Date of adoption: 13 December 2006

4.

Subject: Type approval of motor vehicles/emissions/repairs
5.

Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0282(COD)
6.

Legal basis: Article 95 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)

8.

Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Council and Parliament have reached an agreement at first reading which is supported by the Commission. The Commission has informed the Council of its position on Parliament's amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council will adopt the proposal shortly.
CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing for the period 2007-2013 the specific programme "Drugs prevention and information" as part of the general programme "Fundamental Rights and Justice"

1.
Rapporteur: Inger Segelström
2.
EP No: A6-0454/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: Drugs prevention and public information
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0037(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 152 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission approves the compromise text which was negotiated with the Council and Parliament, except for Parliament's amendment on committee procedures (Article 10(2a), which provides for the use of the new "regulatory procedure with scrutiny"). The Commission shares the Council's view that this procedure is not applicable here as the annual work programme may in no way modify the provisions of the basic instrument.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will express its position to the Council orally.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal will be adopted once a solution has been found to the question of committee procedures. Negotiations to that end are under way between the institutions.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing for the period 2007-2013 the specific programme "Civil justice" as part of the general programme "Fundamental Rights and Justice"
1.
Rapporteur: Inger Segelström
2.
EP No: A6-0452/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: The specific programme "Civil justice" as part of the general programme "Fundamental Rights and Justice"
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 20005/0040(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Articles 61 and 67 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission approves the compromise text which was negotiated with the Council and Parliament, except for Parliament's amendment on committee procedures (Article 10(2a), which provides for the use of the new "regulatory procedure with scrutiny"). The Commission shares the Council's view that this procedure is not applicable here as the annual work programme may in no way modify the provisions of the basic instrument.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will express its position to the Council orally.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal will be adopted once a solution has been found to the question of committee procedures. Negotiations to that end are under way between the institutions.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation xxx/2006 on medicinal products for paediatric use and amending Regulation (EEC) No 1768/92, Directive 2001/20/EC, Directive 2001/83/EC and Regulation (EC) No 726/2004

1.

Rapporteur: Françoise Grossetête
2.

EP No: A6-0396/2006
3.

Date of adoption: 12 December 2006
4.

Subject: Medicinal products for paediatric use
5.

Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0207(COD)
6.

Legal basis: Article 95 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)

8.

Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments, which do not concern the substance of its proposal but seek to align it on the model wording for provisions on committee procedures agreed between the legal services of the institutions.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Council and Parliament have reached an agreement at first reading which is supported by the Commission. The Commission has informed the Council of its position on Parliament's amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 19 December 2006.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation establishing a European Small Claims Procedure
1.
Rapporteur: Hans-Peter Mayer
2.
EP No: A6-0387/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006
4.
Subject:  European Small Claims Procedure

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0020(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 61(c) and 67 EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Legal Affairs Committee (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments which correspond  with the compromise text agreed between Commission, Council and Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: An amended proposal is not necessary; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the inter-institutional negotiations, which allowed a global compromise on the text to be reached.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: It can be expected that the Regulation will be adopted under the German presidency.
CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on Community Statistics on the structure and activity of foreign affiliates

1.
Rapporteur: Wolf Klinz
2.
EP No: A6-0332/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006
4.
Subject: Community Statistics on the structure and activity of foreign affiliates
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0016(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 285(1) TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission has accepted all amendments adopted by the European Parliament in first reading.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission intends to modify its proposal to take into account the amendments adopted by the European Parliament. However, an agreement at first reading can still be foreseen since only one divergence remains between the European Parliament and the Council. The European Parliament is indeed insisting on the use of the regulatory procedure with scrutiny as regards the quality measures, whilst at the level of the Council Working Party, the use of regulatory procedure seems to be preferred for the moment. The Commission will strive for a convergence of views between the co-legislators on this issue.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: It is not yet clear whether the Council will adopt a common position or agrees with the proposal of the Commission as amended by the European Parliament.
CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EEC) No 571/88 on the organisation of Community surveys on the structure of agricultural holdings, as regards the financial framework for the period 2007-2009 and the maximum Community contribution for Bulgaria and Romania

1.
Rapporteur: Janusz Lewandowski
2.
EP No: A6-0424/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006

4.
Subject: Organisation of Community surveys on the structure of agricultural holdings, as regards the financial framework for the period 2007-2009 and the maximum Community contribution for Bulgaria and Romania
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0112(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 285(1) TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Budgets Committee (BUDG)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amended proposal as there is already an agreement between the Institutions (Commission, European Parliament and Council).

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: At its meeting of 19-20 December 2006, the Council adopted the Regulation as an "A" point.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

Television without Frontiers Directive – Audiovisual Media Services Directive

1.
Rapporteur: Ruth Hieronymi
2.
EP No: A6-0399/2006
3.
Date of adoption of the report: 13 December 2006
4.
Subject: Audiovisual Media Services Directive (Revision Television without Frontiers Directive)
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0260(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 47(2) and 55 of the EC Treaty

7).
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Culture and Education

8.

Commission's position:
The Commission takes the following position concerning the amendments adopted:
(i) Adopted amendments which the Commission can accept in full

These were amendments 6, 11, 12, 14, 16, 20, 25, 30, 32, 41, 42, 43, 49, 56, 62, 67, 78, 79, 81, 84, 85, 89-92, 99, 115, 117, 120-125, 133, 138, 144, 199
, 213, 221, 222, 224, 226.

(ii) Adopted amendments which the Commission can accept in principle

These were amendments 1, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10, 13, 17, 18, 23, 27, 28, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39, 46, 57, 58, 63 to 65, 66, 68, 70, 71, 73, 77, 82, 97, 98, 104, 107-110, 114, 135, 137, 147, 149, 150, 151, 200, 205, 208, 214, 218, 219, 220, 223, 225, 227, 228, 229.

(iii) Adopted amendments which the Commission rejects

These were amendments: 2, 5, 9, 15, 21, 22, 24, 26, 29, 31, 37, 44, 45, 47, 51 to 55, 59, 61, 72, 74 to 76, 80, 93, 100, 101, 103, 105, 112, 113, 116, 134, 136, 143, 145, 146, 148, 182, 189, 197, 201, 202, 207, 209, 230, 242.

The first reading largely confirms the Commission's initial proposal with a clear consensus on scope, co- and self-regulation, European works and the two-tier approach. It goes further on independent regulators and short reports, also largely consensual in Parliament. In particular, the text on product placement contains the much-to-be-preferred "opt out" clause rather than the "opt in" mechanism in the Council's general approach. Parliament adds some new provisions, such as those on media pluralism (rejected by the Commission) and access for people with disabilities (accepted by the Commission).

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The German Presidency scheduled three meetings of the Working Group to study the European Parliament's amendments before the Informal Council on 12 February 2007 in Berlin. This altogether will provide additional input for the adoption of a amended Commission proposal in the second half of February.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The first reading constitutes a good basis for the German Presidency to transform the general approach agreed upon in November 2006 into a Common Position at the May 2007 Council. However, some issues will prove difficult (e.g. country-of-origin, regulators).

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
Proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing for the period 2007-2013 the specific programme "Civil justice" as part of the general programme "Fundamental Rights and Justice"

1.
Rapporteur: Inger Segelström
2.
EP No: A6-0465/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: Fundamental rights and citizenship
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0038(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 308 TCE

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments and therefore approves the compromise text.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need to amend the proposal; the Commission gave its agreement as part of the interinstitutional negotiations that led to an overall compromise being reached on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council should adopt the proposal as an "A item" at the end of January 2007.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the European Fund for the Integration of Third country nationals for the period 2007-2013 as part of the General programme ‘Solidarity and Management of Migration Flows’

1.
Rapporteur: Barbara Kudrycka

2.
EP No: A6-0419/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: European Integration Fund for the period 2007 - 2013

5.
Interinstitutional reference: 2005/0048(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 63(3)(a) EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for an amendment of the proposal; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the interinstitutional negotiations, which allowed a global compromise to be reached on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council will adopt the proposal in early 2007.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Recommendation on the prevention of injury and the promotion of safety

1.
Rapporteur: Kathy Sinnott
2.
EP No: A6-0398/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006
4.
Subject: Prevention of injury and the promotion of safety

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0106(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 152 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments: Amendments 5, 18 and 21 in full and 7, 11, 15, 16 and 17 in part. In general the Parliament's resolution supports the Commission proposal. The deletion of the Public Health Programme as the funding basis for the development and establishment of an injury information system in the future could not be accepted because there is no other alternative for funding. On legal grounds the reference to the structural funds could not be accepted either as Article 152 does not cover any actions in relation to the structural funds.

9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: The Commission is working in close contact with the Council Presidency and will try to ensure a consistent approach in data collection and processing together with developing prevention measures. The German presidency intends to informally set up a new text in which amendments of the Parliament that the Commission had considered as acceptable will be taken into account.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Following the support of the proposal by the Parliament, the Presidency intends to submit a text to COREPER by the end of March 2007.  Formal adoption by the Health Council is expected during its May 2007 meeting.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Decision amending Council Decision 90/424/EEC on expenditure in the veterinary field

1.
Rapporteur: Ilda Figueiredo
2.
EP No: A6-0409/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006
4.
Subject: Expenditure in the veterinary field

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0098(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.

The Commission can accept the following amendments wholly or partly and subject to rewording: 1, 2, 4, 7, 8, 10, and 12.

With regard to amendments 1 and 10, the Commission notes that considerable information is already publicly available on the Commission web site. It can, however, agree with the proposition to provide a report to Parliament every four years.

Concerning amendments 2 and 4, the Commission agrees on the importance of ensuring close co-operation between Member States, and notes that this is already a priority. Nevertheless, the Commission would welcome a specific reference to this need in the text.

Concerning amendments 7 and 8, the Commission can accept the later dates mentioned for the submission of programmes.

As regards amendment 12, the Commission can accept a wording which would allow co-financing to continue for a transitional period for those two diseases mentioned in the amendment which are currently the subject of eradication programmes, Aujeszky’s Disease and Enzootic Bovine Leukosis.

The Commission cannot accept the following amendments: 3, 5, 6, 9, 11.
Concerning amendments 3 and 9, the Commission notes that a system is already in place to cover serious emergencies. Emergency measures requiring the sudden disbursement of very large financial resources are not subject to the deadlines in this decision. These cases, for example an outbreak of foot and mouth disease, are covered by Article 3 of Decision 90/424. A separate budget line applies. Such emergency measures are not appropriate for the diseases covered by the eradication programmes.

Regarding amendments 5, 6 and 11, the objective in drawing up the list is to assist the Member States to prioritise their actions. It may be necessary to amend these priorities from time to time and the regulatory Committee procedure is best suited to this. In addition, amendment 6 would negate the principle of the list.

9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: The Commission has worked closely with the presidency and Council to ensure that attention was given to incorporating those amendments of Parliament which the Commission could accept. All those elements mentioned above have been included in the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal was adopted in the Agriculture Council of 19 December 2006.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Regulation amending Regulations (EEC) N° 404/93, (EC) N° 1782/2003 and (EC) N° 247/2006 as regards the banana sector

1.
Rapporteur: Jean-Claude Fruteau

2.
EP No: A6-422/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 13 December 2006

4.
Subject: Banana sector

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0173(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.

The Commission supports the incorporation of amendments No 4 and No 9 in the text of the proposal, reworded as follows:

Amendment 4

Recital 3A (new)

(3) Account should be taken of the socio-economic importance of the banana sector to the outermost regions and the contribution which it makes to achieving social and economic cohesion on account of the income and employment which it generates, the economic activities to which it gives rise (both upstream and downstream), and the effect which it has of maintaining an ecological and landscape balance which encourages the development of tourism.
Amendment 9

Recital 8A (new)

(8a) Information and infrastructure measures in the context of rural development mustcan play an important a prime role in the shift to producer support, whereby one aim should could be to shift banana production and marketing to various quality and production standards such as organic products or fair-trade, bio-products, local varieties or a registered geographical guarantee of origin. Bananas can also be marketed as a special local product within the framework of existing tourism in these areas, thereby creating a link between consumers and local bananas as a preferred, an identifiable product.

The Commission's is unable to accept the other amendments for the following reasons:
Amendment 1 - Market orientation is a pillar of the CAP reform and the Commission's proposal aims to align the aid to banana producers to the main principles of the reformed common market organizations, while taking into account the particularities of the producing regions.

Rural development aids support the development processes of rural areas, including in the outermost regions, while the POSEI programmes finance market measures and not structural measures.

Amendment 2 - The clearances carried out following Commission's audit have raised some doubts about the correct use of the Community funds and the role played by Producers' Organisations for several regions.

Amendment 3 - Efforts to diversify are regularly made, sometimes successfully. Thus, the impossibility to diversify cannot be considered as an everlasting truth. 

The Commission's proposal does not aim to kill the dynamism or the spirit of initiative. It aims to give the widest choice to Member States, regions and producers.

Amendments 5 and 23- The Commission has to submit a report on POSEI by 2009 that will include the banana sector and can be submitted sooner in case of deterioration of livelihoods in the outermost regions. Linking the aid to a specific sector at Community level can be dangerous for the long-term sustainability of the regions and could weaken the EU position at WTO level, because this could be seen as a countercyclical payment.

Amendments 6 and 24 - Further to an analysis carried out together with producing Member States, advance payments to producers no more seem to be an issue. The new payment system can assure sufficient cash-flow to the producers and is probably more advantageous than the present one. The recent Council's agreement on amendments to the financial regulation makes the new payment system even more favourable to producers.

Amendments 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 25 and 26 - Bananas in non-outermost regions represent less than 400 hectares and about 300 producers overall. Hardly a justification could be found to derogate from the general principle of giving farmers the freedom to choose their crop according to the market and to their best advantage.

Amendments 14, 15, 16 and 22 - For the sake of simplification and subsidiarity and taking into account the envisaged incorporation of the aid to banana producers into POSEI, it seems more appropriate to leave Member States free to adopt rules on producers' organisations targeted at the specific situations in their territories and support them under their POSEI programme if they wish.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission defended orally the amendments it can accept before the Council, thereby amending its proposal.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 19 December 2006. Parliament's amendments No 4 and No 9, as reworded by the Commission, have been incorporated into the final text.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
Proposal for a Council Regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 539/2001 listing the third countries whose nationals must be in possession of visas when crossing the external borders of Member States and those whose nationals are exempt from that requirement
1.
Rapporteur: Ioannis Varvitsiotis
2.
EP No: A6-0431/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: List of the third countries whose nationals must be in possession of visas when crossing the external borders of Member States and those whose nationals are exempt from that requirement.

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0022(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 62(2)(b)(i) of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments. It accepts amendment 5 and the spirit and part of the text of amendments 2 and 3 but rejects amendments 1 and 4. This position, which is consistent with the general approach established by the Council on 4 December 2006, was conveyed by the Commission representative at the COREPER meeting on 20 December.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission has informed the Council of its position on Parliament's amendments.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted Regulation No 1932/20006 on 21 December 2006 (OJ L 405, 30.12.2006, p. 23).
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Decision establishing the specific programme «Prevention and Fight against Crime» for 2007-2013, as part of the General Programme "Security and Safeguarding Liberties"

1.
Rapporteur: Romano Maria La Russa
2.
EP No: A6-0389/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006
4.
Subject: Prevention of and fight against Crime
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0035(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 30, 31 and 34(2)(c) TEU

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: An amended proposal is not necessary; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the interinstitutional negociations, which allowed to come to a global compromise on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal should be adopted by the Council as an "A" point, by the end of January 2007.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Decision establishing the specific programme 'Prevention, Preparedness and Consequence Management of Terrorism' for the period 2007-2013 – General Programme 'Security and Safeguarding Liberties'
1.
Rapporteur: Romano Maria La Russa
2.
EP No: A6-0390/2006
3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006
4.
Subject: Prevention, preparedness and consequence Management of Terrorism
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0034(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 308 TEC

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept most of the amendments but is unable to accept the following amendments: 1, 2, 5, 6, 11, 12, 18, 19, 31, 35 (deletion of topic "preparedness"; regulatory instead of management procedure; "guarantee" for additional funds from other programmes).
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will inform the Council orally of its position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal should be adopted by the Council as an "A" point, by the end of January 2007.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
Proposal for a Council Decision establishing the specific programme «Criminal Justice» for 2007-2013, as part of the General Programme «Fundamental Rights and Justice»
1.
Rapporteur: Inger Segelström
2.
EP No: A6-0453/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006
4.
Subject: The specific programme «Criminal Justice» for 2007-2013, part of the General Programme «Fundamental Rights and Justice»
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0039(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Articles 31 and 34(2)(c) TUE

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: An amended proposal is not necessary; the Commission gave its agreement in the framework of the interinstitutional negotiations, which allowed  a global compromise to be reached on the text.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal should be adopted by the Council as an "A" point, by the end of January 2007.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
Proposal for a Council Regulation establishing a financial instrument for cooperation with industrialized and other high income countries and territories

1.
Rapporteur: David Martin

2.
EP No: A6-0430/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 12 December 2006

4.
Subject: A financial instrument for cooperation with industrialized and other high income countries and territories

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0807(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 181A TEC

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: International Trade Committee (INTA)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments. Quantitatively, a vast majority – about two thirds- of the amendments tabled can be supported by the Commission: out of the 32 amendments, 20 can find their way fully or partially to the text; qualitatively it should be noted that most key substantive amendments are included in these 20 acceptable amendments.
The Commission‘s objections to the remaining 12 amendments fall into three main categories:

(i) some amendments are unnecessary as they are redundant with provisions already included in the text or do not bring added value.

(ii) some amendments encroach on or overlap with principles laid down in other legal texts such as the established Comitology framework or the Inter-Institutional Agreement and at times go beyond what has been agreed in other comparable instruments.

(iii) some amendments provide rules and procedures which are not proportionate with the relatively modest financial size of the instrument or not adapted to its specific scope and nature.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: Given the particular circumstances surrounding the adoption of this instrument, close cooperation was maintained throughout the negotiation process between Parliament, Council and Commission. This allowed for the views of each institution to be voiced and, where appropriate, taken into account upstream in order to prepare, in parallel to proceedings in Parliament, an amended version which could be an acceptable compromise and that could be adopted by the Council right after the formal delivery of its opinion by Parliament. The Commission’s position outlined above reflects this compromise.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The amended proposal was adopted by the Council of Ministers on 21 December 2006 and subsequently published in OJ L405/41 of 30 December 2006 as Council Regulation 1934/2006 of 21 December 2006 establishing a financing instrument for cooperation with industrialised and other high-income countries and territories.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
Proposal for a Council Regulation establishing a financial instrument for nuclear safety and security Assistance
1.
Rapporteur: Esko Seppänen

2.
EP No: A6-0397/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 December 2006

4.
Subject: A financial instrument for nuclear safety and security Assistance
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0802(CNS)
6.
Legal basis:  Euratom Treaty Article 203

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.

A series of amendments (amendments 1, 9, 22, 23 and 25) have already been addressed, in an almost identical manner, in the ongoing discussions in the Council.

There are three amendments (6, 17 and 21) which could be accepted by the Commission. They represent an improvement with respect to the original text.

There are different reasons for the Commission not to share the opinion of the Resolution regarding the rest of the amendments, some of them because the Commission considers that the text issued from the Council is clearer.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal but the Commission will inform Council of its position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Foreseen for January 2007, but it will depend on the Council.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Regulation concerning Community financial contributions to the International Fund for Ireland (2007-2010)

1.
Rapporteur: Jim Higgins

2.
EP No: A6-0432/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 13 December 2006

4.
Subject: Community financial contributions to the International Fund for Ireland

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0194(CNS)

6.
Legal Basis: Article 308 TEC

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Regional Development (REGI)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept the single amendment.
The European Parliament considers the main objective of the Fund to be the economic and social advance of Northern Ireland and Ireland and therefore it believes that Article 159 which relates to Cohesion Policy and which provides for a co-decision procedure is more appropriate than the Article 308 which is more general and which provides for a consultation procedure.

The Commission considers that the overarching objective of the IFI is to encourage contact, dialogue and reconciliation between unionists and nationalists throughout Ireland. In doing so the Fund inevitably engages in actions which do promote economic and social advance but this is not the aim, rather it is a mean. Therefore, the Commission believes that Article 308 which was used as the legal basis for all previous IFI regulations remains the most appropriate one.
In addition there are practical considerations. A change in the legal basis may mean a disruption of eligibility of certain areas of activity such as basic education, integrated housing and policing.  If the legal basis were to be changed, the Commission might have to ask the IFI to keep the EU contribution in a separate account with distinct selection criteria to ensure that only projects eligible under cohesion policy (Articles 158 and 159) were supported. This would be a considerable extra cost and administrative burden for the IFI which would reflect badly on the European Union with the other donors to the IFI and with citizens. All these may be to the detriment of the reconciliation process at a very sensitive time in which there seems to be political progress in Northern Ireland.

Moreover, a change in the legal basis might create complications which relate to the financial perspectives. Under the previous financial perspective, the International Fund for Ireland was financed under Heading 3 Internal Policies.

The current proposal continues this approach under the new multi-annual financial framework, by financing the IFI under Heading 1a Competitiveness. If the legal basis were to change to Article 159, this would mean financing under Heading 1b Cohesion, where the ceilings have been fixed to include only the Structural Funds and Cohesion Fund in the strictest sense. The financing of any other actions under Heading 1b would necessitate a revision of the ceilings of the financial framework.

Therefore, the Commission cannot accept the amendment of the European Parliament.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not modify its proposal. Nevertheless, taking into account the view of the European Parliament, as expressed at the discussions in the REGI Committee and reflected in the Resolution, the justification of the proposed regulation has been strengthened to better reflect the special nature of the International Fund for Ireland and its objectives.

10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: The Council is expected to adopt the proposed regulation without accepting the amendment of the European Parliament.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Directive amending Council Directive 2002/38/EC as regards the period of application of the value-added tax arrangements applicable to radio and television broadcasting services and certain electronically supplied services

1.
Rapporteur: Zsolt László Becsey

2.
EP No: A6-0440/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 13 December 2006

4.
Subject: VAT on radio and television broadcasting services and certain electronically supplied services – extension of current directive for two years

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0245(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 93 EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Economic and Monetary Affairs Committee (ECON)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission cannot accept the single amendment.

The amendment (extension of the Directive until 31 December 2009 instead of 31 December 2008) cannot be accepted as two years should provide sufficient time to the Council to find a solution on the all-encompassing 'VAT package' which, when adopted, will subsume the e-commerce directive. It is self-evident that should the Commission consider it necessary to adopt a proposal for a further prolongation of the regime, it will do so in good time before the expiry in order to allow sufficient time for the consultation of the European Parliament.

9.
Outlook for the adoption of an amended proposal: Not applicable.

10.
Outlook for the adoption: The Council adopted the un-amended proposal on 19 December 2006.

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 DECEMBER 2006 PART-SESSION
-
European Parliament resolution on the EU-Russia Summit in Helsinki on 24 November 2006
(PE: B6-0631/06)

Minutes, Part Two, 13 December 2006

Commissioner responsible:
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER

DG responsible:

DG External Relations

Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally as Commissioner Ferrero-Waldner has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution on the situation in Fiji
(PE: B6-0646/06)

Minutes, Part Two, 14 December 2006

Commissioner responsible:
Louis MICHEL

DG responsible:

DG Development
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally as Commissioner Barrot has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution on the involvement of UN forces in sexual abuse in Liberia and Haiti
(PE: B6-0648/06)

Minutes, Part Two, 14 December 2006

Commissioners responsible:
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER, Louis MICHEL

DG responsible:

DG External Relations, DG Development

Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally as Commissioner Barrot has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-------------










� The split vote on Amendment 199, which the Commission originally rejected, meant that Amendment 215 fell, but nevertheless led to the adoption of an Amendment which is identical to Amendment 215. This will be in detail explained in the amended Commission proposal.
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