
	[image: image1.wmf]
	EUROPEAN COMMISSION

SECRETARIAT-GENERAL

Directorate G

Relations with the European Parliament, the European Ombudsman, the European Economic and Social Committee, the Committee of the Regions and the National Parliaments



Brussels, 9 April 2008

	SP(2008)2060
	
	


Commission communication
on the action taken on opinions and resolutions adopted by Parliament at the March 2008 part-session
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Part one
Legislative opinions
CODECISON PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the participation by the Community in a research and development programme aimed at enhancing the quality of life of older people through the use of new Information and Communication Technologies (ICT), undertaken by several Member States
1.

Rapporteur: Neena GILL (PSE/UK)
2.

EP reference number: A6-0027/2008 / P6-TA-PROV(2008)0098
3.

Date of the adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2008
4.
Subject: Participation by the Community in a Joint Research Programme with Member States on new technologies for Ageing Well
5.

Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0116(COD)
6.

Legal Basis: Article 169 EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.

Commission's position: The Commission accepts the amendments adopted by Parliament and thus the compromise text adopted by both co-legislators.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: Not applicable as the co-legislators have reached an agreement in first reading that the Commission also supports.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council is expected to adopt a "Political Agreement" (in line with the EP first reading opinion) at the ECOFIN Council of 14 May 2008.
CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on energy statistics
1.
Rapporteur: Claude TURMES (Verts/ALE/LU)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0487/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0090
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2008
4.
Subject: Energy statistics
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0002(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 285 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Position of the Commission: The Commission can accept all amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: The COREPER approved the final compromise text on 20 February 2008. The endorsement by the Council of the amendments of the Parliament is foreseen for one of the forthcoming Councils, allowing therefore the adoption of this Regulation in first reading.
CODECISION PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning statistics on plant protection products
1.
Rapporteur: Bart STAES (Verts/ALE/BE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0004/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0091
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2008
4.
Subject: statistics on plant protection products
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2006/0258(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 285 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
Of the 26 amendments adopted by the European Parliament, seven are acceptable in full and five are acceptable in principle or in part as they clarify and improve the Commission proposal. The Commission’s current detailed position with regard to the amendments of the European Parliament is as follows:
Amendments accepted fully by the Commission: 3, 5, 12, 13, 19, 30 and 32.
Amendment 3 clarifies the quality criteria for official statistics.
Amendment 5 (linked to amendment 6 accepted in part and in principle) aims at making more explicit the objectives of this Regulation.
Amendments 12 and 13 reinforce the link with the Regulation for the placing of plant protection products on the market that facilitates the collection of statistics via administrative sources.
Amendment 19 links the revision of Annex III to the progress in the revision of authorised substances which is the intention of the Commission.
Amendment 30 refers to the Aarhus Convention without interfering with the protection of confidential data.
Amendment 32 aims at making clearer the quality criteria for the statistics to be collected by referring explicitly to comparability and to limit as much as possible the costs for the enterprises which is also the objective of the Commission.
Amendments accepted in part or in principle by the Commission:
Amendments 6 (in part) and 11 (in part): The replacement of 'plant protection products' by 'pesticides' is acceptable if a programme for this extension can be agreed upon with Parliament.
Amendment 10 (in part): With the exception of the last indent concerning record on substance flows, this amendment is welcomed since it clarifies the objectives of this Regulation and reinforces the link with the Framework Directive on the Sustainable Use of Pesticides.
Amendment 18 is acceptable in principle but its formulation should be fully consistent with the general dispositions of the Regulation concerning Community statistics currently under discussion.
Amendment 33 is acceptable in principle subject to rephrasing. The possibility to extend the scope of the Regulation to cover biocidal products depends very much on the progress of the review programme for biocides, the calendar of which is not yet defined.  No precise deadline should thus be specified for this extension.  In addition, the reference to 'biocidal products containing substances also covered by Directive 91/414/EEC' is very imprecise and should be rephrased.
Amendments not accepted by the Commission:
Amendments 1, 6 (in part), 7, 8, 10 (in part), 11 (in part), 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 28, 31 and 34 are not acceptable.
Amendments 1, 6 (in part), 7, 21 aiming at the inclusion of production, import and export statistics are not acceptable since this would overlap with existing regulations on business and trade statistics and create difficulties in terms of confidentiality due to the very limited number of enterprises involved in this sector in the EU.  Moreover, including distribution could create confusion and double counting with sales.
Amendments 8 and 26 aiming at including non-agricultural uses in the scope of statistics on use (annex II of the proposal) are not acceptable. For the time being non-agricultural uses are not well identified as separate systems of authorisations are not yet in place in every Member States to differentiate products used in agriculture and in other sectors. There is no harmonised methodology to cover these sectors so far.
The last indent of Amendment 10 is not acceptable. Recording of substance flows at the stages of production of, trade in, and use of plant protection products cannot be accepted since the objective described by the EP to control the use of illegal products is in complete contradiction with the principles of official statistics.  Moreover the difficulty to include production and trade in the scope of the regulation has already been explained (see amendment 1).
Amendments 11 (in part) and 22 aiming at the inclusion of biocidal products are not acceptable. Though the Commission accepts the idea of a possible extension of the Regulation, the inclusion of biocides at this stage seems premature.  In line with the amendment 13 of the Parliament, the Commission considers that the collection of statistics on pesticide use should rely as much as possible on reporting obligations.  The inclusion of provisions on reporting obligation in the biocide Directive is considered as a prerequisite for the collection of statistics.
Amendment 14 is not acceptable. The approach favoured in the Commission proposal is to focus on output quality and leave the choice of methods to the Member States.  This amendment goes against the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality.
Amendments 15 and 23 reinforce the obligation for enterprises and professional users to keep records and for the national authorities to collect this information.  They are not acceptable because the objective of the statistical Regulation is essentially to describe the obligations of the Member States in terms of data collection and transmission. As such it is mainly addressed to the (statistical) authorities of the Member States. The Commission recognises the importance to assure that the records kept by the enterprises are duly collected by the national authorities but believes it is up to the Member States to decide on the most appropriate procedure to ensure the collection and publication of this information.
Amendment 16 is not acceptable since it goes against the general rules covering data transmission within the European Statistical system and would hinder the Commission ability to calculate its own aggregates and calculate risk indicators while respecting the protection of confidential data if required.
Amendments 25 and 28 concern the publication of their data by the national authorities.  They are not acceptable since they would overlap with the obligation for the Member States to publish and exchange information on the results of the national action plans foreseen in the thematic strategy framework directive.
Amendment 31 is not acceptable since it could strongly interfere with the principle of independence of the Statistical Offices. According to the Grounds given by the Parliament, this provision would better take place in the framework directive for the sustainable use of pesticides under the provisions covering the national action plans. Although a certain level of transparency needs to be maintained regarding the methodology used by the Statistical offices, publication on the Internet will not help the purposes of the present Regulation, as outlined in the new article 1 (Amendment 10 – partly accepted).
Amendment 34 is superfluous and should not be accepted.  Since the extension of the scope to 'pesticides' is accepted through Amendment 6, there is no need to explicitly refer to biocidal products in Article 1 since this would give the impression that plant protection products and biocides have to be reported separately which cannot be the case.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission services do not intend to present a written amended proposal as the amendments agreed or agreed in principle, or partially, are limited in number and content. However, the Commission will inform the Council of its position.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the common position: Since the Council was already opposed to many of the amendments adopted by the Parliament, an adoption in first reading is very unlikely. However, the Slovenian Presidency announced that sufficient time would be taken to discuss with the Parliament and try to find a compromise.  Political agreement leading to a common position is thus likely either at the end of the Slovenian Presidency or during the French Presidency.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING ONE READING ONLY
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council directive amending Directive 2003/96/EC as regards the adjustment of special tax arrangements for gas oil used as motor fuel for commercial purposes and the coordination of taxation of unleaded petrol and gas oil used as motor fuel
1.
Rapporteur: Olle SCHMIDT (ALDE/SE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0030/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0099
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 March 2008
4.
Subject: Adjustment of special tax arrangements for gas oil used as motor fuel for commercial purposes and the coordination of taxation of unleaded petrol and gas oil used as motor fuel
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0023(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 93 and 94 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept one amendment in principle and one amendment in part, but cannot support the other amendments adopted by Parliament.
The Commission's detailed position with regard to the amendments is as follows:
As regards the amendment 1, it has to be noted that the problem with “fuel tourism” results from the difference in fuel taxes in Member States and this phenomenon effectively (and not only potentially) leads to distortions in competition. These distortions occur across the internal market and not only in border regions. Therefore, the extent of the amendment which purports to insert the terms "may" and "in border regions", cannot be accepted. The second part of the amendment is acceptable in principle.
Amendment 2 could not be accepted, because as formulated could be understood as expressing the intention to suppress the possibility to differentiate, available so far. This would undermine both the existing and proposed scheme of Article 7(2) to (4). The wholly different issue of inflation is already taken into account through the modest nature of the rate increases.
The amendments 4, 6, 10 regarding the definition of commercial use and the use of non-fossil and low-carbon based propellants cannot be accepted. The tax treatment of alternative fuels falls outside the scope of this proposal, which only deals with the tax treatment of petrol and gas oil.
Amendments 9 and 11 could not be supported; Article 7(2) as it stands currently, contains a "standstill" arrangement for Member States taxing above the minimum in 2003, in order to maintain the level of rates applicable at that time. The Commission has not proposed to change this provision (which will, in any event, have to be updated for new Member States acceding to the EU in 2004 and 2007) on environmental grounds.
As to amendments 5, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, it has to be noted that considering the transitional periods, the Commission proposal is based on equal treatment between Member States and, in this context, strikes a fair balance between the need of EU 15 Member States and Member States having acceded from 2004 onwards.
Amendment 7 regarding the reduction of CO2 emissions by encouraging investments of Member States in infrastructure, biofuels and new environmental measures is accepted in principle by the Commission; the Commission is, nevertheless of the opinion that this should not take the form of a recital to the directive.
Amendment 19 cannot be retained as the imposition of a maximum limit on Member States' right to increase taxes, even for a limited period, is not appropriate.  Member States are free to set their national rates at any point which respects the Community minima.
Considering amendments 3 and 20, the Commission position is that 2010 is too early for a Commission report, and, in any event, the Commission is required to monitor the manner in which the Member States respect their legal obligations and will take appropriate action accordingly.
Considering amendment 12, the Commission appreciates the work of the rapporteur in particular, by acknowledging his efforts to find a compromise, but in the light of the Commission’s experience the deadline proposed is not realistic.
The Commission considers that its own proposal takes account of all relevant factors. It does not consider it appropriate to endorse a less ambitious plan or a more far-reaching plan to increase minimum levels of taxation as suggested in amendments 8, 18, 28.
9.
Outlook for the adoption of an amended proposal: The Commission will inform the Council orally on the amendments suggested by the Parliament and acceptable to the Commission, but the Commission does not intend to present an amended proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The Proposal was discussed twice in the Council at working group level during the German Presidency and there was also one discussion during the Portuguese Presidency. Overall, the views expressed in the most recent discussions were generally positive as regards raising the minima with only three Member States against. Discussions will continue under the Slovenian Presidency.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007 establishing a common organisation of agricultural markets and on specific provisions for certain agricultural products (single CMO Regulation) as regards the national quotas for milk
1.
Rapporteur: Elisabeth JEGGLE (PPE-DE/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0046/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0092
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2008
4.
Subject: A common organisation of agricultural markets and on specific provisions for certain agricultural products (single CMO Regulation) as regards the national quotas for milk
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0281(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the Treaty establishing the European Community
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament for the following reasons:
Amendments 3 and 14:
EU balancing out for the quota year 2008/2009 (i.e. taking into account a redistribution of the unused quota from other Member States before applying a super levy in Member States that exceeded their national quota).
It introduces uncertainty, tending towards a speculative element, in farm management, because the extra allocation is only known after the quota year. It would make it difficult for producers to optimise their production by a continuous and planned herd growth. It benefits perennial serious over-shooting Member States and creates adverse incentives; especially as a once-off measure. It goes against the objective of simplifying the CAP as implementing rules of such a balancing out would be complex.
Amendments 2, 7, 15:
Concerning a 2% quota increase on a voluntary basis from 1 April 2008 (i.e. Member States have the option to accept or reject the increase in their national quota).
In an increasingly market oriented approach and in view of the objective of increasing production, it should be the choice of the farmer whether or not to expand production. The Commission's analysis is based on increasing the EU quota by 2% with a view to satisfying growing demand. Allowing Member States to decide whether to accept extra quota means that we risk a reduced uptake of the expansion of quota to meet market demands. Furthermore, it could lead to a discriminatory treatment of producers in the single market creating competition (dis)advantages from a farmer's point of view. Increasing the national quota by 2%, even if not fully allocated to the individual farmer but partly maintained in the national reserve, would be to the advantage of production given the impact on production restrictions (super levy).
Amendments 10, 11, 12, 13, 16 and 17:
The Commission shall submit several studies on the economic, social and environmental impact of the quota increase in particular on mountainous regions and other regions with comparable difficult production conditions and a report on consumer behaviour and the specific circumstances of milk production in disadvantaged regions.
Although the Commission cannot accept those amendments as such, the main intentions of the amendments are covered by reports and studies that were already carried out or are underway.  The proposed quota increase is based on a Market Outlook report that takes into account the relevant developments in supply and demand till 2014. In another context, namely that of the Health check, an impact assessment is being made on the proposed measures linked to quota increases, including the impact on mountainous regions and other regions with comparable difficult production conditions. Furthermore, the Commission already commissioned a study on regional dimensions of the quota abolition analysing the regional impact of quota abolition.
Amendments 4, 6 and 9:
Adding recitals on the favourable market situation:
These amendments merely reinforce the Commission's proposal and are therefore redundant.
Amendment 1:
Change a recital with regard to the exact text of the Council declaration of 2003.
The current text better reflects the content of the declaration and the current proposal made.
Amendment 5:
Insertion, in the recital, of a request to the Commission to set up a milk fund restructuring programme in order to retain savings of market management for the milk sector.
The purpose of the fund is unclear and the management of such a programme outside the existing schemes would be administratively cumbersome. Putting unspent money in a fund for later expenditure is against the budgetary principles (annuality). In addition, the Commission's proposal of a moderate quota increase is not of a nature that will require restructuring of the sector; not least in view of the favourable market situation and the increased dairy output value.
Amendment 8:
The current 2% increase shall have no bearing on the outcome of the Health Check.
This is redundant as there is no mention of the Health Check in this proposal.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 17 March 2008.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation on the conclusion of the Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the European Community and the Republic of Guinea-Bissau
1.
Rapporteur: Luis Manuel CAPOULAS SANTOS (PSE/PT)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0053/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0085
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2008
4.
Subject: Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the EC and Guinea Bissau
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0209(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 37 and Article 300(2) and Article 300(3), first subparagraph, of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Fisheries Committee (PECH)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament.
Amendments 1, 3, 4 and 6 – Rejected
The Commission already complies with the transmission of such information in line with the current inter-institutional arrangements.
Amendment 2 – Rejected
For the time being, the Commission has no legal basis to block license requests on the ground of lack of or poor reporting from Member States. However, the Commission has transmitted to the Parliament and the Council a draft Council regulation concerning conditions on license and reporting obligations which contains such provisions.
Amendment 5 – Rejected
Since there is no legal requirement to obtain a new mandate to cover the negotiation for this Fisheries Partnership Agreement and the following Protocols, the Commission considers this amendment unnecessary. Within this context, the Commission abided by the July 2004 Council conclusions on Fisheries Partnership Agreements.
9.
Outlook for the amendments of the proposal: Not applicable.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal was adopted by AGRI/PECH Council meeting of 17 March 2008.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation on the conclusion of the Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the European Community and Côte d'Ivoire
1.
Rapporteur: Daniel VARELA SUANZES-CARPEGNA (PPE-DE/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0054/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0086
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 11 March 2008
4.
Subject: Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the EC and Côte d'Ivoire
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0226(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 37 and Article 300(2) and Article 300(3), first subparagraph, of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Fisheries Committee (PECH)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament.
Amendment 1, 3, 4 and 6 – Rejected
The Commission already complies with the transmission of such information in line with the current inter-institutional arrangements.
Amendment 2 – Rejected
For the time being, the Commission has no legal basis to block license requests on the ground of lack of or poor reporting from Member States. However, the Commission has transmitted to the Parliament and the Council a draft Council regulation concerning conditions on license and reporting obligations which contains such provisions.
Amendment 5 – Rejected
Since there is no legal requirement to obtain a new mandate to cover the negotiation for this Fisheries Partnership Agreement and the following Protocols, the Commission considers this amendment unnecessary. Within this context, the Commission abided by the July 2004 Council conclusions on Fisheries Partnership Agreements.
9.
Outlook for the amendments of the proposal: Not applicable.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal was adopted by AGRI/PECH Council meeting of 17 March 2008.
Part two
Non-legislative resolutions
THE COMMISSION DOES NOT INTEND TO RESPOND FORMALLY TO THE FOLLOWING NON-LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT DURING THE MARCH 2008 PART-SESSIONS
-
European Parliament resolution of 12 March 2008 on the situation of women in rural areas of the EU (2007/2117(INI))
Report by Christa KLASS (EP: A6-0031/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 12 March 2008
Competent : 
Mariann FISCHER BOEL


DG Agriculture and Rural Development
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Ficher-Boel already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2008 on the global energy efficiency and renewable energy fund (2007/2188(INI)) (COM(06) 0583)
Report by Claude TURMES (EP: A6-0006/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2008
Competent : 
Stavros DIMAS


DG Environment
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Dimas already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
-
European Parliament recommendation to the Council of 13 March 2008 on the European Union's role in Iraq (2007/2181(INI))
Report by Ana Maria GOMES (EP: A6-0052/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2008
Competent : 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Ferrero-Waldner already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2008 on Armenia
(EP: B6-0110/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2008
Competent : 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Michel already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 13 March 2008 on the case of the Iranian citizen Sayyed Mehdi Kazemi
(EP: B6-0111/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 13 March 2008
Competent : 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Michel already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
------------
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