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Part One
Legislative opinions
CO-DECISION 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 supporting research and development performing SMEs undertaken by several Member States ("Eurostars Joint Programme")

1.
Rapporteur: Paul RÜBIG (EPP-ED/AT)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0064/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0116
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008

4.
Subject: Support to R&D performing SMEs and participation of the Community in research and development programmes undertaken by several Member States

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0188(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 169 of the EC Treaty

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: Political agreement was reached on 12 March 2008. The Council adopted the proposal on 23 June 2008.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 998/2003 on the animal health requirements applicable to the non commercial movements of pet animals as regards the extension of the transitional period

1.

Rapporteur: Miroslav OUZKÝ (EPP-ED/CZ)
2.

EP reference number: A6-0051/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0109
3.

Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008

4.
Subject: animal health requirements applicable to the non commercial movements of pet animals

5.

Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0202(COD)

6.

Legal basis: Articles 37, 152 (4) (b), 251 (2) of the Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)

8.
Commission’s position: the Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by Parliament at first reading.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: the Commission will amend its proposal in the sense of the compromise package adopted at first reading by the EP.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: the text adopted by the European Parliament mirrors the one that was agreed by the Council, the European Parliament and the Commission. It is the intention of the Council Presidency to proceed to the formal adoption in a future Council meeting as a first reading agreement.

CO-DECISION procedure - First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the amended proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the further implementation of the European satellite radio-navigation programmes (EGNOS and Galileo)
1.
Rapporteur: Etelka BARSI-PATAKY (EPP-ED/HU)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0144/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0167
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 23 April 2008

4.
Subject: further implementation of the European satellite radio-navigation programmes (EGNOS and Galileo)
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2004/0156(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 156 EC

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

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the single compromise amendment adopted by the European Parliament.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The amended proposal corresponds to the result of the informal trilogue in view of a first reading agreement.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal adopted at the May 2008 Competitiveness Council.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation concerning authorisations for fishing activities of Community fishing vessels outside Community waters and the access of third country vessels to Community waters

1.
Rapporteur: Philippe MORILLON (ALDE/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0072/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0118
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008

4.
Subject: Fishing activities of Community and third country fishing vessels
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0114(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept some of the amendments adopted by Parliament.

Amendment 1 – Accepted

The Commission can accept this amendment, which has already been incorporated in the first Presidency compromise text, as the scope of the proposal does not cover overseas countries and territories (OCTs).
Amendment 2 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment because:

· The list of serious infringements is already set out in existing legislation, and the definition should not be changed.

· This discussion concerns the eligibility criteria set out in article 7 and whether a vessel can be subjected to a penalty twice for the same infringement.
Amendment 3 - Accepted

Amendment 4 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment, as there is one provision, which is why it is not in the plural.

Amendment 5 – Accepted

The Commission can accept this amendment, which has already been incorporated in the first Presidency compromise text, as the proposal should include all waters – not only those exclusively subject to an agreement.

Amendment 6 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment because:

· The proposed amendment is the normal procedure prior to negotiations, i.e. asking Member States for expressions of interest. However, this is not a manual for conducting negotiations with third countries, so there should be no need to clarify internal procedures not related to the issuing of licences.

Amendment 7 – Partly accepted

The Commission can partly accept this amendment, which has already been incorporated in the first Presidency compromise text, by deleting the entire section a).

Amendment 8 – Partly accepted

The Commission can partly accept this amendment, as the sentence with some alterations has been incorporated in the Presidency compromise text. The same wording has been introduced for third country fishing vessels in Community waters in Article 27.
Amendment 9 – Partly accepted

The Commission can partly accept this amendment, as the point in the first Presidency compromise text has been transformed – like the rest of the eligibility criteria into a positive list rather than a negative list, reading:

"for which the data contained in the Community fleet register and the Community fishing authorisation information system within the meaning of Article 16 is incomplete and or inaccurate;"
Amendment 10 – Partly accepted

The Commission can partly accept this amendment. However, the opportunity for Member States to submit their observations will be provided for in Article 9.2 in the second Presidency compromise text. This amended text should cater for the proposed amendment of the report.

Amendment 11 – Partly accepted

The Commission can partly accept this amendment, which has already been incorporated in the first Presidency compromise text, by referring to article 6.2 which makes a reference to the requirements set out under the agreements.

Amendment 12 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment.
The article has been deleted as part of the Presidency compromise. The reason for the deletion is based on the opinion from the Council Legal Service saying that the Commission has no legal basis to penalize Member States as proposed in the article.

Amendment 13 – Partly accepted

The Commission can partly accept this amendment. On this basis the second Presidency compromise text contains transitional reporting requirements in line with Commission Regulation 1566/2007 implementing Council Regulation 1966/2006 on electronic reporting.

Amendment 14 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment, as prohibition of fisheries implicitly entails that authorisations are no longer valid.

Amendment 15 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment as all fishing activities in mixed fisheries must be considered as affecting the species concerned.

Amendment 16 – Accepted

The Commission can accept this amendment, which has already been incorporated in the first Presidency compromise text and furthermore specifies that RFMOs are included.

Amendment 17 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment, as all evidence is handled in accordance with relevant national legislation, given that there is no international legislation on how to approach this.

Amendment 18 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment, as the text proposed by the Commission clarifies the intent sufficiently.

Amendment 19 – Rejected

The Commission cannot accept this amendment, as the text proposed by the Commission clarifies the intent sufficiently.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The amendments from the report accepted or partly accepted by the Commission are/will be integrated into the final Presidency compromise.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Political agreement was reached on the proposal at the June 2008 Council.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the draft Commission regulation (EC) amending Regulation (EC) No 1653/2004 on a Standard Financial Regulation for the executive agencies pursuant to Council Regulation (EC) No 58/2003 laying down the statute for executive agencies to be entrusted with certain tasks in the management of Community programmes
1.
Rapporteur: Ingeborg GRÄSSLE (EPP-ED/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0068/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0111
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008 

4.
Subject: Standard Financial Regulation for the executive agencies pursuant to Council Regulation (EC) No 58/2003 laying down the statute for executive agencies to be entrusted with certain tasks in the management of Community programmes
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0901(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 15 of Council Regulation (EC) No 58/2003
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments adopted by Parliament.
The Commission can accept amendments 3, 8, 11, 12, 14, 17, 25, certain of which subject to a slight redrafting. Amendment 2 becomes obsolete since the 15 May will be set as deadline for discharge, in accordance with the opinion of the Council. Amendment 22 is accepted, but the first part of the amendment is taken into account through an amendment to Article 57 point a.

Partly accepted/accepted in principle

The first part of amendment 5 is accepted, whereas the obligation set out in the second part cannot be accepted since it would have to be laid down in the general Financial Regulation.

Amendment 9 is accepted as regards the publication of beneficiaries on the website and the accessibility for third parties and accepted in principle as regards access to information of Parliament, which shall have access upon request. Amendment 10 is accepted in principle but put into Article 22 since contract agents are not part of the establishment plan pursuant to Article 12 of Council Regulation No 58/2003. Amendment 13 is for the same reason only accepted as regards the publication of the establishment plan and amendment 15 is not accepted but the information requirement as regards the number of contractual staff is inserted in Articles 21 and 22 first paragraph. Amendment 16 is accepted as regards the amendment of the first paragraph, but cannot be accepted as regards the references to the Staff Regulations and the Conditions of Employment of Other Servants of the EC because the CEOS apply directly to agency staff and the reference would give the impression that only certain provisions of the CEOS apply. As regards amendment 18, the reference to a ‘declaration of assurance’ to be signed by the authorising officer is not accepted since such a declaration is not covered by the Article 60(7) of the general Financial Regulation, the text of which will be copied into Article 29(6). However, in practice the directors of the executive agencies are obliged to sign the same declaration as the Directors General of the Commission services. Amendment 21 is accepted in principle but the authorising officer should refer to opinions of the financial irregularities panel in the annual activity report and not in the report on budgetary and financial management. Amendment 24 is accepted in principle through a reference to experts in Article 20, subparagraph 3 but the list will not be attached to the Community bodies’ report on budgetary and financial management given that the information will be available online.

Not accepted

Amendment 1 cannot be accepted since the rules on discharge are established in Council Regulation No 58/2003 and given that the recital would not correspond to any article in the regulation. Amendment 4 cannot be accepted since it concerns a draft amendment to an article of the regulation which was withdrawn before the adoption of the opinion by Parliament. Amendment 6 cannot be accepted since the possibility to carry out, in duly justified cases, operations in the currencies of third countries is provided in the general Financial Regulation and because in certain cases, e.g. for the reimbursement of travel expenses, it may be necessary to make such payments. Amendment 7 cannot be accepted since the provision concerned corresponds to Article 28a (2) point c of the general Financial Regulation and is part of the definition of the budgetary principle of sound financial management. Amendment 19, by which the European Parliament requests to exclude that the accounting officer may be recruited directly as temporary agent by the agencies cannot be accepted. This possibility was introduced in the Standard Financial Regulation in 2005 with the agreement of Parliament and remains important for the executive agencies. Amendment 20 cannot be accepted since a declaration of assurance of the accounting officer is not covered by the general Financial Regulation. Amendment 23 cannot be accepted since the IT-based payment systems are already covered by Article 43(6) of the Framework Financial Regulation, which reproduces Article 61(1) point e of the general Financial Regulation.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: N/A.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The adoption of the Regulation by the Commission is scheduled for June 2008.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the draft Commission regulation (EC, Euratom) amending Commission Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 2343/2002 on the framework Financial Regulation for the bodies referred to in Article 185 of Council Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1605/2002 on the Financial Regulation applicable to the general budget of the European Communities
1.
Rapporteur: Ingeborg GRÄSSLE (EPP-ED/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0069/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0112
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008

4.
Subject: Draft Commission regulation (EC, Euratom) amending Commission Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 2343/2002 on the framework Financial Regulation for the bodies referred to in Article 185 of Council Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1605/2002 on the Financial Regulation applicable to the general budget of the European Communities
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0151(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 185(1) of Council Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1605/2002 on the Financial Regulation applicable to the general budget of the European Communities
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)

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

The Commission can accept amendments 1, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 13, 14, 19, 27, 28, 30, certain subject to a slight redrafting. Amendment 10 is accepted but put into a new Article 27(3a).

Partly accepted/accepted in principle

The first part of amendment 3 is accepted, whereas the obligation set out in the second part cannot be accepted since it would have to be laid down in the general Financial Regulation. Amendment 4 only concerns the English version and needs to be addressed in a corrigendum. Amendment 8 is accepted as regards the publication of beneficiaries on the website and the accessibility for third parties and accepted in principle as regards access to information of the European Parliament, which shall have access upon request. Amendment 12 is accepted as regards the publication of the establishment plan but not as regards the estimate of the number of contractual staff. However, full transparency vis-à-vis the budgetary authority will be ensured through amendments to Articles 26 and 27 (5) of the framework Financial Regulation (in line with amendments 7 and 11). Amendment 17 is accepted as regards the references to opinions from the panel to be made by the director of the agency and that the panel should foresee one seat for a representative of Community bodies when the case concerns such a body. The amendment is not accepted as regards the obligation for agencies to refer cases to the Commission’s panel, which would go against the autonomy of the agencies. Amendment 20 is accepted in principle, but the Community body will only be obliged to indicate the number of debit notes and the global amount but not an exhaustive list, which could reach several hundreds of debit notes. Amendment 22 is accepted in principle through a reference to experts in Article 26(4) of the framework Financial Regulation but the list will not be attached to the Community body’s report on budgetary and financial management given that the information will be available online.

Not accepted

The Commission cannot accept amendment 2 since the framework Financial Regulation cannot extend the scope of Article 185 of the general Financial Regulation. Amendments 15 and 16 are not accepted since the ‘declaration of assurance’ to be signed by the authorising officer is not provided for in the general Financial Regulation. However, in practice most directors of Community bodies sign such declarations. Amendment 21 cannot be accepted since the IT-based payment systems are already covered by Article 43(6) of the framework Financial Regulation, which reproduces Article 61(1) point e of the general Financial Regulation. Amendment 23 cannot be accepted since obligations of the accounting officer of the Commission have to be laid down in the general Financial Regulation. Amendment 24 is not accepted since a declaration of assurance of the accounting officer is not covered by the general Financial Regulation. Amendments 25 and 26 cannot be accepted since the framework Financial Regulation cannot deviate from the basic acts establishing the Community bodies, which provide that the final accounts shall be approved by the director. Amendment 29 cannot be accepted since an obligation of the Commission to give an opinion concerning the functioning and the necessity of each Community body cannot be laid down in the framework Financial Regulation but would have to be inserted in the respective basic acts.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: N/A.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The adoption of the Regulation by the Commission is scheduled for June 2008.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision establishing a European Migration Network
1.
Rapporteur: Luciana SBARBATI (ALDE/IT)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0066/2008 / P6-TA-PROV(2008)0110

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008

4.
Subject: Immigration and asylum policies: establishing a European Migration Network (EMN)
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0167(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 66 TEC

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

8.
Commission‘s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament.

Some of the amendments proposed by the EP would be useful in providing more clarity for some clauses in the text as modified by Council. However, none of them are considered to add sufficient substance to improve significantly the quality of the eventual Council Decision and thus the amendments proposed are not considered to be indispensable. Some amendments proposed (i.e. Amendments 15, 33, 34, 35, 38) go beyond what the EMN can do, and also what it should do; they are, therefore, not supported. Others (i.e. Amendments 3, 4 (2nd part), 7, 13 (2nd part), 14, 19, 20, 27 ("approval by the Steering Board"), 28, 40) have already been incorporated by Council and the Commission can support them.

Those amendments which the Commission considers would be useful, for clarification purposes, are Amendments 2 (but not acronym "EMAN"), 5, 12, 25 and 36, and could be supported by the Commission.

The Commission's position on other amendments is as follows:

Amendment 1: Title: Initially, network was referred to as "European Migration Observatory", then "European Migration Monitoring Centre". Now "European Migration Network", with which it is beginning, as its "brand name", to become more widely-known.

"Migration" is also considered in its broadest sense, i.e. using UNESCO definition: "the crossing of the boundary of a political or administrative unit for a certain minimum period of time. It includes the movement of refugees, displaced persons, uprooted people as well as economic migrants." In this context, therefore, asylum is also included. Note also that the EMN also addresses "integration measures", for example, in its Annual Policy Reports.

Amendment 6: Recital 12: It is important to emphasise that the EMN is fully aware of the need to co-operate and collaborate with other actors and indeed has taken steps to do so.

The possibility of co-operation with other entities including international organisations and in third countries is explicitly stated in Article 10. Steps have already been made to collaborate with such relevant entities, e.g. Fundamental Rights Agency, OECD, CARIM, Council of Europe, ODYSSEUS, IMISCOE, MIREM.
Part of the budget, Action 3 amounting to €2.5million, is specifically for such activities. This part of the budget is for very technical or external-EU activities which the EMN might not be in a position to produce (e.g. a study about the migration situation in certain countries of origin which is then combined with a complementary EMN study on the situation in the Member States).
Some of the countries covered by the European Neighbourhood Policy (i.e. Algeria, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Egypt, Georgia, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Moldova, Morocco, the Palestinian Authority, Syria, Tunisia and Ukraine) have significant flows of migrants to the EU.

It is considered, therefore, that such an amendment would not bring further clarity to what is already stated elsewhere in the proposal.

Amendment 8: Recital 14a: Deadline was in fact 30th November 2007, three months after transmission of document to Member States (30th August 2007).
United Kingdom has formally notified (on 30th November 2007) its intention to opt-in, which is very much welcomed. This amendment, therefore, is no longer relevant.

Amendment 9: Recital 14b: Deadline was in fact 30th November 2007, three months after transmission of document to Member States (30th August 2007).
It is understood that Ireland is very much interested in opting-in, although it is taking longer to obtain the formal approval for this.

It is also worthwhile to note that steps will be made to include Denmark, albeit without Community funding, as much as possible in the EMN.

Amendment 10: Article 1(2): The purpose of the EMN is primarily to provide information to support policy-making. Hence its focus on providing this information to community institutions, etc. How providing this information to third countries and international organisations will serve to support policy-making is unclear.

In any case, entities in third countries and international organisations, and other members of the wider public, will have access to the outputs of the EMN through its publication and dissemination activities.

Adding the term "all aspects of" is not considered to add clarity to the EMN's objective and, to a certain extent, provides the possibility for its work to be too broad and not focussed on supporting policy-development.

The EMN will be required, as stated in Article 9 to produce an annual report on asylum and migration statistics.

Amendment 11: Article 2(a): Indeed "reliable" has been added in Council discussions, whilst "academia" has been removed in order to enable the EMN to collect information "from a wide range of sources" which then includes (but not exclusively) from academia, as well as other relevant sources, like NGOs.

Amendment 16: Article 2(db): Through its studies, the EMN does analyse and compare European legislation and policies and the implementation of European and international rules at national level. Two recent examples where this is done are the study on Family Reunification, which used as its basis (in the common specifications) Directive 2003/86/EC, and the Annual Policy Report 2006. Both of which cover the implementation of EU legislation at Member State level.
Concerning drawing up recommendations and conclusions, all EMN studies do draw conclusions. However it does not give recommendations, as its role is to provide factual, reliable and up-to-date information in an objective manner which can then be used by policy-makers to assist them in making fact-based policy decisions. The latter part of this amendment, concerning providing assistance, is contained within the EMN's objective, as given in Article 1.

Amendment 17: Article 2(f): Information is disseminated widely. Adding "as widely as possible" does not seem to add clarification, and, in some ways, does the reverse since it is undefined as to what is really meant by this.

Amendment 18: Article 2(g): Through the establishment of a national network, de facto one has co-operation with national entities. "International bodies" is considered to cover already both governmental and non-governmental bodies.

Amendment 21: Article 4(2d): Through the establishment of a national network, de facto one has co-operation with national entities. Article 10 has been modified by Council and details more the type of entities to co-operate with. Article 10 is considered the most appropriate to specify the strategic co-operative relationships in more detail, with Article (d) here intended to give the general principle.

Amendment 22: Article 5(1): The need for co-ordination between an EMN NCP and member of the Steering Board, when necessary, has also been incorporated by Council into Article 5(1).

The latter sentence proposed in the amendment is not considered to add any value to the text. On the contrary, it is considered to be unclear. For example, what are the "principles of impartiality and objectivity" that shall be followed?
Given the experience of current EMN Members, one can be assured that they act in a most professional manner.

Amendment 23: Article 5(2a): "wide-ranging" is not considered to add more clarification, since it is not clear on what basis should expertise be considered "wide-ranging".

Amendment 24: Article 5(3b): The EMN does produce analyses and assessments in the form of studies, which are then made available via the EMN website.

The "national data" has been modified to "national information" by Council to make it clearer that it is not only data, but other documents, which have been used in the production of an EMN NCPs National Report, as well.

Amendment 26: Article 5(3d): Adding "capable of providing specific know-how" is not considered to add clarity and could possibly have the reverse effect. For example, what would they have to provide specific know-how of?

The use of "may" rather than "shall" for the contribution of national network members is deliberate because a number of EMN NCPs will have to create a national network from the very beginning. The EMN should not, however, then be prevented from producing its outputs until all Member States have developed a national network, members of which then contributing to a particular activity. Another reason is to provide flexibility, since it might not be appropriate for a national network member to contribute to a particular activity.

Amendments 29: Article 8 Title; 30: Article 8(1); 31: Article 8(2); and 32: Article 8(paragraph 3): The phrase "information exchange system" is the name given to the internet-based system whereby information is added and accessed. The system is accessed via the EMN website http://emn.sarenet.es/, which acts as the portal. The EMN website also serves to inform the wider public of the EMN's activities, including the possibility to download public EMN reports. It is thus unclear why it is proposed to change the name, noting also that access to EMN reports is covered in Article 8(d).

With regard to the Directory, this will primarily include EMN NCPs and their national network partners, as well as details of other entities which the EMN will co-operate with. Thus this will include NGOs, national, European and international organisations. Reference is also made to Article 8(4) which is intended to prevent the EMN duplicating any such information which already exists.

Amendment 37: Article 10(1): The EMN will co-operate with other relevant entities, particularly at EU level. Insisting that the EMN gives priority to interaction with third countries of origin and transit may not be appropriate to meet the information needs of policy-makers on a particular topic.

Entities like, for example, CARIM, MIREM, which specifically focus on third countries of origin and transit of migrants to the EU, are well placed to provide such information. Working with such entities provides complementarity in that the EMN can provide information on the situation within the Member States, whilst such entities provide the complementary information on such countries of origin/transit. As also mentioned previously, part of the budget, Action 3 amounting to €2.5million, is specifically for such activities.

Amendment 39: Article 13: Mentioning a specific goal for the establishment of a European Migration Monitoring Centre, not only pre-supposes the establishment of such an agency, but again adds a lack of clarity with regard to the "brand name" of the EMN, particularly as the suggestion is to go back to an old name.

Amendment 41: Article 15a: It is unclear as to what any revision to this Decision will be, upon entry of the Treaty of Lisbon. If the Treaty of Lisbon will require all such Council Decisions to be revised, then this is understood. However, if this amendment indicates a change to this specific EMN Council Decision then it is not considered appropriate. The Review foreseen under Article 13 of the proposal, as modified by Council, is considered sufficient.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to modify its proposal but will inform the Council orally about its position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal adopted by the Council on 14 May 2008.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision on the multiannual technical guidelines for the research programme of the Research Fund for Coal and Steel

1.
Rapporteur: Adam GIEREK (PSE/PL)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0039/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0117
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 10 April 2008

4.
Subject: Research Programme of the Research Fund for Coal and Steel and the multiannual technical guidelines of this research programme

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0135(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 251(2) and Articles 169 and 172(2) of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)

8.
Commission‘s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament.
The first problematic amendment adopted by the European Parliament is Amendment 8 to Article 8, point (a)(new) relating to steel castings, forgings and powder metallurgy. As explained in Recital 9 of the Commission's proposal, these topics are already covered by the Seventh Framework Programme and consequently there is no need to change the definition of steel. This line was approved by the Research Working Group of the Council. The Commission's position is to reject this amendment.

As regards the other adopted amendments, in general, they limit the scope of application of the RFCS programme and, in order to keep the scope as broad as possible, the Commission's position is to reject all of them.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal. (see point 10)

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The General Affairs Council adopted the proposal on 29 April 2008.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council directive amending Directive 2003/109/EC to extend its scope to beneficiaries of international protection
1.
Rapporteur: Martine ROURE (PSE/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0148/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0168
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 23 April 2008
4.
Subject: extending the scope of Directive 2003/109/EC to beneficiaries of international protection (Long-Term Residence Directive) 

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0112(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 63(3)(a) and 63(4) 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 adopted by Parliament. However the Commission's position on the three main amendments to the Commission's Proposal is as follows:
In relation to the proposed amendments referring to the resources and health insurance requirements for acquisition of the Long Term Residence (LTR) status (amendments 5 and 6), the Commission would like to underline that the LTR directive reflects to the level of integration into the host society aiming to even out the circumstances under which LTR status could be acquired in relation to all third country nationals covered in its scope. In this respect beneficiaries of international protection are treated equally with regard to the requirements under which LTR status is to be granted and at the same time the Commission's Proposal guarantees that their legal status is secured. Additionally, taking into consideration the level of rights beneficiaries of international protection already enjoy within the existing EU acquis, it could be argued that in practice there are no obstacles preventing them from fulfilling the conditions set under the directive. For these reasons, the Commission cannot accept the proposed amendment.
Concerning the issue of inclusion of the period of the temporary protection status (amendment  4 of the report), the Commission considers that in the calculation of the duration of legal residence, the text of the Directive, as it stands at present, already provides for such an inclusion. The Commission considers that amendment is not necessary and will therefore not accept it.

Concerning the proposed amendment in relation to the technical arrangements linked to the correspondence between national authorities (amendment 7 of the report), the Commission would like to underline that the rights of beneficiaries, especially in relation to the principle of non-refoulement, are to be guaranteed while ensuring on the other hand that the efficiency of the administrative procedures will not be undermined. In this respect the Commission could partly accept the proposed amendment.

With regard to amendment 1 of the report, the Commission considers that the requirements for acquiring LTR status are exhaustively stated in the current directive. In this respect Member States cannot opt for applying different conditions outside the ones expressly provided in the Directive.  Therefore the amendment will not be accepted.

The Commission would further like to state that the non-affection clauses incorporated in the Commission's Proposal are sufficient to guarantee that the status of international protection is only to be governed by the Refugee Convention and the Qualification's Directive and will not be affected in any way by the acquisition of a LTR status. Consequently the Commission will not accept amendment 2 of the report.

Finally, it should be noted that the Commission's proposed amendment in relation to Article 2 (definitions) of the LTR directive corresponds to the proposed amendments regarding its scope. Therefore, the Commission will not accept amendment 3 of the report.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: the Commission does not intend to formally amend the proposal and will express its position on EP amendments orally during discussions in Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: It seems likely that agreement will be reached on the Commission's Proposal in the JHA Council under the Slovenian Presidency.

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 APRIL 2008 PART-SESSIONS
-
European Parliament resolution of 10 April 2008 on the Green Paper on 'Adapting to climate change in Europe - options for EU action' (COM(2007)0354)

(EP: B6-0131/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 10 April 2008

Competent: 
Stavros DIMAS



DG Environment

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

-
European Parliament resolution of 22 April 2008 on the role of volunteering in contributing to economic and social cohesion (2007/2149(INI))

Report by Marian HARKIN (EP: A6-0070/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 22 April 2008

Competent: 
Danuta HÜBNER



DG Regional Policy
Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Hübner has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 22 April 2008 on the 2006 annual report of the European Investment Bank (2007/2251(INI))

Report by Jean-Pierre AUDY (EP: A6-0079/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 22 April 2008

Competent: 
Joaquin ALMUNIA



DG Economic and Financial Affairs

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Almunia has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on the Commission's annual policy strategy for 2009 (COM(08)072)

(EP: B6-0144/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
José Manuel BARROSO / Margot WALLSTRÖM



Secretariat-General

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that the President and Vice-President have already replied in the March plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on the fifth European Union-Latin America and Caribbean Summit in Lima
(EP: B6-0147/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations 

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

-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on the situation in Burma
(EP: B6-0191/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations 

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Barrot has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on preparations for the COP-MOP meetings on biological diversity and biosafety in Bonn, Germany 
(EP: B6-0143/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
Stavros DIMAS



DG Environment

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

-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on the Green Paper on market-based instruments for environment and related policy purposes (2007/2203(INI)) (COM(07) 0140)

Report by Anne FERREIRA (EP: A6-0040/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
László KOVÁCS



DG Taxation and Customs Union 

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Vassiliou has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on Zimbabwe

(EP: B6-0185/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
Louis MICHEL



DG Development
Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Vassiliou has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on Iran

(EP: B6-0179/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations 

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

-
European Parliament resolution of 24 April 2008 on Chad
(EP: B6-0181/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 24 April 2008

Competent: 
Louis MICHEL



DG Development
Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Vassiliou has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
--------------
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