Follow up to the European Parliament resolution on the 2010 progress report on Croatia, adopted by the Commission on 4 May 2011
1.
Resolution tabled pursuant to Rule 110 (2) of the European Parliament's Rules of procedure by Hannes SWOBODA (PSE/AT) on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs (AFET)
2.
EP reference number: B7-0094/2011 / P7-TA-PROV(2011)0059

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 February 2011

4.
Subject: 2010 progress report on Croatia
5.
Background of the resolution:
This resolution is a reaction to the Commission's 2010 progress report on Croatia, following the past practice of similar resolutions on previous Commission's progress reports.

6.
Brief analysis / assessment of the resolution and requests made in it:
The resolution is well balanced and broadly in line with the Commission's assessment.  It supports Croatia's accession while highlighting all the areas where there are still shortcomings, including those covered by the chapter 23 closing benchmarks, such as protection for minority groups, corruption, judiciary/rule of law, cooperation with ICTY, war crimes and refugee return, as well as the areas of public administration and independence of media.  The Resolution also notes that the negotiations with Croatia can be completed in the first half of 2011 provided that the necessary reforms continue to be pursued resolutely and it welcomes the intention of the Hungarian Presidency to finish negotiations if all criteria and benchmarks are fulfilled.

· "The resolution calls on the Commission …… to use all its capacities to support Croatia's efforts to attain the benchmarks necessary for the conclusion of the accession negotiations"; (paragraph 1)

· "It also ….. calls on the Commission to ensure that the reforms of the public administration and the judiciary are successfully implemented before Croatia's accession to the Union; moreover, it calls on the Commission to assess the impact and results achieved through the allocation of EU funds in the reform of the judiciary and the fight against corruption"; (paragraph 11)

· "Finally, in the context of the fight against corruption, it ….. requests OLAF to closely cooperate with the Croatian authorities in order to shed light on the potential secondary corruption which may be generated within the EU Institutions"; (paragraph 7)

7.
Reply to these requests and outlook regarding the action that the Commission has taken or intends to take:

In the framework of the accession negotiations, the Commission constantly discusses with the Croatian authorities the requirements necessary to fulfil the closing benchmarks for each negotiating chapter.  As an example, on 2 March, two weeks after the adoption of the EP resolution, the Commission adopted an Interim Report on the progress made by Croatia in the area of judiciary and fundamental rights (chapter 23).  This interim report, which assesses progress made so far by Croatia in fulfilling the closing benchmarks for this chapter, identifies areas where further substantive efforts are needed and it sets out clearly what Croatia needs to do to meet the closing benchmarks.
The Commission will continue to closely monitor and regularly report on the reforms of the public administration and the judiciary in Croatia, throughout the accession negotiations and beyond, up until Croatia's eventual accession to the Union. The Commission regularly carries out evaluations of EU financial assistance, not only in the area of reform of the judiciary and the fight against corruption.  The Commission ensures that the findings, results and recommendations of these evaluations are translated into improved project design and implementation, and optimal resource allocation.
The Commission regularly stresses the importance that Croatian authorities thoroughly investigate all allegations of corruption, in the interest of the rule of law and the Croatian taxpayers.  Without speculating on specific allegations, there is no doubt that any investigation on corruption in Croatia, which should point towards possible ramifications in the EU, should lead to an appropriate involvement of the relevant institutions, either in the Member States or at EU level, as the case might be.  It should be recalled that OLAF, in particular, has a contact point in Croatia and the necessary cooperation mechanisms with the Croatian authorities are in place.
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