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EUROPEAN COMMITTEE

AGENDA

4th Meeting, 2002 (Session 1)

Tuesday 26 February 2002

The Committee will meet at 2.00 pm in Committee Room 3.

1. Item in private: The Committee will consider whether to take Item 7 in private.

2. Remit of the Committee (external relations): The Committee will consider a briefing
paper on proposed changes to standing orders.

3. Implementation of Regulation (EC) No 2037/2000 of the European Parliament and
of the Council on substances that deplete the ozone layer: The Committee will
consider a briefing paper and proposed course of action.

4. Petition 320: The Committee will consider the draft report by John McAllion MSP on
behalf of the Health and Community Care Committee on the petition submitted by the
World Development Movement (WDM) Scotland.

5. Convener’s Report: The Convener will update the Committee on the—

Visit by the Committee to the EC institutions, Brussels, 4-6 March 2002

Committee debate in the Chamber on its 9th Report 2001, 27 February 2002

Meeting of the EMILE group, 14 February 2002

Danish Presidency of the European Council, July – December 2002

6. Sift of EC/EU documents: The Committee will consider the list of EC/EU documents
received for this meeting.

7. Work programme (2002-2003): The Committee will consider its work programme for the
period 2002-2003.

Stephen Imrie
Clerk to the Committee

Tel: 0131 348 5234
***********************
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BRIEFING PAPER

“Remit of the European Committee and external relations: proposed changes
to standing orders”

Background

1 During the course of a number of meetings of the Committee, Members have
been considering the principle of altering the Committee’s current remit as
defined in the parliament’s standing orders to cover the scrutiny of the
“external relations” activities of the Scottish Executive.

2 At its meeting of the 29 May 2001, the Procedures Committee agreed in
principle that the remit of the European Committee should be changed (OR,
Col 794ff). Since that date, parliamentary officials have been considering what
options may be proposed to give effect to such an agreement.

3 One area of the discussion has been to secure from the Executive a more
detailed definition of what constitutes external relations both within the current
portfolio of the Deputy First Minister, and for the wider activities undertaken by
the Executive as a whole.

4 Such a definition was provided and discussed at the Committee meeting of
the 15 January 2002. In light of the discussion during that meeting, this paper
sets out in the form of draft standing order amendments the proposed
changes to standing orders (Annex A).

Action requested

5 Members of the Committee are invited to consider the issues raised
below and agree the proposed amendments to standing orders (Annex
A). If agreement is reached, the Procedures Committee will be invited to
consider the issue and, if it so decides, report to Parliament.



EU/02/4/1

2

Issues

Mandatory committees and the Scotland Act

6 It is important to note that the mandatory committees in the Scottish
Parliament are not enshrined in the Scotland Act.  The parliament’s standing
orders can be amended to change the remit at any time but the proposed
draft standing orders outlined below suggest some changes to clarify the
nature of mandatory committees and avoid confusion.

7 The Committee will recall that at their meeting of 15 January, some questions
were raised about the way in which the remit of a mandatory committee could
be changed and whether this would require a vote in the House of Commons
under the Scotland Act.

8 The Scotland Act envisaged that the Parliament would have committees but
that would be a matter for the standing orders to determine the number of
such committees and their remit.

9 The Consultative Steering Group (CSG) recommended that the Parliament
should have eight mandatory committees to deal with specific topics. This
recommendation was given effect to in the standing orders which require the
Parliament to establish on a motion of the Parliamentary Bureau those
committees within a specified period after a general election. This is in
contrast to the subject committees which are established on a motion of the
Parliamentary Bureau under the general Rule that the Parliament may
establish such committees as it sees fit.

10 The standing orders also require the mandatory committees to be established
for the whole session of the Parliament.  Again, in contrast to this, the
standing orders enable any other committee to be disbanded on a motion of
the Parliamentary Bureau.

11 In summary, the significance of a committee being a “mandatory” committee
rather than a subject committee is that the committee must be formed within a
specified period after a general election and the committee’s remit can only be
changed by the Parliament agreeing to amend the standing orders.

Method of changing remit of mandatory committees

12 The Committee will recall that at the meeting on 15 January they discussed
whether or not the change in remit of the European Committee should be
dealt with in the same way as the other parts of its remit.  In other words,
whether the “external” part of the remit should be mandatory in the sense that
the Parliament would need to change the standing orders if it did not want to
be bound by the requirement to form a European and External Relations
Committee within 42 days of the next election.

13 An alternative way of achieving the change in remit would have been to
amend the standing orders allow the Bureau to add to the remit of a
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mandatory committee on a temporary basis.  This would mean that the
extended remit would expire at the next election.

14 Ultimately, the method of changing the remit of a mandatory committee will be
a matter for the Procedures Committee and the whole Parliament.  However,
the European Committee decided at its meeting on 15 January that the
“external” part of the remit should be mandatory.  This decision has been
given effect to in the draft standing orders outlined below.  The draft standing
orders also make further changes to the existing standing orders to try to
avoid the confusion that has arisen as to whether the Parliament can change
the remit of its mandatory committees.  The proposed changes clarify that the
standing orders can be amended at any time to change the remit of a
mandatory committee.

15 The Committee will wish to note that the extension of their remit means that
the Parliament has moved slightly away from the CSG principles because the
CSG did not envisaged that the Parliament should be required to have a
committee dealing with external affairs.  However, the CSG principles are not
diluted because the Parliament is still required to have a European committee.
It should be noted that, at the time the parliament considered the CSG report,
the Executive did not have a nominated “external relations” Minister.
Furthermore, it should be noted that when the parliament discussed the CSG
report on the 9 June 1999 (OR, Col 399) it only agreed that its operations
should embody the spirit of the CSG key principles.

Overlap with other committees of the parliament

16 By virtue of their remits, which are tied to the portfolio of Scottish Executive
Ministers, certain subject committees of the parliament are already able to
consider ‘external relations’ subjects within the framework of the activities of
the relevant Minister. These circumstances are a mirror of those covering
EC/EU issues whereby, even with the creation of the parliament’s European
Committee, other committees are able to consider EC/EU issues relevant to
their remit.

17 No committee is currently able to scrutinise the new role that the Deputy First
Minister has in being responsible for the co-ordination of the external affairs
activities of the Scottish Executive.

18 The proposed amendments to standing orders simply replicate the situation
covering EC/EU issues with regards to scrutiny of the external relations
activities of the Executive. In his letter to the then Convener of the Committee,
the then Minister for Parliament, Tom McCabe MSP, agreed with this parallel
as stated in a letter dated 21 March 2001:

“The Executive is taking a co-ordinated approach to its external
relations, as is reflected in Jack McConnell’s new portfolio title of
Minister for Education, Europe and External Affairs; and it is important
that the Parliament should be able to scrutinise this work. There is a
direct parallel in this to the European Committee’s work in considering
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over-arching EU issues, including the Executive’s approach to those
issues, as a compliment to the work of subject-specific Committees.
Extending the European Committee’s remit as proposed would seem
the most straightforward way of enabling this scrutiny.”

19 In addition to replicating the EC/EU role for external affairs, the proposed
amendments to standing orders given the committee the function of
scrutinising the co-ordination functions of the Deputy First Minister.

20 Therefore, the proposed changes would enable the Committee to scrutinise
not just co-ordination of external relations activities, currently the function of
the Deputy First Minister, but also external activities that arise across all the
Ministerial portfolios, i.e. to create a parallel of the current process for EC/EU
issues.  In light of this, the Committee should adopt a working practice of
considering the strategic and upstream activities of Ministers other than the
DFM and less so the detail of their work, in order to avoid overlap with the role
of subject Committees. It will be important to ensure good communication
between the Convener and other conveners of the parliament, similarly to that
which occurs for EC/EU issues.

External relations or external affairs

21 The Scottish Executive’s website now refers to the Deputy First Minister’s
responsibilities in terms of external relations, whereas the title of Jack
McConnell’s former portfolio was that of Minister for Education, Europe and
External Affairs.  Given that the lead division within the Executive has the title,
“external relations’, it is proposed to use this term to describe the Committee
within the parliament.

Stephen Imrie
Clerk to the European Committee

18 February 2001
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ANNEX A

Proposed changes to standing orders and commentary

1. In Rule 6.1, for paragraph 5(e) substitute “the European and External Relations
Committee”.

2. In Rule 6.8-

(a) for the heading, substitute “European and External Relations Committee”;

(b) at the end of paragraph 1(c), insert “;

(d) the development and implementation of the
Scottish Administration’s links with Europe and
countries outside Europe;

(e) co-ordination of the international activities of
the Scottish Administration.”.

3. In Rule 6.12-

(a) in paragraph 1, for “The mandatory committees” substitute “Except in the
circumstances set out in paragraph 1A, the mandatory committees”;

(b) After paragraph 1, insert-

“1A These Rules may be amended so as to change the remit of a
mandatory committee that has been established under Rule 6.1.5 to
enable the committee to deal with –

(a) other matters that are relevant to the purpose for which it was
established;

(b) a particular subject that does not relate to the purpose for which
the committee was established and in such a case the name of
the mandatory committee shall be changed to reflect the
addition to the committee’s remit.

1B In the circumstances set out in paragraph 1A(b), Rule 6.1.6
shall be deemed to have been complied with for the purpose of the
session of the Parliament in which the change was made.”

Commentary on the above changes

Amendments 1 and 2(a) change the name of the European committee to the
“European and External Relations committee.  This is necessary since the
committee is no longer dealing only with European matters. The amendments also
make it mandatory for the Parliament to have a European and External relations
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committee instead of a European committee.  The committee is mandatory in the
sense that the Parliament would need to change the standing orders if it did not want
to be bound by the requirement to form such a committee within 42 sitting days of
the next election.

Amendment 2(b) extends the remit of the European Committee to deal with two new
areas. First, through new Rule 6.8.1(c), it can consider and report on the activities of
all parts of the Executive as regards external relations in Europe and outside Europe.
This would be similar to the situation as regards consideration of EC/EU issues
within the Parliament.  Second, through new rule 6.8.1(d), it can consider and report
on the activities of the Deputy First Minister and his department in the new co-
ordination role as regards external relations.

Amendment 3 makes it clear that the remit of the Parliament’s mandatory
committees can be changed at any time both to include matters that relate to the
existing remit and also new matters that are unconnected with the existing remit.

The suggested standing order changes also make it a little clearer about what is
meant by a mandatory committee. This is in order to deal with what might seem at
present as an inconsistency and confusion in the Rules referring to mandatory
committees that are not mandatory in the ordinary meaning of the word.



EU/02/04/2

1

BRIEFING PAPER

“Implementation of Regulation (EC) No 2037/2000 of the European Parliament
and of the Council on substances that deplete the ozone layer”

Background

1 At its meeting of the 12 February, the Committee requested a briefing paper
on the issue of the implementation of Regulation (EC) No 2037/2000 of the
European Parliament and of the Council on substances that deplete the
ozone layer, specifically the implications for the disposal of fridges and other
white goods in Scotland.

2 This paper sets out the background, key issues, previous correspondence
with the Executive and suggests a course of action for the Members.
Additionally, relevant Parliamentary Questions on the subject answered to
date are set out in Annex A.

Regulation 2037/2000

3 This Regulation is intended to replace Regulation No 3093/94 and reflects the
rapid increase in the availability of alternatives to ozone-depleting substances
such as HCFCs and methyl bromide.

4 The Regulation is designed to take account of: changes to the Montreal
Protocol, the International Convention on ozone-depleting substances;
technical progress, particularly by Community industry, in the development of
alternatives to substances that deplete the ozone layer; and experience
gained in the operation of Regulation No 3093/94 and the fact that certain of
its provisions have become redundant.

5 This Regulation provides for the phasing out of ozone-depleting substances
by regulating the production, importation, exportation, placing on the market,
use, recovery, recycling, reclamation and destruction of chlorofluorocarbons
chlorofluorocarbons, halons, carbon tetrachloride, 1,1,1 trichloroethane,
methyl bromide, hydrobromofluorocarbons and hydrochlorofluorocarbons.

6 Article 16 of Regulation 2037/2000, is the relevant provision.  It lays down an
obligation to recover controlled substances contained in:
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• refrigeration, air-conditioning and heat pump equipment, except
domestic refrigerators and freezers,

• equipment containing solvents,

• fire protection systems and fire extinguishers,

7 These must be recovered for destruction by technologies approved by the
Parties or by any other environmentally acceptable destruction technology, or
for recycling or reclamation during the servicing and maintenance of
equipment or before the dismantling or disposal of equipment.

8 For controlled substances contained in domestic refrigerators and
freezers this obligation was deferred until 1 January 2002.

9 Member States were obliged to take steps to promote the recovery, recycling,
reclamation and destruction of controlled substances. However, the
Regulation left Member States free to decide whom to assign responsibility for
ensuring compliance with the Regulation.  The Regulation only provided that
responsibility for ensuring compliance could be assigned to users,
refrigeration technicians or other appropriate bodies.

10 Member States were also obliged to define the minimum qualification
requirements for the personnel involved and to report to the Commission on
the programmes related to the above qualification requirements by 31
December 2001 at the latest so that the Commission could evaluate these
measures and in the light of this evaluation and of technical and other relevant
information, as appropriate, propose measures regarding those minimum
qualification requirements.

11 Member States also had to report to the Commission by 31 December
2001 on the systems established to promote the recovery of used
controlled substances, including the facilities available and the
quantities of used controlled substances recovered, recycled, reclaimed
or destroyed.

Other relevant considerations

12 The Committee has previously had an exchange of correspondence with the
Executive on a related issue, namely the Proposal for a Directive of the
European Parliament and of the Council on waste electrical and electronic
equipment (WEEE).   One of the issues addressed in that correspondence
was that of implementation.  Some aspects of this correspondence are
directly relevant to the issues raised by this Regulation and are reproduced
below.

Excerpts from previous correspondence

“As is well documented, effective implementation cannot be divorced from
the quality of the formulation of the policy line in relation to the draft
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Directive. Paying attention to the eventual implementation at the
formulation stage is essential in our opinion.  In other words, it is never too
early to consider implementation. The effectiveness of implementation is
as much related to the quality of the measures themselves as to the
arrangements for their subsequent application. If insufficient attention is
paid to the practicality or impracticability of implementation at the
negotiation stage, this will impact on implementation.  Thus, if the
obligations are based on poor, insufficient, or controversial technical
information and/or scientific data, then this has repercussion at the
implementation stage.  Equally, the costs of implementation must be
accurately assessed at the formulation stage.  It is only if they are fully
assessed that there can be a proper weighing of the economic feasibility
against the desirability of the goals to be attained. In this respect, some of
the comments included in the Explanatory Memorandum supplied by
DETR are particularly relevant, namely:

-“some of the provisions may be difficult to implement in practice,
since the Directive applies to such a wide variety of goods from
common household appliances, through business equipment to
medical equipment. The rapid pace of technological change and
innovation makes it difficult to devise legislation that is appropriate
for all of these products.

- the likely costs and benefits have not been fully assessed. Little is
known about the costs and environmental impacts of recycling many
of the items within the scope of the proposal.”

However, in your letter, you indicate that you are “satisfied that the
environmental targets set out by the draft Directive will be achievable as
regards Scotland”.  This appears to be at odds with the concerns
expressed by DETR.  We would be grateful if this could be clarified.”

Furthermore, the Committee’s main concern with regard to
implementation has not been addressed in your letter.  Our main concern
related to the following issue, namely whether the existing waste strategy,
which is currently challenged as not meeting existing EC waste
management requirements, could cope with additional EC requirements.
Under the devolution settlement, the Scottish Ministers must comply with
Community obligations.  Therefore, it is the Executive’s responsibility to
ensure that systems are set up so that waste collection and measures to
reduce waste generation – both of which are devolved - are in conformity
with the Directive.  In other words, the obligations are on the Ministers, not
on the Industry. Could you comment specifically on this aspect in the light
of the concerns highlighted by the DETR?

We also have to consider who will bear the burden of the costs.  For
example, if recovery and recycling costs are put onto the manufacturer it
is a possibility that manufacturers move to other regions or even Member
States where the necessary infrastructure is in place, or is further
developed than that of Scotland and as such the added costs to the
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manufacturer would not be as high. We would be grateful if you could
comment on this issue.”

Action points

13 Members may wish, therefore, to consider asking the Executive for details of
their ministerial responsibility in relation to this particular Community
obligation. This information could be in the form of a letter from Ross
Finnie MSP and/or by asking officials/Ministers to appear before the
Committee at a future meeting. Members are asked to give the clerks
views on the preferred route.

14 Members may also wish to consider asking the Executive to keep them
informed of the ways in which they have complied with the various reporting
requirements laid down in the Regulation and detailed above.

15 Members may also wish to consider asking the Executive to confirm whether
they have assigned their responsibility under the Directive to Scottish local
authorities.

16 Members may also wish to inquire, in light of the answer by Ross Finnie to the
Parliamentary Question by Fiona McLeod (S1W-22200):

“I announced on 6 December in response to question S1O-4233 on 6
December 2001 that the Executive will provide funding to local
authorities towards the additional costs which local authorities will incur
in dealing with fridges containing ozone-depleting substances. I hope to
announce the amount of allocations to local authorities shortly.

what was meant by “additional costs” and when the announcement referred to
will be made, when the announcement will be made and what will be the
allocations for this and the next financial year.

17 Members may also wish to instruct the Executive to include Regulations which
contain an element of phased implementation into the list of legislation it
currently informs the Committee of in terms of scrutiny of implementation.

18 Members may wish to inquire whether the Executive has made any attempt to
encourage the creation of companies and therefore employment opportunities
within Scotland to respond to the possibilities created by the provisions of this
Regulation.

19 The above requests for information, and the replies received should, with the
agreement of the Committee, be sent to both the Transport and Environment
and the Enterprise and Lifelong Learning Committees.

Stephen Imrie
Clerk to the European Committee

14 February 2002
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ANNEX A

Relevant PQs

Waste Management

S1W-22200 - Fiona McLeod (West of Scotland) (SNP): To ask the Scottish
Executive whether it will give any financial support to local authorities for the
transportation of fridges to an ozone-depleting gas recovery facility.

Answered by Ross Finnie (6 February 2002): I announced on 6 December in
response to question S1O-4233 on 6 December 2001 that the Executive will provide
funding to local authorities towards the additional costs which local authorities will
incur in dealing with fridges containing ozone-depleting substances. I hope to
announce the amount of allocations to local authorities shortly.

Environment

S1W-19601 - Fiona McLeod (West of Scotland) (SNP): To ask the Scottish
Executive whether it intends to make funds available to help local authorities to
comply with EC Regulation 2037/2000 with regard to the removal of ozone depleting
substances prior to the dismantling or disposal of domestic refrigerators and
freezers.

Answered by Rhona Brankin (15 November 2001): The requirement to remove free
ozone-depleting substances from domestic fridges and freezers (e.g. those in the
cooling circuit) is an existing duty which local authorities already have to discharge.
The requirement to remove trapped ozone-depleting substances (e.g. those in
insulation foams) is a new one and funding issues are currently under consideration.

Waste Management

S1W-19533 - John Scott (Ayr) (Con) : To ask the Scottish Executive what estimates
it has made of the numbers of fridges that will need to be disposed of in Scotland in
each of the next five years.

Answered by Rhona Brankin (13 November 2001): The Executive’s research project
The Determination of the Source, Nature, Amount and Disposal Routes of Waste
Electrical and Electronic Equipment Arising in Scotland, published earlier this year,
and available in the Parliament’s Reference Centre (Bib. number 14595) indicated
that 224,000 domestic fridges, fridge-freezers and freezers were discarded in 1998-
99. The UK Government has estimated a UK total of around 2.5 million. A 9% pro-
rata apportionment to Scotland would be 225,000. The Executive is using this figure
in its policy considerations.

Annual arisings of 225,000 units equate to about 44 units per 1,000 of population.
The Executive is not aware of any factors which will materially change this over the
next five years.
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BRIEFING PAPER

“Petition 320 from Mr John Watson on behalf of the World Development
Movement Scotland”

Introduction

1 The European Committee has received the following petition (Annex A, as
hard copy only):

Petition 320 from Mr John Watson on behalf of the World Development
Movement Scotland, calling for the Scottish Parliament to note their
concerns that the World Trade Organisation (WTO) moves for greater
liberalisation in trade and services may impact on the health service in
Scotland.

2 This petition was initially reviewed by the Public Petitions Committee of the
Scottish Parliament at its meeting of 19 December 2000. They agreed to
forward the petition to the Health and Community Care Committee for
consideration.

3 At is meeting of 25 April 2001, the Health and Community Care Committee
asked Mr John McAllion MSP to act as reporter to the Committee on the
matter.

4 Mr McAllion reported back to the Health and Community Care Committee on
25 November 2001. His report is circulated separately as a private paper as
it has not yet been agreed formally by the Health and Community Care
Committee.

Background

5 Mr McAllion’s report noted the role played by the European Commission in
leading negotiations on behalf of EU member states at WTO meetings.

6 Based on this, the Health and Community Care Committee decided that the
draft report and petition be passed to the European Committee to consider
any action it may feel appropriate.
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7 The concerns of the petitioner on the impact of any such liberalisation of trade
on health service provision is primarily within the remit of Health and
Community Care Committee, who are still considering this petition and their
reporter’s report.

8 However, the European Committee may wish to consider any action it can
take vis-à-vis the UK’s input into the European Commission’s negotiation
stance at any WTO talks.  However, it might be argued that the issue in
question is primarily a trade issue.

9 By virtue of its remit, the European Committee is entitled to discuss any
European Communities or European Union issue, however members should
note that trade matters are, of course, reserved to Westminster.

10 Any inquiry into WTO negotiations by the European Committee would
therefore be on a reserved issue.

11 Members should note that there would be no obligation for the UK
Government to consider any report produced by the European Committee into
this complex area.

Action requested

12 Members are invited to consider an appropriate course of action.

Stephen Imrie
Clerk to the European Committee

19 February 2002
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ANNEX A

Petition 320

Available in hard copy versions only, otherwise see:

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parl_bus/petitions/pe320.pdf
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CONVENER’S RECOMMENDATION

1. Visit by the Committee to the EC institutions, Brussels, 4-6 March 2002. The Committee
is set to visit the EC institutions in Brussels for its annual series of briefings on
forthcoming EC priorities and initiatives. The Convener now recommends that:

She provides an update on the latest programme of meetings (Annex A).

2. Committee debate in the Chamber on its 9th Report 2001, 27 February 2002. The debate
on the Committee’s 9th Report 2001 into Governance and the Future of Europe is set to
take place in the Chamber on the 27 February 2002. The Convener now recommends that:

She provides an update on arrangements for the debate.

3. Meeting of the EMILE group, 14 February 2002. Representatives from the Committee
have met the Deputy First Minister, Scotland’s MEPs and Scotland’s members of the
Committee of the Regions at the twice-yearly meeting of the EMILE group (European
elected Members Information and Liaison Exchange). The Convener now recommends
that:

She provides an oral report on the substantive discussions that took
place.

4. Danish Presidency of the European Council. The next holder of the Presidency will be
Denmark. This will run from July to December 2002. The Convener now recommends
that:

Members note the address of the initial website for the Presidency:

http://www.um.dk/english/presidency/index.asp

and the intention to invite the Danish Ambassador to address the
European Committee during the summer 2002 on the priorities of the
Presidency. This would follow similar events with the French, Swedish
and Belgian Ambassadors to the UK.

Irene Oldfather MSP
Convener

14 February 2002
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ANNEX A

Programme of the visit by the Committee to the EC institutions, Brussels, 4-6 March
2002

Monday 4th March p.m.

14h30 -15h30 Commission Briefing: Stephen Quest - Assistant to David O’Sullivan,
Secretary General of the Commission: The Commission’s 2002 Work
Programme

15h45 - 17h30 Meeting with the Chairs of the ‘European Committees’ in the Flemish
and Catalan Parliaments (to be confirmed)

18h00 -19h30 Meeting with Members of the Saxony-Anhalt Parliament:
Discussions on Interreg III, Enlargement, Future of Europe and
future co-operation opportunities.

Tuesday 5th March

10h00 -10h45 Meeting with Ronnie Hall, Deputy Head of Cabinet (Commissioner
Barnier): Report and discussion on Governance White Paper; IGC and
post 2006 regional development funding in Scotland

11h00 -12h30 Meeting with the Director General of Employment, Mme Odile
Quintin: The Lisbon Agenda and EU Social and Employment Policies

Meeting with Director Bernhard Jansen: Adaptability in the labour
market, social dialogue and social rights, legislation

13h00 Working Lunch - the speaker is Director Antonis Kastrissianakis: he is
responsible for the European Employment Strategy and the definition
and co-ordination  of  European Social Fund policies

15h00 Meeting with European Parliament IGC Convention members and/or
Members of European Parliament’s Constitutional Affairs Committees

16h30 -17h30 Meeting with Scotland’s MEP's - Review of the year ahead and MEP's
activities.

18h00 Reception: David Martin MEP (EP, First Vice President) invited to
host.

19h30 Individual Members' meetings
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 Wednesday 6th March

10h00 -10h45 Meeting with European Parliament’s Employment and Social Affairs
Committee.

11h00 -15h00 Individual Members' meetings, including :

Meeting with other MEP's and EP officials (t.b.c.)
Meeting with Environment DG/Energy DG (t.b.c.)
Meetings with officials in CFSP/Rapid Response Force (t.b.c.)
Meetings with officials in overseas aid/international
development (t.b.c.)
Meetings with officials in DG Fisheries (t.b.c.)



1.

EUROPEAN COMMITTEE   9TH REPORT 2001

REPORT ON THE GOVERNANCE OF THE EUROPEAN UNION AND THE
FUTURE OF EUROPE: WHAT ROLE FOR SCOTLAND?

SCOTTISH EXECUTIVE RESPONSE

Introduction

The Executive considers Governance and the Future of Europe debate to be two related issues
of great significant to the EU and all its citizens.  It is therefore very important that Scotland
is seen to be contributing to the deliberation and debate on these issues.  Accordingly the
Executive very much welcomes a contribution from the European Committee and has read
with interest the proposals contained in the Committee’s extensive report.

The attached annex is the Scottish Executive’s response to the European Committee’s
9th Report.  A significant number of the conclusions and recommendations contained in the
report are clearly directed at organisations other than the Scottish Executive.  In the case of
these, the Executive has noted with interest the Committee’s views and has, where
appropriate, commented on its own position in regard to the aspects discussed.  The
Executive’s policy position on the Future of Europe debate is based on 5 principles.  We are:

Pro-European because we have no doubts about the significance of the EU to
Scotland;

Pro-UK because we recognise the fundamental importance of the building blocks
represented by Member States not least because in this country that allows decisions
to be made in the right place and gives us power beyond that otherwise available to a
small nation;

Pro-Reform because we are in no doubt that change is needed to give a greater
democratic legitimacy to decision making;

Pro-Regional involvement because we believe that sub-Member State administrations
can play a vital role in restoring the democratic equilibrium; and

Pro-Debate because we are convinced that openness is the best route to generate
effective solutions and to bring the citizens of Europe on board.

We note also the recommendations the Committee has made on the handling of EU business
in Scotland, many of which are more specifically aimed at the Executive.  Many of these
recommendations stem from the Committee's legitimate desire to scrutinise and contribute to
the representations Scottish Ministers are making to the UK Government, as the UK line on a
particular EC proposal is developed.  As the Committee recognises, there are significant
issues of confidentiality which have to be faced - in that, both the detail of the UK negotiating
line on a particular proposal, and the substance of discussions between the Executive and the
UK Government, are not normally made public.  We believe, however, that there is scope to
increase the Committee's capacity to engage constructively in these matters, while respecting
the principles of confidentiality; and we therefore suggest that discussions are set in motion to



2.

develop and agree arrangements to achieve this.  These arrangements should also deal with
the Committee's previously expressed interest in the processes for reporting to Committee
around meetings of the EU Council of Ministers, to which the Executive has already
responded positively.

In addition to responding to the conclusions and recommendations, the Executive wishes to
comment on the reference in Case Study 4 of the report to a low response rate to a
consultation exercise on the traceability and labelling of GMOs and on GM food and feed.
The Food Standards Agency has advised that the response rate of 7% is a good response to a
consultation of this size.  Finally, the Executive has also noted the Parliament’s intention at
paragraph 248 to conduct an inquiry into Scotland’s “representation” in Brussels.

References

The reference number shown against each of the recommendations is the relevant paragraph
number in which it appears within the “Conclusions and Recommendations” section of the
report.  Each recommendation is followed by the Executive’s response/comments which are
shown in bold.  The acronym JSG is used throughout the response to refer to the joint
Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented to the Commission in
March 2000.
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ANNEX

SCOTTISH EXECUTIVE RESPONSE TO THE EUROPEAN COMMITTEE’S
9TH REPORT

Guiding principles

203.   We recommend that the 2004 inter-governmental conference (IGC) must
grasp the nettle and take the necessary decisions to open up and make more
effective Europe’s decision-making process.

While we feel that at this stage of the debate recommendations about what
Member States should decide at the IGC in 2004 are somewhat premature, the
Executive very much supports an outcome which will result in a more
transparent and efficient EU.

205.   We recommend that serious efforts are made to open up the debates and, in
the case of the UK, we endorse the view that there should be in due course a White
Paper on the IGC. We recommend also that the Scottish Executive organise and
resource a series of open fora, public meetings or conferences on the issues during
the time of the preparatory work for the IGC.

The Executive notes the Parliament’s support for a proposal that the UK
Government produces a White Paper on the IGC.

The Scottish Executive itself has contributed to the debate via evidence (JSG1)
given by Jack McConnell in Brussels  in March 2000 and has already
participated in a panel discussion involving Commissioner Kinnock in
February of 2001; a Conference on the Future of Europe organised by the Jean
Monet Centre of Excellence in association with the Royal Society of Edinburgh
in September 2001; and made Future of Europe issues the centrepiece of
Scotland Week in October of last year.

The reality of the situation is that although the outline of the process for the
Future of Europe debate in the build up to the 2004 IGC was set out in the
Laeken declaration, the Convention is still in the process of being set up.  Its
method of working and the sequence and means by which the fundamental
issues will be tackled are still unclear.  Once we have a clearer picture of how
matters are developing.  We shall continue to champion an open and
wideranging debate on the subject and to co-ordinate our efforts in Scotland
with those of the UK Government in this regard.  In considering future
opportunities we shall take account of the Committee’s suggestion that
attempts should be made to widen the choice of location and range of
participants.

                                                
1 JSG – The joint Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented by Mr McConnell
to the Commission at an evidence gathering session in Brussels in Brussels in March 2000.
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The JSG1 addressed the question of drawing in other views.

Simplification of the Treaties and Division of Competences

208.   We recommend (the Treaties) they are simplified and rationalised as part of
the preparatory work for the IGC.

As the Committee recognises, the question of simplifying the existing Treaties
has already been identified at both the Nice Summit and in the text of the
Laeken declaration as one of the major issues to be explored.  The Executive
is in favour of simplification but it shares the Committee’s view it is important
that the process of simplification in itself is not used to change the existing
meaning and extent of the powers contained.

Much of this debate ignores fact that the problems the EU is trying to tackle
(such as social exclusion, unemployment and environmental issues) cannot
be solved by one tier of government alone.

209.    We would recommend that serious consideration is made to the creation of
“partners of the Union status” for bodies such as the Scottish Parliament.  Such
status should include the right to establish direct contacts with the Commission,
priviledged access to the European Commission as regards consultation on new
legislation, possibly a right of wider access to the European Courts and possibly
even the right to cross border co-operation with other territorial authorities in a
neighbouring Member State.

The Executive notes the Committee’s recommendation which is clearly
directed at the EU. The Executive favours greater access to the Commission in
certain circumstances such as through consultation at an early pre-legislative
stage of its proposals.

It is not clear in what circumstances the Committee envisages the Parliament
having access to the European Courts: if what the Committee has in mind is
the issue of policing the proper application of the subsidiarity principle, the
Executive favours a political rather than a judicial means of redress.

As regards the Parliament’s right to cross-border co-operation, the Executive’s
understanding is that the Parliament is already involved in such activity, for
example the links the Parliament is developing with the Parliaments of
Flanders and Catalonia.

A question of subsidiarity

                                                
1 JSG – The joint Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented by Mr McConnell
to the Commission at an evidence gathering session in Brussels in Brussels in March 2000.
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210.   We recommend that the IGC considers what systems might be necessary to
enforce the subsidiarity concept, including the merits of a subsidiarity panel or the
supreme court route.

The Executive proposed in the JSG1 (page 13) that there needs to be some
form of subsidiarity watchdog whose remit is to ensure the proper application
of the subsidiarity principle within the EU decision making process.  The
Executive’s view is that a political mechanism which could deal with breaches
of the principle before legislation was promulgated would be a more speedy
and effective solution than retrospective judicial action.

A new relationship with the European Commission

212.    We recommend that the Commission is more open as regards the processes
used to define its annual work programme.

The Executive has made clear on numerous occasions that it would like to see
a more transparent and efficient EU and one which took measures to reduce
the gap that has developed between it and ordinary European citizens.  We
agree that a clear statement of EU aims and objectives at periodic intervals
would better enable ordinary citizens to understand the EU’s vision of the
future and the direction in which Europe is heading and the purpose of its
legislative measures.

The Executive welcomes the move by the European Commission to adopt a
series of long term thematic strategies on which legislative proposals are then
based.  For example the approach adopted to address employment, social
policy and sustainable development.

213.   We recommend that the Commission refines its ideas for ‘partnership
agreements’ with the constitutional regions/nations. We recommend that a vital
component of such agreements must be for these countries or regions to have
privileged access to the Commission for pre-legislative consultation.

The JSG1 (page 16) proposed that the Scottish Executive as an administration
with legislative power should be consulted at the pre-legislative, stage and
that the Commission should do so on the basis of a Code of practice on
consultation.  We were pleased to note that this proposal was adopted in the
Commission’s Governance White Paper.

The Executive is currently working through a range of representative bodies to
champion an approach that secures an EU which is closer to EU citizens,

                                                

1 JSG – The joint Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented by Mr McConnell
to the Commission at an evidence gathering session in Brussels in Brussels in March 2000.
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including the Partners Group of Regions with legislative power, the Council of
Europe Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of Europe and the
Constitutional Affairs Commission of the Committee of the Regions.

214.   We recommend that the Scottish Executive gives very serious consideration to
Scotland being selected for such pilots and reviews.

The Executive welcomes the Commission’s proposal to conduct pilot projects
relating to the more flexible implementation of EU policies and is considering
the Commission’s open invitation for implementing authorities to participate in
such projects.

Reforming existing structures

217.    We recommend that as an alternative approach to the creation of new
institutions that efforts are made to redress the problem of a lack of engagement by
national citizens with European issues through greater accountability of the decision-
makers to their national and regional parliaments.

The Executive recognises that both sub-Member State administrations and
Parliaments have a role to play in redressing the democratic deficit but we feel
that bridging the gap with ordinary citizens and the more effective and
transparent operation of the EU also require changes to the decision-making
process itself and its means of implementation as is documented in the JSG¹.

219.   We recommend that these options (subsidiarity watchdog/panel) be at least
considered, although we do not see any overwhelming need for their creation. We
do, however, consider the supreme court model, to adjudicate on subsidiarity issues,
as an idea worth considering.

The fact that a review of compentences is one of the 4 main themes to be
examined by the Convention is a clear indication that a number of Member
States, not to mention sub- Member State governments, take the view that the
application of the subsidiarity principle is not working as well as it might.  It is
because of this present acknowledged failing that the Executive considers it
desirable to have some form of policing of the principle.  The Executive’s
preference is for a political rather than a judicial resolution of breaches of the
principle (see our response to Recommendation 228).

We take the view that the proper application of the subsidiarity principle would
realise Principles 3 and 5 of the JSG1 which are noted below.

                                                
1 JSG – The joint Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented by Mr McConnell
to the Commission at an evidence gathering session in Brussels in Brussels in March 2000.
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Decisions should be taken at the lowest level (ie closest to the citizen)
consistent with effectiveness.

A greater sense of participation can only be achieved if there is wider
consutation of all those affected by proposed legislation before final
versions are drafted by the Commission.

221.    We would also endorse and recommend the calls made by some for better
standards for information flow between the EU institutions and national/sub-national
parliaments and their scrutiny committees.

The Executive supports in principle measures designed to make the EU more
efficient and more transparent.  Better and faster information flows at various
stages in the decision making process can only assist in achieving these
goals.  We welcome the Commission’s “Framework for EU Information and
Communications Policy” published in June 2001 and look forward to a further
Communication.

222.   We recommend consideration is given to regional/sub-national participation, at
least as observers, to the COSAC network of national "European Committees”.

The Executive notes the Committee’s recommendation but has no comment to
offer.

On the European Council of the EU

223.   We endorse the calls made by many, including the UK’s Europe Minister and
senior MEPs, and recommend that the Council meets in public when in its legislative
role.

The Executive is in favour of a more transparent EU and in the JSG¹ (page 18)
we proposed that the legislative process (from Commission to European
Parliament and Council) should be more transparent to enable interested
bodies to know how draft legislation is being modified.

Principles 7, 8 and 9 of the JSG1 are relevant here and are noted below.

The EU institutions should take better  account of the potential financial
impact of legislation on the implementing authorities and other
concerned parties (whether private or public).

                                                
1 JSG – The joint Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented by Mr McConnell
to the Commission at an evidence gathering session in Brussels in Brussels in March 2000.
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Those involved in the attainment of targets should be involved in setting
them.

The Commission and implementing authorities should aim for a
consensual approach whereby the Commission assists in achieving the
objectives of a policy rather than simply resorting to infraction
proceedings if there appears to be a problem.

224.   We recommend the General Affairs Council should meet more regularly, it
should take its legislative deliberations and votes in public, that such votes should be
taken only by ministers and that it should be better managed.

The Executive notes the Committee’s recommendation.  Aside from our
comment above in response to paragraph 223 about supporting greater
transparency, the Executive has no further comment to offer.

225.   We recommend also that consideration be given to the creation of a ‘Regional
Affairs Council’ involving ministers from the various constitutional regions with
legislative powers (where they exist in each Member State) and for the Committee of
the Regions to enjoy observer status in relevant Council of the EU meetings.

The Executive notes the Committee’s recommendation.  It has no further
comment to offer on the specific suggestion for a Regional Affairs Council
except to say that, in principle, it supports a greater involvement of sub-
Member State legislative administrations in the EU decision-making process.
Turning to the proposal for observer status for the Committee of the Regions
(CoR), the Executive in supporting the Liege Resolution took the view that its
current shape and institutional framework did not allow the CoR to meet the
needs and expectations of all the sub-Member State entities it should
represent.  The Resolution went on to argue for a reinforced role within the
decision making process.  The Executive at this stage in the debate has not
reached a view on how this should be achieved and therefore has no further
comment to offer on the committee’s specific proposal.

226.   We recommend that the process whereby committees of national experts
embellish EU legislation behind closed doors and without a general understanding of
what is going on (comitology) be reformed and that it should be subject to greater
scrutiny.

As stated in our response to the recommendation at paragraph 223, the JSG¹
proposes that the legislative process should be made more transparent,
recognising that final texts seldom reflect the spirit of the original proposal.
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Access to the Courts

228.   We recommend that the IGC takes active measures to redress the mismatch
in the powers versus avenues of redress. This should involve giving such
regions/nations ‘privileged’ or ‘semi-privileged’ status in terms of access to the
European Court of Justice.

The Executive’s proposals in the JSG1 relating to the policing of subsidiarity
envisage intervention at an early stage rather than after the event.  Our view is
that the introduction of a body charged with ensuring the proper application of
subsidiarity which could act prior to the completion of the legislative process
would largely obviate the need for retrospective legal action which is currently
a very slow process because the European Court of Justice is already
overburdened.  Questions of subsidiarity are mainly political and policy
matters and should therefore more appropriately be dealt with by politicians
than judges

A blue sky approach

231.   As stated above, we recommend that an additional question be added to the
4 currently expressed as the basis of the terms of reference for the preparatory work
in advance of the 2004 IGC.

The Executive thinks it essential that the Convention considers the role and
setting of sub-Member State governments with legislative powers as an
integral part of the 4 main themes identified at Nice and re-iterated at Laeken.
It takes the view that such administrations have an important part to play in
the decision-making process and the task of redressing the acknowledged
democratic deficit which currently exists within the EU.

The Convention model, the 2004 IGC and the role for Scotland

234.   We recommend that the lack of regional participation to the EU decision-
making process is added as a theme to be addressed by the Declaration of
Brussels/Laeken as well as by the forthcoming Inter-Governmental Conference.

The Liege Resolution, which the Executive supported made this very request.

                                                
1 JSG – The joint Scottish Executive/CoSLA submission on Governance presented by Mr McConnell
to the Commission at an evidence gathering session in Brussels in Brussels in March 2000.
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235.   We too recommend that the convention be free to consider wider issues, that it
should articulate priorities rather than simply state options, that it be free to elect its
own president and that it should meet openly and be fully transparent.

Member States have since taken decisions on the composition and remit of the
Convention.  The Executive welcomes the general thrust of the arrangements
for taking the Future of Europe debate forward. As well as suggesting options
for the IGC to consider, the Convention can also indicate the relative degree of
support for each and can make recommendations where consensus is
achieved.

237.   We recommend that the Scottish Executive has an early discussion with their
UK counterparts to ensure that the UK’s representatives on the convention (Ministers
and/or parliamentarians) put in place systems to enable the devolved administrations
to have their voice heard before meetings of the convention and to receive on-going
feedback and convention papers during its deliberations.

Existing good liaison with both the Foreign and Commomwealth Office and
Cabinet Office and between the Scottish Executive EU Office and UK
Representation in Brussels will enable the Executive to keep up to date with
developments at the Convention and to feed Scottish views into the
formulation of the UK policy position put forward at Convention meetings.  In
addition, the Foreign Secretary has agreed that JMC Europe meetings will be
held more frequently to discuss significant developments arising from the
Convention’s work.  Information will also become available through Scottish
membership of the Constitutional Affairs Commission of the Committee of the
Regions.  The Executive will also continue to work collectively with other EU
sub-Member State legislative administrations to feed in joint views to the
Convention.

Governance in Scotland: principles for a more effective engagement with the
EU

241.   We recommend that the concordats between the administrations be re-written
as part of the reported current review to open up the system or, at the very least, that
the interpretation of what should be, and what might not be, kept private should be
reviewed.

We believe that the Concordat’s provisions on confidentiality remain
fundamental to the operation of an effective relationship with the UK
Government, and that amending these provisions could only harm the
Executive’s ability to represent Scottish devolved interests.  However, as
noted in the introduction to this response, we recognise the Committee’s
legitimate desire to scrutinise the work of the Executive and to contribute to
the Executive’s discussions with the UK Government.
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Noting the suggestion that the Committee would, for example, welcome a
broad indication of subjects currently under discussion between the Executive
and the UK Government, we believe that arrangements can be developed
which, while respecting the provisions of confidentiality, will provide the
Committee with a greater opportunity to contribute to the Executive’s
discussions with the UK Government on EU matters.  We propose to discuss
with the Committee and with the UK Government how best this can be
achieved.  We also re-commit ourselves to developing better arrangements for
reporting to Committee around meetings of the EU Council of Ministers.

243.   We recommend also that the concordats in this area be revised in two further
respects. First, to provide an automatic right to attend Council of the EU meetings
when devolved matters are being discussed and decided upon. Second, to spell out
more clearly the nature of the information that should be provided by Whitehall to the
devolved administrations.

We are entirely satisfied with how the Concordats have operated in terms of
Council attendance and provision of information, and do not intend to seek
revisions to them in these areas.

Furthermore, we believe that the insertion into the Concordats of an automatic
right to attend Council meetings would be neither meaningful nor practicable:
because of the non-binding nature of the Concordats, such a right would have
no independent status; and, since such a right would have to be granted to all
3 devolved administrations, practical considerations would mean the UK
Government could not guarantee to honour it in all circumstances.

Similarly, where counterparts have felt it useful to agree in more detail what
information should be provided, this has been achieved through specific
bilateral Concordats, and we do not believe further general revision is
necessary or desirable.

244. We would recommend the creation of a ‘Scottish scrutiny reserve’ for
governance within Scotland.

We agree that the arrangements developed in response to the
recommendation in paragraph 241 should be designed so as ensure that, as
far as was practically possible, the Committee would always be able to feed its
view into the Executive at a point when it could realistically be reflected in the
Executive’s discussions with the UK Government.  In other words, we agree
that the principle and purpose of a scrutiny reserve should be reflected in the
arrangements.  However, we do not believe that a formal scrutiny reserve
would be a useful or workable feature of those arrangements, though this is a
matter which could be revisited once some experience of the operation of
these arrangements had been gained.
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245.   The Committee recommends also that the Executive reaffirms and respects
the principle that unless there is a strong argument against, representatives of
relevant Scottish institutions should participate in various EU working/advisory
groups and expert panels when such bodies are considering issues within the
devolved competences.

We agree that participation in such groups is important; however, all decisions
on whether or not to participate should be taken on a case-by-case basis,
taking into account both the extent to which there are significant and
distinctive devolved interests at stake, and the opportunity cost in terms of
time and resources

246.   We recommend also that the Executive rethinks its EMILE network2 (European
Members Information Liaison Exchange), which should be re-focused in terms of its
objectives and the timing of its meetings.

We agree that the role of EMILE should be reviewed.  We agree that meetings
should be held 6-monthly, early in each EU Presidency.

247.   The Committee recommends that the relevant Minister, or the First Minister,
considers making an annual ‘state of the (European) Union’ speech to the parliament
or the European Committee at the time the European Commission publishes its
annual work programme.

We agree with the principle of this recommendation, but instead suggest that
such events should be held every 6 months, early in each Presidency, and
consist of an appearance by the Deputy First Minister before the European
Committee.  These occasions would provide an opportunity to look ahead to
the main issues likely to arise during the forthcoming Presidency, and for the
Minister to update the Committee on the Executive’s priorities in external
relations.

249.   We fully endorse the links the Scottish Parliament is developing with Flanders
and Catalonia and recommend they be taken forward in an inclusive manner so as to
involve a cross-representation of views within the Parliament.

The Executive welcomes the Parliament’s initiative to develop links with the
Parliaments of Flanders and Catalonia.  This is a good example of the practical
application of the complementarity at the centre of the Memorandum of
Understanding entered into by the Executive and the Parliament.

                                                
2 Consisting of the Scottish Executive’s Minister, Members of the European Committee, Scottish
MEPs, Members of the Committee of the Regions and Scottish Members of the European Economic
and Social Committee.
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250.   We recommend that both the Scottish Executive and the Scottish
Parliamentary Corporate Body reconsider the current levels of staff and financial
allocations available for such tasks as support for parliamentary scrutiny of EC/EU
legislation, research on European issues, translation and transcription, drafting of
Scottish Statutory Instruments and policy and legal advice on EC/EU matters.

The Executive keeps such matters constantly under review.
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European Union.

2997 SN1113/02 Draft Council opinion on the updated Convergence Programme of Sweden,
2001-2004.
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2998 SN1109/02 Draft Council opinion on the updated Stability Programme of Finland,
2001-2004.

2999 SN1111/02 Draft Council opinion on the updated Stability Programme of the Netherlands,
2000-2004.

3000 SN1112/02 Draft Council opinion on the updated Stability Programme of Luxembourg,
2000-2004.

3001 SN1108/02 Draft Council opinion on the updated Stability Programme of Belgium,
2002-2005.

3002 SN1107/02 Draft Council opinion on the updated Stability Programme for Austria,
2001-2005.

3004 COM(2001)809 Excise duty on mineral oils:
                                       – Request by Denmark for a derogation (procedure laid
 down in Article 8 (4) of Directive 92/81/EEC)
= Differentiated rate for heavy fuel oil and heating oil used by certain firms

3006 SEC(2001)1584 Transfer of Appropriations - General Budget 2001

3008 Joint report by Secretary-General/High Representative and the Commission on
 the effectiveness of Common Strategies.

3009 Initiative of the Kingdom of Spain setting up a European network for the
protection of public figures.

3011 SEC(2001)102 Information note – Common financial framework 2004 – 2006 for the accession
negotiations.
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3013 COM(2001)789 Proposal for a Council Regulation adapting the provisions relating to
committees which assist the Commission in the exercise of its implementing
powers laid down in Council instruments adopted under the assent procedure.

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council
adapting the provisions relating to committees which assist the Commission in
the exercise of its implementing powers laid down in European Parliament and
Council instruments adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down in
Article 251 of the Treaty.

Proposal for a Council Regulation adapting the provisions relating to
committees which assist the Commission in the exercise of its implementing
powers laid down in Council instruments adopted in accordance with the
consultation procedure (qualified majority).

Proposal for a Council Regulation adapting the provisions relating to
committees which assist the Commission in the exercise of its implementing
powers laid down in Council instruments adopted in accordance with the
consultation procedure (unanimity).

3014 COM(2001)783 Report from the Commission on the working of the committees during 2000.

3018 COM(2002)26 Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the
Council on the desirability to renew the action programme for customs in the
Community (Customs 2007), with a proposal for a Decision of the European
Parliament and of the Council adopting an action programme for customs in the
 Community (Customs 2007).
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3019 COM(2002)20 Communication from the Commission to the Council and the European
Parliament on the EC/EURATOM lending and guarantee capacity for external
actions.

3021 COM(2002)28 Proposal for a Council Decision on the Community position in relation to the
establishment of a Joint Consultative Committee to be decided on by the
Association Council established by the Europe Agreement between the
European Communities and the Republic of Slovenia.

3029 COM(2001)691 Amended proposal for a Council Regulation (EC, ECSC, Euratom) on the
Financial Regulation applicable to the general budget of the European
Communities.

3030 COM(2002)41 Proposal for a Council Regulation on the conclusion of the Agreement in the
form of an Exchange of Letters concerning the extension of the 2000-2001
Protocol setting out the fishing opportunities and financial contribution provided
 for in the Agreement between the European Economic Community and the
Government of the Revolutionary People’s Republic of Guinea on fishing off the
Guinean coast for the period 1 January to 31 December 2002.

3031 COM(2002)40 Proposal for a Council Decision on the signing, on behalf of the European
Community, and provisional application of the Agreement in the form of an
Exchange of Letters concerning the extension of the Protocol setting out the
fishing opportunities and financial contribution provided for in the Agreement
between the European Economic Community and the Government of the
Revolutionary People’s Republic of Guinea on fishing off the Guinean coast for
the period 1 January 2002 to 31 December 2002.

3032 COM(2002)45 Report from the Commission to the Council and the European Parliament on
the application of the agreements between the European Communities and the
Government of the United States of America and the Government of Canada
regarding the application of their competition laws from 1 January 2000 to 31
December 2000.

3039 COM(2002)33 Proposal for a Council Regulation concerning the importation into the
Community of rough diamonds from Sierra Leone.
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Rural Development Committee

3012 COM(2002)32 Opinion of the Commission pursuant to Article 251(2), third subparagraph,
point (c) of the EC Treaty, on the European Parliament’s amendments to the
Council’s common position regarding the proposal for a Directive of the
European Parliament and of the Council on undesirable substances in animal
feed, amending the proposal of the Commission pursuant to Article 250(2) of
the EC Treaty.

3025 COM(2002)6
Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on EC
type-approval of agricultural and forestry tractors, their trailers and
interchangeable towed equipment, together with their systems, components and
 separate technical units.

3027 COM(2001)803 Proposal for a Council Regulation concerning the export and import of
dangerous chemicals.

3033 COM(2001)802 Proposal for a Council Decision approving, on behalf of the European
Community, the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent
Procedure for certain hazardous chemicals and pesticides in international
trade.
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Social Justice

3022 COM(2002)13
Proposal for a Council Directive to improve access to justice in cross-border
disputes by establishing minimum common rules relating to legal aid and other
financial aspects of civil proceedings.

3040 Council Regulation establishing a general Community framework to facilitate
the implementation of judicial co-operation in civil matters.
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Transport and the Environment Committee

2982 COM(2001)564 Communication from the Commission to the Council and the European
Parliament on the creation of the Single European Sky:

- Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
provision of air  navigation services in the Single European Sky
- Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on
the organisation and use of the airspace in the Single European Sky
- Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
interoperability of the European Air Traffic Management network (Presented by
the Commission)

2988 COM(2002)8 Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
safety of third countries aircraft using community airports (presented by the
Commission).

2992 COM(2001)811 Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
approximation of the laws of the Member States relating to the type-approval of
mirrors and supplementary systems for indirect vision and of vehicles equipped
with these devices and amending Directive 70/156/EEC.

3016 COM(2002)11 Proposal for a Council Decision concerning the signing of a new Protocol to
the Barcelona Convention concerning co-operation in preventing pollution from
ships and in combating pollution of the Mediterranean Sea by oil and hazardous
 and noxious substances in cases of emergency.

3020 COM(2002)25 Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council
amending Council Directive 91/440/EEC on the development of the
Community’s railways.

3027 COM(2001)803 Proposal for a Council Regulation concerning the export and import of
dangerous chemicals.
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3028 COM(2002)23 Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council
establishing a European Railway Agency.

3033 COM(2001)802 Proposal for a Council Decision approving, on behalf of the European
Community, the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent
Procedure for certain hazardous chemicals and pesticides in international
trade.

3034 COM(2002)22 Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council
amending Council Directive 96/48/EC and Directive 2001/16/EC on the
interoperability of the trans-European rail system.

3035 COM(2002)44 Proposal for a Council Decision on accession, on behalf of the European
Community, to the Protocol to the 1979 Convention on Long-Range
Transboundary Air Pollution to Abate Acidification, Eutrophication and
Ground-Level Ozone.

3036 COM(2002)18 Communication from the Commission to the Council and the European
Parliament - Towards an integrated European railway area.

3037 COM(2002)24 Recommendation for a Council Decision authorising the Commission to
negotiate the conditions for Community accession to the Convention
concerning International Carriage by Rail (COTIF) of 9 May 1980, as amended
 by the Vilnius Protocol of 3 June 1999.

3038 SEC(2002)29 Communication from the Commission to the Spring European Council in
Barcelona: "The Lisbon Strategy - Making Change Happen"
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