
1

Transatlantic Relations and G8 Unit

Delegation for Relations with Canada

36th EP-Canada Inter-parliamentary Meeting

Brussels

13 November 2014

REPORT



2

36th EP-Canada Inter-parliamentary Meeting
13 November, 2014

14:30-16:00 in Brussels

Participaring MEPs:

Full Members: (8) Kölmel, Willmott, Clune, Keller, Serrao Santos, Skrlec, Siekierski,
Tanasescu
Substitutes: (2) Negrescu, Le Grip

Artis Pabriks, rapporteur on CETA

Delegation of the Parliament of Canada:

Mr./M. David Tilson, M.P. (CPC/ PCC)
Head of Delegation
The Hon. / L’hon. Grant Mitchell, Senator (Lib)
The Hon. / L’hon. Michel Rivard, Senator (CPC/ PCC)
Mr./M. Scott Simms, M.P. (Lib)
Mr./M. Don Davies, M.P. (NDP/NPD)
Mr./M. Corneliu Chisu, M.P. (CPC/PCC)

Ms./Mme Guyanne Desforges, Association Secretary/Secrétaire de l’Association
Ms./Mme Laura Barnett, Analyst/Analyste

Working session on CETA and the Strategic Partnership Agreement

The time available for the inter-parliamentary meeting was limited due to the plenary session
and the travel arrangements of the Canadian delegation.

During the IPM working session on Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement
(CETA), the responsible INTA rapporteur Mr Artis Pabriks stressed his personal optimism
about the agreement and the strategic importance of it.

Mr Christian Leffler, the Managing Director for the Americas of EEAS spoke on the role of
Strategic Partnership Agreement in upgrading the political dimension of Canada-EU
relationship and the positive developments, such as lifting of Canada's objections to observer
status of EU in the Arctic Council (although Russia could be the next obstacle). He stressed
that SPA will mark the beginning of a new chapter in bilateral relations and will make them
stronger and more dynamic. The issue of visas for Romanians and Bulgarians was mentioned
as one of few remaining irritants in an otherwise excellent and multi-faceted relationship. Mr.
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Leffler also mentioned cooperation with Canada in international missions, such as Kosovo,
Palestine, Mali and the invitation for Canada to participate in the civilian mission in Ukraine.
Canada also joined sanctions against Russia and remained extremely supportive. Mr Leffler
encouraged to focus on tremendous opportunities which arise from this partnership that is
based on shared history, values, outlook and trust.

Mr Tilson, the head of the Canadian delegation praised CETA as the most ambitious
agreement for Canada and the opportunities it creates. He also noted that there was
opposition to CETA both in Europe and in Canada, which needed to be addressed. He
explained the steps that Canada is taking to address the visa reciprocity with Romanian and
Bulgarian authorities. Although crime and corruption remain as significant concerns, there
are high-level meetings with authorities in order to resolve the outstanding problems. Mr
Tilson also mentioned SPA as a new foundation for relations among the two partners.

The Members discussed the controversy surrounding TTIP and its impact on CETA. The
Canadian participants noted that the agreement spans 1600 pages and the text needs to be
studied carefully first. Mr Kölmel suggested that information campaign was needed in order
to address concerns of citizens. Mr Simms responded that similar concerns exist in Canada
and the citizens need to be convinced that opportunities eclipse concerns.

The issues discussed included the agriculture standards in CETA, specific measures to be
taken for visa exemption for Romania, EU-Canada action in the context of Galway Statement
on Atlantic Ocean Cooperation, Canadian concerns about impact of IP clauses on generic
medicines and re-nationalisation of public services. The Canadian parliamentarians were
interested to know whether CETA and SPA will be considered mixed agreements and what
the ratification arrangements would be in that case. Mr Leffler responded that decision on
CETA is to be taken, whereas SPA clearly was a mixed agreement.

At the conclusion of the discussions the Canadians noted that they were satisfied with the
information received and understood the European perspective on CETA better. It was a
welcome opportunity to restart the inter-parliamentary relations following the European
elections and the re-constitution of parliamentary delegations.


