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EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT HRVATSKI SABOR

EU-CROATIA JOINT PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE

MINUTES

16th meeting

Brussels

Wednesday, 10 October, 15.10-18.05
Thursday, 11 October, 9.00-11.00

The first working session started on 10 October at 15.10 and was chaired by Mr Gunnar 
HÖKMARK, chair of the EP delegation.

Wednesday, 10 October, 15.00 – 18.30

The Co-Chairs, Andrej PLENKOVIĆ and Gunnar HÖKMARK, opened the session. 

Introductory remarks

In his introductory remarks, Mr Gunnar HÖKMARK welcomed the Members of both delegations 
and the distinguished guests to this second-to-last meeting of the Joint Parliamentary Committee 
(JPC). 

He wholeheartedly welcomed the presence of Croatian observers in the EP, some of whom were 
Members of the Croatian delegation to the JPC.

He also conveyed his deepest condolences to the Croatian delegation on the passing away of Boris 
Šprem, Speaker of the Croatian Parliament on 30 September, on behalf of all the Members of the 
European Parliament's Delegation to the JPC. He sent a condolence letter to the Acting Speaker of 
the Sabor Mr Josip Leko. 

He congratulated Croatian guests to the social, political and economic progress made in the last 
years in Croatia's path to accession to the EU on 1 July 2013.

As a way of introduction, Mr Andrej PLENKOVIĆ, Chair of the Croatian delegation, informed the 
JPC Members about the fresh election of Josip Leko as the Speaker of the Croatian Parliament, the 
Sabor. Furthermore, he described the last 20 years on Croatia's way to the EU as a success story, 
witnessed also in the Monitoring Report on Croatia's progress of the European Commission 
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published on the same day when the JPC took place. The Treaty of Accession of Croatia to the EU 
was ratified in several countries. To finish, he expressed his hope that other will follow suit soon.

1.   Adoption of the draft agenda

The draft agenda was adopted.

2. Approval of minutes of the 15th EU-Croatia JPC meeting, held on 2-3 May 2012 in 
Zagreb

The minutes were adopted.

3. Croatia's accession to the EU: remaining steps until the full membership
Presentation of the Monitoring Report on Croatia’s accession preparations1

Ratification of the Accession Treaty in the Member States
- Ms Alexandra CAS-GRANJE,  Director,  European Commission, DG Enlargement, 

Directorate B (Croatia, Montenegro, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, 
Turkey, Iceland)

- Mr Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ, Director-General for European Affairs, Ministry for Foreign 
and European Affairs, on behalf oft he Croatian Government

- Mr Andreas D. MAVROYIANNIS, Deputy Minister to the President for European 
Affairs on behalf of the Presidency of the Council of the European Union;

Firstly, Ms Alexandra CAS-GRANJE mentioned the publishing and presentation by Commissioner 
Füle of the Comprehensive and Monitoring Report on Croatia on the very same day in the Foreign 
Affairs Committee, in the context of a discussion on the EU Enlargement Strategy.
Referring to a perceived "enlargement fatigue" in the EU, she said that such feeling is not present at 
all on the European Commission. 
She continued with the most important milestones of Croatia's path toward EU integration in 2012. 
There was the successful referendum on EU accession there in January 2012. At that moment, 13 
EU Member States ratified the Accession Treaty, 3 more are expected to so by the end of 2012 and 
the rest of them in 2013.
According to a recent opinion poll conducted by the EU delegation in Zagreb, 44 % of the Croat 
population was positive towards accession to the EU; 29% negative, 28% neutral. She assessed this 
as a positive result, as in many EU Member States the result would have been much worse. 
According to the Commission, Croatia's preparations are on track; however some issues must be 

tackled before the accession. Despite the fact that Croatia fulfilled political criteria for membership 
in June 2004 when she obtained a candidate status, some challenges remain in the domain of  
negotiating chapter 23 on Judiciary and fundamental rights as well as chapter 24 on Justice, 
freedom and security. 

With regard to chapter 23, reform of the judiciary branch and fight against corruption was 
continuing well and protection of human rights and minorities improved. However, she expressed 
concern over the persisting low level of employment of minorities in public service. Cooperation
with International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) continues, nevertheless 
                                               
1 COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL
on the Main Findings of the Comprehensive Monitoring Report on Croatia’s state of preparedness for EU membership; 
Brussels, 10.10.2012, COM(2012) 601 final; {SWD(2012) 338 final}
http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/pdf/key_documents/2012/package/hr_rapport_2012_en.pdf
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need to improve prosecution of war crime perpetrators. Regional cooperation between Croatia and 
its neighbours on bilateral open issues continued.

The Commission also recommended continuing serious efforts in preventing corruption, such as 
implementation of legal measures to prevent conflict of interest should as soon as possible as well 
as an emphasis on zero tolerance of corruption.

Croatia also had a backlog of judicial cases which had not been reduced during the reporting period 
need to implement reforms. The judiciary branch must also be subject continued reform.

With regard to minorities, esp. Serb and Rom, the Commission representative recommended 
fostering further spirit of tolerance.

Concerning chapter 24, Ms CAS-GRANJE focused on the commitments rising in the area of visa, 
asylum, and organised crime. Police laws needed to be ensured through relevant by-laws.
In addition, Croatia would have to complete crossing points in order to comply with the relevant 
EU laws dealing with border management.

As for the economic criteria as well as negotiating chapter 8 on Competition policy, she confirmed
the findings of the Commission that Croatia is an established market economy. However, due to the 
current economic crisis there was zero growth of GDP in 2011, and 1,3 % decline of GDP  in 2012.
In addition, public debt and deficit remained high. Also high unemployment, in particular of youth, 
was cause for concern.

Despite Croatia's is macroeconomic stability, there was a high risk due to the high external 
indebtedness. The Commission recommended further structural reforms in near term in order to 
deal with the market forces. Efficiency of public spending was to be also addressed. Croatia could 
also improve business environment in order to attract more direct foreign investment.

Croatia was already participating in the "European semester" which was of mutual benefit. 

As regards compliance with EU's competition policy, Ms CAS-GRANJE reminded that signing of 
privatisation contract for Brodosplit is still pending. Croatia must also restructure and find solutions 
for the shipyards 3.May and Brodotrogir in order to fulfil obligation of annex to the Treaty of 
Accession.

The Commission's monitoring report contains 10 key priority actions, mainly covered by chapters 
3, 24 and 8, meant to help the country focus its final preparations for EU membership.

The 3 main tasks were as follows: privatisation of shipyards; the need to adopt new law to access 
information; translation acquis on time.

Moreover, she described the state of play of implementation of EU legislation in Croatia: In 10 
chapters, EU acquis was already implemented, in 15 chapters, mainly economy-related, further 
efforts were required (chapters); and in 5 chapters increased efforts necessary.

In April 2013, the European Commission will present its final monitoring report on Croatia, 
focused on chapters 8, 23 and 24 as well as the 10 afore-mentioned key priorities. 
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Lastly, Ms CAS-GRANJE assured the JPC participants that the European Commissions would 
continue monitoring Croatia's progress to ensure implementing acquis by the date of accession. 

Mr Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ underlined how lengthy and complex the accession and especially 
monitoring process was. This is due to the fact that Croatia was the first candidate to undergo 
monitoring before accession. However, the monitoring process and the successful results have 
proven to be good for Croatia. An Action Plan with 51 measures was devised by the Croatian 
government to comply with commitments stemming from the previous monitoring report. In reply 
to the current monitoring report, Mr MARUŠIĆ emphasised that with regards negotiating chapter 
8, the privatisations of shipyards are going on. As for the chapters 23 and 24, he emphasised that 
Croatia will make its utmost to fully comply with rule of law. Concerning the fight against 
corruption, he underlined the judiciary track-record established by high-profile prosecutions. 
Croatia also makes progress with regard to implementation of a law on preventing conflict of 
interest, namely nominating people to the supervisory board in charge of this matter. A working 
group deals with the question of building border crossing posts with Bosnia & Herzegovina to 
comply with EU acquis and future Schengen obligations. Measures against illegal immigration, 
trafficking of people and of goods are being put in place.  As regards the ratification of the 
Accession Treaty of Croatia, 16 national parliaments of EU Member States, incl. Luxembourg on 9 
October, have ratified. Up to seven more parliaments could ratify the treaty by the end of 2012, 
depending on the complexity of decision-making of each country. Lastly, he said that there should 
be no major obstacles to ratification by all Member States before the scheduled accession on 1 July 
2013.

Mr HÖKMARK commented that we all need to ensure that the ratification continues as foreseen.

Mr Andreas D. MAVROYIANNIS expressed his condolences to the Croatian delegation on the 
passing away of Boris Šprem, Speaker of the Croatian Parliament on 30 September. He expressed 
his pleasure at attending the JPC meeting. Preparations for accession were continuing. Enlargement 
was a key priority for the Cypriot Presidency of the Council of the EU, in order to keep the 
credibility of and maintain the transformative power of the EU enlargement policy. The annual 
Council Conclusions will be adopted in December on the basis of the Commission Communication 
on enlargement strategy. As acceding country, Croatia is an observer in the work of the EU.
Furthermore, He underlined that smooth ratification is expected by 1 July. Council attached high 
importance to monitoring of Croatia before accession. However, further efforts are needed. In June 
the Council received from Croatia an update on the obligations stemming from the Stabilisation
and Association Process. In this context, he underlined the need to improve administrative capacity. 
Regional cooperation was crucial, which was why he welcomed Croatia's commitment not to use 
bilateral issues as an obstacle in further EU enlargement in the region. Croatia stands as a success 
role-model for the rest of the Western Balkans region. He recognised that the bar for Croatia's 
accession was raised very high. Council counted on the cooperation with the European Parliament
as well as Croatia.  Croatia is already associated in the negotiations in the Council on the draft 2013 
budget and the Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) 2014-2020.

Mr HÖKMARK underlined the regional importnace of the enlargement. He emphasised that even 
with 28 Member States, solutions can be found easier than within a smaller club of states.

With regard to the perceived enlargement fatigue in the EU, Mr Andrej PLENKOVIĆ recalled that 
Croatia has been undergoing an unprecedented rigorous process of accession and monitoring. This 
process transformed the political, social, economic ways of the country. The referendum on EU
accession was positive in Croatia. On the other hand, this would have been a risky undertaking in 
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some EU Member states in the current situation. The economic criteria were fully met by Croatia 
and this in the context of the financial and economic crisis in the EU. Regional development was
very important, which is why the Croatian government attaches great importance to use of cohesion 
and other EU funds in poorer regions. This would be a good subject for public discussion in 
Croatia. Strengthening of administrative capacity, as mentioned by previous speakers, was a never-
ending task. With regard to the JPC meeting in Zagreb in May 2012, he described the Commission 
to speaking softly, but meaning serious business - in reference to insistence of shipyards´ current 
privatisations. Preparations for Schengen accession were ongoing. Translation of acquis needs to be 
indeed finalised before accession. However, he decried the fact that Croatia started to receive 
financial aid to this process only since 2010. Concerning the ratification process, he mentioned that 
11 countries have ratified so far. Most of them were the Member States from the last enlargement
waves, showing understanding with the difficulty of the accession process originating from their 
recent experience.

In reply to Mr HÖKMARK´s question on whether there were any problems with ratification 
process, Mr Mavroyiannis mentioned that some Member States in the Council wished to link the 
monitoring process with the on-going ratification, however progress had been made and Member
States did not insist on this relation anymore. 

Ms Tanja FAJON underlined the importance of Croatia's accession for Slovenia at political, 
economic, people-to-people level, as well as for the stability and cooperation of the region.
She underlined the progress made by Croatia, as per the current monitoring report, however also 
emphasised the necessity to make further improvements. In terms of maintaining of good 
neighbourly relations, she reminded the importnace of resolving the succession issues in parallel 
with and before the accession of Croatia. She asked the Commission representative whether the 
need to comply with succession agreement of 2001 was an obligation covered by negotiating 
chapter 4. 

In reply to the question, Ms CAS-GRANJE said that she could not establish the link.

In the subsequent debate, participants exchanged views on the support of public to enlargement in 
Croatia and the EU; the different taxation regimes in Croatia, EU and Switzerland; assessments of 
possibility of delays of ratification process; the declaration by the Croatian parliament on 
promotion of EU values in the region; EU support to its Members States and Croatia in the area of 
border controls.

Several Members pleaded the Commission to present the current monitoring report in a more 
positive light because media have had mainly taken up the negative tone of the remaining 
challenges ahead. Members of the EP delegation had urged the EU as a whole to make sure that 
there will be no delays in ratification. The rapporteur of the EP Foreign Affairs Committee, Mr 
ROUČEK emphasised the latter point, nevertheless added that Croatia must maintain its reform
pace in the following areas: fight against and prevention of corruption and organised crime, rule of 
law and administrative capacity, as well as use of EU funds in a strictly legal way.

Mr HÖKMARK concurred with the previous remarks and asserted that the monitoring report 
should be read positively as we are not trying to hide the challenges unlike in case of the 2007 
enlargement. He perceived the political will of the current and previous Croatian governments to 
deal with these issues as genuine.
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Replying to the critical remarks towards the negative tone of the Commission's current monitoring 
report, Ms CAS-GRANJE quoted the report which stated that Croatia "... will become a Member of 
the European Union on 1 July 2013, ...". Moreover, she emphasised that the monitoring
methodology was devised exactly not to repeat the experience of post-accession monitoring of 
Romania and Bulgaria. She confirmed that in spring 2013, the Commission will deliver its final 
monitoring report as obliged by the Accession treaty. Furthermore, she clarified that Croatia was
actually not asked to comply with the Schengen acquis yet. Croatia had only to apply the EU 
legislation related to border management as such.

Mr HÖKMARK repeated that he is a strong supporter of the Croatia's accession and appreciated 
the transparent and honest dealing with issues ahead of the accession, as highlighted in the 
monitoring report.

Speakers: Ms Alexandra CAS-GRANJE (European Commission ), Mr Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ 
(Croatian Government), Mr Andreas D. MAVROYIANNIS, Council of the EU), Mr Andrej 
PLENKOVIĆ (JPC Co-Chair, Sabor, MP) , Mr Gunnar HÖKMARK (JPC Co-Chair, MEP), Ms 
Tanja FAJON (JPC 1st Vice-Chair, MEP) , Mr Igor KOLMAN (Sabor, MP), Ms Petra 
KAMMERVERT (MEP), Mr Davor Ivo STIER (Sabor, MP), Mr Jaroslav PAŠKA (MEP), Mr 
Bernd POSSELT (MEP), Mr Libor ROUČEK (MEP; AFET rapporteur); Mr Gordan 
JANDROKOVIĆ (Sabor, MP).

4.    2013 EU Budget & Multiannual Financial Framework 2014-2020: state of play

Mr Jozo RADOŠ, as the first speaker on behalf of the Croatian delegation, introduced the subject-
matter by informing the JPC participants that Croatia's deficit was in 2,9%, in line with the 
Maastricht criteria. Rating agencies had upgraded Croatia's state bonds to a stable outlook recently.
Growth was driven lately by the public spending. A change was needed - competition must provide
for the stimuli for a sustainable growth of economy.
As an acceding state, Croatia was invited and accepted to participate in the European semester. In 
2013, Croatia should contribute with 250 million euro to the EU budget which was equal to 1 % of 
Croatian GDP. The deficit would increase by 1 % as a result. Nevertheless, this would offset by the 
provision of EU structural funds.
Moreover, he appreciated the participation of Croatia in the negotiations on Multiannual Financial 
Framework for 2014-2020 ("MFF").  He underlined several issues that Croatia has raised during 
those negotiations. Firstly, Croatia had joined the "Friends of Cohesion", a club of Member States 
opposing cuts in the cohesion funds. These cuts would result in a lower financial contribution to the 
country. Over the projected period, Croatia could receive approx. 1,5 billion euro which was equal 
to 8% of Croatian budget. At the same time, Croatian contribution to the EU budget would have 
been at the rate of 5 % of its annual budget.
In addition, Croatia is in favour of taxation of financial transactions. The Employment Pact signed 
by the European Council in June that year might have been undermined by a decreased financing 
thought MFF throughout Europe. He furthermore, welcomed the increased financing by the 
European Investment Bank directed towards support to small and medium enterprises and the
energy efficiency measures. 
He concluded by emphasising that Croatia passed a law improving the investment climate in the 
country recently.

Mr Andrej PLENKOVIĆ added that according to the draft report on MFF discussed in the EP 
Budgets Committee, 94 % of financing from MFF was actually investments.
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Mr Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ said that Croatia was grateful her inclusion in the MFF negotiations, for the 
first time. Adequate financing and solidarity amongst Member States will be needed for transport 
infrastructure as well as border management.

Speakers: Mr Jozo RADOŠ (Sabor, MP), Mr Andrej PLENKOVIĆ (JPC Co-Chair, Sabor, MP), Mr 
Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ (Croatian Government).

5.    The State of the European Economy

Ms Ildikó GÁLL-PELCZ, as the first speaker on behalf of the EP delegation on this item, 
highlighted the importance of the Commission's monitoring report. However, the critical points 
could have been cleared already earlier. She briefly mentioned the prominent role of enlargement, 
and especially accession talks with Croatia, played during the Hungarian Presidency of the Council 
of the EU in first half of 2011. As the EU has to withstand the demographic, social, economic 
crises, she has to be re-born. But in the process of doing so, pressures to divide Member States 
amongst different groups should be resisted. At the same time, new regulatory financial measures 
should be implemented, including the tax on financial transactions and fighting tax evasion. 
Proposal had been made towards a banking union; however there was a long way to achieve this 
objective. The current financial crisis had provided room for a paradigm shift. Supervisory 
mechanism and authorities have been established and must be strengthened. She highlighted the 
fact that tourism represents 25% of GDP revenues in Croatia, whereas only 10% on average in 
Europe. She concluded by underlining the role of small and medium enterprises for economy as 
they usually make up for 80 % of employed labour in the EU.

Mr HÖKMARK complemented her remarks by emphasising the role of the EU as the biggest 
economy, in comparison with the US and China. Moreover, he urged the EU to mobilise its 
resources through more competition and to avoid disintegration.

Speakers: Ms Ildikó GÁLL-PELCZ (MEP), Mr Gunnar HÖKMARK (JPC Co-Chair, MEP).

The JPC meeting was adjourned at 18:05 on 10 October.

The JPC meeting resumed on 11 October at 09.00 with its second working session chaired by Mr 
Andrej PLENKOVIĆ, Chair of the Croatian delegation.

6. Political developments in South-East Europe 

In his introductory remarks on behalf of the Croatian government, Mr Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ stated 
that Croatia's upcoming accession is a positive example for the Western Balkans´ region. Croatia is 
prepared to help other countries in this process by means of training of experts in her Centre of 
Excellence and the translation of acquis thanks language proximity. Several conferences and 
seminars were and would be organised with participants from the regions. Additional support 
would be provided to Bosnia and Herzegovina ("BiH") in terms of export of its products to Croatia.
A dialogue between BiH and Croatia with the European Commission on border management was
ongoing.
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As the first speaker on behalf of the EP delegation on this item, Mr POSSELT provided an 
overview of current EU relations with the region. He highlighted the contribution of Hungary to the 
EU's enlargement policy in the region. 
He highlighted the personal contribution of Commissioner Füle to the enlargement policy. 
There are several efforts at cooperation between EU, NATO, US, and OSCE, etc. Nevertheless, 
there are negative influences in the region, such as radical Islam, which is not traditionally there.
He criticised Turkey for asking Kosovo to renounce Skanderberg as national hero, due to his 
resistance to Ottoman Empire.
Russia has traditional influence over Montenegro and Serbia, however sometime their power is 
being abused. 
He emphasised that conditionality must be equally applied to Serbia and Albania.
As for the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, there was good progress achieved internally 
as well as in relations to its neighbours. He expressed his confidence that the Council will agree to 
opening of accession negotiations in December. 
On the EU mission "EULEX Kosovo", he evaluated their performance as miserable, because of 
lack of effective operational results and a big budget spent.
Furthermore, Serbia should be approached pragmatically with President Nikolic at its head.
He was critical of the non-implementation of accords between Serbia and Kosovo.
Bosnia and Herzegovina was presented with bigger chances now that Croatia would become a 
Member State, esp. for the cross-border contacts. However, the federal-level government did not 
function yet. 

On behalf of the Croatian delegation on this item, Mr STIER focused in his remarks on the 
question of how to bring about a positive momentum towards further enlargement in the Western 
Balkans. He reaffirmed the need for respect of accession criteria. However, this movement must be 
motivated and assisted by the EU too. A new political agreement is necessary in the EU in this 
sense. Contributions can be made by countries that have been involved in settlement of border 
disputes, such as the Brdo process (Croatian-Slovenian border dispute), and those neighbouring the 
region.

According to Ms FAJON, as the second speaker on behalf of the EP delegation, there is danger of a 
lull before the next country from the region can accede to the EU after Croatia. However, we 
cannot afford to lose confidence of the population in the region of the genuine European 
perspective. Despite "bridges built" towards the region from the EU, more work was needed. 
Croatia would be pivotal in this respect. She dedicated a special concern to BiH and the upcoming 
conference on the country in order to work harder to make the federal government functional. 
Moreover, Serbia was expected to work more on its accession towards EU. However President 
Nikolic was focusing on Kosovo instead. With regard to the Former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia, the next year should be crucial for the country as they had received 4th positive 
recommendation from the Commission in a row. Moreover, Ms FAJON drew attention to the 
continued concern over persistence of organised crime, poverty, unemployment and corruption in 
Kosovo. 
Lastly, she decried that Council is debating the possibility of reversing of visa-free regime for the 
region, which would be unfortunate for the people there.

Mr HÖKMARK was critical of the politicians setting agenda and drawing media attention with 
their remarks of "enlargement fatigue". He posed a theoretical question on how the EU and Europe
would have looked like without the enlargement policy and its transformative power. According to 
him the previous rounds of enlargement had been a fantastic success. On the other, the conflicts of 
the 1990s in Western Balkans should be a cause for "fatigue" rather the EU enlargement. 
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He mentioned several countries that had in the past or still were drifting away from European 
values, such as Ukraine, Georgia, Moldova, Russia and some Western Balkans countries. These 
countries need clear vision of European perspective. 

Mr MATUŠIĆ emphasised the role of Croatia as a stabilising element in the Western Balkans. 
However, he expressed worries about the future of BiH as well as the denial of genocide by 
President of Serbia Nikolic. In BiH, there is still lack of acceptance of the fact the county was made 
up of 3 different peoples. Furthermore, he criticised the negligible amount of returned refugees to 
Republika Srpska. According to him, Serbia was not able to join NATO due to her own decision.
Mr RADOŠ pointed out that EU peacekeeping should be strategically oriented toward Union's
adjacent regions, notwithstanding the fact that its main forces were deployed in Africa. He re-
emphasised that Croatia would not use bilateral issues to block accession of further countries to the 
EU.
Moreover, Mr RADOŠ as well as Mr PLENKOVIĆ expressed their concern over the dysfunctional 
politics in BiH.

Several Members of the Croatian Delegation (JANDROKOVIĆ, BOŽINOVIĆ, TIRELI, and
KOLMAN) were concerned about the lack of European perspective for the neighbouring countries. 
Some of them started to turn to other centres of power, such as Russia, in case of Serbia. EU must 
overcome its enlargement fatigue and fill in the political vacuum. 
Mr PLENKOVIĆ underlined the fact that the new methodology used in case of Croatia was being 
used also in negotiations with Montenegro. However, he criticised the EU for failing to open 
accession negotiations with the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. He once more 
denounced the lack of progress at the federal level of the Bosnian government.

Speakers: Mr Hrvoje MARUŠIĆ (Croatian Government), Mr Bernd POSSELT (MEP), Mr Davor 
Ivo STIER (Sabor, MP),  Ms Tanja FAJON (JPC 1st Vice-Chair, MEP), Mr Gunnar HÖKMARK
(JPC Co-Chair, MEP), Mr Frano MATUŠIĆ (Sabor, MP), Mr Jozo RADOŠ (Sabor, MP),  Mr 
Andrej PLENKOVIĆ (JPC Co-Chair, Sabor, MP), Mr Gordan JANDROKOVIĆ (Sabor, MP), Mr 
Davor BOŽINOVIĆ (Sabor, MP), Mrs Nansi TIRELI (Sabor, MP), Mr Igor KOLMAN (Sabor, 
MP).

7. Adoption of Joint Recommendations 

The Draft Joint Recommendations was adopted (see Annex).

8. Any other business

No other business was discussed.

9. Date and place of the next meeting

It was decided that the 17th (last) meeting of the JPC would take place on 29-30 April 2013 in 
Croatia, preferably in Split (confirmed at a later stage).

The meeting was closed at 11:00.
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EU - CROATIA JOINT PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE

16th Meeting
10-11 October 2012, Brussels

JOINT RECOMMENDATIONS

The Joint Parliamentary Committee, in accordance with Rule 3 of its Rules of Procedure and 
Article 116 of the EU-Croatia Stabilisation and Association agreement, addressed the following 
recommendations to the Stabilisation and Association Council and to the institutions of the 
Republic of Croatia and of the European Union:

1. Welcomed the ratification of Croatia’s Accession Treaty by 16 parliaments of the EU Member 
States so far and called for its timely completion in all remaining Member States in order that 
Croatia joins the European Union on 1 July 2013.

2. Welcomed the European Commission’s positive Monitoring report on Croatia's accession 
preparations, which highlighted key aspects in the fulfilment of the EU accession criteria; 
encouraged the Croatian Government to continue working in line with the European 
Commission’s recommendations during forthcoming nine months prior to the accession. 

3.  Took note of the Croatian Government's efforts to deal with the economic crisis, in particular 
of the Government's strong commitment to fiscal consolidation; reiterated the importance of 
maintaining the momentum of economic and political reform and of further sustained efforts in 
order to generate stronger growth, new jobs and increase investments in line with actions 
undertaken by the EU to tackle the economic and financial crisis.

4. Stressed the need to continue the reforms in key areas such as competition policy, judiciary 
and fundamental rights as well as justice, freedom and security, with focus mainly on the fight 
against corruption, thus setting a positive example for the South-Eastern European region; called 
for addressing limited number of outstanding issues in other chapters.

5. Underlined the importance of enhancing governance and administrative capacity of central 
institutions as well as regional and local structures, in order to be able to fully meet the 
obligations of membership and efficiently coordinate European affairs as well as to effectively 
implement EU funds after the accession; recalled the importance of strengthening the role of the 
Croatian Parliament in the scrutiny of the EU legislation and policies; welcomed the engagement 
of Croatian observers in the European Parliament.

6. Emphasised the importance of Croatia's continued efforts in resolving the outstanding issues 
with neighbouring countries significant in view of the future accession of candidate countries 
from the region.

HHRRVVAATTSSKKII
SSAABBOORR
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