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Reply to questions 1, 2 and 3
By O. Schmidt, A. Imbaracaouane and A. Tapsoba
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The financial shockwaves in the United States antbfge are reverberating in the global
economy. The stark reality is that developing caastmust anticipate and prepare for a drop
in trade, remittances and domestic investments.e@ging countries face reduced export
demand and reduced access to trade credit. Matieof are suffering from other crises — the
food and fuel crises that have strained budgetsbhatahces of payments and raised inflation
and living costs. Developing countries can suffenais consequences from any prolonged
tightening of credit or sustained global econontaevslown.

The European Commission is concerned by the imphdhe turmoil in world financial
markets and the continued high prices of fuel aatif It will be crucial to maintain a focus
on support for sustainable growth, poverty reductod the achievement of the Millennium
Development Goals (MDGS).

The European Commission is committed to supportiigyeloping countries in their
achievement of the MDGs. In spite of progress made aid effectiveness structural
challenges remain. Many developing countries atefat from being able to achieve the
MDGs; even where positive growth has been achievetjuality is increasing within and
among those countries; public budgets are affdeyatdassive losses due to tax evasion.

The European Commission will continue to strongliyacate that all donors including the
EU itself will honour their commitment to reach gressively the target for ODA of 0.7

percent GNI by 2015 The EC will continue to plajeading role in development financing
and reaffirms its commitment to build its solidgritpon mutual accountability in a

partnership among equals; it strives for an amimtiooutcome of the forthcoming

International Conference on Financing for developime Doha The European Commission
will reemphasise policy coherence for developmentsbrengthening synergies between
internal and external policies in support of the G

The European Commission calls on all donors torjige budgetary expenditures and
revenues so that efforts to achieve the MDG comeritis are not curtailed in times when
partners need our support most and that all measaken at the global level to improve the
international financial system take full account thie needs of developing countries,
especially the poorest and most fragile.

The European Commission strongly declares to stnengall measures leading to more
effective aid. The coordination of aid programmethwther donors will allow decreasing of
transaction costs for the recipient countries. rigfittening of national and international
mutual accountability mechanisms, ensuring compigarg and coordinated donor activity,
increasing aid's value for money, focusing on aglihg results will help to support efficiency
and effectiveness of all measures to fulfil the MB@nmitments.

The negotiation calendar for Economic PartnershippeAments (EPAS) is unaffected by the
current financial crisis. However, the current mtgional financial system and any
consequent economic slowdown will affect the ACRntdes just as it is affecting all other
countries involved in the global economy.
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Economic history shows that small and closed ecee®r economies with weak economic
governance suffer disproportionately in a globalslown. EPAs can help the ACP countries
to face a crisis with greater confidence since thilynelp their economies diversify and help
establish larger and more stable ACP regional niswrke
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Reply to Question 6
By A. Van Lancker
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The Mid-term review guidelines will indeed refleat far as possible the Accra Agenda for
Action and include an invitation to the partner vy to keep their national parliaments
informed of the review process and of its resuiswever, while the Head of the EC
Delegation can sensitise his/her counterpart, bdisls no mandate to bypass the Government
of the Partner country. Article 35 of Annexe IVttee Cotonou Agreement clearly specifies
that the national authorising officer appointed thg Government of the partner country
represents it in all operations financed from thi@drresources managed by the Commission
and the European Investment Bank.

Similarly, the Cotonou Agreement (Article 17) does foresee a particular role for the Joint
Parliamentary Assembly in the programming and me\peocess. Article 4(5) of the {EDF
Implementing regulatidnforesees that the country strategy papers arefaeimformation to
the Joint Parliamentary Assembly at the same moeemthen they are submitted to the EDF
Committee for opinion. In the same way, the modife®untry and regional strategy papers
will also be sent to the Joint Parliamentary Assignidr information at the end of the mid-
term review process. Furthermore, it could be emged to send the Mid-term review
guidelines for information to the Joint Parliameptdssembly at the same moment when
they are transmitted to the EC Delegations anchparountries at the start of the mid-term
review process.

YEUOJL 152, 13.6.2007, p. 1.
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Reply to Question 8
By Johan Van Hecke
Within the framework of the 16™ JPA

The Commission has noted the growing concerns bekmgyessed in Africa about the
International Criminal Court (ICC) and the Africddgnion's appeal to the UN Security
Council to suspend the indictment of President AblEr on the basis of Article 16 of the
Rome Statuteln several African countries the governments anglaing the possibility of
suspending or preventing proceedings against iddals suspected or accused of crimes
falling under the ICC's jurisdiction, in the intste of peace and reconciliation. The African
Union has also expressed its concerns about a nurhlcases that have been referred to the
courts of certain EU Member States under natiomaklapplying the principle of universal
jurisdiction.

The European Union has discussed these questi@myopith its African Union partners,
most notably at the Yomeeting of the AU/EU Ministerial Troika on 16 Septber and at the
College-to-College meeting between the AU and Elth@dssions on 1 October 2008.

On these occasions the Europeans argued thatiacti®t had to be drawn between the
guestion of universal jurisdiction, which was a teabf national law, and the jurisdiction of
the ICC and other special international couftse ICC is intended to complement national
courts and prosecutes individuals only when natiawarts are unable to do so. The
Commission respects the impartiality and indepeodeft the national judicial systems and
the international courts.

The EU fully supports the ICC, the creation of whiwas a landmark for peace and
international justicelt welcomes the fact that 30 African countries pesty to the Rome
Statute and continually encourages its partnevgotix together to promote peace and justice,
which must go hand in hand.

It does not agree that the ICC discriminates ag&ifrtican States or leaderalthough it is

true that the individuals currently indicted by G happen to be African nationals, this is
largely because African States such as the Denmoé&apublic of Congo, Uganda and the
Central African Republic have themselves referheddases to the ICChese referrals are

the result of the generally very good cooperatietween the African States and the IQC.
should be remembered that Europeans are also stdjeternational criminal jurisdiction.

The EU fully supports the work of the Internatio@alminal Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia and has made cooperation with the sp€ciart by the Balkan States concerned a
specific condition for the association and accespi@cess for the countries of the Western
Balkans with the EU.

E N 6/20 AP100.445



Reply to question 10
By Alain Hutchinson
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The Decent Work Agenda has been firmly integratei ithe policy framework of EC
development cooperation. The European Commissierehtered into a Strategic Partnership
Agreement with the ILO in recognition of the imparte of labour market considerations as a
factor in promoting sustainable development andaksisting with the reduction of poverty.
The rationale for intensifying the collaborationtween the Commission and the ILO has
been the adoption by the Commission of the ILO'sddé Work Agenda. The Commission
has recently adopted two policy documents relatedhe Decent Work Agenda: the
Communication from DG Employment "Promoting decentk for all -The EU contribution
to the implementation of the decent work agendthénworld®. This Communication was
followed-up by a Commission Staff Working Docume(®BWD) prepared by DG
Development on "Promoting Employment through EU &epment Cooperation” which also
addresses the Decent Work Agefda.

One of the main aims of the SWD is to assist Deiega in the field to introduce the concept
of Decent Work into their political dialogue withe national administration concerned and to
bring Decent Work criteria to the table during p@gming negotiations and at other key
points such as the mid-term reviews.

Two points must be stressed. The Commission hantak board the Decent Work Agenda
but also supports the Paris Declaration and the adeaid effectiveness. This means that the
Commission regards the principle of ‘ownershipthmy beneficiary as an essential condition
for the success of EC development cooperation. ,Tuhere our partner ACP country brings
to the table a keen interest in promoting the idedecent Work, the Commission will
certainly be pleased to offer support and assistanc

However, experience has shown that the applicatiadhe Decent Work Agenda needs to be
adjusted to suit the level of development and #iqular conditions of the partner country
concerned. The second point, therefore, is thatewthie view of the ILO is that the four
pillars of the Decent Work Agenda are deeply imidated and cannot be pursued separately,
the Commission rather emphasises the importane@miing the Agenda in a way that best
suits the conditions in the partner country. Fomsocountries this would suggest that
employment creation is a priority while for otheoma developed countries the pillars of
social dialogue and social protection might be aered as the main focus.

The promotion of internationally-recognised corediar standards is an established objective
of the EU's trade agenda. This objective is inalude the Commission's mandate on a
systematic basis, although the provisions eventuatiuded in the final trade agreements are
the result of a negotiation with our partners. 8baspects are part of EPA negotiations and
the first comprehensive regional agreement, siguiéid the Caribbean on 15 October 2008,
includes a full chapter on these issues (Articled fo 196). This chapter contains strong
commitments, notably on the "right to regulate"t{@le 192) and the avoidance of "social

dumping" (Article 193). Trade agreements are n@&du® impose conditionalities or trade

sanctions. However, reflecting the partnership disien of EPAs, the Cariforum EPA

contains two mechanisms to monitor the implememtadif the provisions on social aspects: a

2 COM (2006) 249
3 SEC(2008) 2184
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general monitoring mechanism (part V - institutibpeovisions: Articles 227 to 232) and a
specific and detailed monitoring mechanism esthbtisn Article 195.

In other ACP regions, the social chapter is stilder negotiations in the context of the
transition from interim agreements to comprehensigional EPAs.
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Reply to Question 11
By Vittorio Agnoletto
Within the framework of the 16™ JPA

The Commission is currently preparing a series om@unications on medicines and
consumer protection policies in the European Un@ne of these is the Communication on
increasing protection against counterfeit or fakeditines entering the distribution chain of
medicinal products. It targets more specificallye tQuestions of false labelling, false
provenance and post-production falsification. leslmot deal with infringement of trademark
and patent law.

With regard to the use of the mechanisms in theeAgrents on Trade-Related Intellectual
Property Rights (TRIPS), provided for in the Dohgréement, by countries that do not
manufacture medicines, the European Union hasrpyldace the necessary instruments to
respond to countries that invoke such provisiolms2006, the European Parliament and the
Council adopted Regulation (EC) No 816/2006 on aaisgy licensing, which established a

common EU authorisation procedure for producing imeeds under compulsory licence

where these are intended for export. On 30 Nover@bér, the European Union deposited
the instruments of ratification of the Protocol amieg the WTO's TRIPS. Rwanda was the
first WTO member country to invoke the system ahgpailsory licences, but in an application

to a Canadian producer (application for 260 00Gretnbviral triple therapy tablets to treat

HIV). To date, no such application has been made iRurope.
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Reply to Question 12
By John Bowis
In the framework of the 16" JPA

Progress since the UN Convention was signed byEtm®pean Community on 30 March
2007, has largely concerned establishing an apatepinstitutional structure within which

the Convention can be implemented. Thus, the Cosioms' proposals to establish
procedures for the Conclusion of the Conventiontlie Declaration of Competencies and for
implementation were tabled in the relevant Counairking Group in September this year.

These proposals comprise a series of technicaigpomeg regarding the application of specific
Articles of the Convention and its optional Protidoathe following areas:

» procedure of conclusion (deposit of instrumentsahal confirmation and accession;
submitting amendments, possible denunciation);

» establishing a framework for the implementatiorthed Convention and the Protocol
(nomination of focal point, coordination mechanismmdependent mechanism,
nomination and election of expert for the Committefe Rights of Persons with
Disabilities, reporting etc..).

Setting out clear and unambiguous guidelines femtlanagement of these processes must be
done as early as possible. As the provisions ef @onvention fall within both the
Community sphere of competences and that of its MenStates; its ‘conclusion’ has
consequences for reporting as well as for the raong of compliance with the Convention.

The European Parliament will be invited to giveogmion.

On the specific points raised by the Honourable Memcertain Delegations have designated
contact persons for disability issues. It must bgplasised, however, that all Delegations
have staff responsible for social sector mattefeiosocial elements within other programmes
who would normally handle issues of disability. T@idance Note on Disability and
Development which would assist their work is cutiyennder revision and updating in order
to take account of the new international framewanldisability.

The composition of the EC internal monitoring boaliyi be decided upon by the Council

based on a proposal from the Commission. The Cosmomss fully aware of the interest and
wish to include a representative with competengmanding Humanitarian Emergencies and
Development Cooperation.
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Reply to Question 13
By Marie-Arlette Carlotti
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The European Commission is strongly committed tengfthening malaria control and

encouraged by the significant progress demonsthateduntries such as Zambia, Rwanda
and Ethiopia through expanded coverage with losgrg insecticidal nets and the

introduction of artemisinin-based combination tipgga. However, with nearly one million

children dying from malaria every year, there iginte for complacency.

The Commission is working with Member States to i funding and develop effective
ways to support our partner countries through theogean Programme for Action to
Confront HIV/AIDS, Malaria and Tuberculosis througixternal Action. In this context, the
European Union has recently launched an EU Agenda¢tion on MDGs with specific
priority actions and milestones, including increhseipport of €8 billion for health sector
support, which, among others, would be expectecbturibute to the provision of some 75
million more bed nets in Africa.

Our key channel for specific financing for malaisahe Global Fund to Fight AIDS, TB and
Malaria, where Europe collectively provides the onidy of financing, in total US$ 1.6 billion
in 2008, increasing from US$ 1.39 billion in 200he Commission itself has provided more
than €622 million to date, and has pledged additi&800 million for 2008-2010. As for
other donors, support from EU and the Commissiamoisspecifically earmarked for each of
the three diseases, this allocation is driven byatel of the recipient countries. However, in
2007, 24% of all financing from the Global Fund wasupport of malaria control. In 2008
and beyond, the Global Fund is expected to allosalbstantially more financing for malaria -
in the latest Round 8, its Technical Review Parad recommended financing for malaria
projects for US$ 1.62 billions

The EC is also supporting research on malaria k basic research and translational research
— to develop new interventions (vaccines, new drugstor control, etc.) through the
Framework Programme (FP) for Research, totallingentisan €100 million during thé"@P
(2002-2006), including around €35 million of thts $upport clinical testing of new malaria
drugs and vaccines in Africa, through support gilnthe Europe-Developing Countries
Clinical Trials Partnership (EDCTP). Under the prtsFP7 a similarly high level of research
support targeting malaria is envisaged.

In addition, we are making predictable and longemt financing available for our partner

countries through general budget support and MD@traots, a new financing modality,

which links disbursements to progress in MDG-relatedicators, and expands the
programming cycle from three to six years. Thesalatites are particularly relevant for

disease control and health, since they enable gesnd cover recurrent costs for basic health
service structures and health personnel.

The European Commission works closely together aiitth supports the initiatives of the Roll
Back Malaria Partnership, in particular we are imed in a good number of WHO-led global
coordination efforts on malaria vaccines and dragsl other such thematically defined
initiatives. The Commission currently does not jpdev financial support and has no
immediate plans to extend such support to the Baxtk Malaria Partnership.
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Reply to Question 14
By Marie Hélene Aubert
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The Commission is well aware that the people inRhaeific are probably more than in any
other region in the world economically and cultlyralependent on their natural environment.
At the same time they are particularly vulneraldecimate change and a wide range of
natural and man-made disasters.

The Commission has taken account of these fadts development cooperation policy vis-a-
vis the region. In 2006, the EU adopted its fingtrecomprehensive strategy for the Pacific
which put great emphasis on the so-called "bluesgréheme by drawing particular attention
to the sustainable management of natural resouaoes tackling global environmental
challenges.

Based on this document and the region's own cotperand integration goals ("Pacific
Plan"), the Commission has elaborated together thi¢hregion a response strategy for the
period 2008-2013. One of the two focal areas otrir@ntion identified is precisely
sustainable management of natural resources arehthi@nment. It is foreseen that a total of
€40 million from the 10 EDF Regional Indicative Programme (i.e. 42% of toéal
allocation) will be set aside for this area. Thepresents a considerable increase of funds
allocated to that purpose compared to the previmagramming period. Suggested activities
under this focal area comprise: improving the soatde use of resources, planning and
management systems at all levels, promoting ecasybased management and strengthening
the region's capabilities to fight illegal, unrefgar and unregulated (IUU) fishing.

On the bilateral level, the EC has concluded tliiiiskeries Partnership Agreements (FPAS) in
the Pacific, namely with Kiribati, Solomon Islandsd Micronesia. These FPAs promote the
establishment of policies aiming at well-managed sumstainable fisheries in third countries.
FPAs are also an important tool in combating IUghiing. They oblige the EU and Partner
Countries to co-operate in order to prevent andbainiUU fishing, in particular through
information exchange and administrative cooperation
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Reply to Question 4
By Jo Leinen
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The Commission is doing its utmost to ensure traresy and pro-actively communicate
about EPAs. It holds regular "civil society" delsate Brussels with a variety of stakeholders,
but it also organises seminars and meetings dota¢ level with Commission Delegations in
ACP countries. It is also encouraging its ACP pamnto associate civil society to the
negotiations. It has upgraded its e-mail alertesysand revamped its website to make it more
accessible and interesting for citizens, stakehsldad the media — including case studies and
success stories which will show how EPAs can mattéf@rence on the ground for economic
players and consumers.
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Reply to Question 5
By Glyn Ford
In the framework of the 16" JPA

Given the size and remoteness of many countri¢iseirPacific, development of the services
sector is important to their growth, as the coestthemselves have recognised. Goods trade
with the EU for most of the Pacific countries imiied. The EU and the Pacific countries also
agree that Aid for Trade is important in helpingr gartners take full advantage of the
opportunities that will be created by the EPA. Tdwmmmission is considerably increasing its
AfT for the Pacific, in particular in the contexft ¢he 10th EDF Regional Indicative
Programme. PACP countries have also expressed whelr that they should receive an
equitable share of EU Member States' trade-rekadsistance.

The EU's aim is to agree with the Pacific ACP caeston a comprehensive EPA in
accordance with the Cotonou provisions. The elesenit a comprehensive EPA consist of
trade in goods, trade in services, trade relatésk rincluding those relating to environment
and social issues, fisheries, a development cobperehapter, dispute settlement provisions
and provisions linked to the operation of the agrest (institutions, exceptions, final

provisions, etc.).

The Commission believes that services play an itaporrole in the development of all
Pacific countries. Transparent and predictablesrdita services and the establishment of
service providers contribute to a pro-business renment. This is important for the
development of any country. It helps to attract enowestment, leads to improvement of
infrastructure, to employment, the transfer of teatbgy and skills and in general generates
economic growth. Furthermore, the Pacific has hghitéd the importance of openings under
the EPA for the temporary movement of Pacific sernproviders to the EU.

While these areas where previously indicated asripriissues for the Pacific, they have
recently said that they are not ready, at thisestémy negotiate services and also some trade
related rules in the framework of a comprehensi?é& EA number of reasons were provided
for this including that the offer from the EU dicbtnmeet their expectations and that
negotiations about services with Australia and NEaland under the Pacific Agreement on
Closer Economic Relations (PACER) should be hetd. fi

The EU believes that we should continue our disonsson these important issues in the
framework of the EPA. We wish to discuss furthethvthe Pacific region the reasons for the
development in their position in order to seek arstl understanding of the way forward
which meets the development objectives of the agee¢ and respects the priorities of all
countries of the region. We also wish to exploteetlier negotiations between the EU and
Pacific should depend on progress in the regieg®tiations with other partners.
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Reply to Question 16

By Waven William (Seychelles)
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The mandate of the Centre for the Development @aéfprise, CDE, is to provide business
development services to ACP firms. It is therefaiey instrument of the EC support strategy
for the ACP private sector.

However, many recent studies have establishedlilsaB0 year old Centre is not efficient and
needs profound changes in its positioning, strestand functioning if it wants to play the
role it was created for. A special task force casipg representatives of the ACP countries
and EU Member States has been set up to look h@ardforms that need to be urgently
implemented.

This joint task force will examine all the issuesicerning the CDE future, including matters
relating to its budget. But there is a consensasttte CDE must reform first.
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Reply to question 7
By Mikel Irujo Amezaga
In the framework of the 16" JPA

Compared with the rest of Somalia, which has been by civil war for almost 18 years,

Somaliland may indeed seem a heaven of peace ahilitgt However, Somaliland is not

immune from criticism on corruption and on lack @émocracy, in particular for the

continued delay of the presidential elections. As®human rights situation is unsatisfactory,
in particular for the treatment of Gabooye ethnimanty, a sort of pariah between the
leading pastoralist clans, in favour of whom Amgdsternational issued an appeal.

Somaliland was a former British protectorate tha&cdme independent in 1960 and
simultaneously joined the former Italian colonySdmalia under the unified government of
Siad Barre. About the time when Siad Barre wastbvewn in 1991, Somaliland declared its
independence and since then has been strugglirydiematic recognition.

The international debate whether Somaliland shéw@dndependent from the chaos of the
south has been recently re-launched also becauke binited results of the ongoing Somalia
reconciliation process. This process started in428@d so far led to the so called Djibouti
Agreement, which was signed in August 2008 underatigis of the United Nations, and then
to the signature of a cessation of hostilities agrent on 26 October.

In the international debate about Somaliland inddpace the Commission is neutral. The
positions of the EU Member States under whose ctempe the question falls are mixed,
with Italy openly in opposition because "formeramtbl boundaries should not be redrawn".
The debate initiated in 2005 within the African Bmj has so far led to several visits from the
African Union to Somaliland - including contactsthvithe "government” - but failed to
produce a common position. Also the debate at thiged Nations is far from producing a
clear position.

The Commission therefore bases its relations widm&ia on the current legal status and
maintains the agreed position that Somalia shoeletldp a federal structure that provides for
regional autonomy.
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Reply to Question 9
By Ana Gomes
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The Commission has not addressed the two casesomethtin the question with Angolan
authorities in the context of the political dialegso far. Based on the specific information
presently available it does not seem to be justifeeraise these cases with the Government,
be it in the political dialogue or in another fortma@his does not exclude that action may be
considered, in close coordination with EU Membeat&t, if in future the situation so
requires.

AJPD is in a legal dispute with the Angolan auttiesi as regards the legality of its statute.
According to the available information, AJPD hagibevorking without a valid registration
for at least a year and apparently refuses to cpmvjih the requirements of the applicable
Angolan law. As far as the conformity of this lavitlwthe Angolan constitution is concerned,
this is an issue that must be examined in the eonfr$he ongoing legal proceedings and it is
not for the Commission to express a position. Waukhin particular await the position of the
Angolan Constitutional Court on this issue, whishclosely monitored by the Commission
and Member States through their representativesamda.

As to the second case, the information availabliasdoes not allow concluding that the trial
was not carried out in conformity with Angolan law with applicable international human
rights standards nor that charges against Mr Ledoewn relation with his activity as a
journalist. Therefore the Commission has not folynebntacted the Angolan authorities on
this specific case.
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Reply to Question 15
By Catherine Neris
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The European Commission has responded rapidlyeteffiects of the four successive tropical
storms - Fay, Gustav, Hanna and Ike - that havel&iti since August 2008. On 5 September
2008 the Commission, acting through its Directofaeneral for Humanitarian Aid (ECHO),
adopted an emergency decision allocating €2 milbbremergency aid to the victims. An
emergency decision granting €5 million for humangta assistance to the populations of
several countries in the region, including Haitasvadopted on 14 October 2008. These
emergency decisions are in addition to the humaaitaaid of €8 million already granted to
the people of Haiti for 2008. ECHO is also implerieg a disaster-preparedness programme
(DIPECHO) in the Caribbean under which the Reputilielaiti has received €1 million since
2007. The aim of the programme is to enhance p®oplality to prepare for and protect
themselves against natural disasters, and it demabed its effectiveness during the recent
hurricanes. In view of the scale of the countrysnhnitarian needs, the Commission has
decided to open an ECHO office in Haiti.

In addition, funds from the B envelope of thé"IBuropean Development Fund (EDF) will
become available as soon as the rehabilitatiorecmhstruction needs have been assessed.

It is now imperative that the authorities compléteir assessment of the damage. Experts
from the EU, the World Bank and the UNDP are cutyein Haiti to help the authorities with
their assessment. This visit follows an initial sms sent under the European Civil
Protection's Intervention Mechanism. It could seagea basis for a donor conference to
discuss reconstruction needs and implementatiorthef growth and poverty reduction
strategy. The question of food security and howewave farming should also be on the
agenda. Such a conference could take place indRePrince at the end of this year or the
beginning of next year.

Finally, the Commission will support the Haitian @onment's development agenda through
the Community Response Strategy developed joinyy the Haitian authorities, the
Commission and the Member States that are repessdénmtally. There is a budget of €291
million available under the fOEDF. The country strategy document is ready tsitpeed.

As regards the ACP-EU Natural Disasters Faciliy? fillion from the 8 EDF has been
committed for regional capacity-building to redube risks of disasters in the six ACP
regions. For the DEDF a figure of €180 million has been proposediisaster risk

reduction, primarily for the ACP-EU Natural Disast€acility. The Commission plans to
start programming these funds, together with th& AGuntries, as soon as possible. In doing
so, it will be guided by the forthcoming EU stratean reducing disaster risks in developing
countries (due at the beginning of 2009).
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Reply to Question 17
By Emanuel Jardim Fernandes
In the framework of the 16" JPA

The Cape Verde Country Strategy Paper and Natiowitative Programme under the™.0
EDF has set aside funds (€11.5 million) to suppgbdg implementation of the Special
Partnership.

The F' Cape Verde-EU Ministerial Troika Meeting of 27 Ma@08 indeed reaffirmed that
political cooperation will be a priority in the cext of the EU /Cape Verde Special
Partnership and a means to reinforce and deeperovbrll cooperation and relations
between the two parties.

The two parties undertook to maintain a dialogueespect of several political and diplomatic
priorities concerning the Western African regionl agreed to maintain close consultation on
issues such as, inter alia, migrations and devedopmcollective security, fight against
terrorism and illegal traffics (for example persp@arms, narcotics), in the context of the
institutional arrangements applicable to the Pastmp (ministerial meetings, high officials
meetings) and through the normal diplomatic chasnnel

The recent upgrade of the EC Delegation in Capel&aiill also facilitate the strengthening
and intensifying of such political dialogue.

Concerning the implementation of the Special Pastnp, in the few months since the
adoption in November 2007 of the Communication hy €ouncil, the Commission and the
Government of Cape Verde have worked on severalcésp

— Institutional arrangements: The parties agreedateelone ministerial meeting per year,
two meetings per year of the 'Groupe Technique Wei'SGTS), while meetings of the
'‘Groupe Local de Suivi' (GLS) are to be held ini&@rat least every three months. If
necessary, technical meetings of sub-groups o&ih® will be held.

Several meetings of the GLS and one meeting ofGA& have taken place already.
Special attention was paid to the establishmemnhabperational work plan that should be
ready in the beginning of 2009. This work plan ddospell out the specific actions
foreseen for 2009 within the framework of the Spké&lartnership, and should include
budgets, implementation calendars, responsiblées)tetc.

A ministerial troika took place in May 2008 and #re one will take place in 2009 in
order to assess the implementation of the Partipersh

— Partnership for Mobility. In December 2007, the &aean Council chose Cape Verde as
pilot country for the new 'Partnership for MobilityPfM), an initiative aiming at
strengthening and deepening international coomeraind dialogue with third countries in
the field of migrations in a comprehensive and hedéal manner. EU Member States are
called to contribute bilaterally to the Partnership

In the framework of the PfM, a first project of #iillion is currently being appraised.
This project covers mainly aspects concerning niigmaand return of migrant labourers.
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Cooperation with the outermost regions of the Edhiw the framework of the 'politique
de grand voisinage' (cooperation between the owsrmegions of the EU ('RUPS"
"régions ultrapériphériques”) and neighbouring dhaountries), the EC approved in
September 2007 the 'Programme de Coopération Tahosal Madere-Azores-Canaries
2007-2013' (PCT-MAC), successor of Interreg Il Bie implementing authority is the
Government of the Canary Islands. There are €64lBbbmavailable for the programme
from FEDER funds, of which €28.2 million are foreseen for pemtion with third
countries such as Cape Verde.

‘Comités de Concertation FEIFEDER' have been established and several cooiafinat
meetings have taken place among the implementatithority, the RUPs, the EC and the
authorities of Cape Verde, in order to facilitate use of FED-FEDER resources for the
specific purpose of cooperation RUPs-Cape Verde.

Finalization and approval of Country Strategy Pageat National Indicative Programme
for the 10" EDF: le CSP/NIPfor the 18" EDF for Cape Verde was signed on 4 August
2008. €51 million are foreseen for cooperatiorhviiape Verde within the framework of
the 10" EDF; €11.5 million are specifically allocated thet support of the special
Partnership. Two sectors of concentration are émes 1) poverty reduction, both in
urban and rural contexts (85% of the initial alkbma, through budgetary support); 2)
support to the development of the Special Partiergt/Cape Verde (totality of the
‘tranche incitative'). The identification of spéciprojects is currently underway.

* Fonds européen de développement regional
> Fonds européen de développemdatropean Development Fund
® Country Strategy Paper and National IndicativegPamme
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