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PROCEDURAL PAGE

At its meeting of 1 December 2010, the Bureau of the ACP-EU Joint Parliamentary 
Assembly authorised its Committee on Political Affairs to draw up a report, pursuant 
to Rule 2(8) of its Rules of Procedure, the Impact of the Treaty of Lisbon on the ACP-
EU Partnership.

At its meeting of 17 March 2011, the Committee on Political Affairs appointed 
Raphael Mangouala (Gabon) and Mariya Nedelcheva, as co-rapporteurs.

The Committee on Political Affairs considered the draft report at its meetings of 17 
March, 5 October and 19 November 2011.

At the latter meeting, it adopted the accompanying draft motion for a resolution.

The following were present for the vote: ...

The resolution was tabled for adoption on ...
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION

on The Impact of the Treaty of Lisbon on the ACP-EU  Partnership

The ACP-EU Joint Parliamentary Assembly,

- meeting in xxxxx from 21 to 23 November 2011,

 having regard to Article 17(1) of its Rules of Procedure,

 having regard to the ACP-EC Partnership Agreement (‘Cotonou Partnership 
Agreement’),

 having regard to the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU),

 having regard to Article 208 of the TFEU,

 having regard to the report of the Committee on Political Affairs (ACP-EU/XXX),

A. whereas the ACP-EU Cotonou Partnership Agreement is still the best example of 
a comprehensive approach to cooperation whose added value must be safeguarded
and whereas this partnership should be strengthened rather than weakened by 
increasing its value as a mutual political commitment,

B. whereas the Treaty of Lisbon has brought changes in the operational manner in 
which the EU, through its European External Action Service (EEAS), now relates 
with the ACP group; whereas those changes, mainly the absence of an ACP unit 
within the EEAS and the internal structure of the new Directorate General for 
EuropeAid Development and Cooperation of the European Commission could be 
to the detriment of the special partnership with the ACP countries,

C. whereas the rise of the emerging economies, the shift in the balance of power  
within the international system and the increasing number of policy frameworks
such as the G-77 or the G24 have revealed the need to analyse how the ACP 
Group could best achieve its political and economic objectives in parallel with the 
policy framework provided by the EU-ACP relations,

D. whereas the ACP Group represents almost half the world's states but does not 
have a voice in global governance fora, such as the G-20, which exclude the 
poorest countries,

E. whereas although the support received from the EU has been vital, ACP countries 
must also embrace the opportunities offered by South-South cooperation and 
partnerships with the emerging economies of China, India and Brazil in order to 
capitalize on their huge markets as a means to trading out of poverty,

F. whereas the EU has developed regional strategies with each region of the ACP 
which are at different stages of development and, continuing the Cotonou 
tradition, two have evolved into joint strategies; whereas these strategies could 
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become three separately managed relationships when the Cotonou Partnership
Agreement expires in 2020,

G. whereas the future of the Cotonou Partnership Agreement will also be determined 
by the negotiations contributing to the next Multiannual Financing Framework for 
2014-2020,

H. whereas the difficult process of negotiating sub-regional Economic Partnership 
Agreements (EPAs) has further weakened ACP solidarity and damaged trust 
between the EU and its developing country partners,

1. Recalls that the Cotonou Partnership Agreement, which has just been revised for 
the second time, has as its primary objectives the eradication of poverty, the 
promotion of sustainable development and the gradual integration of ACP 
countries into the global economy;

2. Recalls that any subordination of development policy to foreign policy measures 
could jeopardize development objectives, which are medium and long-term and 
hence require continuity of action; stresses therefore that the link between these
two components must be guaranteed in order to ensure the general principle of 
consistency of the European Union's external activities;

3. Is of the view that the ACP Group needs to strengthen itself politically while the 
EU must be prepared to renew its partnership with ACP countries, taking it 
beyond the donor-recipient relationship;

4. Welcomes the appointment of an Ambassadorial Working Group on the Future 
Perspectives of the ACP Group after 2020;

5. Calls on the EU to strengthen intra-ACP cooperation between the different regions 
in areas such as food security, technology transfer, infrastructure, climate change 
and migration;

6. Believes that, ultimately, ACP countries need to enter into international 
partnerships that are in tune with their development aspirations and capacities; 
calls on the ACP countries to preserve their internal coherence when engaging 
with the emerging powers;

7. Shares the view that both the ACP and the EU are far from reaching the potential 
its privileged partnership offers in order to exert influence on issues such as the 
UN reform, reform of the World Bank and IMF, the G20, and the UNFCC 
negotiations;

8. Believes the ACP would be stronger as a bloc if it promoted its members’ 
common interests in the World Trade Organization since a stronger bloc could 
influence commodity prices and food prices, secure the protection of important 
markets and demand measures against European and US subsidies;
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9. Recalls that the three EU regional strategies for Africa, Caribbean and the Pacific 
Regions and the one for South Africa should aim at strengthening the key pillars 
of the ACP-EU Partnership as defined in the Cotonou Partnership Agreement;

10. Recalls that the ACP group could assert itself as a global player based on its 
collective human and natural resources, its historical links with the EU as well as 
its proximity to emerging economies.

11. Instructs its Co-Presidents to forward this resolution to the ACP-EU Council, the 
European Commission, the Commission of the African Union, and the Pan-
African Parliament.


