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Subject: Petition 0939/2012 by Nicolas Caton (Belgian), on the Canada-EU Trade 
Agreement (CETA)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner voices concerns about the contents of the Canada-EU Trade Agreement 
(CETA) presently being negotiated. He says that it contains a rephrasing of the ACTA 
convention, which was recently rejected by Parliament. The curtailment of online freedom he 
finds particularly offensive. He suspects the European Commission of re-introducing the same 
principles through the back door, so to speak.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 14 November 2012. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 27 March 2013

The Commission fully respects the vote of the European Parliament on ACTA. The draft text 
on Intellectual Property Rights (IPRs) of the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement 
(CETA) between the EU and Canada is therefore being reviewed in the light of the position 
expressed by the European Parliament on ACTA.

 Regarding "digital rights" as well as any other IPRs provisions being negotiated between the 
EU and Canada, the Commission is carefully ensuring that they correspond as much as 
possible to the existing EU legislation, without exceeding it. In particular, the controversial 
ACTA provisions relating to internet service provider liability have been profoundly amended 
and are no longer similar to the ACTA text.  Moreover, all mandatory criminal IPR 
enforcement provisions have now been removed from the draft CETA text.
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The Commission reiterates that there is no agreed "CETA" text for the time being, and that 
there was certainly no such text at the time when the petitioner fled his petition. The 
Parliament has been kept regularly informed on the state of play of the CETA negotiations, 
including of the changes brought further to the rejection of ACTA by the Parliament. 
Negotiation documents (including the development of the chapter on intellectual property 
rights) have been shared on a regular basis to the INTA Committee of the European 
Parliament.

The petitioner appears to be basing his claim on a version of the (confidential) negotiating text 
which dates back January 2012 – i.e. from a time when ACTA had just been signed by the EU 
and 22 Member States and 6 months before the European Parliament denied its consent to 
ACTA. This text no longer accurately represents the state of play of the negotiations. As both 
the EU and Canada were in the process of ratifying ACTA at that time, it is not surprising that 
certain provisions of that version bore some resemblance with ACTA. In the meantime 
negotiations have moved along the lines described above, and the draft text has been adapted 
to take into account the concerns expressed by the European parliament during the debate on 
ACTA.


