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Amendment  1 

Helmut Scholz, Marie-Christine Vergiat 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group 

 

Report A7-0321/2012 

Vital Moreira 

Trade and economic relations with the United States 

2012/2149(INI) 

Motion for a resolution (Rule 157(4) of the Rules of Procedure) replacing non-legislative 

motion for a resolution A7-0321/2012 

European Parliament resolution on trade and economic relations with the United States 

The European Parliament, 

– having regard to the Joint Statement of the EU-US Summit issued on 28 November 2011
1
 

and the Joint Statement of the EU-US Transatlantic Economic Council (TEC) issued on 

29 November 2011
2
, 

– having regard to the bipartisan letters of 22 February 2012, from 20 US Senators, and of 

14 May 2012, from 51 Members of the US House of Representatives, to US President 

Barack Obama, 

– having regard to the ‘Interim Report to Leaders’ of 19 June 2012 from the HLWG
3
, 

– having regard to the conclusions of the European Council of 28-29 June 2012, as well as 

the ‘Compact for Growth and Jobs’ annexed thereto
4
, 

– having regard to its legislative resolution of 7 July 2010 on the Council position at first 

reading for adopting a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on novel 

foods, amending Regulation (EC) No 1331/2008 and repealing Regulation (EC) 

No 258/97 and Commission Regulation (EC) No 1852/2001
5
, 

– having regard to its legislative resolution of 5 July 2011 on the proposal for a regulation of 

the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2001/18/EC as regards 

the possibility for the Member States to restrict or prohibit the cultivation of GMOs in 

their territory
6
, 

– having regard to its earlier resolutions, in particular the resolution of 1 June 2006 on 

                                                 
1 http://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_data/docs/pressdata/EN/foraff/126389.pdf  
2 http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2011/november/tradoc_148385.pdf  
3 http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2012/june/tradoc_149557.pdf 
4 http://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_data/docs/pressdata/en/ec/131388.pdf  
5 OJ C 351 E, 2.12.2011, p. 174. 
6 Texts adopted, P7_TA(2011)0314. 
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EU-US transatlantic economic relations
1
, of 22 May 2007 on Global Europe – external 

aspects of competitiveness
2
, of 19 February 2008 on the EU’s strategy to deliver market 

access for European companies
3
, of 5 June 2008 on implementing trade policy through 

efficient import and export rules and procedures
4
, of 9 July 2008 on the World Trade 

Organisation disputes between the European Union and the United States on alleged 

subsidies to Airbus and Boeing
5
, of 5 February 2009 on enhancing the role of European 

SMEs in international trade
6
, of 11 November 2010 on the forthcoming EU-US Summit 

and the Transatlantic Economic Council
7
, of 6 April 2011 on the future European 

international investment policy
8
, of 27 September 2011 on a New Trade Policy for Europe 

under the Europe 2020 Strategy
9
, of 17 November 2011 on the EU-US Summit of 

28 November 2011
10
, and of 13 December 2011 on trade and investment barriers

11
, 

– having regard to the Joint Statement of the 72nd Interparliamentary Meeting of the 

Transatlantic Legislators’ Dialogue (TLD) held in Copenhagen on 9-10 June 2012 and in 

Strasbourg on 11 June 2012, 

– having regard to Articles 207(3) and 218 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European 

Union, 

– having regard to Rule 48 of its Rules of Procedure, 

– having regard to the report of the Committee on International Trade (A7-0321/2012), 

A. whereas the EU and the US are each-others main trading partners, the two economies 

together accounting for about half of the global economic output and nearly a third of 

world trade flows, making it the largest economic relationship in the world; 

B. whereas the economic relationships between the EU and the US are already deeply 

integrated through large flows of trade and investment (with a bilateral trade volume of 

EUR 702.6 billion, and a bilateral investment stock valued at EUR 2.394 trillion, in 2011); 

C. whereas the lack of adequate financial market regulation in both the US and the EU has 

enabled the financial crisis to spread rapidly from the US to the EU economy, leading to 

the terrible consequences which most EU Member States, but also American people and 

many other nations around the world, are facing today, including a huge increase in 

unemployment and poverty; 

D. whereas the negative growth rates experienced in many Member States are related to the 

very strong links between their financial sectors and the US financial sector, and whereas 

                                                 
1 OJ C 298 E, 8.12.2006, p. 235. 
2 OJ C 102 E, 24.4.2008, p. 128. 
3 OJ C 184 E, 6.8.2009, p. 16. 
4 OJ C 285 E, 26.11.2009, p. 1.  
5 OJ C 294 E, 3.12.2009, p. 33. 
6 OJ C 67 E, 18.3.2010, p. 101. 
7 OJ C 74 E, 13.3.2012, p. 1. 
8 OJ C 296 E, 2.10.2012, p. 34. 
9 Texts Adopted, P7_TA(2011)0412. 
10 Texts Adopted, P7_TA(2011)0510. 
11 Texts Adopted, P7_TA(2011)0565. 
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US-based financial speculation continues to threaten the survival of the euro; 

E. whereas it is mainly the EU’s economic relations with other actors that have ensured that 

the crisis has not been even worse; 

F. whereas, more than ever, the EU needs to diversify its economic relations with other 

countries and regions that are more respectful of the values of the EU and of international 

law, and should contribute to the building of a more balanced and multi-polar world, in 

which political power can establish fairer trade rules and exert due control over the 

financial sector and transnational corporations; 

G. whereas the private sector in the US has expressed its intention to make Europe a priority 

in US trade policy, and whereas private stakeholders in both the EU and the US have 

shown support for an ambitious and comprehensive agreement, without due regard for the 

interests of citizens from both sides and the necessary balance in the global economy; 

H. whereas, according to an ILO study (Block, Berg, Roberts (2003), ‘Comparing and 

Quantifying Labour Standards in the United States and the European Union’), labour 

standards in the EU are higher than in the US, in particular in the areas of working time, 

paid time off, occupational safety and health, employee involvement, and changes of 

ownership, while the only standards that are higher in the US than in the EU are those 

addressing minimum wages and collective bargaining; 

I. whereas the destruction of social rights and public services throughout Europe, with the 

crisis as a pretext, is being used to impose the same standards in Europe as those existing 

in the US, probably to prepare the way for a destructive transatlantic market place; 

J. whereas the US continues to refuse to join forces with the EU to fight climate change in a 

United Nations framework; 

K. whereas legislation has been introduced in the US Congress aimed at preventing the 

inclusion of US airlines flying to or from EU in the EU carbon trading scheme; 

L.  whereas the HLWG did not consult with trade unions, consumer protection organisations, 

farmers’ associations, environmental organisations, civil rights experts, academic 

institutions or civil society in general; 

M. whereas no social and environmental impact assessment study on a potential EU-US trade 

agreement has been produced by the Commission; 

N.  whereas the bilateral relations between the US and the EU are unbalanced, giving 

excessive importance to the Transatlantic Business Dialogue (TABD) while the 

Transatlantic Labour Dialogue (TALD) was convoked only once and was never given due 

importance; whereas the Transatlantic Environment Dialogue established in 1998 was 

dismantled as a request of the US administration; 

O.  whereas the bipartisan letters sent to the US President by US Senators and Members of the 

US House of Representatives pointed out that simply eliminating tariffs between the US 

and EU could increase US goods exports to the EU by 17 % over the next five years; 
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P.  whereas, in its relations with the wider world, the EU should uphold and promote its 

values and interests and contribute to the protection of its citizens; whereas it should 

contribute to peace, security, sustainable development of the Earth, solidarity and mutual 

respect among peoples, free and fair trade, the eradication of poverty and the protection of 

human rights, in particular the rights of the child, as well as to the strict observance and 

development of international law, including respect for the principles of the United 

Nations Charter; 

1. Calls on the EU to contribute with all its partners to establishing economic and trade 

cooperation making it possible to maintain and promote high social and environmental 

standards, public services and economic and cultural diversity, and therefore rejects the 

proposal to establish a free trade agreement (FTA) between the EU and the US or a 

‘transatlantic market place’;  

2. Considers that the EU should not concentrate mainly on its relations with the US, but 

should promote a fair multilateral trade system with other regions and partners in the 

world that share similar views about development, the environment, democracy (including 

economic democracy), cultural diversity and respect for international law; 

3. Calls for close cooperation between the EU, the US and other partners, both bilaterally 

and within international bodies, to overcome the current economic crisis, establishing 

adequate regulation of the financial system and laying the ground for a sustainable and 

inclusive economic system; 

4. Welcomes discussions between the EU and the US on how to foster financial stability, but 

rejects the recommendations of the Interim Report of the HLWG, which focus mainly on 

market access and the establishment of a comprehensive FTA, including an ambitious 

reciprocal market opening in goods, services and investment; 

5. Recalls that the US market is a very closed market as regards public procurement, and a 

very protectionist one as regards agriculture, and calls on the Commission to reduce the 

imbalance in these areas, without the need for an FTA;  

6. Stresses the importance of continuing the transatlantic dialogues in fields such as 

environmental health and animal protection standards, food safety, cultural diversity, 

labour rights, consumer rights, financial services, public services and geographical 

indications, and of establishing and convoking dialogues between trade unionists and 

social movements, local authorities, consumer organisations, environmental organisations 

and SMEs, instead of focusing on the recommendations of the TABD, which only 

represents corporate interests and investors; 

7. Stresses that the protection of geographical indications in bilateral agricultural trade will 

be a key issue, in which significant progress will be possible if both parties approach the 

matter in a constructive spirit of compromise; considers that the protection of 

geographical indications is a key component that is directly related to the agricultural 

market; supports the complete cancellation of export refunds in EU-US agricultural trade; 

8. Considers that the average tariffs on transatlantic trade in goods are sufficiently low and 

allow a high level of trade between the two partners, and that the potential economic 
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benefits of reducing them even further would be far more limited than the possible 

negative effects on specific public policies on both sides;  

9. Supports the view that some non-tariff barriers (NTBs), consisting mainly of customs 

procedures and behind-the-border regulatory restrictions, could be reduced, but that other 

NTBs are fully justified as a means of protecting public health, the environment and a 

minimum of industrialisation; reiterates the need to fully respect the right of each side to 

regulate in a manner that ensures the protection of health, product safety and the 

environment at the level that each side deems appropriate, as well as to take into historical 

account transatlantic divergence on issues such as the planting of genetically modified 

organisms and certain questions regarding animal welfare; 

10. Emphasises that an alignment of some EU and US regulatory standards should be aimed 

at reaching the highest common standards, thereby also improving product safety for 

consumers and the protection of the environment;  

11. Welcomes the initiatives taken in the framework of the TLD to develop common 

standards in key areas of evolving technology, including nanotechnology, electric 

vehicles, smart grids and e-health; 

12. Calls on stakeholders to make full use of the HLWG’s call for concrete proposals to be 

submitted before the end of 2012 in order to address the impact of the regulatory 

differences that unnecessarily impede trade; urges stakeholders on both sides of the 

Atlantic to work together where possible to establish joint positions; 

13. Stresses that the EU and the US have extremely different definitions of public services 

and services of general economic interest; calls for greater cooperation in the exchange of 

best practices in order to improve transatlantic public-sector efficiency; recommends 

increased mutual dialogue on the future of cloud computing, as well as advances in and 

the production of electric vehicles; 

14 Calls for the restrictions on foreign ownership of US airlines to be reformed, and argues 

that the lack of reciprocity between EU and US rules in both maritime and air transport, as 

well as the ongoing imbalance between EU firms’ ability to undertake cabotage in the US 

market and US firms’ ability to do so here, is a hurdle that must be overcome in order to 

unlock the true potential of the transatlantic economic relationship; 

15. Affirms the significance of IPR in stimulating job and economic growth, and the 

importance, therefore, of ensuring that high standards are maintained for IPR protection 

and enforcement, while promoting the free flow of information and access to the internet; 

considers that any negotiations with the US on this matter must take into account 

Parliament’s rejection of ACTA; 

16. Recognises that unnecessary disparities and unduly burdensome regulatory standards 

constitute significant barriers to trade and that additional growth could result from dealing 

with such barriers; 

17. Reiterates, however, that wherever such disparities have arisen as a result of EU policies 

grounded in democratic, cultural and socio-economic principles, as in the case of data 
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protection, cloud computing and innovative food sectors such as GMOs and products from 

cloned animals and their descendants, this should be respected; 

18. Rejects extraterritorial laws and calls on the Commission and the Council to oppose them 

in all the competent international bodies; 

19. Calls for joint efforts to reduce military spending in order to free resources for concerted 

public investment strategies in the areas of sustainable and inclusive growth and decent 

work; 

20. Opposes the unilateral collection of data by the US authorities through multiple 

mechanisms such as PNR and Swift;  

21. Instructs its President to forward this resolution to the Council, the Commission, the 

governments and parliaments of the Member States, the US Congress and the US Trade 

Representative. 

Or. en 

 

 


