
THURSDAY, 15 SEPTEMBER 2011

IN THE CHAIR: GILES CHICHESTER
Vice-President

1. Opening of the sitting

(The sitting opened at 09.00)

2. Famine in East Africa (debate)

President. −   The next item is the Commission statement on famine in East Africa.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, the European Commission
is of course deeply concerned about the food crisis in the Horn of Africa. The impact of
the region’s worst drought in 60 years is being felt most severely in southern Somalia,
north and eastern Kenya, and in the south-eastern pasturelands of Ethiopia. The drought
has led to livestock losses and crop failures, which have affected the livelihoods of millions
of people. The situation is made worse by insecurity, conflict in Somalia and high food
prices. Altogether, we are looking at the most severe humanitarian emergency in the world
today.

More than 12 million people in the Horn of Africa have already been affected and this
number continues to grow as the crisis deepens. With below normal rains forecast for the
coming months, food insecurity is likely to persist into the next year. Last week, famine
conditions spread to a sixth region in Somalia. Child malnutrition is at alarming levels,
both in southern Somalia and among refugees arriving in Kenya and Ethiopia. A human
tragedy is unfolding. We must act to stop it now.

The EU has responded robustly to the crisis. So far this year it has provided more than EUR
700 million in humanitarian assistance to the Horn of Africa, with EUR 160 million of
that sum coming from the Commission’s DG ECHO. Commissioners Piebalgs and Georgieva
have visited the regions and engaged in dialogue with the national authorities. The
immediate priorities are food assistance, nutrition, water, sanitation and health. If the crisis
persists, additional humanitarian assistance will have to be mobilised. However, insecurity
and restricted access mean that not all relief is getting through to the neediest
southern-central regions of Somalia and working to improve access conditions should be
a priority.

Droughts are recurring phenomena, intensified by climate change. An immediate response
needs to be coupled with long-term measures to prevent this type of crisis repeating itself.
This is a conclusion shared by the governments of the region and the international
community and it was reiterated at the African Union Conference on 25 August.

The EU is also working more structurally in the region to improve food security and to
invest in disaster risk reduction measures. Plans are under way to provide recovery assistance
in order to link relief to long-term development. In all countries in the region food security
is a focal factor for development cooperation for the EU, the aim being to build sustainable
and resilient livelihoods among farming and pastoralist communities.

Michèle Striffler,    on behalf of the PPE Group. – (FR) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies
and gentlemen, the unprecedented humanitarian situation in the Horn of Africa continues
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to worsen and is not set to improve before next year at the earliest. Therefore it is vital that
the international community steps up its efforts to address this emergency situation, in
order to meet the growing humanitarian needs and thus prevent the situation from getting
any worse.

At present, USD 1 billion are still needed to provide vital aid to this region. We must look
beyond the emergency aid and invest for the long term in agriculture, which is the primary
source of food and revenue in the region, as well as in the building of sustainable
infrastructure.

The European Union must help African countries to take long-term measures to ensure
that drought is no longer synonymous with famine and to fight against the causes of food
insecurity. I am thinking of high food prices, increasingly scarce resources for instance,
the fact that more and more land is being purchased by foreign investors, as well as
speculation that is far too excessive.

The European Union must play a leading role in order to help poor countries fight against
food insecurity. Necessary measures must be taken as quickly as possible to combat
excessive speculation on commodity markets, so as to stem soaring food prices.

Finally, it is time the European Commission put forward proposals to introduce a tax on
financial transactions at European Union level; above all, however, it is time it argued for
such a tax to be applied worldwide.

Thijs Berman,    on behalf of the S&D Group . – Mr President, the European Union has done
far more than its fair share of relief efforts, and I commend the Commission for the
commitment that the EU has shown to bringing food, water, medical care and shelter to
the thousands of people suffering. There are three points I would like to highlight here.

First, there is a direct link between catastrophes and failed states. It is the total lack of a
structure and a well-functioning state in Somalia that prevents the population from having
access to basic services. It is appalling that the European Union still has no coherent vision
of how to deal with fragile and failed states although these states should be a priority in
our external action and development policy.

Second, we need to strengthen the link between humanitarian aid and development policies,
as the Commissioner rightly said. In northern Kenya, shortly before the summer, I saw
families digging for water with their hands in dry river beds – water for these pastoralists
and for their herds of goats. It is one thing to bring relief to these thousands of people in
need but what these populations need even more is the follow-up with the necessary
infrastructure: water pumps, schools, solar panels, health clinics, roads and the like. The
EU could do much better securing the link between emergency action and long-term
development efforts.

That brings me to the third point. These long-term efforts also need to come from national
authorities in the Horn of Africa. For instance, the government of Ethiopia is reluctant to
help the pastoralists who lead their nomadic life with their herds. Pastoralists are seen as
old-fashioned and should, in the official view, move to cities or sedentarise, but
sedentarisation is no option in arid and semi-arid areas. These people, these pastoralists,
bring an essential part of food, protein, to the population and secure an important part of
economic life. They are the only people who can make a living in these arid areas too poor
in vegetation to allow herds to stay in one spot.
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The EU should, in its dialogue with governments, stress the need to recognise the legitimate
demands of these courageous populations, and the EU should fight food speculation and
land-grabbing.

Charles Goerens,    on behalf of the ALDE Group. – (FR) Mr President, compassion alone
will not enable us to overcome the scourge afflicting the Horn of Africa.

Soon the images of children with only skin and bones will stop shocking us, either because
we will end up getting used to them, or because they will no longer feature in the news.
Yet we must be vigilant if we do not want to be responsible for the greatest failure to assist
a population in danger.

It is with heart and mind that we will have to rise to the current challenge in the Horn of
Africa, which is faced with a series of shortcomings and failures: climate change, expansion
of agricultural production in recent decades, security in the region, governance in a region
controlled by militants or even terrorist networks, the efforts of humanitarian workers to
access the provinces worst hit by the famine, respect for the impartiality of humanitarian
workers, and the deaths of tens of thousands of people deprived of basic resources. These
are all failures.

The list is far from exhaustive. If we are not careful, this list, which is already too long,
could get even longer.

But everything is not negative, however: there are a few glimmers of hope. Where will the
answer come from? From the Africans, first and foremost. This is the first time that an
African summit has been organised with that in mind. It should be welcomed. It is right
to welcome the fact that it is being held under the auspices of the African Union, in the
same way that it is encouraging to see African countries mobilise their own resources to
meet the expectations of famine victims.

However, the scale of the disaster is beyond their means, which are in any case insufficient,
and the European Union, as the largest donor, as well as the Member States, have responded
in order to help alleviate their suffering in the short term. That is very good! We are aware
of the limitations, but I believe that everything has been done with a view to alleviating
somewhat the suffering of the populations concerned.

Nonetheless, the European Union is more than a humanitarian player, as Ms Malmström
has just pointed out. It seeks to contribute towards actual long-term development,
sustainable development, for which the Africans will have to assume leadership. The African
Union, which is gradually taking responsibility for the development of security policy, is
thus leading the way in the Horn of Africa. This will be no easy task, but it is crucial.

Before I finish, I should like to pay tribute to all the humanitarian workers, the
non-governmental organisations, the European Union, the Member States, as well as the
United Nations, for the aid that has already been mobilised in the hope, of course, of putting
an end to the suffering.

Eva Joly,    on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group. – (FR) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, in
recent months, several tens of thousands of human beings have starved to death. Over
13 million people are today going without food. The luckier ones are surviving in crowded
and dreadfully under-equipped refugee camps.
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The famine that has struck the Horn of Africa is the worst the world has seen for 60 years.
We should commend the swift action of the European Union and the Commission in trying
to respond to this intolerable situation. But we must do more.

Starting with the short term. A further USD 1 billion is needed to really put an end to this
humanitarian crisis, the worst of which, unfortunately, is yet to come. In the longer term,
we need to reflect on the causes so as to understand them better and thus prevent them.

There are many different factors behind this crisis. Besides bloody conflicts, the depletion
and rising prices of natural resources, we also have climate change, land grabbing and
commodity market speculation.

These are all phenomena whose terrible effects on ecosystems, societies and their inhabitants
we are all too familiar with. They are all phenomena which we should have anticipated,
and yet the EU and the Member States continue to ignore them or are too weak in their
response. This has got to change, and quickly.

The EU must support local players who want to free the region from its spiralling war. It
must include the fight against land grabbing in its development policies. It must give
agriculture back its primary role, that of feeding people and not being an object of
speculation, during the forthcoming reform of its common agricultural policy. To do this,
it must impose strict regulations on agricultural commodity prices. It must propose and
support the rapid creation of a UN-based global agency to regulate markets and build up
physical stocks of grains as voted for by this Parliament.

Lastly, the EU must be more ambitious in its fight against climate change, and therefore
more generous in the adjustment aid that it allocates to developing countries. None of the
various fights – against hunger and climate change, and for development – can be thought
of as adjustment variables. Our common future and that of the planet is at stake.

Nirj Deva,    on behalf of the ECR Group . – Mr President, by the time this debate has finished,
about 420 people will have died of starvation, with their stomachs blowing up while we
have been talking here. Four hundred people is about two jet aircraft crashing while our
debate is going on. If two jet aircraft crashed while our debate was going on, it would be
world headline news on CNN. Four hundred people dying of malnutrition and starving
and dying while we are talking is no news at all.

But, time and time again, the European Union has come to the rescue of many millions of
people in similar circumstances. Every ten years or so, we have a massive famine in the
Horn of Africa. In countries around Africa we have, at the moment, about 15 million
people dying of famine; we have 30% of the children dying of famine. The World Food
Programme is dropping biscuits laced with vitamins to prevent people from dying.

We know. This is not a surprise. This keeps happening. You will remember Sir Bob Geldof
and what he did some time ago. But what is it that we are not doing? Where do I hear the
words ‘irrigation projects’? Where do I hear the words ‘desertification and re-irrigation’?
There are people in desert climates, in Israel for example, turning a barren desert into green
fields. We have the ability to re-irrigate Africa. We need irrigation projects, sustainable
agricultural development and a long-term plan. This short-termism – bringing out a fire
hose and putting out this fire, then waiting another few years and putting out that fire – is
not enough.
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Elie Hoarau,    on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group. – (FR) Mr President, in East Africa, millions
of men, women and children are suffering and dying of hunger against a background of
nearly universal indifference, as was sadly demonstrated at the recent conference in Rome.

However, our States have pledged to eradicate world hunger by 2015 by signing the
Millennium Development Goals, no doubt to ease their conscience.

Unfortunately, for the European Commission, the negotiation of economic partnership
agreements with African countries, the opening-up of their markets and their economic
and monetary integration in accordance with WTO rules take precedence over the matter
of food security.

Is it not time, then, that we encouraged and helped regional African organisations that so
wish to implement common agricultural policies and sustainable development plans?

This question deserves consideration, as do – in view of this crisis – the consequences of
the extreme phenomena caused by global warming, the issue of the political situation in
developing countries, the role of developed countries’ policies towards them, and also the
effectiveness of the organisation of food aid.

On these issues, I consider it essential to strengthen the EU’s partnership with the Food
and Agriculture Organisation, in particular.

Lastly, we should also question the attitude of the media, who favour sensationalist and
scandalous news items over mobilising global opinion and awareness of fundamental
issues such as this.

Fiorello Provera,    on behalf of the EFD Group. – (IT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen,
the humanitarian situation in the Horn of Africa is not set to improve over the next four
to six months. The situation is particularly bad in Somalia, where the tragedy of the famine
is made worse by the lack of a state, by the conflict between different tribes and by the
presence of terrorist groups such as Al-Shabaab which prevent people in need accessing
aid. Only in Somaliland do we find a much better situation, thanks to its elected government,
good level of governance compared with the rest of the region and lack of armed conflicts
between clans.

The European Union has earmarked EUR 160 million for all the affected countries, to
which we must add the bilateral aid provided by the Member States, totalling
EUR 700 million. The money to address the emergency is there, but it is difficult to use it
to help the affected people.

Regarding Somalia in particular, we have the usual problem, namely it is impossible to
distribute aid to those in need because it is frequently stolen by traffickers and criminal
gangs immediately upon its arrival in ports and sold on the parallel market. It is almost
impossible to deal with the emergency without ensuring the security of the country, by
strengthening the African Union’s military mission and adapting its technical capabilities
to the situation on the ground.

Aid becomes effective only if it reaches the populations affected, and this is accomplished
by building a system of governance which is difficult to achieve after 20 years of war and
anarchy in Somalia. In order to prevent this kind of humanitarian disaster happening again,
we need to implement a serious development cooperation policy which has clear
programmes and is effective; a policy that builds on local situations where things are
working, such as in the case of Somaliland.
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I will conclude by saying that we also need to strengthen a large civil protection structure,
coordinated at European level and equipped with all the means necessary to intervene
rapidly.

(The speaker agreed to take a blue-card question under Rule 149(8))

Nirj Deva (ECR). -   Mr President, may I ask Mr Provera whether he would not consider
it absolutely ridiculous that Somaliland, which he just mentioned, is a better governed
state but is not recognised by us in the European Union, whereas Somalia is? How is it
possible that a democratically-elected country is not recognised and we ignore it, and yet
we do other things with other people who do not seem to have recognised democracy at
all?

Fiorello Provera (EFD).   – (IT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I fully agree with
Mr Deva’s comments.

Somaliland is a country which could be considered a paradox in Africa, since it has held
regular elections over the years, there have been no armed conflicts for a long time, clans
and tribes coexist peacefully, there is a functioning civil society and the beginnings of
economic growth, yet it is completely ignored by the international community, Europe in
particular.

Frankly this is ridiculous because we deal with rogue countries, we help them and provide
them with aid, knowing full well that this aid will never reach the affected populations.

Filip Kaczmarek (PPE).   – (PL) Mr President, I would like to thank the Commissioner for
today’s update and for the Commission’s quick response as well as for Commissioners
Georgieva’s and Piebalgs’ prompt visit to the region in August. Mr Stanowski, the minister
representing the Polish Presidency, has also paid a visit to the region. The response of the
European institutions would appear to have been appropriate and sufficiently speedy.

Unfortunately, this is one of the most dramatic crises which has befallen our world in
recent years. With famine spreading to new regions, all the indications are that this is only
the initial stage of the humanitarian crisis. We should not forget that the region has suffered
in this way in the past. The Horn of Africa has been afflicted by famine twice in the last
quarter century. In the mid-eighties, over a million people starved to death in Ethiopia and
Sudan, and in the early nineties, famine brought about by drought and civil war resulted
in the deaths of at least 200 000 people in Somalia. Food and water, two commodities
essential to life, are in permanent short supply in the region. The people of East Africa need
seeds and agricultural tools as well as improved conditions for animal rearing. Mr Berman
spoke about this.

Agricultural development will lead to independence from humanitarian assistance. In
order to meet this challenge, our actions have to be more effective and long-lasting. They
should bring about the creation of conditions for self-reliant food production. We need
to establish better coordination between humanitarian aid and long-term development
projects. For our part, we have to be prepared for a lengthy process, and the EU and other
international organisations need to enter into long-term commitments. Only in this way,
will we be able to provide sustained support to the region.

Corina Creţu (S&D).   – (RO) Mr President, I would like to begin by welcoming the decision
adopted by the European Union on Monday to add a further EUR 100 million to the aid
earmarked for the regions threatened by famine in the Horn of Africa and in both Sudanese
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states. This mobilisation is necessary, but not sufficient as more than 13 million people
are suffering in the wake of the drought and famine in the Horn of Africa. This is why I
believe that we must step up the call for the whole international community to become
increasingly involved. I am thinking, for example, of the emerging states which ought to
be called on more insistently to assume their increased global responsibilities.

The UN has announced that three-quarters of a million people are about to die of hunger
in Somalia. However, humanitarian workers are facing several specific problems which
must be given the maximum attention possible: the shortage of water, the difficulty in
accessing those in need due to conflicts, the forced recruitment of men by local militia and
the ever-rising incidence of rape against women in the refugee camps. The growing lack
of security in these overcrowded camps is likely to exacerbate a humanitarian crisis that
is already very severe.

Last but not least, a greater percentage of European Union official development assistance
needs to be directed towards supporting agricultural production in these countries where
the food crisis is influenced not only by harvests being ruined due to drought and war, but
also by fluctuating prices on the global market.

Franziska Keller (Verts/ALE). -   Mr President, I would like to thank the Commission for
its quick reaction, which I hope will be echoed in all the Member States. This catastrophe,
however, has been on the cards for a very long time; it is not the result of a single unexpected
drought. We have waited too long. We could have done many things more quickly. Now
there is not only a humanitarian disaster to be solved, but we also have to make sure that
it does not happen again in a decade or so. Linking humanitarian relief and long-term
development is crucial for that aim.

This crisis will probably continue for a long time and the refugee camps will be around for
many years. It will be crucial that all of our commitments – the political commitment as
well as the financial commitment – stay around for a long while as well.

Valdemar Tomaševski (ECR).   – (PL) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I welcome the
Commission’s support for people who are starving in Africa. It was in fact the only way to
respond. After all, Europe’s roots are Christian, and values such as mercy, helping the poor
and helping one’s neighbours are fundamental. I think that we should support self-sufficient
food production in Africa. We have talked about this before. We should, however, also
reflect on agricultural development in Europe itself, as the system of direct subsidies is not
what it should be. The difference between individual countries can be six fold and vast
areas of land here in Europe lie fallow, particularly in the countries of Central and Eastern
Europe. We are talking about millions of hectares, and even with our good will – which I
believe we will always wish to demonstrate – we may not be able to help the starving if
faced with another major natural disaster. We therefore need to examine the question of
food storage, and we also have to monitor famine in neighbouring countries in order to
provide effective assistance.

João Ferreira (GUE/NGL).   – (PT) Mr President, Commissioner, the immediate causes of
the hunger and despair that are spreading across the Horn of Africa are always being
mentioned: severe drought and internal conflicts. Yet they also have other, deeper causes,
which are nearly always hidden.

Take Somalia, for example. The collapse of its farming and pastoralist infrastructure in the
1980s cannot be dissociated from the interventions by the International Monetary Fund
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(IMF) and the World Bank. The urban population saw its purchasing power cut drastically,
and social programmes were severely affected. Debt and the cost of servicing it – that
constant noose around a country’s neck – quickly reached intolerable levels, and the IMF
loan was cancelled due to late repayments. State grain stocks and mechanisms for fixing
prices for farm produce on local markets were replaced with a global market dominated
by agribusiness multinationals and speculators. Prices then began to be set on the Chicago
commodities exchange. Economic and social disaster paved the way for civil war, the
so-called failed state and foreign military intervention. There was the US support for the
invasion by Ethiopia, Saudi Arabia’s support for the Islamist group, and the recurrent air
strikes. The fact is that Somalia also has oil reserves!

The region urgently needs humanitarian aid, not self-seeking foreign interventionism. The
discourse of commiseration and compassion cannot, however, hide an understanding of
these causes and the fair attribution of responsibilities. That will be an essential step towards
achieving a lasting solution to the humanitarian tragedy that is being played out there.

Birgit Schnieber-Jastram (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the figures
are indeed incredible: 10 000 people have died already. In the coming months, another
750 000 people, particularly children, could die. According to the United Nations, this is
the biggest humanitarian crisis in the world. That statement cannot be repeated often
enough.

However, this crisis is not simply a famine; it has been caused by people. It is primarily
local politics that is responsible. What is to be done? Better security is required in order to
get the aid to the people affected. A long-term solution will only be found if the civil war
is successfully brought to an end. Although increasing the amount of aid is important, it
is not enough – we also need a political solution. There seems to be an opportunity for this
now. The improving security situation in Mogadishu and the current weakening of the
militants provide the opportunity to create humanitarian corridors. They are technically
possible and politically necessary.

It is encouraging that the African Union is increasingly showing its colours and has
announced an increase in the AMISOM forces from 9 500 to 12 000. Further scaling-up
will only be limited by a lack of equipment and logistics. The EU could help in this regard,
too. I hope that the UN summit planned for 23 September will result in tangible progress
on this matter.

There are two more things I would like to mention. The question of migration is also being
inadequately dealt with by the European Union. In many respects, we present a rather
embarrassing image. Secondly, I consider the role of women in Somalia to be utterly
undervalued; they must receive much stronger support.

Ricardo Cortés Lastra (S&D).   – (ES) Mr President, Commissioner, we have to admit
that this debate is very late in coming. Thirteen million people are now suffering the worst
consequences of a famine whose signs began to be felt in late 2010, and successive warnings
and appeals – including from the Secretary-General of the United Nations himself – have
counted for nothing.

I recognise and acknowledge the fundamental role played by civil society organisations in
this crisis, particularly many European NGOs: they have had a long-term presence in the
areas affected by drought; they warned us of the emergency; and they are the ones who,
with limited resources, are now caring for the victims of this catastrophe.
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As the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights has highlighted in recent
days, the hunger now affecting the Horn of Africa is a violation of human rights.

The objective we must all share is guaranteeing the basic right to water and food. This
emergency also serves as a reminder that it is more important than ever to respond to the
global food crisis, caused largely by rising food prices due to speculation on the derivatives
markets.

We must strive for strict regulations that prevent the least fortunate from becoming the
victims of those who speculate on what is needed most: staple foods.

Commissioner, as Europeans we have a moral obligation to make a political commitment
– a stronger one, if possible – to combating, together with all the parties involved, the real
political, social and environmental causes of poverty in that region. In the 21st century a
human disaster such as this cannot and must not ever happen again.

Judith Sargentini (Verts/ALE). -    (NL) Mr President, I have been racking my brains for
something I can say in just one minute about a famine of this magnitude. Even having to
attempt it is nigh on embarrassing. What I therefore want to say in that one minute is the
following: in reality, there can be no more talk of reaching a balance in the Horn of Africa,
not even a fine balance. This kind of famine is the result of war and climate change.

What troubles me is that, if we in this House have to take a vote on whether or not to
tighten our CO2 emission standards, and thus on whether or not to reduce global warming,
we will appear to be more interested in lining our own pockets than in putting food into
the mouths of the people in the Horn of Africa. What troubles me is that we are, ultimately,
voting for short-term economic profit in Europe and forgetting that people in arid regions
will only suffer even further as a result. That is what I wanted to say about this famine in
the one minute allotted to me, even if I am casting enormous aspersions on everyone here.

Charles Tannock (ECR). -   Mr President, famine is a terrible human tragedy. Not only
does the individual die slowly by wasting and hunger, but often has to watch their own
loved ones, including mothers their infants, suffer and die with them, with a feeling of total
helplessness that nothing can be done to stop it. So my Group, the ECR, extends condolences
to those suffering in the East of Africa, and especially the families of the tens of thousands
that are thought to have died already. We must ensure that the way for humanitarian aid
stands open so that which is sent reaches those that need it. We condemn the repulsive
acts of Al-Shabaab, the Islamist terrorist organisation in Somalia, in its determination to
obstruct aid from the World Food Programme and other organisations.

I was in Somaliland two weeks ago and witnessed first-hand what can potentially be
achieved in the Horn of Africa. Somaliland has managed, as a territory – or a country – to
forestall the effects of the famine, and must also be praised for its role in opposing
insurgencies such as Al- Shabaab and fighting piracy. The EU must respond to the
humanitarian crisis, but it is also absolutely vital that we do all that we can to ensure that
countries such as Somalia and Ethiopia – which is otherwise a good news story in terms
of economics – have the necessary resources and ensure that the necessary future measures
– such as irrigation projects – are in place to make them more resilient in future, particularly
as regards the threats of climate change and drought. For this reason I believe that the EU...

(The President cut off the speaker)

(The speaker agreed to take a blue-card question under Rule 149(8))
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Nirj Deva (ECR). -   Mr President, having been to Somaliland, and having recognised that
we do not recognise Somaliland, which is a perfectly functioning state, I wonder what my
honourable friend would like to say about what we can do to make other countries in that
region more like Somaliland and how we can help Somaliland to actually be a beacon for
that region?

Charles Tannock (ECR). -   Mr President, I would like to thank Mr Deva for what he said.
In fact I could speak for half an hour on Somaliland as I am leading the campaign for
re-recognition of the former British protectorate of Somaliland. French Somalia became
Djibouti without any problem. Somaliland unfortunately joined the south, having been
recognised as an independent state for one week in 1960 in a very unhappy marriage with
the Italian Somalia, and it resulted in a civil war in 1991 when Siad Barre’s government
fell.

There is a campaign led by people in the House of Commons in the United Kingdom, which
of course as the former colonial power has a prime responsibility, for re-recognition of
Somaliland as an independent state. I hope that this can come to fruition one day.

Andreas Mölzer (NI).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, the large-scale poverty and
sustained famine in East Africa, and in Somalia in particular, are certainly partly down to
politics, we know that. In addition to crop failures there is a disastrous mixture of
speculation and a growing need for fuel – and of course also the inability to distribute food
around the country from regions that have had a good harvest. Undoubtedly – and this is
something that, unfortunately, we must acknowledge – the famine in the Horn of Africa
will get worse yet.

It is also disturbing that, on the one hand, the development aid is all too often squandered
by the African elite and, on the other, that Somali aid consignments, for example, are used
by the militants to finance the war. The fact that development aid is no longer being
employed so intensively to stem the birth explosion is also a big mistake. Donations and
emergency aid can, in any case, only help in the short term; they will not truly solve the
problems.

Hopefully, the EU will now put a stop to one of the causes of the problems, namely food
speculation. In this connection, the European Union will perhaps once again have to
reconsider its position with regard to biofuel. After all, the quantity of maize that goes into
100 litres of biofuel could provide food for a person for a year.

Overall, it has to be said that sporadic assistance that only helps people to survive until the
next disaster not only robs the African people of their dignity, but also – and this is perhaps
even worse – takes away their drive to solve the problems themselves. In this regard, we
need a general rethink of our development policy.

Alf Svensson (PPE).   – (SV) Mr President, I believe that none of us in this Chamber can
really grasp or comprehend this terrible famine that we are talking about. We also know
that it is women and children who are hardest hit.

There are those, if I understand the matter correctly, who are far too ready to blame the
famine on the global market, where trade in and speculation on food undeniably occur.
They believe that the market’s unpredictability and the rising food prices are the cause of
the famine. In my opinion, the people who use these arguments are wrong.
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The unrelenting and merciless sunshine and the lack of rain that led to the worst drought
in 60 years is probably a greater problem for many of the poorest people, who also to a
large extent lead a self-sufficient existence and produce their own food. However, I would
dare to suggest that the biggest single cause of the famine and, above all, of its scale is quite
different and it has also been mentioned here. The country that has been hardest hit is, as
we know, Somalia. The Islamic organisation Al-Shabaab has got its claws into this country
and, in the most loathsome way through terror and violence, it has prevented Somalia
from developing into a viable country. Al-Shabaab and the mismanagement of the state
of Somalia is the single biggest cause of the mass starvation that is now occurring.
Obviously, it is absolutely right for the EU to now provide support on a broad front in the
form of disaster aid and food to those who need it, but to put a stop to Al-Shabaab’s terrible
rampaging would be by far and away the most effective way for the EU and the West to
help.

Norbert Neuser (S&D).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, first
of all, I too would like to offer my thanks for the swift response that the Commission was
able to make. Europe is, on the whole, well-placed to deal with crises and to employ the
response mechanisms. The crisis in and around Somalia is described in one-dimensional
terms as a famine in the Horn of Africa or as the worst drought for 60 years. Anyone who
claims that the causes of this crisis are merely natural is ignoring the complex geopolitical
background that is making the situation so disastrous. The suppression of the role of the
hand of man in causing the hunger and starvation does not help when it comes to dealing
with the crisis.

Malnutrition is at a chronic level in many regions of the Horn of Africa. The most recent
crop failures have only intensified the disaster. The famine in the Horn of Africa is still a
long way from reaching its peak and experts estimate that it could last for many more
months yet. The situation will get worse. It is therefore important for the international
donating community to get the money together. As yet, only around 60% of the promised
money has been received.

We must focus more strongly on combating hunger. At the global climate conference in
Copenhagen, all of the Heads of State or Government were represented, but at the World
Summit on Food Security in Rome there were, sadly, only two.

Reinhard Bütikofer (Verts/ALE).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, with regard to
this humanitarian tragedy, I would like to focus on Somalia. I agree with everyone who
said that we must look beyond the emergency aid to structural developments.

Mr Berman is clearly right. We lack a coherent vision in the European Union of how to
deal with failing states and of how we can really help them. In this regard, it is clear that
the resilience of these societies is weakened enormously precisely by the weakness of the
governments and their inability to manage these problems. The lack of peace and security
in East Africa is a key reason why this famine is reaching such dramatic proportions.

I believe that it is a shortcoming in the approach taken so far that far too much is staked
on the centralism of a transitional government that does not govern anything. We should
therefore work together with the decentralised players and, within the framework of the
UN process which has now been initiated for the next year, do everything we can to make
this a success.
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Michael Gahler (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, the figures relating to our humanitarian aid
are impressive and the images reaching us from the region of the Horn of Africa are
saddening. The famine has been expected for a long time. Local experts have complained
that their early warnings were not given due attention at an early enough stage.
Commissioner, the question arises as to how we can succeed in ensuring that such messages
do not get stuck within bureaucratic channels or filed unnoticed somewhere, but actually
reach those who are able to determine what needs to be done.

Another problem seems to me to be that there is perfectly good but unused land in the
region that is leased by governments to international consortia, which then export the
harvests. I therefore wonder whether it would not make more sense, within the framework
of our development cooperation, for us to enable local partners to lease this land so that
the food produced there is consumed in the Horn of Africa itself.

Our Atalanta mission protects the vessels of the World Food Programme en route to
Mogadishu. When I see how many people are fleeing south from Somalia on account of
hunger and the Al-Shabaab militants, I ask myself whether that is not an indication that
transportation beyond Mogadishu does not entirely work. Therefore, let us strengthen the
African Union in its efforts finally to drive out Al-Shabaab. Furthermore, it does indeed
seem sensible to me to examine whether we should not, in fact, direct part of the aid via
Somaliland, for example, as there is no chaos there and it would seem to be possible for
the aid to be distributed properly.

(The speaker agreed to take a blue-card question under Rule 149(8))

Fiorello Provera (EFD).   – (IT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I would like to ask
Mr Gahler whether his experience with Africa has led him to conclude that in order to
implement an effective aid policy, especially in emergencies, it is essential to put in place
a security system enabling NGOs and aid workers to be present on the ground, because
otherwise there is the danger, as has happened in the past, that aid operations will be
managed from Nairobi, in Kenya, instead of having people present on the ground.

Michael Gahler (PPE).   – (DE) Yes, I believe that, within the framework of our cooperation
with the African Union and with the troops that are made available there, through good
coordination of activities and also under the protection of AMISON, for example, our aid
workers will be better able to reach the people. However, we also need to duly equip our
partners in the African Union for this purpose. That is the real problem.

During our recent visit to the African Union we heard, for example, that there is a lack of
helicopters, which could be used to finally put a stop to the Al-Shabaab militants. It is
indeed our job to ensure that, within this framework, we provide everything that is
absolutely necessary.

Eduard Kukan (PPE). -   Mr President, recent UN estimates show that there are 12 million
people across the Horn of Africa who are still at risk of starvation. Over 30 000 old people
and children may have already died. The Dadaab refugee camp in Kenya hosts 400 000
Somalis and could receive another 100 000 by the end of the year. The response to this
situation is critical and much needed. It is also difficult. While trends of displacement and
migration were already prevalent in Somalia, the impact of conflict combined with drought
has pushed this to even higher levels. It is also clear that the overall international donor
response to this crisis has been slow and inadequate. According to the United Nations,
USD 1 billion is required to meet immediate needs.
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The EU should urgently respond to this situation, not only with humanitarian aid, but also
through development and diplomatic means. It will be important to transfer humanitarian
aid to development policies, particularly concerning agriculture. The EU should also press
the African Union, some of whose members showed only little interest in tackling the
phenomenon, to take the crisis in the Horn of Africa much more seriously.

Cristian Dan Preda (PPE).   – (RO) Mr President, there has been a great amount of talk in
recent weeks and months about Africa. Almost every day both political leaders and the
international press mention something to us about Africa.

However, we have a very important distinction made because they talk about North Africa,
on the one hand, and then about East Africa, on the other hand. When talking about North
Africa, words are said which never seem to have been used about this region:
democratisation based on a very fierce dispute, revolution, mobilisation and so on. Whereas,
when talking about East Africa, words are used which we have been familiar with for a
long time: famine, trouble, need and so on. We have very powerful images of both these
situations: in the North, armed rebels, NATO, intervention by European leaders and so on.
We also have very powerful images for East Africa, but which are very familiar: mothers
protecting their children almost dead from hunger, organisations calling for rapid
intervention – images we have been familiar with for many years.

Against this background, I would actually like to pay tribute to the urgent humanitarian
aid being provided and the admirable work being done by the Directorate-General for
Humanitarian Aid and Civil Protection to provide assistance to the drought victims. The
issue which connects both regions is, in my view, the link between development and
democratisation.

Seán Kelly (PPE).   – (GA) Mr President, the amount of people that are dying in Africa is
disastrous. As was said, 12 million people are in danger of dying. At the same time I suppose
we can be proud of the amount of help we are giving them, EUR 700 million, as
Commissioner Malmström said. Even so, there are a few points I would like to make:

Speakers have outlined many different points, all very valid. One of the points made was
that everybody wants to help, and this has led to a growth of NGOs involved in doing good
charitable work. I am just wondering, and I would ask the Commissioner this: have we a
proliferation of NGOs? Would it be better if we had fewer NGOs and maybe some of the
charitable trusts and NGOs amalgamated and were more effective and more coordinated?
Would she consider this? I would welcome her response.

Karin Kadenbach (S&D).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen,
right now, the most urgent thing to do is to help the local people. However, this is like
having a disease: it is not enough simply to treat the symptoms; we need to provide
long-term assistance and we need to combat the causes.

It is not simply a question of a problem caused by drought and local conflicts; we, too, as
Europeans and above all as the European Union, bear some responsibility here. We are
currently about to make a decision regarding the future agricultural policy of the European
Union, and in this regard, too, we must not lose sight of this famine in particular, because
if we do not fundamentally change our agricultural policy, if we do not fundamentally
change our food policy and our energy policy, then the kinds of disasters that we are
currently seeing in Africa will occur in the future, too. In other words, food sovereignty is
absolutely essential, but so is consideration for the rest of the world. Agricultural policy
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must not focus solely on the interests of big business and of investors – not in Europe and
not in Africa, either.

Roberta Angelilli (PPE).   – (IT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the emergency in the
Horn of Africa has been described by UNICEF as the children’s famine, since there are more
than four million malnourished children in the drought-stricken states. It is clear, then,
that the appeals made in recent years, including by humanitarian organisations such as
UNICEF and the Red Cross, have often fallen on deaf ears. I should like to thank the
Commission for the substantial amount of aid earmarked for this tragedy, but we must
step up our intervention, both for immediate needs and in order to promote long-term
development programmes.

I agree with my fellow Members who have said that we also need to engage the states in
the Horn of Africa in truly strategic cooperation projects which extend beyond the
emergency, even if, right now, the most pressing need is to encourage the opening of
humanitarian corridors to allow aid to reach the populations in extreme hardship, not
least because not even the Red Cross reaches certain areas.

Diane Dodds (NI). -   Mr President, we have all been deeply distressed by the harrowing
images and suffering as a result of the famine in East Africa. While it is right that we bring
aid to countries in crisis – and I commend those charities and aid agencies that coordinate
this life-saving work – I think this House should remember that the problems we see in
Africa will not be solved in the medium to long term solely through short-term measures.

We all want to change lives and we all want to create stable communities in East Africa.
To do this, in conjunction with providing relief now, we have to look at how we implement
long-term measures in terms of quality education, water and health promotion projects,
in order to make life better.

One Northern Ireland-based organisation called Fields of Life is currently engaged in these
fundamental building blocks in several African countries. I feel that we should be supporting
this work, allowing this delivery to expand, and putting in the vital infrastructure that
Africa needs.

Mario Mauro (PPE).   – (IT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I would like to put a
question to Ms Malmström in the light of the outcome of this debate: if we take as read the
Commission’s efforts to attempt to address this momentous problem, could you explain
which conditions or requirements should be met, in your view, in order for the Commission
to carry out its role?

I shall explain further. Do you think that the international community should deploy
military forces to the area to enable humanitarian aid to get through? Do you think that
the international community should change its attitude to Somaliland to allow humanitarian
aid to be provided in full? Lastly, do you think that the European Council should take the
initiative with regard to African Union countries in order to provide operational support
on the ground for the aid that the European Commission is able to give?

Mairead McGuinness (PPE). -   Mr President, it seems ironic that today, 15 September,
has been designated Food Safety Day by the Commission and we are focusing on the
minimisation of food waste in the European Union. We waste upwards of 90 million
tonnes of food a year, about 180 kg per person, and yet so many parts of the world have
total food insecurity, as we are debating this morning. While there is perhaps no connection,
I think there is a connection in the long term because those who are hungry and see where

15-09-2011Debates of the European ParliamentEN14



there is plenty will, I believe, at some stage come to resent that and they will, as mothers
do, want to feed their children and use whatever means or energies they have to get access
to food.

So, yes, we need the short-term aid to go in, be it money or food. We need to make sure it
gets to those who need it, and I believe that many of the NGOs are working well on the
ground. Above all, we need an agricultural policy in Africa to deal with the development
of agriculture and food production on that continent.

Elena Băsescu (PPE).   – (RO) Mr President, the shocking pictures of children in East Africa
stricken with malnutrition are very familiar. There are upsetting stories about mothers
who have carried their children tens of kilometres, realising at their destination that they
have not survived. The number of persons affected reflects the proportions of this disaster,
with each one of them a tragedy in itself. It is the international community’s duty to do its
utmost to provide the necessary assistance to those in imminent peril.

We must not lose sight of the long-term objective either, which is to improve the situation
on a lasting basis. East Africa has already been through similar crises. It is time to break
this vicious chain where, due to a number of weak states, drought leads to famine, triggering
a humanitarian disaster. In this context, I welcome the decision made by the Commission
to allocate funds to support agriculture, rural development and food security in East Africa.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, what we are witnessing
in the Horn of Africa is a huge tragedy. Millions of people are affected and every day, every
hour, as has been said, children and women are dying. It is likely to get worse.

You are absolutely right to underline the need to combine immediate action with long-term
action, and this is what we are trying to do. I referred in my initial speech to what we are
doing immediately to alleviate the situation on the ground and in the refugee camps, but
we are also preparing economically in the next budget – and also with those countries
involved – more long-term issues.

We are engaging in development programmes for agricultural capacity building, production
capacity, nutrition, sharing of best practices and better preparedness for the future. This
is very important. As you all have underlined as well, the security situation is very bad. We
have Al-Shabaab in Somalia and we have a very problematic situation in Eritrea limiting
access for the NGOs to the affected regions.

Conflicts, failed states, lack of democracy are, of course, key issues here as well, and we
must work together in the international community with the NGOs, with the African
Union to see how in the future we can better coordinate our action and how we can ensure
that the access is really there.

The Commission has acted quickly and we stand ready to do more. The challenge is huge.
We need to work together – the European Parliament, the Commission and the Member
States – as the conflict will still remain, the famine will still be there when the pictures of
starving children are not on the TV anymore, and these people will still be in desperate
need of help, so we must make sure that the world does not forget and that we are still
fulfilling our moral obligations to assist these people.
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IN THE CHAIR: MIGUEL ANGEL MARTÍNEZ MARTÍNEZ
Vice-President

President.   − To conclude the debate I have received six motions for resolutions (1)  under
Rule 110(2).

The debate is closed.

The vote will take place today at 12.00.

Written statements (Rule 149)

Elena Oana Antonescu (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) As a result of drought, ruined harvests
and permanent conflicts, a huge number of inhabitants of East Africa are in urgent need
of food aid in the worst famine in the last 60 years. In some places, malnutrition rates are
more than three times the emergency threshold and, unfortunately, there is no improvement
predicted in the situation in this region. The famine in the region has been aggravated by
factors such as scarce resources, rapid population growth, a lack of infrastructure, distorted
trade patterns and high commodity prices.

This is why I think that the rapid scaling-up of the emergency response is vital to address
the existing humanitarian needs and prevent the continuing deterioration in the situation.
I wish to express my deep regret at the loss of human lives and the suffering that the people
in this region are going through. I call for increased mobilisation of EU aid to areas where
the famine is severe to provide the refugees with food, health care, clean water and sanitation
supplies. I urge that all sides immediately end the abuses against civilians, especially women
and children, and that access to aid and the free movement of all people fleeing conflict
and drought are guaranteed.

Cristian Silviu Buşoi (ALDE),    in writing. – (RO) The crisis in the Horn of Africa has
reached the point where failure to deliver a coordinated response will result in the death
toll rising from tens of thousands to millions. Easier access must be provided more than
ever to humanitarian aid organisations operating in the region.

I therefore congratulate the European Commission for its immediate response and its
decision to supplement the aid granted to the regions threatened by famine. However,
financial aid is not enough. A long-term strategy must be discussed which will lead to
sustainable development in the region, involving the entire international community.

This crisis has not been created by famine alone, but also by local politicians. If civil war
is not ended in the region, it will be difficult to set up food corridors. The African Union’s
involvement is of paramount importance. However, it is not sufficient as it does not possess
the resources required to tackle this crisis, which means that the EU has to be involved.
Furthermore, attention needs to be focused at a global level on the danger of abusive
speculation occurring on the agricultural commodity markets, which will push up food
prices.

Joanna Senyszyn (S&D),    in writing. – (PL) Africa needs increased assistance from the
European Union. Nearly 11 million people in Kenya, Ethiopia, Somalia and Djibouti have
fallen victim to a major drought. Over three-quarters of the inhabitants of these countries

(1) See Minutes.
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are employed in agriculture, which accounts for only one third of sub-Saharan Africa’s
GDP. For this reason, each crisis of this scale results in tragedy for millions of people.

These last two years have been the driest since 1950. There has been an increase in the
price of food of over 240%, in particular in regard to cereals. This increase, which started
in June 2010, has already pushed 44 million people below the poverty line. The basic needs
of millions of people living in the region cannot be fulfilled. For over a half of sub-Saharan
Africa’s inhabitants, lack of clean water, nutritious food and health care is a daily reality.
This situation is expected to deteriorate further over the next three to four months. Due
to the very poor and late harvest, we cannot anticipate any improvement before next year
at the earliest. We should therefore urgently increase both the humanitarian relief aid for
the endangered regions as well as long-term investments to counteract the effects of drought.
Better use of resources and investment in infrastructure and local coordination are essential,
as is emergency planning, including increasing cereal and seed reserves and the repair of
water reservoirs.

3. EU position and commitment in advance of the UN high-level meeting on the
prevention and control of non-communicable diseases (debate)

President.   – The next item is the Commission statement on the EU position and
commitment in advance of the UN high-level meeting on the prevention and control of
non-communicable diseases.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, it feels a bit strange to
move from the famine in Africa to talking about obesity in the western world, but I am
going to do so anyway.

Non-communicable diseases are the main cause of death and poor quality of life in the
European Union and in many other countries. These diseases have grown into a global
challenge: this needs a global response and we need to act now because the burden of
non-communicable diseases on society will grow bigger as the population grows older.

The Commission is confident that the meeting on non-communicable diseases which will
take place in New York next week, and where Commissioner Dalli will be present, will
send a clear signal of the willingness of governments around the world to step up action
to address these diseases. There is full agreement for a United Nations declaration that
emphasises prevention as the cornerstone of the global response to non-communicable
diseases.

This fully reflects and supports the strong focus on prevention of our action here in Europe.
For one-and-a-half years now, the Commission has been pushing for more determination
and commitment to addressing the root causes of these diseases – in particular smoking,
obesity, alcohol abuse, as well as socio-economic factors.

On tobacco, for instance, the European Union is a signatory to the International Framework
Convention on Tobacco Control. The EU has one of the toughest legislations in the world
on tobacco products and marketing, and some good national examples of smoke-free
legislation.

On nutrition and physical activity, the Commission is taking forward work to improve
our diets in partnership with Member States and civil society. The United Nations meeting
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is an important opportunity for the EU to contribute with its experience, to learn and to
refresh its commitment together with international partners.

We are now working closely with Member States to ensure a coordinated input into the
preparations for the meeting and the political declaration which is expected to be agreed
upon. This declaration will provide a step in the right direction towards strengthening
worldwide action to prevent and control non-communicable diseases. The outcome of
the meeting will also feed into our own reflection process on chronic diseases here in
Europe, and the Commission will be fostering this between now and the end of 2012. The
Commission acknowledges and welcomes the longstanding contribution of Parliament
on non-communicable diseases and we look forward to strengthening this cooperation.

Simon Busuttil,    on behalf of the PPE Group . – Mr President, for those who are not quite
sure what the issue of NCDs – non communicable diseases – means, the answer is simple:
it is about diabetes, it is about cancer, it is about cardiovascular and respiratory diseases.
It is about diseases that are responsible for 86% of deaths in Europe and 63% globally. I
suppose we all now get the picture. These numbers are shocking, and they should make
us stop to think and then act, more so because the majority of chronic NCDs can be
prevented, as the Commissioner has already pointed out. That means that if we put our
heads together, many lives can be saved. Unlike Europe’s financial crisis, this subject may
not be in the news, but it certainly affects citizens in their daily lives.

Next week’s United Nations Summit on NCDs is a great opportunity for the global
community to come up with possible solutions for fighting NCDs. If we push hard enough
we can push this issue up the global political agenda. Today, this Parliament will vote on
a motion for a resolution that will show our strong commitment to this cause. I would like
to thank colleagues from across the political spectrum for coming together on this issue.
The resolution will send a strong message to the global community, but it will also send a
strong message to the Commission itself that we are fully supporting it in its participation
in the UN Summit next week with an ambitious and coordinated EU position. I am delighted
that, as Commissioner Malmström said, Commissioner Dalli will be present. I hope that
President Barroso will also attend the summit.

If next week we commit the world’s governments to ambitious targets on fighting NCDs,
we will have taken a great step forward in reversing the trend on NCD-related deaths, and
we will have rendered a great service to our citizens.

Glenis Willmott,    on behalf of the S&D Group . – Mr President, next week, when the UN
meets in New York, it is really important that we send a clear message on tackling
non-communicable diseases. I think that all of us in this House can agree that the
ever-increasing rise in cancer, heart disease, diabetes and stroke, amongst many other
diseases, is devastating lives and families across Europe. It needs to be addressed urgently.

We should not just focus on rhetoric. We should focus on the action that we can take here
in the European Parliament. Over the next year, our main weapon against
non-communicable diseases will be an effective revision of the Tobacco Products Directive.
Tobacco use is the biggest cause of preventable deaths. It kills one in ten people worldwide.
Half of all regular smokers will be killed by the product that they are using. This is an issue
of epidemic proportions and needs to be treated as such.

If we implement the aims of the Framework Convention on Tobacco Control and use
measures that have been proven by other countries to be extremely effective, such as
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standardising packaging and restricting the use of additives and flavourings, we could see
a decline in tobacco use across Europe, especially among young people, saving thousands
of lives.

In these difficult times of austerity, does it not make sense to tackle a problem which is
costing European governments up to EUR 100 billion each and every year? The cost of
treating the huge host of preventable diseases caused by tobacco is astronomical. It just
does not make sense.

That is why it is so disappointing to hear that there is a delay in the Commission bringing
this proposal forward. We need this proposal at the beginning of 2012, as promised. It
really does question our commitment when we hesitate to take action on one of the biggest
causes of death and disease amongst our citizens.

Antonyia Parvanova,    on behalf of the ALDE Group . – Mr President, the ALDE Group has
been calling for this plenary debate on the growing concerns surrounding the outcome of
next week’s United Nations summit on the prevention and control of non-communicable
diseases. We certainly cannot afford a mild and watered-down UN declaration on such a
crucial public health issue, which accounts for 86% of deaths in Europe and represents a
significant economic burden.

We are glad to hear that Commissioner Dalli will be in New York. We now hope that the
EU position during the summit will lead to increased efforts to prevent and control NCDs
at global and EU level. Let me just remind you of a very simple fact: most NCDs are
preventable. Therefore our primary objective should be the prevention and reduction of
risk factors, mainly tobacco, poor diet, alcohol, the lack of physical activity and
environmental pollution. We know that such a strategy could save lives and could also
save money, which would also be most beneficial to the sustainability of our national
systems that are currently under pressure.

If we really want to be successful in reducing the burden of NCDs in Europe, we need to
rethink our public health model and focus not only on managing these diseases once people
are diagnosed, but also on preventing them. It is therefore essential that we provide people
with a healthy environment and opportunities, that we inform them about healthy habits
and that we enable them to take healthy choices.

Preventing and controlling NCDs needs political commitment and that is what we are
asking of the Council and the Commission in advance of the UN summit. The burden of
NCDs and the scale of the issue in every Member State call for the establishment of an EU
strategy on chronic and non-communicable diseases, which will have to be followed by
national plans implementing the strategy.

Today we are about to vote on a very ambitious joint motion for a resolution which has
been tabled with the support of all main political groups.

Let me conclude with another very simple fact that is reflected in Parliament’s text: food,
tobacco, alcohol, lifestyle and the environment matter to our health. To combat NCDs
effectively, we need Parliament and all the institutions to agree on this simple fact, not only
today but also when we debate and vote on our future food, environment and consumer
policies.

Marisa Matias,    on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group. – (PT) Mr President, Commissioner,
ladies and gentlemen, we know – although not everyone else does – that non-communicable

19Debates of the European ParliamentEN15-09-2011



diseases, such as cancer, cardiovascular and respiratory diseases, and diabetes, kill three
out of five people in the world every year. We also know that these diseases are responsible
for 86% of deaths throughout Europe. What we also know, apart from that, is that the
people who are most affected by these diseases and suffer most from them are in the
medium and low income groups. That is why it is clear to us all that these diseases not only
affect people’s quality of life, but also cause huge socio-economic damage.

At the end of the day, we are talking about an epidemic. Cardiovascular diseases and cancer
are respectively the largest and second largest causes of death in Europe. Over 3 million
new cases of cancer are diagnosed every single year, and we estimate that 29 million people
will have diabetes by 2025.

In this context it is vitally important that the United Nations (UN) high-level meeting takes
place, and it is also vitally important that concrete measures come out of it. We must go
beyond making declarations and move on to concrete action, and the European Commission
and the Member States must make a real commitment to adopt measures to prevent and
tackle these diseases.

I am very pleased that the strategy put forward by the Commissioner focuses on prevention
as the cornerstone of UN participation. I am pleased with the high-level representation
that we will have with Commissioner Dalli’s presence. I would, however, also ask him to
ensure that they bear in mind that the strategy for combating these diseases must be fair
and in line with people’s situations and needs. I would also ask you, Commissioner
Malmström, to come and tell us afterwards what measures the European Union is going
to adopt in order to implement the decisions that come out of the UN summit.

Peter Liese (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, in the
interests of the patients, it is important that this high-level meeting yields tangible results
and that we also support Commissioner Dalli in this regard. We need to tackle the alcohol
abuse, lack of physical activity, unbalanced diets and environmental effects that lead to
these diseases – and in particular smoking. I therefore agree with my fellow Members who
say that we also need to do more in this area in Europe. We need to get the proposal for
the Tobacco Products Directive tabled quickly; it should not be delayed any further.

There was some debate ahead of this resolution. As the Group of the European People’s
Party (Christian Democrats), we felt it was important, above all, for us not to focus
exclusively on the four most important non-communicable diseases. This Parliament has
always stood up for patients with rare diseases, and in this regard cross-border cooperation
is particularly important. That is why we have also included a passage to that effect.

We would like to see the risk factors addressed in a targeted manner. The motion for a
resolution originally stated that there should be a population-wide reduction in alcohol
consumption. That could be interpreted as meaning that those who occasionally enjoy a
glass of wine in the evening should do without, as that would reduce the average
consumption. However, if we do not tackle alcohol abuse in a targeted way, we will have
gained nothing. I therefore think that the joint resolution is very much better in this regard.
It deals with combating harmful use. I would like to thank my fellow Members for the fact
that we have made progress in this regard.

We have one more request and that is that we do not include the subject of salt in
paragraph 3. That has already brought us a great deal of trouble; we should not now court
a new lot of trouble at EU level. The subsidiarity principle should apply here, too. In areas
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where we need cross-border cooperation, such as with regard to the environment, we need
to take more action. However, many things can also be tackled in a targeted way in the
Member States and for that we do not need a completely uniform strategy.

Christel Schaldemose (S&D).   – (DA) Mr President, I have already voted in the Danish
election in advance, so that is why I am able to be here today. I am also anxiously awaiting
the result. Firstly, however, I would like to say a very big thank you for an extremely good
and necessary motion for a resolution on non-communicable diseases (NCDs). We
desperately need to focus more on these diseases, both globally and in the EU, because
they are in fact preventable. Millions of citizens have a poor quality of life when they suffer
from these diseases and millions of citizens have a shorter life because of them. I therefore
give my full support to the resolution.

However, I also think that it is important to say that we need to take concrete action now.
Moreover, we must not forget to continue to focus specifically on some of the diseases.
That means that we also need to establish specific strategies, for diabetes and cancer, for
example. Thirty-two million people have diabetes in the EU and 32 million are in the early
stages of the disease. There is an enormous amount that needs to be done, also in the
specific areas. We must not forget that.

I am therefore pleased to say that the Danish Presidency of the Council of the European
Union, which will take over in the first half of 2012, will focus precisely on these NCDs,
but also on diabetes in particular. I believe that that is what needs to be done, so that we
really can put our words into action here in the EU.

Sarah Ludford (ALDE). -   Mr President, I too am very pleased that we are having this
debate and that the Commission will be represented at the UN summit. I would like to pay
tribute to the NCD alliance of NGOs, which has contributed so much to achieving this
result. Like others, including the Commissioner, I stress how much we need to make
prevention the cornerstone of our approach, together with research on prevention,
treatment and also a possible cure.

Like Mrs Schaldemose, I am particular focused on diabetes, as I have a family member with
Type 1 diabetes. It is of course very important across the whole range of NCDs to talk about
contributory factors such as smoking, diet, obesity, lifestyle and so on, but can I just put
in a plea to remember that tiny babies can have Type 1 diabetes, and they have not had a
chance to smoke and become obese and so on.

We are talking not only about premature deaths, but also about the cost of living with
diabetes and other NCDs, not only to individuals but to our healthcare systems. So this
relates to the fiscal crisis. If we do not do something about the epidemic of NCDs, it is going
to be extremely burdensome. We must move beyond platitudes to specific actions with
timetables and targets. We must not use the ‘common umbrella’, as Mrs Schaldemose has
said, as an excuse for inaction on particular diseases. So I also welcome the pledge of the
Danish Presidency – whichever party is in charge – to focus in particular on diabetes.

Anne Delvaux (PPE).   – (FR) Mr President, millions of deaths can be avoided if Member
States are more decisive in tackling the risk factors of non-communicable diseases (NCDs).
Commissioner, this is a responsibility that must be shouldered by all of us, and especially
by those taking part in the United Nations high-level meeting. I would like to make three
specific comments on how to achieve this.
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Firstly, priority should be given to tackling overeating and poor diet. Our eating habits,
which include more and more processed foods, foods of animal origin and fats, play a
major role in the current epidemic of NCDs. Moreover, a study has shown that meat, dairy
products, eggs and animal fats account for an average of 77% of the saturated fatty acid
intakes and 100% of the cholesterol intakes in developed countries. The key, therefore, is
not to urge people to totally cut out fatty acids, sugar, salt, and so on, but to recommend
moderation, responsible consumption and balanced diets, as only excessive consumption
is harmful to health.

Secondly, alongside preventive and behavioural health policies, I would like in particular
to stress the importance of the contributions made by scientific research, which we must
support at all costs, including by granting it adequate financial resources. There are actually
a great many treatments yet to be found, whether in the fight against cancer or the fight
against Alzheimer’s, for which adult stem-cell research, for example, looks promising but
is unfortunately a financial drain.

Finally, if the UN General Assembly is going to offer the international community a unique
opportunity to take action against NCDs, it is vital that prevention efforts are also echoed
within families, schools, workplaces and businesses. A healthier lifestyle must be promoted
everywhere and by everyone.

Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D). -   Mr President, I strongly support the resolution on
NCDs and call on the Commission to raise, in New York, the issue of cardiovascular disease
and stroke, the major cause of preventable and premature deaths in Europe.

For stroke survivors, the consequences can be devastating, giving rise to severe mental or
physical disabilities, and for the EU health care system the burden is significant. Yet risk
factors are easily identifiable. In a resolution on action to tackle cardiovascular disease
adopted in July 2007, the European Parliament called on the Commission to propose a
recommendation on cardiovascular disease and on early identification of high-risk
individuals and prevention strategies in Europe. However, at this stage, the Commission
is still not planning a specific EU strategy on cardiovascular diseases.

I therefore call on the Commission first to develop a future EU strategy to tackle CVD and
then to support the development of EU guidelines on tackling stroke risk factors, such as
atrial fibrillation, and on screening and diagnosis, taking into account the success of the
recent EU Alzheimer’s strategy and EU cancer strategy.

Françoise Grossetête (PPE).   – (FR) Mr President, Commissioner, as we have just seen
and as has been said during many previous speeches, no country is immune from these all
too often preventable non-communicable diseases (NCDs). The focus really should be on
eliminating the risk factors behind these diseases, such as smoking, poor diet, physical
inactivity and alcohol abuse.

Commissioner, the European Union must spearhead this fight in international forums, as
there is now a wealth of knowledge on how to prevent these diseases. As has already been
said, we know that there is a close link between obesity and cardiovascular disease, and
recent studies have shown that a healthy diet reduces the risk of developing Alzheimer’s.

Faced with these aberrations, we know that the food industry, under pressure from the EU,
is making some efforts. It has an important role to play, not only at European level, but
also by exporting healthier products to continents where the population – the Chinese or
Indian population for example – is starting to contract these NCDs.
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There is, however, a severe lack of indicators to monitor the scope, trends and
socio-economic impact of these diseases. I would ask you to look closely at our resolution,
in which we specifically call for the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control
(ECDC) to genuinely work on statistical data on NCDs. This work could provide a good
basis for improving our prevention policies in this area, and not just in Europe.

Christa Klaß (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, thankfully,
it goes without saying today that we take joint responsibility for dealing with infectious
diseases and epidemics. I welcome the fact that the prevention and control of
non-communicable diseases are now the focus of the UN meeting. We have a joint
responsibility here, too.

People’s lifestyle also has a crucial role to play in this regard. We know that a healthy and
balanced diet helps in maintaining health. However, we also know how large a role
socio-economic factors play. People’s circumstances need to be improved in general. We
need to create structures which allow people, in an informed and educated way, to take
responsibility themselves for shaping their lives freely as they see fit. Prohibitions and
nannying will not achieve the objective.

Our resolution must also take account of the changes in social conditions. For us in Europe,
this relates in particular to demographic change, which is associated with a high level of
poverty in old age, particularly for women. However, it is also the increased stress, which
also affects women in particular, that leads to coronary heart disease and strokes. Up to
80% of these strokes could be prevented relatively simply through regular check-ups and
preventive therapies.

I would like to ask the Commission: how can we ensure that we have uniform treatment
in Europe, and how can we promote the exchange of experience and knowledge? We need
effective strategies in the area of health care within Europe, too.

Seán Kelly (PPE). -   Mr President, the statistics in relation to non-communicable diseases
are pretty shocking. As Mr Busuttil said, 86% of all deaths in the European Union are caused
by these diseases; it is equally shocking that 97% of the money is spent on trying to cure
these diseases and only 3% is spent on trying to prevent them.

It is an old adage that ‘prevention is better than cure’. Obviously, we need to do far more
in the field of prevention. We need lifestyles to change, admittedly, but we need to do an
awful lot in relation to research, because these diseases are on the rise. Respiratory diseases,
such as asthma and non-communicable pulmonary diseases, are all on the rise and need
to be included in research programmes. This is necessary with a view to improving people’s
health across the European Union, but also because the World Economic Forum has
identified non-communicable diseases as one of the great threats to economic development.

Karin Kadenbach (S&D).   – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, all
I can do is emphasise one thing that has been said many times today: we need greater
awareness of and, above all, more financial resources for prevention. Particularly at a time
when our governments are faced with consolidating their budgets, there is a great danger
of cuts being made in the health sector, and in particular in the area of prevention.

When I look at the figures that have been mentioned here today – on average in Europe,
but also in the Western world, 97% goes on treatment and medication and only 3% goes
on prevention – then these figures give pause for thought: firstly, because through timely
preventive measures, through the prevention and avoidance of diseases, we could help
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people not just to live longer, but to live longer in good health. A second reason is because
we can also help to consolidate and improve our health systems in the long term, as anything
that I can prevent today will not cost me anything later on. In other words, we must also
view the matter from this perspective.

I consider our ‘health in all policies’ approach to be crucial. This is something that we can
achieve, not only in the health sector; we need it in all areas of life, including in the
workplace.

Mairead McGuinness (PPE). -   Mr President, I would like to thank the Commissioner and
those who drafted this resolution. I think there is agreement that we need, both for financial
reasons and for the welfare of our citizens, to do more about these diseases.

I was glad that Mrs Klaß mentioned the words ‘personal responsibility’. No matter how
many fine words or how much legislation or whatever, if we do not actually encourage
people to take responsibility for their own health, I am afraid that much of what we are
writing and talking about will fail.

I think that we need to look at medical schools and the medical profession, as well as the
pharmaceutical profession, because there is money in treating the sick. People go to their
doctors when they are ill, not when they are well, and maybe that is where the problem is.
If we went to a doctor in order to stay well and get advice on how to do that, we would
have better outcomes. If we also got consistent advice on lifestyle choices, that would be
excellent.

Lastly, could we better implement the smoking ban in this House and show some leadership?

(Applause)

Claudiu Ciprian Tănăsescu (S&D).   – (RO) Mr President, as we are debating today the
crisis involving non-communicable diseases (NCDs), which are posing a threat to the
Millennium Development Goals being achieved, I think that the time has come for us to
invest time and money in resolving this problem.

We already have on paper the solution for saving millions of people from an early death
or from the drudgery of living with various disabilities caused by NCDs. We need an
overview to be able to measure as accurately as possible the magnitude of this problem
and its related costs. Governments should invest more in research, not only at national
level but externally too, in states with small and moderate incomes, so as to facilitate tighter
control globally over the progression of non-communicable diseases and their risk factors.

I was pleased by the position adopted by the Commission on this problem and I am also
pleased that Commissioner Dalli will be attending the UN meeting on the prevention and
control of NCDs, as we need our representative to adopt a firm, clear position at this
meeting, which will convey an image of the European Union as a dialogue partner whose
voice matters at a global level.

Rareş-Lucian Niculescu (PPE).   – (RO) Mr President, I would like to mention
Amendment 1 to the joint motion for a resolution, requesting the introduction of
standardised packaging for packets of cigarettes. I am not speaking up in defence of either
smokers or manufacturers. I strongly support anti-smoking campaigns, but I would like
to put forward some arguments against this amendment.
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First of all, I have some doubts about the effectiveness of such a measure. In my view, all
consumers, even if they are smokers, are entitled to select the product they buy, if they
want to buy it. The packet provides important information about the product’s quality
and origin.

Secondly, this measure will pave the way for illegal trade, including counterfeit products.
In 2009 tobacco products were top of the European Union league of counterfeit products.
These products pose an added health risk.

Last but not least, this measure would be an infringement of intellectual property rights,
setting a dangerous precedent.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, behind the label of
non-communicable diseases there is, as has been pointed out, a huge list of diseases that
are influencing our health and our well-being and the costs to our societies, so there is a
very important reason to act and to take preventive action.

I would like to thank you for all your views; you can be sure that they will be communicated
to Commissioner Dalli. I will try to answer a few of your questions.

Ms Willmott asked about the Tobacco Directive. It is a complicated issue. We are working
very thoroughly on that. We are making sure that there is the highest quality in the impact
assessment and that we can provide a convincing evidence base; it will come before the
summer.

Mr Liese emphasised the issue of salt. As you know, Member States have agreed to decrease
the amount of salt in food by 16% in the coming four years. That is an excellent example
of how Member States can act without directives coming from the Commission.

Mrs Schaldemose, we are looking forward to working with the Danish Presidency, whatever
form it takes, on the struggle against diabetes. It is a very important issue, as you so rightly
underlined.

(FR) Ms Grossetête, regarding the mandate of the Agency in Stockholm, we are currently
assessing it. Next year, all these considerations will obviously be taken into account
depending on resources. We will have to return to this point later.

As you know, the Council has asked the Commission and Member States to engage in a
reflection process on how we can best respond to chronic and non-communicable diseases.
We are working with Member States, with stakeholders and with the European Parliament
in this reflection process and from that we shall see what further action we can take together.

The United Nations meeting is, of course, a very important opportunity for stepping up
our efforts. We will pursue the challenge with determination and energy, and we will
continue to be a strong ally and committed international partner in preventing and
combating non-communicable diseases worldwide.

I thank you very much for a very fruitful debate.

President.   – This has indeed been an interesting debate. Both from a statistical and a
sociological point of view, it is striking that, out of 18 speeches, 13 were made by female
Members who, on matters of this kind and this degree of importance, seem to be more
engaged than their male counterparts, and for that I congratulate them.
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To conclude the debate I have received two motions for resolutions (2)  under Rule 110(2).

The debate is closed.

The vote will take place today at 12.00.

Written statements (Rule 149)

Liam Aylward (ALDE),    in writing. – (GA) Chronic diseases such as cardiovascular diseases
are increasing, and, with the ageing population of Europe, it is likely that the situation will
only get worse. There is still no common European strategy for this.

Amongst the cardiovascular diseases, strokes are the most lethal. The situation is not good
either for those who survive: two-thirds of them have a disability. In Europe each year
4.3 million people die from strokes. Strokes kill more people than cancer. This resolution
must encourage the EU and Member States to take strong measures to benefit patients and
carers. The EU strategy must focus on preventive measures. At present, 97% of the medical
budget is spent on medical treatment and only 3% is invested in preventive measures.

At the UN high-level meeting on non-communicable diseases next week, the European
Commission must make it very clear that the issue must not be ignored any more. Preventive
measures, early diagnosis and effective management could save the lives of millions of
people every year in Europe and worldwide.

4. EU policy approach to the ITU World Radiocommunication Conference 2012
(debate)

President.   – The next item is the debate on the oral question to the Commission by
Herbert Reul, on behalf of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy, on the
European Union’s policy approach to the ITU World Radiocommunication
Conference 2012 (O-000180/2011 – B7-0429/2011).

Herbert Reul,    author. – (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, the
Commission has presented a European Union policy approach for the forthcoming ITU
World Radiocommunication Conference 2012 and in so doing has focused quite specifically
on one point, namely that it is accepted and noted that the Member States are independent
members of the ITU, but that many issues have great significance for our common European
policy.

I would like to mention a couple of examples that are also on the agenda of this conference.
There is the item on ‘cross-border coordination of the use of spectrum in the upper part
of the digital dividend’ or the question of ‘harmonisation of the patchwork of frequency
allocations for satellite navigation’ – absolutely crucial for our Galileo project – or the item
on the ‘introduction of modern aviation safety communications systems’, which has a
direct effect on SESAR – the Single European Sky Air Traffic Management Research project
– or the agenda item on ‘emissions from short-range devices’, that is to say car remote
controls and medical equipment, for example, which only have a low cross-border
interference potential and are already regulated at European level.

In short, the radio frequencies the allocation of which is being negotiated at the conference
have a direct impact on many European policy areas. They affect the internal market, but

(2) See Minutes.
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also research, transport and space policy. This is all taking place against the backdrop of
the provisions on the regulatory framework for electronic communications services, and
the negotiations at the World Radiocommunication Conference will therefore have a
European dimension to them that has not been seen at previous conferences of this kind.

Therefore, in committee we are compelled to ask: how will the Commission or European
policy promote the strengthened Union dimension in the forthcoming negotiations?
Furthermore, how will it be ensured that, in the areas for which it has exclusive competence,
the Union will also speak with one voice?

Our committee is of the opinion that, in multilateral negotiations, the European Union
must take up a unified position in order to promote its interests, and the growing role of
the European Union in the area of spectrum use also calls for a stronger formal position
of the EU in the ITU. This is a controversial issue among the Member States, and that is
also why we are taking a stand here, but it is important, because the agenda for the next
World Radiocommunication Conference, as far as a re-examination of the status of the
EU is concerned, will be established already at this conference.

I would like to mention another aspect that is important to us and that will perhaps make
this even clearer. In connection with the negotiations for the first European Radio Spectrum
Policy Programme, topics were discussed that will also be important at this conference.
One of the most important agenda items that is relevant to the EU will affect the Digital
Agenda in the 800 MHz band. In this context, it is important to us as a committee to recall
the position of the European Parliament represented in the vote of 11 March on the
Hökmark report and to ask for this to be taken into account.

We must not allow a conference to take place and this position not to be taken into account
at all. We adopted this with a large majority. This was a case of addressing an issue that is
extremely important for the European economy, namely how we are to provide sufficient
and appropriate spectrum for mobile data traffic, amounting to at least 1 200 MHz, in
order to support the realisation of Union policy objectives and to meet the growing demand
for mobile data traffic.

We want transparent measures, we do not want any distortion of competition, nor do we
want to disadvantage new players in particular in this area. We want to ensure that anyone
currently using the spectrum in the television or radio sector can continue to perform their
role. However, I believe that, during this European crisis when we are always talking about
what is not possible and where the problems are, it is important for us also to recognise
the opportunities that can arise for the European economy if we make the conditions such
that they are productive and open up new possibilities.

This conference provides an opportunity. We are asking – and this is the reason for this
question – for greater account to be taken of the European position in this round, both
formally and in terms of content, as Mr Hökmark will, I am sure, relate in rather more
detail shortly. The potential for innovation in the area of the spectrum is potential for
economic growth in Europe. It does not make any sense simply to talk about growth and
then, when there are tangible opportunities to improve our growth prospects, not to take
them. That is our concern and that is why we want to present this here today.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, I would like to thank the
ITRE Committee for bringing this to the agenda and raising the questions.
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With regard to the first question, the two most relevant items where a common EU voice
is critical are coordination of the digital dividend in the 800 megahertz band and the
spectrum regulation regarding short-range devices, which risks affecting the circulation
of radio frequency identification tags in the internal market. Both are areas where there is
already legislation in place at EU level.

Taking note of the developing consensus in the EU on the substance and given that the
preparatory process for the WRC-12 is all but concluded, the Commission would not
consider it necessary at this stage to go beyond a practical arrangement for ad-hoc
coordination, as is proposed in the communication. In this context, the Commission recalls
that Member States have a duty to fully cooperate to achieve EU goals and to avoid any
result that could affect the EU’s internal rules or alter their scope. The Commission will
carefully monitor the process and will not hesitate to take all appropriate steps if Member
States do not comply with their duties under the Treaty.

The Commission is considering moving beyond the aforementioned ad-hoc approach to
coordination, including if necessary a proposal for a Council decision in the lead-up to the
next conference. This may also include a re-examination of the status and the role of the
European Union in the ITU.

With regard to the agenda for the next conference in 2015, we have outlined our strategy
in the communication on the WRC-12. In a nutshell, concerning the future spectrum for
wireless and broadband, the Commission considers that it is not appropriate to specify
already precise frequency bands and favours a holistic approach to identify issues and
opportunities.

We propose to undertake a common EU reflection in the context of the spectrum inventory,
which is an efficiency review that is an essential part of the proposed radio spectrum policy
programme and supported in Parliament’s first reading report. We believe that there is
sufficient convergence between the views of Member States and that it is not necessary to
formalise the EU position for this particular point.

Gunnar Hökmark,    on behalf of the PPE Group . – Mr President, I thank the Commissioner
for her response to the oral question. I would like to highlight two things that I think are
important when we discuss this area.

When we talk about spectrum, telecommunications, mobile wireless, devices of different
kinds and also technologies, we are talking about one of the fastest-moving areas in the
global community today. I say ‘global community’ because it is not only about the economy;
it is also about politics and about information, science and all other sectors in society. It is
fair to say that this is one of the fastest-moving areas and we need to be flexible, and this
means also that the approach must be ambitious.

Having listened to the Commissioner, I must say that I think the Commission should try
to apply an even more ambitious approach regarding the upcoming Telecom conferences.
When the technology is moving as fast as it is, the fact that this International
Telecommunications Union is having meetings every fourth year, I think it is – which is a
heritage from the 1920s and 1930s, in a totally different world – means that it is important
to secure the flexibility we need and also to mention the important frequencies we need
to open up. Politicians always say phrases like ‘tomorrow starts today’, but in this area this
is very true, because the Telecom Conference 2015 is being prepared now, and we need
to have an ambitious approach in place in order to get as much as possible out of this
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conference. Our aim must be to enable Europe to be in the lead in global development in
mobile wireless and telecoms, because that is essential for our future growth. When we
discuss the debt crisis, this is a challenge for us to deal with those issues and an even more
ambitious approach to flexibility, but also to aim for European leadership in the global
community. That should be the Commission's approach.

Catherine Trautmann,    on behalf of the S&D Group. – (FR) Mr President, Commissioner,
ladies and gentleman, the question of the World Radiocommunication Conference may
appear overly technical, dull even, yet the widespread use of smartphones and the growing
need for frequencies, particularly for mobile communications, means that ever more
sensitive trade-offs need to be made.

These choices cannot be left to technical people alone. It is up to us, the legislators, to create
the conditions in which to develop these new technologies, while safeguarding existing
spectrum use, for example by broadcasters.

As spectrum is a scarce resource, how we perceive matters relating to radio spectrum policy
will be crucial to the development of future applications. Next year’s World
Radiocommunication Conference, which will set out the priorities for 2015, must result
in a unanimous European position on the world stage.

Commissioner, I would emphasise the need to coordinate the positions of Member States.
This coordination is crucial if Europe is to become a key player in the world of
telecommunications. This is not just about competitiveness; above all, it is about a sector
that has the potential to grow and to create jobs.

We European socialists and social democrats have been saying this for months, and yet
despite the potential that this sector has to aid European recovery, our message has gone
unheeded. Many synergies could, however, be developed with other areas: transport, space
policy or research.

This conference is therefore in keeping with all our discussions on the radio spectrum
policy programme, on the need to draw up an inventory of all spectrum use to determine
exactly which frequency bands new services can be developed in. The thorny issue of
interference also needs to be dealt with, as it is an additional problem for those EU countries
with external borders to overcome.

This situation reinforces the needs for harmonisation and a coordinated response across
the Union. Indeed, it looks as though we are witnessing a shift in the positions of Member
States for which the very word ‘harmonisation’ was objectionable at the start of our
discussions. Commissioner, you know that the European Parliament stands shoulder to
shoulder with the Commission so that it can achieve these objectives, which we have
discussed at length among ourselves.

Lena Ek,    on behalf of the ALDE Group . – Mr President, in these times of crisis we need to
use all the tools we have to support growth and make Europe competitive. In this context,
ICT and the spectrum issue are extremely important. Take the Digital Agenda, for example.
We need to build a digital internal market and we need to develop the kind of ICT solutions
that would underpin the Europe that should emerge from this crisis. I am thinking of
e-health, e-democracy, smart and efficient transport, smart metering for energy and smart
grids. Much of this will be difficult, some of it impossible, to achieve if we do not secure
the regulatory framework and international agreements necessary, like the ITU’s radio
regulations.

29Debates of the European ParliamentEN15-09-2011



Secondly, the Commission has a job to do here to ensure that a European approach is well
represented at the ITU Conference. For the first time, the Commission now has a chance
to speak for the Union interest in these international negotiations. We do need the
Commission to represent our EU framework. Take the radio spectrum policy that we voted
on in this Parliament in May as an example. That is part of the foundation for the Digital
Agenda and for Europe 2020 – the competitive Europe with the new jobs that we so badly
need – and we will continue to establish EU rules in this area in the years to come.

We absolutely have to find a way forward for consistency between our EU legislation and
the international regulatory framework. I urge the Commission to establish and pursue a
clear, consistent strategy, and to make sure that there is a strong EU dimension in the
upcoming negotiations. I also expect the Commission to strongly defend the principles of
transparency and personal integrity, as laid out in the telecoms package.

IN THE CHAIR: RODI KRATSA-TSAGAROPOULOU
Vice-President

Philippe Lamberts,    on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group. – (FR) Madam President, I will carry
on where Catherine Trautmann left off.

Firstly, as Ms Trautmann pointed out, spectrum is a scarce resource and above all a public
good, like so many other things: air, climate, water, and so on. It should therefore be
managed collectively and under the direction of the authorities. In other words, no one
can own all or part of the radio spectrum or believe that they own it.

Secondly, if it is accepted that spectrum is a public good and a scarce resource, we should
exploit it in the most efficient and flexible way possible. The first thing we need to do is to
work out how spectrum is currently used. This is why we are insisting that an inventory
of spectrum allocations be developed: frequency allocation is one thing; the way we use it
is quite another. I do not believe that allocating entire spectrum bands to be used at 2% of
their capacity is an example of efficient use. The fact is, if this resource is scarce, we should
use it efficiently and, of course, by virtue of a decision taken by the authorities.

Lastly, radio spectrum is a public good that knows no borders. Like Mr Hökmark, I too
would like to make the connection with the whole debate on the future of European
integration. As European citizens, we are all faced, in each of our countries, with the
selfishness or power struggles of Member States, which say: ‘Hands off! Europe has nothing
to do with this matter!’ That is not true. Spectrum has no borders. As Europeans, it is clear
to us that the right way to tackle the issue – even when a subsidiarity approach is taken –
is, of course, the European way. I think that all of us, in each of our respective countries,
are going to have to try to overcome our national self-interests.

Those are the three points I wanted to share with you as part of this debate.

Oldřich Vlasák,    on behalf of the ECR Group .  – (CS) Madam President, I would first like
to emphasise that I consider it highly important to maintain a coordinated and unified
approach both between European institutions and between individual Member States when
negotiating individual items on the agenda of the World Radiocommunication Conference
next year.

The main thing is to have a common approach towards supporting the introduction and
protection of mobile technologies and services within the framework of exploiting the
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digital dividend in the 800 MHz band, enabling the implementation of the SESAR project
for unified air traffic management and creating conditions for the faster introduction of
mobile technologies for the network known as 4G. This will allow the necessary faster
access to Internet services. Another requirement is to create conditions for the introduction
of technologies protecting the Galileo European satellite navigation system and other
radio-navigation services in air traffic management, and for the development and
introduction of intelligent transport systems, scientific research and climate monitoring
and Earth observation services. From this perspective, it is also necessary to suppress efforts
aimed at increasing the number of global regulations.

Ladies and gentlemen, in terms of all-round social development, the exploitation of the
radio spectrum is assuming an ever-more global and strategic character. The results of this
conference will therefore undoubtedly influence the further development of high-speed
wireless technologies and services in particular in a fundamental way, and will have a
practical impact on living conditions and the quality of life in our towns and villages.

Jaroslav Paška,    on behalf of the EFD Group. - (SK) Madam President, the World
Radiocommunication Conference of the International Telecommunication Union in
February next year will debate and adopt a number of modifications to the Radio
Regulations, which will influence the possibility of meeting the objectives of the Digital
Agenda programme for Europe. EU Member States are legitimate participants in the
conference, and they naturally come to the debate with their own priorities and interests.
The Commission, which does not have the possibility of direct participation in the debates
and decision-making of the conference, is therefore trying to find a way to promote the
objectives of the Union through its participating Member States. The interests of the Union
mainly revolve around item 1.17 of the agenda, which relates to use of the frequency
spectrum from 790 to 862 MHz, suitable for the transmission of broadband wireless
connections. In addition, there are items 1.4 and 1.18, which relate to the use of the Galileo
system and its effective exploitation, and item 1.20, which relates to high-altitude weather
balloons. In total, 25 items on the conference agenda touch on EU interests. It is therefore
highly important that the Commission finds an effective way of communicating and
coordinating interests with the official representatives of the Member States who will be
negotiating and deciding on these topics at the conference.

Silvia-Adriana Ţicău (S&D).   – (RO) Madam President, during the ITU World
Radiocommunication Conference, amendments will be adopted to the Radio Regulations
which are binding on ITU members, including all European Union Member States. During
the negotiations which will take place at the ITU World Communications Conference
in 2012, the negotiating partners’ technical positions may reflect political objectives,
interests relating to industrial and space policy, as well as other interests. Member States
must devise joint actions and cooperate throughout the entire negotiations to guarantee
that decisions are adopted which will support the Union’s policies and initiatives.

The agenda features 25 items which cover cross-border cooperation on the digital dividend,
cross-border interference, the radio frequency spectrum for developing the Galileo
programme, provision of the spectrum required for mobile data traffic, the introduction
of state-of-the-art communication systems for air safety, communication satellites,
emissions from short-range devices, the maritime mobile service and ships and ports
equipped with safety systems, and radar systems in the 15.4-15.7 GHz bandwidth.
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The EU must protect the frequencies required to operate the Galileo system from
interference caused by other radio services and support the additional 2 483.5-2 500 MHz
bandwidth, with the aim of improving services in the future.

The regulatory provisions required to use the 960-1 164 MHz bandwidth in the aviation
sector are intended to support the introduction of air traffic management applications.
The regulatory limits imposed on deployment in the aviation sector should also provide
protection for the satellite navigation receivers which operate in the 1 164-1 215 MHz
bandwidth, intended for applications for GPS-based life-saving devices and for the Galileo
system.

The EU must defend a stance which will ensure that satellite mobile services will have the
necessary frequencies available to provide air traffic management services in Europe.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD). -    (LT) Madam President, I agree with the previous speakers and
am convinced that Europe must take the lead and create the best opportunities for a
competitive knowledge-based European economy characterised by vitality, change and
innovation. The need for one single internal market is crucial for Europe to take the lead
in the global economy, with a focus on the service sector and the knowledge economy.
Consequently, I believe that the European Union must speak with a single voice on issues
regarding the competence of the Union. As you know, on this topic revisions to the Radio
Regulations will be adopted at the forthcoming conference on this subject, together with
the agenda for the next conference in 2015. The Commission must ensure that this agenda
reflects the European Parliament’s position on the radio spectrum policy programme
process and that it benefits the international interests of the European Union. There must
be a coordinated approach at European level so that we have sufficient radio spectrum to
achieve the European Union’s strategic goals. In addition, I would like to highlight the
principle of subsidiarity as one of the European Union’s main principles for combining
the Member States’ powers and the competence of the European Union.

Martin Kastler (PPE).   – (DE) Madam President, in this context, I would like to remind
the Commission and all of us in Europe how important it is for us once again to be at the
forefront in the communications technology sector and to compete with the large world
powers so that, being proud of our expertise, we can take projects like Galileo forwards.
At the many sites at which work on Galileo is carried out – including in my home city of
Nuremberg – we have a huge amount of potential in terms of scientific knowledge and
expertise, and we need the support, above all the financial support, to enable this research
to move forward and our position in the world to be developed and duly appreciated in
the future through these projects.

Therefore, my request is this: let us work together to ensure that we drive forward these
major ideas that, with Galileo, will allow us as Europeans to have our own system and thus
also our independence from the rest of the world, and that we all duly support this at the
World Radiocommunication Conference next year. That is what I would urge you all to
do.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Madam President, this is indeed a
fast-changing area with a huge potential and it is very exciting.

As you know, there will be an agenda point regarding the spectrum for broadband, judging
by the position emerging throughout the world. We are actively looking at spectrum for
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mobile broadband and will, by the end of the year, already have harmonised over 1 000
megahertz, which is world-leading.

As you know, the Commission cannot speak at the conference in 2012, but we are seeking
discussions and the role of the Union is under consideration for future conferences. This
will not, of course, hinder us from seeking maximum coordination for the voice of Europe
in this context.

The inventory is a very important issue and it is a core proposal of the radio spectrum
policy programme. We take the views of Parliament very seriously in this debate and in
developing spectrum policy. The radio spectrum policy programme will guide the strategic
dimension of spectrum policy. The regulatory framework for electronic communication
services and network assigns a new and very important role for Parliament.

The communication from the Commission to the Parliament and the Council, which you
are debating here and will debate, and your response to this will be very important for us
in policy formulation, so we look forward to continuing the discussions on this with you.
I would like to thank you for this debate.

President.   – I have received one motion for a resolution (3) in accordance with Rule 115(5)
of the Rules of Procedure.

The debate is closed.

The vote will take place at 12.00 on Thursday, 15 September 2011.

Written statements (Rule 149)

Robert Dušek (S&D),    in writing. – (CS) The exploitation and management of the radio
spectrum concerns a strategic policy and a limited resource. The Radio Spectrum Policy
forms part of the Commission’s so-called Digital Agenda for Europe and it is essential to
fulfilling the aims of the Europe 2020 strategy for smart, sustainable and inclusive growth.
The aim of the Radio Spectrum Policy is to create a competitive and sustainable industry
providing broadband wireless services. Problems arise over adequate allocation of the
spectrum, which should be determined exclusively by the interests of the majority of
citizens. The abuse of the spectrum by various economic entities is clear, and in this context
it is therefore essential to monitor its allocation and use. I welcome the long-term
programme of this policy and also its strategic commitment, which will ensure appropriate
legal certainty in relation to the high start-up costs for development. I support the creation
of harmonised frequency bands, the release of spectrum in the 790 MHz to 862 MHz range
for mobile broadband connections by 2013 and the improved conditions for higher
capacity frequencies. In the rapid development of traditional mobile communications,
Europe must not forget other developments in the radio spectrum. It is essential that the
European Union does not fall behind the rest of the world, and that it continues to be fully
competitive in this area.

(3) see Minutes.
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IN THE CHAIR: DIANA WALLIS
Vice-President

5. Epilepsy (written declaration): see Minutes

Angelika Werthmann (NI). -   Madam President, on behalf of the European Advocates
for Epilepsy Working Group, and on behalf of my colleagues Mr Mitchell, Mr Deva, Ms
Harkin and Mr Skinner, I want to thank those who signed our Written Declaration No 22
on Epilepsy for their support. We have received 440 signatures. I expect the Commission
to take this initiative and help more than 6 million people in Europe. Special thanks also
go to Ms Fisker and Mr Nucci from Parliament’s Secretariat for their support.

Konrad Szymański (ECR).   – (PL) Ladies and gentlemen, we have a very special guest in
Parliament’s visitors’ gallery today. Mr Wojciech Jakowiec has made his way here from
Fatima and Santiago de Compostela on foot, as a pilgrim on his way to Assisi to meet Pope
Benedict XVI on 27 October. He brings a message of peace to all, and reminds us of the
values of a civilised life, which I believe the political community would do well to remember.
Wojtek, welcome to the European Parliament!

6. Voting time

6.1. Negotiations on the EU-Moldova Association Agreement (A7-0289/2011 -
Graham Watson) (vote)

6.2. Situation in Libya (B7-0513/2011) (vote)

6.3. Situation in Syria (B7-0482/2011) (vote)

6.4. Closing the gap between anti-corruption law and reality (B7-0481/2011) (vote)

Martin Schulz (S&D).   – (DE) Madam President, I would like once again to draw your
attention to the fact that I just left my seat and, when I returned, my green light was on,
even though I was not here and had not pressed the button. Yesterday, I assumed that it
was Mr Hökmark who was always voting for me here, but perhaps a technician could come
and take a look at it, because the little man under the table here always votes the wrong
way.

Franz Obermayr (NI).   – (DE) Madam President, we really need to ascertain whose voting
machine does not work. I do not like having to agree with Mr Schulz, but it really is very
difficult when you come back to your seat and want to vote only to find that the vote has
already been cast. That obviously falsifies the whole vote. I would ask you, as a matter of
urgency, to ascertain whose voting machine does not work.

Chris Davies (ALDE). -   Madam President, I know we have spent a lot of money on these
new machines but my voting machine voted before I had a chance to touch it; very
sophisticated, but perhaps not appropriate.

Norbert Glante (S&D).   – (DE) Madam President, I believe that this is the first time in
17 years that I have asked to speak and my machine has not worked. It really is not working.
There really seems to be a bug in the system somewhere. I would ask for my machine to
be looked at, too.
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Jean-Paul Gauzès (PPE).   – (FR) Madam President, I think I can answer that for you. The
new system is such that if you touch the button before the vote has begun, the machine
stores the item, and when the vote begins, the button that you have touched automatically
turns on the light.

(Loud applause)

6.5. Famine in East Africa (B7-0490/2011) (vote)

Peter Liese (PPE).   – (DE) Madam President, many thanks to everyone who has worked
on this resolution on non-communicable diseases. However, due to the speed with which
this was drawn up, I have been informed that some confusion has arisen – not amongst
the Group of the European People’s Party (Christian Democrats), our voting list is correct
– but it has been brought to my attention that some fellow Members are confused about
paragraph 3.

There is a split vote. We requested this. In the second part, there is a call for the UN to
implement an intervention to reduce salt, sugar and other food components. The PPE
Group believes that the UN should not dictate how much salt our bread should contain
or make other similar stipulations. We are therefore voting against the second part. In the
voting lists for some of the other groups that is not clear. Anyone who is opposed to a
regulation by the UN must vote against the second part.

6.6. EU position and commitment in advance of the UN high-level meeting on the
prevention and control of non-communicable diseases (B7-0488/2011) (vote)

6.7. EU policy approach to the ITU World Radiocommunication Conference 2012
(B7-0480/2011) (vote)

(That concludes the vote)

7. Explanations of vote

Oral explanations of vote

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0513/2011

Tunne Kelam (PPE). -   Madam President, I supported the resolution on Libya, but I think
it is important to stress two points. First, our message to their National Transitional Council
that Libya will be a moderate Muslim country with a constitution which is going to protect
minorities, including Christian minorities. Secondly, that the National Transitional Council
should launch a reconciliation process without delay, and that our High Representative
and the European Commission should be ready to provide aid with experts and trainers
on mediation and dialogue.

Anna Záborská (PPE).   - (SK) Madam President, the events in Libya and other Arab states
in the Mediterranean area have underlined the need for Europe to define its foreign policy.
We may then avoid situations where our leaders are one day posing for photographs with
a dictator and the next day sending in fighter planes against his regime. History may teach
us, however, that overthrowing a dictator does not in itself constitute democracy, and that
democratic elections do not guarantee freedom. We must learn from what is happening
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in Iraq and Egypt. We must offer Libya our help and cooperation, convince the Libyans of
the importance of freedom, allocate the resources we can provide them with for the
development of democratic institutions, send our experts to Libya, and at the same time
follow developments in the country, and monitor the situation regarding the religious
freedom of Christians and other minorities, because where there is a threat to freedom of
belief there is no respect for human dignity or human rights.

Hannu Takkula (ALDE). -    (FI) Madam President, as we have now voted in favour of the
resolution on Libya, I think that it is very important to remember what our responsibilities
are as Europeans. The European Union is, above all, a powerful exporter of democracy,
human rights, freedom of speech and the rule of law.

Now that the Gaddafi administration is in collapse, we should ensure that the new
administration that takes over in Libya can adopt the values that have their roots in European
traditions, democracy in particular. We must ensure that power is not merely handed over
to a new dictatorship.

If, as Europeans, we can take the values of democracy forward, it will also then ensure that
the various minorities there have their rights, both the Christian and the other minorities.
It is very important that we, as Europeans, ensure that we export our own heritage values
there, and that democracy and peace can begin to be a reality in the Middle East.

Mitro Repo (S&D). -    (FI) Madam President, I supported the resolution, but I want to say
that the European Union has truly succeeded in showing its solidarity and providing its
support to the Libyan people, while they have been fighting for a free Libya. The struggle,
which began in February and has lasted six long months, will soon be decided. The Libyan
people now hold the keys to the future of their country, and the entire Libyan nation must
be involved in building the new Libya, in its elections and in its democratic institutions.

It is vitally important for the European Union to be supportive of our neighbour to the
south, as it moves towards democracy. The European External Action Service must ensure
that the arrest warrants issued by the International Criminal Court and Interpol lead to the
detention of those suspected of crimes. To aid the progress of national reconciliation and
reconstruction, it is important to take Gaddafi alive and bring him before the Court to
answer for his words and deeds.

Salvatore Iacolino (PPE).   – (IT) Madam President, ladies and gentlemen, there is no
doubt that this resolution on Libya marks a step forwards towards the requirement for
peace-building which should be led and supported by Europe, Europe as a whole, not just
by the three leaders who have gone to Libya today to be part of the transition process – as
is only right – but as we said in this motion for a resolution which we voted on today, we
will not allow a headlong rush forwards. EU foreign policy must have a united, and therefore
credible, approach.

We need the chance to improve the lives of young people, in particular through targeted
initiatives, and sufficient European funds which genuinely support an economic process
that must truly grow and be sustainable for an Islamic country which is truly moderate.

Peter Jahr (PPE).   – (DE) Madam President, dictatorships do not last forever, and we do
not have to wait for the death of a dictator. Every dictator has to fear his master – namely
the people. I would like to express my greatest respect to the Libyan people for their courage
to carry out this revolution.
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What happens now? Firstly, it is important to develop democratic structures. Secondly,
economic development must be achieved. Thirdly, it is above all important that we establish
a political climate of mutual respect and tolerance there so as to ensure that the dictatorship
is not replaced by a new system of intolerance and lack of freedom. As far as I am concerned,
this is primarily a matter of freedom in religious matters. The European Union and the
Commission should also bear this in mind.

Daniel Hannan (ECR). -   Madam President, when we were preparing for the military
action in Libya I made a speech from this place cautioning against intervention. I was one
of the very small number of British Conservatives who were sceptical about military action,
but the last thing I want to do is to be in the invidious position of so many anti-war
commentators who have talked themselves into half hoping for the worst, so as to be able
to say ‘I told you so’. We saw the same thing during the Iraq war; it is an extremely
unattractive phenomenon. As Polonius says, ‘Beware of entrance to a quarrel, but being
in, Bear’t that the opposed may beware of thee.’ So I am delighted now that we have got
rid of a baleful regime which had committed repeated acts of war against our country –
the Lockerbie atrocity, the murder of Yvonne Fletcher, the funding of the IRA. I hope for
a peaceful, pluralist and democratic outcome in Libya.

One point: if and when Colonel Gaddafi is caught, he should be tried in Libya and not in
the International Court, which I will not dignify with the name of kangaroo court since it
lacks the two very real economies of that kind of tribunal, namely speed and cheapness.
Libya will not demonstrate its fitness by handing him over to an international bureaucracy.
It will demonstrate its fitness by trying him and giving him justice in its own sovereign
territory.

Syed Kamall (ECR). -   Madam President, I think many of us were sceptical about the aims
of the action to try and remove the Gaddafi regime. Even those who were sceptical have
now had to admit that the action undertaken by NATO, on the initiative of the UK Prime
Minister David Cameron, so far appears to be achieving what he set out to achieve – namely,
trying to remove the Gaddafi regime. We hope that we will see the end of the Socialist
Gaddafi regime and his henchmen, but as we try to help rebuild Libya let us make sure that
we give the right level of support.

There is always lots of advice available at the beginning of a rebuilding exercise, but let us
not forget the principles on which the most successful and prosperous countries are built.
Let us help with projects on liberty, on democracy, on freedom, on human rights, on free
trade, on property rights, on open markets so that the people of Libya can benefit from
this change of regime, create prosperity locally and finally forget all the ill deeds that were
done by the last regime.

Rui Tavares (Verts/ALE).   – (PT) Madam President, I voted in this Chamber for a no-fly
zone over Libya mandated by the United Nations under international law. Therefore, in
the choice between revolution in the Arab countries and dictatorships in the Arab countries,
or between a nascent revolution and the massacre that was going to happen in Benghazi,
I know exactly where I stand. I would also have no problem at all in voting for this
resolution, which contains some important points, including, for example, urging the
National Transitional Council (NTC) forces to refrain from any kind of retaliation, such as
against sub-Saharan Africans, who have been facing NTC reprisals, or, for example, urging
the European Union to wind up the joint decision-making process on resettlement and to
bring over the refugees who are currently in Tunisia.
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There are, however, two things that have been omitted from this resolution that prevent
me from voting for it. One of them called on the NTC to be more transparent in its dealings
with Europe. The other, in particular, was a paragraph that existed in this resolution talking
about the involvement of countries such as Belgium, Portugal, Bulgaria, France, Germany
and Italy with the Gaddafi regime through selling it arms.

Europe cannot think that this is an opportunity to wipe out its past involvement with
Colonel Gaddafi, because Libya’s past cannot be erased. If we erased its past, we could not
help to build a democratic future there.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0482/2011

Tunne Kelam (PPE). -   Madam President, having voted for this resolution, I think the EU’s
approach should be geared to take account of the complicated and really sensitive
demographic situation in Syria, as well as its historic and cultural traditions.

Damascus is considered to be one of the oldest continuously inhabited cities in the world,
and is a cradle of Christianity. We have to deal with one million Assyrian Christians, two
million Kurds, one and a half million Iraqi refugees, Turkmen, Druze, Armenians and
others, so it is a very complicated situation which we need to approach in a well-planned
manner.

My other point is that, while it is good news that the EU has stopped Syrian exports of oil,
we should also stop our trade and investment in Syria. I think this would really change the
situation.

Mitro Repo (S&D). -    (FI) Madam President, I supported the resolution. The Syrian
President, Bashar al-Assad, has now lost his legitimacy. He is a head of state who has
repeatedly used deliberate violence to quash peaceful demonstrations and gone back on
his promises made in public to democratise his country. Stories of cutting off the water
and electricity supply and interrupting the distribution of food and medicines in order to
silence the people have only served to worsen his position.

Allegation of crimes against humanity committed by Syria’s security troops, including
murder, torture, arrests, unlawful imprisonment and disappearances, must be investigated
in an independent and open legal process.

Unfortunately, the sufferings of ordinary people seem only to be of minor importance on
the playing field of international politics. The brutal truth is that more than 2 600 civilians
have now died in Syria, and its people need our help and support. Extending and targeting
EU sanctions is a welcome means of intervening in the situation in that country.

Paul Murphy (GUE/NGL). -   Madam President, I support the revolutionary movement
against the Assad dictatorship. The brutal character of that regime has been very clearly
demonstrated by the regime’s own actions. It has massacred thousands of people,
disappeared thousands, tortured thousands. Many horrific stories have circulated, including
the fact that they have used snipers against government soldiers in order to in turn force
the government soldiers to fire on protestors. However, the crocodile tears of US President
Obama and other imperialist leaders should be rejected for the self-interested posturing
which they are. The opposition movement has correctly rejected any call for imperialist
intervention, because any intervention – like that in Libya – would simply be for their own
interests.
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Only a mass movement of the Syrian people cutting across ethnic and religious lines can
develop the movement forward and can ensure a clean break with the regime and no
strengthening of imperialism. A democratic government representing the mass of the
Syrian people is needed – a workers’ and poor peasants’ government. Such a government,
on the basis of democratic control and ownership of the key sectors of the economy, could
use the country’s massive resources to raise the living standards of all.

Adam Bielan (ECR). -    (PL) Madam President, the politically motivated riots in Syria
during the past few months are determining the actions of the international community.
We simply cannot remain indifferent when faced by over 2 000 victims of repression
caused by the forces of President Bashar al-Assad’s regime. The vicious attack on a
world-renowned artist, Ali Farzat, should also be noted.

The United Nation’s expert report concludes that the regime may have perpetrated crimes
against humanity. I am therefore very pleased to welcome the Union’s introduction of
sanctions against Syria including a ban on the import of crude oil. I am also very pleased
to welcome Turkey’s involvement in assistance to refugees and its condemnation of the
Syrian regime. Efforts against the regime should be intensified in order to put an immediate
stop to the use of force against peaceful demonstrators. Voting for the resolution, I call on
the Syrian authorities to execute their public pledge to implement democratic reform, and
the fulfilment of that pledge should remain an overriding issue in our relations with this
country.

Motion for a resolution: RC B7-0481/2011

Anna Záborská (PPE).   - (SK) Madam President, one of the Ten Commandments is ‘Thou
shall not steal’. Corruption is actually theft, enriching oneself without entitlement.
Undermining the Judeo-Christian tradition and morality makes the fight against corruption
more difficult, because we lose the dictate of conscience. All that remains is laws and
regulations, where there is no longer any difference between good and evil. Instead of the
absolute there is only the relative. How can we explain to children strictly raised in a spirit
of moral relativism that stealing is bad? How will this be explained to them by the carers
in the pre-school facilities to which we would like to send all the children in the Union,
under the famous Barcelona criteria? When these children grow up they will surely at least
once address the dilemma of whether or not to act in their own interests even when this
would harm society in general. They will not be deciding between good and evil, but merely
weighing up the risk of punishment. There you have fertile ground for corruption.

Peter Jahr (PPE).   – (DE) Madam President, I am very grateful to the authors of the motion
for a resolution for the fact that we were able to debate and vote on it yesterday, as
corruption takes many forms. At the end of the day, it is a question of someone obtaining
money that does not belong to him. In this respect, it is irrelevant whether he steals the
money from a bank, someone else slips him the money or he acquires it by means of
exorbitant prices for building work. All of these are crimes and clearly must be prosecuted.

Ultimately, it is also a matter of the credibility of the European Union, because of course
someone pays out this money that is spent on aid programmes and other things. I therefore
think it is extremely important that, in this motion for a resolution, we refer to the fact
that corruption does not stop at the border and that we also need to standardise the
combating of corruption in the European Union and be consistent in prosecuting it
everywhere.
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Daniel Hannan (ECR). -   Madam President, the title of this report is a satirist’s dream:
‘closing the gap between anti-corruption law and reality’. I could fill my 60 seconds talking
about the 18 years’ worth of unaudited accounts or the bazillions that are squandered on
agriculture and foreign aid, boondoggles, or the Tillack case where, instead of any of the
alleged fraudsters being arrested, it was the journalist trying to find out about them who
found himself banged up by the police.

I could talk about the GBP 6.6 million spent last year by European Commissioners simply
on entertainment and luxury gifts and hotels. I could talk about the wonderful spectacle
of President van Rompuy and Commissioner Ashton flying to the same meeting in Russia
in separate private jets leaving Brussels within four hours of each other.

Instead I shall confine myself to saying this. These things happen not because the EU attracts
particularly bad people. Of course it attracts some bad people – Man is fallen – and like all
institutions it contains those who give in to temptation. It happens rather because there
is no link between taxation, representation and expenditure at Brussels level. It was Milton
Friedman who said there are two kinds of money in the world: there is your money and
there is my money. The trouble in the EU is it is all your money, hence negligence,
corruption, fraud and what we see before us today.

Miroslav Mikolášik (PPE).   - (SK) Madam President, corruption disrupts democracy and
the rule of law, leading to the misuse of public resources provided by taxpayers,
undermining confidence in democratic institutions and destabilising the proper functioning
of the market. Corruption is clearly a particularly serious criminal activity, which readily
acquires a cross-border dimension in the EU. In the field of anti-corruption policy, the EU
therefore has not only the right to act in accordance with the Treaties of the European
Union, but also an obligation to take account of the opinion of the almost 90% of EU
citizens who want the EU to tackle corruption more intensively. We must strengthen police
and judicial cooperation in corruption cases with a cross-border dimension, where the
procedures of public bodies are still too cumbersome and lengthy. The joint actions of
Member States and greater cooperation between Europol, Eurojust and the European
Anti-Fraud Office in investigating and prosecuting corruption-related crimes will lead to
more effective enforcement of existing anti-corruption legislation.

Syed Kamall (ECR). -   Madam President, when you look at the title of this report, ‘Closing
the gap between anti-corruption law and reality’, it clearly expresses that there is a problem
with perception. I think one of the things that the EU must bear in mind is this perception
of corruption within its own ranks. When you look at the fact that the accounts have
continuously not been signed off by the Court of Auditors or given a clean bill of health
for many years; when you look at the fact that countries that appear to have voted the
wrong way in referenda are then asked to vote again until they get the right result; and
when you see budget negotiations which are out of touch with the reality in Member States
– Member States are looking to cut spending and tighten their belts, but we see budget
negotiations at the EU level actually asking for an increase in spending – there is clearly a
gap between the perception and the reality of the economic situation. There are demands
for greater transparency when it comes to our documents. As a previous speaker said, if
we do not tackle this problem the EU’s legitimacy and reputation is at stake.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0490/2011

Anna Záborská (PPE).   - (SK) Madam President, famine comes to the Horn of Africa every
10 years. The early warning system alerted us to the looming threat a year ago. The World
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Food Programme had to carry out its mission in Somalia as early as 2009, however, on
account of the Islamic militia of Al-Shabab, and humanitarian organisations are still having
difficulty accessing the areas most at risk from famine. The main cause of the permanent
crisis in this region is not climate change or stock market trading. It is the lack of democracy,
of legitimate and responsible government and of respect for human dignity. When people
are dying of hunger we have no choice: we must do all we can to help. If we are to avoid a
repeat of the famine, however, the UN and the EU must do more than call on donors to
pay more. I am personally disappointed that there is not a word on this in the resolution.

Mitro Repo (S&D). -    (FI) Madam President, I supported the resolution. It has been sad
to witness the extent to which famine has spread and only become worse in East Africa.
We now have the worst food security crisis in Africa for 20 years.

It often takes a desperately long time to communicate the acute need for assistance among
people and to get aid acquired through assistance funds to its destination, but it is also true
that the international community has been far too slow in starting to provide assistance,
because we heard the first warnings of the coming crisis back in December 2010.

Global inequality will increase if the Member States of the European Union simply hide
behind their own economic crisis and do not fulfil their obligations to finance development
aid and emergency humanitarian assistance. The European Union must have the tools to
offer assistance to ease the immediate humanitarian crisis, but also long-term development
aid to help countries that have suffered from famine to get back on their feet.

Seán Kelly (PPE).   – (GA) Madam President, it was appropriate that we discussed this
important matter this morning and that we accepted nearly unanimously the
recommendations put before us a while ago.

Madam President, there is a well-known proverb which says ‘give me a fish and you will
feed me for a day, teach me to fish and you will feed me for life’. In the spirit of that proverb,
I think one area where we can make a huge difference is in the area of irrigation. I did some
voluntary work in Africa, and I saw how even the most rudimentary irrigation systems
could turn barren and infertile land into rich productive soil, whereas adjacent lands that
did not have any irrigation remained barren. I think that, in the spirit of that, we should
home in on the opportunities that irrigation provides for alleviating famine into the future.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0488/2011

Anna Záborská (PPE).   - (SK) Madam President, most non-communicable diseases are
related to lifestyle. If we want to reduce the incidence of these diseases we first and foremost
need information. A coordinated approach from the international community, and the
sharing of information on the causes of diseases and effective prevention is therefore
required. The role of the state, however, is not to dictate to citizens how they should live.
It is up to the health insurers to find a way to reduce health risks, whether in the form of
smoking, alcohol, unhealthy food or lack of exercise. A combination of higher premiums
for an unhealthy lifestyle and lower ones where the insured person has a healthy lifestyle
is the most effective motivation. On the other hand, prohibitions and promotional
campaigns costing millions of euro from the public purse not only do not lead to
improvements, but deprive people of their freedom and responsibility. People know how
to look after themselves, we should not underestimate them.
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Seán Kelly (PPE). -   Madam President, these diseases are unbelievably detrimental to
modern life and particularly when we consider that 50% of those who die are dying in their
productive years. COPD alone is costing the world economy EUR 280 billion a year. It is
quite obvious that we have to do a lot of work in this regard, particularly to prevent these
diseases – research, etc. – but I think we need to go further. We need firstly to have targets
for Member States to reduce the preponderance of these diseases in their countries, and
we also need to coordinate an approach by which best practice can be utilised in all Member
States. We do not have time to wait. The sooner we act, the better it will be for the economy,
for people’s health and indeed for people’s social lives.

Motion for a resolution: RC B7-0480/2011

Adam Bielan (ECR).   – (PL) Madam President, the World Radiocommunication
Conference, a regular event, is an important international forum for the regulation of radio
and satellite frequencies. The main agenda item of next year’s conference is the availability
of radio spectrum, in particular the 800 MHz digital dividend. The intensification of efforts
aimed at harmonisation, and the resultant early availability of this protected frequency for
mobile phone operators as well as the Roaming Regulation, are priorities of the Polish
Ministry of Infrastructure for the current Presidency.

The European Union should adopt a coherent stance in multilateral negotiations, especially
towards its eastern neighbours, including Russia, in order to obtain free access to the
800 MHz band throughout the EU area. That is why the support and involvement of all
the Member States is so vital. Other issues, such as the Galileo project, also require broad
support for the Commission’s endeavours. Counting on the implementation of effective
actions by the Member States and the EU institutions, I support the resolution.

Written explanations of vote

Report: Graham Watson (A7-0289/2011)

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing.  −  (PT) I am in favour of this document, since it
creates a window of opportunity for the Republic of Moldova to become the success story
of the EU policy towards its neighbours and because it is a lever in the implementation of
the necessary reforms in the country.

Pino Arlacchi (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this report because it is important to
sustain the positive evolution of political and economic relations between the EU and the
Republic of Moldova. The future association agreement will deepen the political relationship
and economic integration of the Republic of Moldova and the EU. Its principal objective
is to draw Moldova closer to the EU, enhancing political cooperation and reinforcing joint
measures in migration, asylum, border management, drugs and crime. In deepening its
relations with the Republic of Moldova, the EU should also promote stability and
confidence-building, including by contributing proactively to finding a viable solution to
the Transnistrian conflict, which is a source of regional instability.

In order to achieve the conclusion of the agreement, the EU institutions should maintain
strong pressure on the Moldovan authorities to consolidate reforms and achieve tangible
progress in the fight against corruption and the reform of the judiciary. The European
Union has made human rights and democracy a central aspect of its European
Neighbourhood Policy. For this reason, the Council, the Commission and the EEAS should
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encourage the Moldovan authorities to adopt a comprehensive and effective
anti-discrimination legislation and to strengthen media freedom and human rights.

Elena Băsescu (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) I voted for the Watson report because I think that
the Association Agreement offers a specific means of leveraging the positive, dynamic
nature of the relations between the EU and the Republic of Moldova. It is of paramount
importance for Europe to encourage and support the Republic of Moldova’s gradual
integration into Europe’s economic and social structures. The process of consolidating
democracy in this country must be supported.

At the same time, I want to highlight that having an unresolved conflict in the Transnistrian
region poses a threat to security and stability in Europe. I should mention that the official
5+2 negotiations on the Transnistria issue broke down well over five years ago. The EU
must be more proactive in resuming these negotiations. At the same time, the Russian
Federation should also adopt a more constructive stance to the informal consultations
which will be held in Moscow on 22 September.

Vilija Blinkevičiūtė (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) I voted in favour of this report because, in
order to improve the Eastern Partnership, it is important to take into account interpersonal
relations, people’s rights and democracy, to adhere to shared principles, and to promote
confidence and stability. Mutual cooperation and financial and technical support from the
EU must ensure economic growth, safety, the matching of job vacancies with employees,
and reduce poverty in the Republic of Moldova. Stable economic relations and EU support
would be of great significance for the long-term development of the Republic of Moldova:
for the Moldova-EU visa liberalisation process in the future, the Single Sky agreement and
other necessary reforms. Negotiations on various aspects of cooperation have already been
successfully concluded, but it was decided that, by the end of 2011, negotiations should
also begin on a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area, while also assessing the impact
of such agreements on economic development and the economic environment.

We must also ensure that adequate funding is allocated to the talks between Transnistria,
Moldova, Ukraine, Russia, and the OSCE, with the United States and the European Union
as external observers, otherwise known as the 5+2 talks. This agreement would become
the basis for comprehensive assistance for the Republic of Moldova, promoting the growth
of its economy and enabling it to meet its commitments to the European Union.

Sebastian Valentin Bodu (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) The European Union is the Republic
of Moldova’s partner and the recommendations made by Parliament to the other EU
institutions provide confirmation of this partnership. The European legislative is aware
that, as a promoter of stability, the EU must become proactive in finding a suitable, viable
solution to the Transnistrian conflict, which is a permanent source of regional instability.
Waiving the visa scheme imposed on Moldovan citizens is one of the main concerns of
the government in Chişinău, as is the signing of an Association Agreement between the
Republic of Moldova and the EU. However, both sides are aware at this juncture that some
work still needs to be done to reach that point.

Romania too has gone through these stages which, although they are long, have ultimately
proven to be beneficial from an economic, performance and democratic perspective.
Indeed, association with the EU and subsequently obtaining member status serve as proof
that the relevant state has a healthy democracy, fair principles and a commitment to them.
The Republic of Moldova has made significant progress in recent years. However, even
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officials in Chişinău acknowledge that there are still structural problems to be resolved in
the state located to the east of the River Prut.

Cristian Silviu Buşoi (ALDE),    in writing. – (RO) The vote in favour of this report which
outlines the European Parliament’s plan for stepping up the negotiations between the
European Union and the Republic of Moldova is well deserved because it outlines all the
problems which need to be resolved before it can proceed with accession discussions. The
thorough way in which the problems encountered by the Republic of Moldova have been
debated, both internally and externally, and the solutions suggested in this report indicate
that there is a real chance of success if the European Union continues its commitment to
the long but promising accession process.

One important step which must be taken by Moldova is to reform its judicial system and
adopt viable anticorruption measures to be able to develop its business sector and attract
foreign investors, as well as increase its trade with the European Union.

The emphasis placed on the need to end the territorial dispute in Transnistria should be
commended, although it will not be possible to agree on a joint monitor if the Republic
of Moldova and Russia respectively are not prepared to negotiate.

Overall, this document presents the Republic of Moldova’s problems in a realistic light,
stressing the need for better cooperation between the Republic and the EU.

George Sabin Cutaş (S&D),    in writing. – (RO) I voted for the report on the negotiations
between the EU and the Republic of Moldova aimed at signing an Association Agreement
because I think that the Republic of Moldova’s progress towards Europe must be encouraged
and supported. I welcome the Moldovan authorities’ cooperation in the areas of external
policy, energy, trade and human rights. This cooperation has resulted in the signing of
numerous chapters during the negotiations. I believe that the progress made by this country
entitles us to ask for a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area to be included as part of
the Association Agreement and for negotiations to be initiated on this area before the end
of the year.

Robert Dušek (S&D),    in writing. – (CS) The report containing the European Parliament’s
recommendations to the Council, the Commission and the European External Action
Service on the negotiations between the EU and the Republic of Moldova on the Association
Agreement attempts to establish priorities for the eventual future association of Moldova
and the start of enhanced cooperation with the EU. The talks have already resulted in the
successful conclusion of most of the chapters in the areas of foreign and security policy,
as well as cooperation in the fields of energy and trade. Other improvements, however,
are still held up by differences between Moldovan law and EU law. There is a need to set
up a programme of talks on a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area, with the aim of
eliminating the obstacles to bilateral trade and investment and differences in technical,
hygiene and plant health laws. In this context, I welcome the supra-national initiatives
within the framework of the Eastern Partnership, particularly in relation to customs
cooperation. However, disputes over the Transnistrian region and the continuing internal
problems of Moldova are currently preventing the development of deeper cooperation.
On the whole, I welcome the report, as the author tries to evaluate the cooperation between
the EU and Moldova, while also showing the range of problems preventing its further
development. For these reasons, I will vote for the adoption of this recommendation.
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Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) As I have mentioned before, given the impact that
the current economic and financial crisis has had on Moldova and the path towards
integration with the European Union that the country has been seeking to tread, I think it
would be wise for the EU to opt to grant it support. Solidarity with those who come under
the European Neighbourhood Policy should not be used as an excuse for jettisoning the
need for the EU to exert proper control over the way in which its aid is used. That is ample
reason for Parliament to submit its recommendations on the negotiations on the
EU-Moldova Association Agreement to the Council, the Commission and the European
External Action Service. Without ignoring the difficulties that have emerged, it is only fair
to highlight the way in which Moldova has been converging with the Union in a wide
variety of areas and how, according to the principle of ‘more for more’, it may benefit more
fully from the European Neighbourhood Policy than other neighbouring countries. I hope
that Moldova continues along the course it has set itself, that the Association Agreement
is concluded and that the effects of its coming into force encourage the other countries in
the region.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) This report by Mr Watson embodies
Parliament’s recommendations to the Council, the Commission and the European External
Action Service on the negotiations between the EU and the Republic of Moldova on the
Association Agreement. This agreement is intended to be global and aimed at deepening
relations over the coming years. The EU has been strengthening its political and economic
relations with Moldova, particularly through the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement
on the participation of the Republic of Moldova in Community programmes and agencies.
In the context of the European Neighbourhood Policy, specifically the joint EU-Moldova
Action Plan, the country has been carrying out political, economic and institutional reforms
with a view to forging closer ties with the EU and eventually joining it. I am therefore voting
in favour of these recommendations, which support the ongoing reforms in Moldova while
demanding respect for human rights, adoption of anti-discrimination legislation, reform
of the judicial system and protection for the environment, through the country’s
participation in the Strategy for the Danube Region. I hope that the Republic of Moldova
will form part of the European Union in the not too distant future.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) The new philosophy of a European
Neighbourhood Policy (ENP), which aims to treat as a priority those countries which are
most effective in meeting its demands, creates a window of opportunity for the Republic
of Moldova to become the success story of the EU policy towards its neighbours. Within
the ENP, the Eastern Partnership creates a meaningful political framework for deepening
relations, accelerating political association and furthering economic integration between
the EU and the Republic of Moldova, which are linked by strong geographical, historical
and cultural ties, by supporting political and socio-economic reforms and facilitating
approximation towards the EU. The active engagement of the Republic of Moldova and
its commitment to shared values and principles, including democracy, the rule of law,
good governance and respect for human rights, including those of minorities, is essential
in order to take the process forward and to ensure the success of the negotiation and
subsequent implementation of the Association Agreement, which should be tailored to
the needs and capabilities of the country and will have a sustainable impact on its
development. We must ensure that the Agreement is a comprehensive and forward-looking
framework for the further development of relations with the Republic of Moldova in the
years to come. I firmly believe that it is right and proper to adopt clear criteria for
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implementing the Association Agreement and to ensure monitoring mechanisms, including
the provision of regular reports to the European Parliament.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I welcomed this document because in the
context of the ongoing negotiations on the Association Agreement, a series of
recommendations are being addressed to the Council, the Commission and the European
External Action Service. The document aims at an Association Agreement, and particularly
a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area. Attention is drawn to the positive impact
which the autonomous trade preferences granted to the Republic of Moldova in 2008 have
had on the country’s exports, whilst regretting the fact that their use has been hampered
by differences in standards between the two parties, which undoubtedly should be
eliminated. The Republic of Moldova needs to continue to encourage faster economic
development.

Cătălin Sorin Ivan (S&D),    in writing. – (RO) The Eastern Partnership has created a
meaningful political framework for deepening relations between the European Union and
the Republic of Moldova. In recent years, through its commitment to shared values and
principles, Moldova has been showing its desire to follow a European path. We must
acknowledge Moldova’s growing importance within the Eastern Partnership. This is why
the European Union must send a clear message about Moldova’s European future. It must
not be regarded as a country wishing to move closer to the European Union but as a country
which wants to become a member.

Given the progress made by the Republic of Moldova, I regard the recommendations
submitted by the European Parliament in this resolution to the Council and Commission
as natural, and I endorse them.

Giovanni La Via (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) I believe that the work completed thus far
regarding the negotiations on the Association Agreement between the EU and the Republic
of Moldova can be deemed satisfactory. The Neighbourhood Policy is, of course, one of
the European Union’s strategic policies, and as such it requires commitment and dedication.
Today’s vote underlines the importance of relations and of the bilateral agreements aimed
at furthering economic integration between the EU and Moldova, which are linked by
strong geographical, historical and cultural ties. However, such agreements do not, of
course, stop at financial assessments. The whole policy of approximation towards the
European Union has seen Moldova take many steps forward as regards certain shared
values and principles, including democracy, the rule of law, good governance and respect
for human rights, including those of minorities. I believe that these reform processes, if
not yet entirely complete, should be considered excellent results.

Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) The Republic of Moldova is a
trustworthy partner of the European Union within the Eastern Partnership and fully deserves
to receive both financial and strategic support. The conditions have been created for
deepening bilateral relations and speeding up economic integration between the Republic
of Moldova and the EU.

With regard to European integration, I think that this country must make considerable
efforts to implement the structural reforms and accelerate domestic reforms. In addition
to the economic and social aspects, I think that the European Union should focus more
attention on the Transnistrian conflict. A political solution is required to this conflict, in
keeping with the principle governing the Republic of Moldova’s territorial integrity. Finding
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a viable solution will help resolve the problem of instability in the region and the lack of
trust.

Monica Luisa Macovei (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) I voted for the Watson report aimed at
supporting the specific measures taken by the Republic of Moldova to become associated
with the European Union. In the Committee on Foreign Affairs I proposed amendments
to this report, which were approved, with explicit references to the prospect of the Republic
of Moldova joining the EU and to a specific partnership with the Union. I also called on
Europe’s institutions to initiate negotiations with the Republic of Moldova on a Free Trade
Agreement by the end of 2011 and for greater efforts to be made to resolve the conflict in
the Transnistrian region, while respecting the Republic of Moldova’s territorial integrity.

Vladimír Maňka (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) The engagement and ongoing negotiations
with the Republic of Moldova must be based on a clear prospect of EU membership. This
should go hand in hand with the implementation of structural reforms.

Political stability within the state is essential to continuing the reform process. We must
therefore maintain a dialogue with all political parties in the Republic of Moldova.

We must encourage and help the Moldovan authorities to address the needs of the 34.5%
of the population living in absolute or extreme poverty; EU assistance to the Republic of
Moldova should better reflect this reality and its programmes should be refocused
accordingly.

I expect the EU High Level Advisory Group to the Republic of Moldova to report to the
European Parliament on its activities on a regular basis.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I welcome the adoption of the EU action plan for
implementing key recommendations on trade. I urge the Commission to launch negotiations
with Moldova without further delay on including the deep and comprehensive free trade
area as an integral part of the Association Agreement in order to promote full political and
economic integration of Moldova with the EU and to enable Moldova to attract foreign
investment and become more productive in order to end its dependence on remittances
and make the transition to an export-competitive market economy. I recognise, nevertheless,
that Moldova should first demonstrate that it has enough capacity to adapt its legal and
economic structures to the demands of trade integration with the EU.

Mario Mauro (PPE),    in writing. − (IT) The report containing the European Parliament’s
recommendations to the Council, the Commission and the EEAS on the negotiations
between the EU and the Republic of Moldova on the Association Agreement tabled by
Mr Watson is an important instrument for future relations with the Republic of Moldova,
in the context of the European neighbourhood policy. I voted in favour, mainly because
the report clearly calls for reforms to ensure greater freedom for citizens, respect for human
rights and progressive opening up of the markets.

Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (FR) This report recommends that the
European Union take a schoolmasterly approach to Moldova on the grounds that it wishes
to establish a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area (DCFTA) with it. It proposes that
the country’s economy be brought into line as quickly as possible so that negotiations on
the establishment of this free trade area can begin in 2012. It is a guaranteed failure. I voted
against.
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Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) The new philosophy of the European Neighbourhood
Policy (ENP), which according to the principle of ‘more for more’ aims to treat as a priority
those countries that are most effective in meeting its demands, creates a window of
opportunity for the Republic of Moldova to become the success story of the EU’s policy
towards its neighbours. The European Union has made human rights and democracy a
central aspect of its European Neighbourhood Policy. Within the ENP the Eastern
Partnership has created a meaningful political framework for deepening relations,
accelerating political association and furthering economic integration between the EU and
the Republic of Moldova, which are linked by strong geographical, historical and cultural
ties, by supporting political and socio-economic reforms. I welcome the progressive
cooperation on the part of the Republic of Moldova in the ongoing negotiations on the
Association Agreement and on the various elements of cooperation, including foreign and
security policy, energy cooperation, human rights and trade, which has led to the successful
and timely closure of most chapters of the negotiations.

Alajos Mészáros (PPE),    in writing. – (HU) Moldova demonstrated consistent and
progressive cooperation during the negotiations concerning the Association Agreement
and the various elements of cooperation. I personally agree with stepping up the
negotiations, in order to include the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area agreement
to be concluded with Moldova as an integral part of the Association Agreement. The
promotion of Moldova’s political and economic integration and the boost of productivity
are important for foreign investors, with the ultimate goal of establishing a competitive
market economy. In addition to these considerations, Moldova needs to prove that it is
able to adapt its legal and economic structures to the requirements of integration into the
EU’s trading system. In the future we need to focus on eliminating the factors inhibiting
investments, for example the legal and regulatory discrepancies seen in the area of technical
and medical standards, and the remaining tasks related to the financial system and
competition law. Progress has been made, however, in the areas of company law, consumer
protection, customs duties, economic dialogue, financial services, state budget management
and energy cooperation. The visa dialogue must be continued, too, with the aim of
establishing as soon as possible a visa-free system that would constitute a further step
forward towards the EU integration of the Moldovan people.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − The EU reaffirmed its objective to negotiate and
establish a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area (DCFTA), when the relevant conditions
are met, and underlined the importance for the Republic of Moldova to carry out the
necessary reforms. The Association Agreement will create a new contractual framework
for EU-Moldova relations, replacing the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement, which
entered into force in 1998. The future agreement will deepen the political association and
economic integration of the Republic of Moldova and the EU. Its principal objective will
be to draw Moldova closer to the EU through commitments across a range of areas. These
areas will include enhancing political cooperation, reinforcing joint measures in migration,
asylum, border management, drugs and crime, expanding economic relations, and
increasing cooperation in critical sectors such as energy, environment, transport and public
health, with a direct impact on citizens’ daily lives and on the business environment. I voted
in favour.

Radvilė Morkūnaitė-Mikulėnienė (PPE),    in writing. −  (LT) I welcome the European
Parliament initiative providing recommendations on the negotiations between the EU and
the Republic of Moldova regarding the Association Agreement. Moldova’s consistent policy
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of European integration and progress in internal reforms must be evaluated and supported
on the basis of the ‘more for more’ principle. The Association Agreement, which will raise
relations between the EU and Moldova to a new level, is necessary not just for Moldova,
but also the EU, which is taking specific measures to contribute to the creation of an area
of stability, shared values and progress in the neighbourhood. In this context, I would like
to note a few things: the agreement between the Moldovan Prime Minister and the leader
of separatist Transnistria brokered by the Lithuanian Chair of the OSCE and Germany on
9 September 2011 is a long awaited and important step, reopening the negotiations that
broke down in 2006. The EU should take advantage of this positive moment and fully
support the revival of the negotiation process. The dialogue on visas is an excellent
instrument for cooperation, promoting reforms in Moldova and their implementation,
and facilitating the management of migration flows. The abolition of visa requirements
nevertheless remains the ultimate goal. Progress towards this goal must be rapid and
evaluated in the context of visa dialogues taking place with other countries in the region,
with a particular focus on the prospect of abolishing the visa regime between the EU and
Russia. I am convinced that more attention needs to be paid to the visibility and promotion
of EU assistance in Moldova. This would help increase public support for European reforms.

Siiri Oviir (ALDE),    in writing. −  (ET) This report accurately describes the situation in
the Republic of Moldova, offering an overview of achievements and areas on which more
emphasis must be placed, for instance the improvement of the business environment, the
struggle against corruption, the development of civil society, and so on. It is important
that the extent and influences of the Association Agreement and in particular an exhaustive
and integral free trade area cover the Transnistria region, which is an integral part of the
Republic of Moldova. It is regrettable that former KGB officers, who at the beginning of
the 1990s also acted in the Republic of Estonia with the aim of infringing national integrity,
but were thankfully unsuccessful, these same people were unfortunately successful in
carrying out the same plan in Moldova. The Russian Federation should show a more
constructive approach in this matter and not behave like the real successor to the Soviet
Union, where KGB methods and attitudes are admired. For Moldova, the Association
Agreement and visa-free regime with the European Union would mean substantial
integration into Europe, which would certainly be of great benefit to the country’s
development and to stability in the region.

Justas Vincas Paleckis (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) Moldova is an inseparable part of Europe,
whether it be in terms of geography, politics, economics or values. Moldova is an excellent
example of how the EU’s magnetism changes countries in a positive way. In recent years
the country’s administration has achieved some results in reforming the country’s economy
and political system and in consolidating EU values. We encourage it to continue the work
it has begun. I voted in favour of this report because it contains guidelines which, if followed,
would ensure continued rapprochement between Moldova and the EU. Restructuring the
legal system, the police and customs more smoothly, curbing corruption and improving
business conditions would help the country achieve greater stability, open new avenues
of economic cooperation between the EU and Moldova and encourage bilateral negotiations
on a free trade agreement. In the report we are sending out a clear signal that progress
towards resolving the Transnistrian conflict will receive a positive response from the EU
in the form of greater financial assistance from the EU.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) The active engagement of the
Republic of Moldova and its commitment to shared values and principles, including
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democracy, the rule of law, good governance and respect for human rights, including those
of minorities, are essential in order to take the process forward and to ensure the success
of the negotiation and subsequent implementation of the Association Agreement, which
should be tailored to the needs and capabilities of the country and will have a sustainable
impact on its development. I agree with the conclusion of this agreement insofar as it
represents a development that the people of the Republic of Moldova want. It is an advance
that will bring them improved well-being and quality of life. I believe the European
Parliament’s monitoring role is a positive factor, and I therefore agree that the EU negotiating
team should be encouraged to continue its good cooperation with Parliament, providing
continuous feedback on progress in accordance with the Treaty on the Functioning of the
European Union, which states that Parliament shall be immediately and fully informed at
all stages of the procedure.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing . − I voted in favour. This resolution
addresses, in the context of the ongoing negotiations on the Association Agreement, the
following recommendations to the Council, the Commission and the European External
Action Service (EEAS): (a) to base the EU engagement and ongoing negotiations with the
Republic of Moldova on the assertion that the EU perspective, including Article 49 of the
Treaty on the European Union, which should go hand in hand with the implementation
of structural reforms, is both a valuable lever in the implementation of reforms and
necessary catalyst for public support for these reforms; (b) to apply in relations with the
Republic of Moldova the principles of ‘more for more’ and differentiation based on the
individual merits and accomplishments of the Republic of Moldova over the last two years;
(c) to welcome the stable and progressive cooperation on the part of the Republic of
Moldova in the ongoing negotiations on the Association Agreement and on the various
elements of cooperation, including foreign and security policy, energy cooperation, human
rights and trade, which has led to the successful and timely closure of most chapters of the
negotiations.

Licia Ronzulli (PPE),    in writing. − (IT) I voted for this text because I believe that it can
make the negotiations under way with the Republic of Moldova more effective and bring
them closer to the EU perspective on association. The main objective remains to promote
the implementation of structural reforms and encourage inter-party dialogue in the Republic
of Moldova, given that political stability within the State is essential to continuing the
reform process.

Rafał Trzaskowski (PPE),    in writing . − More concrete actions from the side of EU with
the Republic of Moldova, based on the recognition of the efforts undertaken by the latter
throughout the recent past, are of crucial importance. The signal sent by us today proves
that we are open to dialogue and cooperation with a country that shows a clear will to
continue as our trustworthy partner.

Traian Ungureanu (PPE),    in writing . − I voted in favour of the report and I salute its
adoption as a milestone in relations between the EU and its Eastern Partners. The Republic
of Moldova proved to be an honest and active partner in absorbing European standards
and practices. Moldova has now set a positive precedent for all our Eastern Partners. The
report and its approval with a large majority in Parliament are direct recognition of the
successful efforts initiated by the pro-European governing coalition in Kishinev. The
ongoing fruitful EU-Moldova cooperation will be a reassurance for the Moldovan people
who will benefit greatly in terms of freedom of movement and economic exchanges. These
vital elements in the life of any society will surely be strengthened by further liberalisation
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of the visa regime and by the DCFTA negotiations, as specifically mentioned in the report.
Today's vote in Parliament can be rightly considered a breakthrough in the political and
institutional development of a strong, viable Eastern European Dimension. From my
position as shadow rapporteur, I express my gratitude to all the Political Groups for their
constructive cooperation and contribution to the substance of the report.

Angelika Werthmann (NI),    in writing. – (DE) Within the framework of the European
Neighbourhood Policy, the EU wants to offer the countries concerned, in this case
specifically the Republic of Moldova, the opportunity, by negotiating a Deep and
Comprehensive Free Trade Area, to create a positive economy by means of a harmonised
business and investment climate. In return, as our partner Moldova must commit to
implementing human rights, making efforts to combat corruption and carrying out a
reform of its judicial, prosecution and police services, and the free media must also be
strengthened.

Iva Zanicchi (PPE),    in writing. − (IT) The European Union is making every effort to
support the reforms necessary to launch negotiations on the possible future accession of
the Republic of Moldova: firstly, in order to achieve this, the Republic of Moldova must
strive to make more tangible progress in the fight against corruption and reform of the
judiciary system, and pay greater attention to the protection of human rights. Considering
the importance, in strategic and economic terms, of expanding and improving relations
with countries in that particular geographic area, I voted in favour of Mr Watson’s report.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0513/2011

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I have voted for the document because it looks
forward to the end of the six-month conflict in Libya and welcomes the fall of the
42-year-old autocratic regime of Muammar Gaddafi, who was responsible for long and
tremendous suffering by the Libyan people. I have also voted for it because it congratulates
the Libyan people on their courage and determination and stresses that the free and
sovereign aspirations of the Libyan people should be the driving force of the transition
process, since only strong local ownership will guarantee its success.

Laima Liucija Andrikienė (PPE),    in writing . − I voted in favour of this important
resolution on the situation in Libya. The priority of the Transitional National Council (TNC)
and the international community should be the return to normality in Libya. The water
and electricity supply, as well as the extraction of natural resources, should be restored to
full capacity as fast as possible. An issue that cannot be overstated and that is common to
all three countries that have seen recent changes in power is the threat of Islamic extremism.
There have been reports that former members of extremist organisations have been
successful in integrating into the TNC and becoming part of the mainstream opposition
to the old regime of Colonel Gaddafi. Through our channels of influence, we should support
moderate political forces and make efforts to prevent the TNC from turning into an Islamic
movement. Last but not least, we must express very clearly to Libya’s neighbours that the
international community will not tolerate the sheltering of Colonel Gaddafi and his family
members who are under prosecution by the International Criminal Court and that steps
will be made to prevent the illegal channelling of assets belonging to the Libyan state to
the neighbouring countries.

Mara Bizzotto (EFD),    in writing. − (IT) I chose to abstain from voting on this motion for
a resolution on the situation in Libya. Of course, the document is commendable in so far
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as it hopes that democracy and its principles will be consolidated in the new Libya. Just as
commendable are the considerations on the importance of achieving a positive, peaceful
end to the conflict in Libya for the security of the EU and for the stability of the entire region
of North Africa and the Middle East. Also commendable is the concern expressed in the
document over the huge amount of weapons still at the population’s disposal. Nevertheless,
the document makes no mention of the fact that an al-Qaida cell is currently trying to take
control of Libya, and that according to reliable sources, this same cell has sufficient resources
to enable it to oppose the National Transitional Council. The document therefore seems
to be unjustifiably optimistic over the Council’s ability to control the country, and cannot
be adopted for this reason. Furthermore, the document welcomes the inclusion of Islamic
principles in Libya’s new constitution, whereas our political ideology has always stressed
that democracy and Islam are not compatible. I therefore preferred to abstain from the
vote.

Sebastian Valentin Bodu (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) After six months of fighting, resulting
in thousands of casualties and alarming humanitarian suffering and needs, the Gaddafi
regime has come to an end and an interim government led by the National Transitional
Council (NTC) will soon begin working on building a new Libya.

The Libyan people have demonstrated courage and determination in their battle against
an oppressive, dictatorial regime. Immunity cannot be given for crimes against humanity.
Muammar Gaddafi and members of his regime must be brought to account and put on
trial for the crimes they have committed, in accordance with the principles of the rule of
law. This is why all countries, especially Libya’s neighbours, must cooperate with the new
Libyan authorities and the international justice authorities, namely the ICC, to ensure that
Gaddafi and his closest allies are brought to justice.

The EU has a vital interest in a democratic, stable, prosperous and peaceful North Africa.
This is why I recommend sending a European Parliament delegation to Libya straight away
to assess the situation, convey a message of support and solidarity and initiate dialogue
with the NTC, civil society and other key players on the ground.

Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (EL) The resolution on Libya advocates
continuing the bombings and the NATO-led air campaign ‘as long as it is necessary to
protect civilian population in Libya’. Once again, military intervention to divide up and
exploit the wealth-producing resources of a country has been carried out on the pretext
of respect for human rights. However, it is being carried out by those who, for years,
collaborated with the Gaddafi regime, with basically no regard for the freedoms, rights or
interests of the Libyan people. This is a hypocritical resolution which barely recognises the
responsibilities, let alone condemns the leaders of the EU Member States, either for
cooperating and trading with and providing material support to the Gaddafi regime and
engaging in military intervention or for the real objectives, which are none other than to
plunder and embezzle the wealth of the Libyan people for their own benefit and for the
benefit of the multinational oil companies. That is why I voted against the resolution.

Corina Creţu (S&D),    in writing. – (RO) The process of reconstruction and transition to
democracy in Libya depends at the moment on several key elements: complete removal
of Gaddafi’s influence, the tribal structure and the lack of any experience of democracy, as
well as the plans to establish an Islamic state, the risk of undermining European credibility
due to the competition for Libyan oil and the risk of instability, heightened by the huge
proliferation of weapons and lack of authority. Crimes committed in the name of hunting
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down Gaddafi loyalists may generate a spiral of violence which will push Libya into
uncontrollable chaos. In this respect, I welcome the stance taken by
Commissioner Kristalina Georgieva, who stated last Thursday that the EU will not place
its confidence unreservedly in the new government in Tripoli due to the extrajudicial
executions carried out and humanitarian concerns. Taking into account these factors, I
believe that the EU must focus its efforts primarily on tightly supervising the respect for
human rights and on halting the summary executions so as to ensure a peaceful transition
to a democratic regime whose sovereignty over Libyan resources will not be devalued by
foreign interests. Otherwise, there is a risk, in the medium term, of a collapse into chaos,
and even of a counter-insurgency.

George Sabin Cutaş (S&D),    in writing. – (RO) I voted for the resolution on the situation
in Libya, as I feel that the Libyan people’s desire for freedom and the fall of
Muammar Gaddafi’s regime must be welcomed. It is now the responsibility of the National
Transitional Council to guarantee respect for the principles of democracy and human
rights and to start building democratic institutions involving all of Libyan society.

In support of the Libyan people’s efforts, the European Union must be united and devise
a common strategy for Libya.

Proinsias De Rossa (S&D),    in writing . − I supported this resolution which calls on the
new Libyan authorities to build a unified, democratic and pluralist state in which human
rights, fundamental freedoms and justice will be guaranteed. The resolution urges the
National Transitional Council to launch a national reconciliation process without delay
and to include women and young people in all decision-making bodies. It also underlines
the importance of investigating all human rights violations – on both sides of the conflict.
It also calls on the NTC to respect international humanitarian laws on prisoners of war and
to protect the rights of minority and vulnerable groups. I welcome the fact that the EU has
quickly established an office in Tripoli and I call on the High Representative for External
Policies and the European External Action Service (EEAS) to be ready to respond to Libyan
requests for assistance in the transition towards democracy, ensuring the necessary
coordination among Member States, so that national agendas do not overshadow a coherent
EU political strategy, so that there are no doubts about the European respect for the
sovereignty of the Libyan people and to enable the UN’s role of coordinating international
assistance to help Libya rebuild its economy and institutions.

Marielle De Sarnez (ALDE),    in writing.  –  (FR) I welcome the surrender of Muammar
Gaddafi, which heralds an imminent end to the fighting and opens a new era for the Libyan
people. In the immediate future, Europe’s priority must be to assist the civilian population
and the refugees sorely tested by the oppression of the Gaddafi regime and the shortage
of basic necessities. The release of part of the frozen assets of the Libyan regime must
therefore be accompanied by emergency humanitarian aid in the areas worst hit. The
National Transitional Council announced the holding of elections to form a Constitutional
Assembly within eight months and the organisation of presidential and legislative elections
within 20 months. This process must make it possible to ensure the unity of the country
by establishing institutions that are both democratic and pluralist. The European Union
must be prepared to provide expertise, while duly respecting the path chosen by the Libyan
people. Finally, there must be no impunity for the atrocities committed against its
population by the Gaddafi regime. All countries, in particular Libya’s neighbours, must
therefore cooperate with the new Libyan authorities and with international judicial
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structures, in this case the International Criminal Court, to ensure that Gaddafi and his
immediate entourage are brought to justice.

Edite Estrela (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of the resolution on the situation
in Libya, because I believe the European Union must assist in building a democratic and
pluralist state in which human rights – particularly women’s rights – will be guaranteed.

Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) The convulsions in Muslim countries are taking place
in a context of growing multipolarity, in which new, economically powerful and politically
attractive actors are emerging on the world stage. It is not entirely clear what will come
out of the current revolutions in the Middle East, and particularly whether democracy or
Islamic fundamentalism will prevail. As the Gaddafi regime fades away and becomes
confined to small pockets of resistance, it is increasingly plain to see how important the
National Transitional Council is in shaping the new Libya. The European Union is an
observer affected by the changes taking place in Libya and cannot remain outside the
international effort to help reconstruct the country and enable it to rejoin the international
community.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) This joint motion for a resolution by
the European Parliament addresses the political situation in Libya, where the opponents
of the dictatorial Gaddafi regime have succeeded in freeing the country from a dictatorship
that had lasted almost 50 years. Throughout this process, the European Union has always
stood by the Libyan people, helping those who have needed it most – especially the refugees
escaping into Egypt and Tunisia – and adopting restrictive measures to induce
Colonel Gaddafi to surrender. The Vice-President of the Commission/High Representative
of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy has taken part in several contact
meetings. The situation has changed significantly in recent weeks and it is now essential
to restore public services and begin the democratic transition process. I welcome the
adoption of this motion for a resolution by an overwhelming majority – by 584 votes to
18, with 18 abstentions – especially because it happened on the eve of the Extraordinary
Summit of the 27, with a view to recognising the National Transitional Council and
establishing a no-fly zone so as to put an end to the massacre of the Libyan people by
troops still loyal to Colonel Gaddafi.

João Ferreira (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) With this resolution the majority in this
House is celebrating an act of aggression against an independent sovereign state, in breach
of international law, the Charter of the United Nations (UN) and UN Security Council
Resolution 1973 itself, which it hypocritically supported at the time, under the pretext of
imposing a ‘no-fly zone’. It is celebrating its customary hypocrisy on the defence of ‘human
rights’ with absolute silence on the massacres of the Libyan people perpetrated by the
North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) and its allies in the region, causing thousands
of deaths and the destruction of important infrastructure, basic health care, basic sanitation
and other services.

In case there were any doubts about the aims of this aggression, we have the statements
from the main leaders of the EU and NATO powers, which reveal that the only purpose
of this war was to satisfy their strategic interests in controlling important natural resources,
plundering Libyan sovereign funds and imposing their dominion over the region. As
Colonel Gaddafi was of no further use, the so-called ‘rebels’ have been enthroned in Tripoli
by NATO. Bogged down in the crisis of capitalism as we are, wars and aggression continue

15-09-2011Debates of the European ParliamentEN54



to be a weapon for the establishment. Struggle and resistance are the weapons of the
workers and the people.

Ilda Figueiredo (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) With this resolution the majority in this
House is celebrating an act of aggression against an independent sovereign state, in breach
of international law, the Charter of the United Nations (UN) and UN Security Council
Resolution 1973 itself, which it hypocritically supported at the time, under the pretext of
imposing a ‘no-fly zone’.

It is showing its customary hypocrisy on the defence of ‘human rights’ with absolute silence
on the massacres of the Libyan people perpetrated by the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation
(NATO) and its allies in the region, causing thousands of deaths and the destruction of
important infrastructure and good-quality basic services.

To leave the aims of this aggression in no doubt, we have the statements from the main
leaders of the EU and NATO powers acknowledging that the purpose of this war to invade
and occupy Libya was to satisfy their strategic interests in controlling important natural
resources, plundering Libyan sovereign funds and imposing their dominion over the region.

Bogged down in the crisis of capitalism as we are, wars and aggression continue to be a
weapon for the establishment. Struggle and resistance are the weapons of the workers and
the people.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) The EU lifted its asset freeze on 28
Libyan entities, including oil companies, on 1 September 2011 in order to provide resources
to the interim government and the Libyan people and help the economy function again.
The EU has provided over EUR 152 million in humanitarian support, with a view to
supporting the needs of the Libyan people, including access to clean water, medicine and
medical supplies. The situation in the country is worse than critical for the populace, and
there is therefore a widespread expectation that Gaddafi, his relatives or henchmen will be
brought to face justice in Libya for all the crimes committed during the dictatorship. It is
essential for all countries, especially Libya’s neighbours, to cooperate with the new Libyan
authorities and international justice. It is essential to launch without delay a justice and
national reconciliation process, and there is an urgent need for deployment of UN human
rights monitors, especially to areas where there are more Gaddafi loyalists. It is also necessary
to protect the rights of thousands of sub-Saharan African migrants who face harassment
solely due to their skin colour and to ensure protection and evacuation of the migrants
still stranded at the International Organisation for Migration centres or any improvised
camps. The Libyan people made the revolution and lead the way forward, and I therefore
firmly believe that the EU must do everything it can to help Libya and to help deliver the
rule of law.

Louis Grech (S&D),    in writing . − I voted in favour of this motion for the reason that I
recognise the importance of Europe’s role in Libya’s transition to a democratic system of
governance. Libya’s inherent socio-structural weaknesses which have been further
exacerbated by war command the genuine and real support of the Union, with Europe
focusing on the needs of Libya as opposed to its own needs. Therefore, it is our duty to be
of assistance to Libya in the remodelling of its societal infrastructure: free elections, a
reviewed judicial system and the full involvement of civil society. The defined goal of
home-grown democracy in the region is fundamental to stability within Europe,
consequently adequate funds reserved for democracy-building should form part of the
next Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF). The democratisation process which will
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eventually be consolidated by economic development in the region could substantially
mitigate the huge rise in migration seen since the uprising. Collective ownership and
political responsibility by all Member States, built on the premise of burden-sharing must
necessarily be employed, something which has yet to be achieved.

Andrzej Grzyb (PPE),    in writing. – (PL) We must admit that the Arab Spring was a great
surprise to us all. We were pleased with the development of events in Tunisia and Egypt.
However, events have not progressed as they should everywhere. An example is Libya,
which is bogged down in civil war. I fully support the European Parliament’s position,
which we adopted today, in which we express our satisfaction with the fall of Muammar
Gaddafi’s regime, in which we demand accountability for war crimes, and in which we
expect the National Transitional Council to assume responsibility for the security and
well-being of the Libyan people and to introduce democratic rules into public life.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I welcomed this document because it announces
that Libya will be a moderate Muslim country, with a constitution to reflect this, and will
welcome the participation of women in public life. I hope that the National Transitional
Council (NTC) will fulfil its responsibilities and deliver on the commitments it has made
to build a tolerant, unified and democratic state in Libya, protecting universal human rights
for all Libyan citizens, as well as for migrant workers and foreigners. I believe that Libya’s
NTC will actively stimulate and include women and young people in the political processes,
the aim of which will be to build political parties and democratic institutions. The most
important things are the security and well-being of the Libyan people, transparency and
full compliance with democratic principles and international humanitarian law. I believe
we have to assist the new Libyan authorities in building a unified, democratic and pluralist
Libya in which human rights, fundamental freedoms and justice will be guaranteed for all
Libyan citizens, as well as for migrant workers and refugees.

Vladimír Maňka (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) The credibility of the provisional government
of the National Transitional Council (NTC) in Libya will depend on its ability to resolve
the most pressing problems. It must also create the conditions for democratic institutions.
The NTC must start a process that is as transparent as possible, involving all of the key
interested parties from all parts of the country, in order to produce legitimacy and a national
consensus, thereby preventing regional, ethnic and tribal divisions. If this does not happen,
there could be further violence. The NTC must ensure the involvement of the entire
spectrum of Libyan society, supporting women and minorities in the process of transition
to democracy, specifically by encouraging their participation in civil society, the media,
political parties and all kinds of political and economic decision-making bodies.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I supported this resolution on Libya and call on the
new Libyan authorities to build a unified, democratic and pluralist state in which human
rights, fundamental freedoms and justice will be guaranteed.

Mario Mauro (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) The fall of the Gaddafi regime represents a
hard-fought victory for the international community and for Europe; no one now allows
themselves the luxury of regarding the process of transition to democracy in Libya as a
walk in the park. This resolution calls on the European Union to increase its influence in
Libya for a peace which takes as its starting point a return to respect for human rights.

Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (FR) Colonel Gaddafi’s regime of tyranny
in Libya has fallen. The transition to democracy should now begin. This is the responsibility
of the Libyan people and no one else. The citizens’ revolution must regain control from
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the armed groups. NATO must leave Libya immediately. It has no business being there.
Any interference must be firmly opposed. The text has some noble intentions which I
approve of. However, it falls short in that it foolishly offers unconditional support to the
unelected National Transitional Council (NTC), demands continued action by NATO,
which no longer has a part to play, and acknowledges the religious nature of the future
constitution. It fails to set any specific requirement or schedule for the holding of elections
or for the establishment of democratic institutions. I am compelled to vote against rather
than sign a blank cheque, as it were.

Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) What is happening in Libya is completely
unacceptable, and the international community has to adopt more concrete measures to
secure the immediate suspension of all kinds of attacks against the civilian population. The
civil war in Libya is worrying and has to stop at all costs. The EU has to take a leading role
in this process and help to find solutions that avoid exacerbating the conflict that is currently
occurring in that country.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − Whereas the EU has a vital interest in a
democratic, stable, prosperous, peaceful North Africa, the European Parliament is looking
forward to the end of the six-month conflict in Libya and welcomes the fall of the 42-year
old autocratic regime of Muammar Gaddafi, who was responsible for long and tremendous
suffering by the Libyan people; congratulates the Libyan people on their courage and
determination and stresses that the free and sovereign aspirations of the Libyan people
should be the driving force of the transition process since only strong local ownership will
guarantee its success; expresses its full support for the National Transitional Council (NTC)
in its challenging task of building up a new state representing all Libyans; welcomes the
recent recognitions of the NTC and calls on all EU Member States and on the international
community to follow suit; welcomes the fact that all UN Security Council permanent
members, including most recently China, have recognised the NTC as the legitimate
authority in Libya. I voted in favour.

Justas Vincas Paleckis (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) Following 42 years of dictatorship and
six months of civil conflict, Libya stands on the threshold of change. Libyan citizens have
an opportunity to open the door to democracy – to citizens’ equality before the law, to the
rule of law, the protection of human rights and the creation of a dignified life. The death
penalty should be abolished in Libya. The fact that Libya aims to become a moderate Muslim
country is to be welcomed. The EU must support the country during this transition period.
The situation in the country is particularly complex: thousands of refugees are without
water and food. Currently the most important thing is to return peace to the country, along
with a state of normality. We must restore border controls, guarantee internal security and
disarm volunteers, and Libyan exiles should have an opportunity to return home safely.
Crimes against humanity in Libya should be judged and those responsible for them should
be punished. I voted in favour of this resolution, which calls on the EU Member States to
help Libya take the road to democracy.

Georgios Papanikolaou (PPE),    in writing. – (EL) I voted in favour of the joint motion
for a resolution on the situation in Libya. The EU welcomes the fall of the Gaddafi regime
after 42 years in power. However, continuous help and assistance from the international
community are needed if internal order is to be restored and democracy established in
Libya. As this area neighbours the EU, Europe objectively has an enhanced role. Moreover,
stability and the preconditions for prosperity are needed in Libya, if the recent wave of
Libyan immigrants is to return. However, in order for this to happen, infrastructures are
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needed and the basic needs of Libyan citizens must be satisfied. The EUR 70 million in
emergency assistance from the EU to operate the humanitarian office in Tripoli is a move
in that direction.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I can only regret that the assistance
we have given the Libyan people has not been swifter, more unanimous or more effective.
I voted in favour of this resolution. I would like to highlight the fact that it calls on the
Vice-President of the Commission/High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs
and Security Policy, the Commission and the EU Member States to provide assistance
aiming at reform of the Libyan security sector, including the police and armed forces, as
well as the disarmament, demobilisation and reintegration (DDR) of former combatants,
and strengthening control of the borders and arms trafficking in cooperation with
neighbouring countries; and to show particular concern at the huge amount of weapons
held by combatants and civilians that put the life of the population at risk, with regard in
particular to vulnerable groups such as women and children.

Franck Proust (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) We are witnessing the dawn of a new Libya, but
the road to democracy will be no less difficult than the road that had to be taken to liberate
the country from its dictator. The assistance and support of the EU to the revolutionaries
will be essential to achieve the rule of law, which is why I am pleased to have voted in
favour of the resolution. The challenge is immense and we must offer assistance that goes
beyond humanitarian aid. The EU must support civil movements, offer technical assistance,
and invest in the key sectors of the economy so that the country can quickly get back on
the road to growth and be rebuilt rapidly. However, assistance should not be confused
with interference. It is up to the Libyans and especially the National Transitional Council
to respond to the democratic aspirations of the people.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing. – (ES) I voted in favour. I am also among
those who are waiting impatiently for the end of the six-month conflict in Libya, and we
should welcome the fall of the 42-year autocratic regime of Muammar Gaddafi, who was
responsible for the long and terrible suffering of the Libyan people.

Licia Ronzulli (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) I voted in favour of this document to express my
full solidarity and absolute support for the revolution led by the Libyan people, which is
the first step towards building a Libya based on democracy, human rights and the rule of
law. It is now essential for the EU to step up humanitarian aid to respond to the new needs
of the Libyan people, in particular in Tripoli and other most affected cities, above all by
facilitating access to clean water, medicines and medical supplies.

Oreste Rossi (EFD),    in writing. – (IT) Following the Libyan revolution and the recent
recognition by many countries of the new provisional government, I believe we must keep
a close watch to ensure that Islamic fundamentalism does not take hold, as is unfortunately
happening in other countries in the area which have recently experienced political change.
I refer in particular to the current situation in Egypt, where Christians did not have problems
under the previous regime but today find themselves running serious risks associated solely
and exclusively with fundamentalism and terrorism aimed at eliminating their presence.
At the same time, continual violence against Christians is taking place in Iraq, where in the
capital Baghdad alone eight out of nine churches have been burnt and many clergymen
have been killed. The Libya which found itself under an authoritarian regime led in fact by
the family of the dictator Gaddafi was, nonetheless, a secular state. At a time when we are
now beginning to recognise the new transitional government of the liberated Libya, it is
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essential to demand full respect for human and religious rights and to prevent that country
also from slipping towards a theocratic and once again illiberal regime.

Edward Scicluna (S&D),    in writing . − Above all, democratic Libya needs political and
economic stability and for this to be achieved it will require a process of reconciliation.
The animosity between different tribes will certainly remain – but a line must be drawn.
Those who have committed atrocities, and fired upon civilians must be brought to justice.
However, not everyone who worked for the Gaddafi government is guilty for what it did.
In several other African countries following civil wars, authorities decided on those who
deserved to face criminal charges and others were pardoned. Another major issue is to
collect and dispose of weapons.

Armaments have been distributed not only by the Gaddafi regime to its supporters but
also by western countries to the opposition forces. Until these arms are collected and
decommissioned, this will remain a potential source of trouble for Libya and its
neighbouring countries. If Gaddafi is found then he should be tried at the International
Court of Justice at The Hague. Libya does not have the legal infrastructure to ensure a fair
trial and we do not want to see a repeat of the Saddam Hussein trial.

Bogusław Sonik (PPE),    in writing. – (PL) After six months of fighting in Libya which has
led to the death of around 50 000 people and to a tragic humanitarian situation and caused
great suffering, the Gaddafi regime has fallen, and the provisional government led by the
National Transitional Council has started work on the creation of a new state. This marks
the end of the long and intense enslavement of the Libyan people under the dictatorship.
The whole of the European Union fully supports the process of creating a democratic and
affluent Libya where human rights are protected. The EU is substantiating its words through
tangible actions. The European Parliament supports the European Commission’s rapid
response and its allocation of EUR 70 million and the opening of a humanitarian aid office
in Tripoli. Equally beneficial for the new authorities is the release of USD 15 billion of
Libyan’s frozen assets as well as the EU’s decision to lift sanctions against 28 Libyan entities,
including ports, oil companies and banks. In this context, Parliament’s role is to call for a
change from short-term financial aid in favour of long-term political and technical support
based on providing specialist knowledge in priority fields determined by the new Libyan
authorities, and for speedy reopening of negotiations on the EU-Libya Framework
Agreement.

Derek Vaughan (S&D),    in writing . − I fully support the calls made in this resolution for
the new Libyan authorities to build a unified and democratic state where human rights
and justice are guaranteed for all. The National Transitional Council must put in place
measures to address issues such as food and water shortages, whilst at the same time
fulfilling its responsibility to make Libya a better place to live for everyone, including
women, young people and any immigrants that are still in Libya. In order to do this, frozen
Libyan assets must be released so that the NTC can ensure that it delivers the governance
that Libya needs. There is a huge opportunity now for a truly democratic state to take the
place of an oppressive regime, but to ensure this is able to flourish there must be a full
national reconciliation process and having an EU diplomatic office in Tripoli would certainly
assist in achieving this.

Angelika Werthmann (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) After six months of fighting against the
Gaddafi regime, the National Transitional Council (NTC) is to receive international and EU
support in order to achieve a rapid, orderly transition to a socially and economically viable

59Debates of the European ParliamentEN15-09-2011



government. This assistance is to be provided at the request of the NTC. Other leaders in
the region are urged to learn from the experiences of Libya and to respond in a responsible
and solutions-oriented way to the massive demands of the people for their rights and
freedom to be respected.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0482/2011

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I support the motion for a resolution because
it condemns the systematic killings, violence and torture committed by the Syrian army
and the fact that the Syrian security forces continue to respond with targeted killings,
torture and mass arrests. According to United Nations estimates, over 2 600 people have
probably lost their lives, many more have been injured and thousands detained. The least
that can be demanded, and this motion for a resolution also suggests it, is the dispatching
of an independent international commission of inquiry to investigate human rights
violations in Syria, which may amount to crimes against humanity.

Pino Arlacchi (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this Resolution because it has never been
more important than now to take a clear position against what is happening in Syria. Since
March 2011, more than 2 200 civilians have been killed and many others arrested in the
deliberate brutal repression of peaceful protestors by the Syrian regime. President Bashar
al-Assad must now step aside in order to open the way to fulfilling the legitimate democratic
aspirations of the Syrian people. The EU is unified in asking for an immediate end to violent
crackdowns against peaceful demonstrators. All international humanitarian organisations,
as well as international media, must have full access to the country.

It is imperative to start an independent investigation into the killings and instances of
torture by Syrian security forces in order to ensure that perpetrators of such acts are held
to account. The crisis in Syria constitutes a threat to the stability of the entire Middle East
region, and the EU and its Member States should continue cooperating closely with Syria's
neighbours, the Arab League and other international actors in order to prevent the potential
escalation of the current crisis in Syria to other areas in the region.

Mara Bizzotto (EFD),    in writing. – (IT) I fully support the motion for a resolution on
recent developments in Syria. The purpose of the document is to condemn the crimes
against humanity committed in recent months by the Bashar al-Assad regime, and to urge
the international community to adopt measures to put an end to the regime’s atrocities as
soon as possible. Furthermore, the text aims to highlight the role of two members of the
United Nations Security Council, namely Russia and China, in delaying punitive action
against the Syrian regime. I therefore decided to support the document and I voted in
favour.

Sebastian Valentin Bodu (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) The courage and determination of
the Syrian people are commendable, while their aspirations to achieve full respect for the
rule of law, human rights and fundamental freedoms and enjoy better economic and social
conditions must be supported by the international community.

Since the start of the violent crackdown on peaceful protesters in Syria in March 2011,
and in spite of the lifting of the state of emergency announced on 21 April by the
government, the systematic killings, violence and torture have been dramatically escalating
and the Syrian army and security forces continue to kill and torture protestors and make
mass arrests. According to UN estimates, more than 2 600 people have lost their lives,
many more have been injured and thousands detained.
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I strongly condemn the escalating use of violence against peaceful protesters and the brutal
and systematic persecution of pro-democracy activists, human rights defenders and
journalists. I also express my deep concern at the gravity of the human rights violations
perpetrated by the Syrian authorities, including mass arrests, extrajudicial executions,
arbitrary detention, disappearances and acts of torture.

Andrew Henry William Brons (NI),    in writing . − If I had had the opportunity to vote
on B7-0483/2011, I should have voted for it. It condemned the repressive and violent
actions of the Syrian Government but it also expressed concern about the increased presence
amongst protesters of armed Islamist forces with smuggled weapons inciting jihad and
shooting at security forces, which threatens all-out civil war along sectarian lines. However,
the resolution on which we had the opportunity to vote simply condemned the actions of
the Syrian Government without mentioning the armed Islamist forces. I therefore decided
to abstain.

Marielle De Sarnez (ALDE),    in writing.  –  (FR) Syria has been shaken by a movement
contesting the regime of Bashar al-Assad since March of this year. According to the UN,
the repression of the popular uprising in Syria by the security forces has killed more than
2 600 people. Thousands more have been arrested and many others are being detained in
secret at unknown locations, where they face torture or death. The Syrian population,
whose courage and determination I applaud, is fighting for greater freedom, dignity and
democracy. We must show our support through concrete action. Time for reflection and
hesitation is over. Bashar al-Assad must relinquish power immediately and put an end to
acts of violent repression against peaceful demonstrators. I welcome the adoption by the
Council of new restrictive measures against the Syrian regime, including a ban on imports
of Syrian crude oil intended for the European Union. However, the European Union will
need to go further and declare its unequivocal condemnation of the regime and call on the
international community to take additional measures.

Edite Estrela (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of the resolution on the situation
in Syria, because I think the European Union must support the democratic aspirations of
the Syrian people in their struggle for human rights and fundamental freedoms, and it
must continue the restrictive measures against the Syrian regime so that the violence can
be brought to an immediate end.

Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) Anyone who has been following developments in
Syria for some time will remember that the transfer of power from Hafez al-Assad to his
son Bashar was received by international observers with a mixture of hope and scepticism.
Sadly, we are watching a regime whose credibility at home and abroad has been badly
damaged. The international community must very strongly condemn what is happening
in Syria, where the violence has already cost the lives of at least 2 200 people. I hope Syria
can emerge from the turmoil in which it is immersed as a free, prosperous and democratic
country that respects both the sovereignty of all its neighbours and the ethnic minorities
that it contains.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) This joint motion for a European
Parliament resolution addresses the political situation in Syria, where a dictatorial regime
led by President Bashar al-Assad has caused the deaths of 2 000 people in its persecution
of its opponents. The regime continues to violate the most basic human rights and fails to
respect its international commitments. Despite the ban on the import of oil from Syria
adopted by the Council on 2 September, some countries are defying the ban and continuing
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to ‘fund’ the Syrian regime, thus minimising the impact of the measures adopted against
President Assad.

I therefore welcome the measures adopted now, such as the call for the current president
and his regime to relinquish power, for an independent inquiry into the killings, arrests,
arbitrary detentions, mysterious disappearances and instances of torture by the Syrian
security forces, for a ban on imports of Syrian oil, and for the adoption of new sanctions
that target the regime but do not affect the civilian population. I also welcome the appeal
to the United Nations Security Council members, particularly Russia and China, to adopt
a resolution strongly condemning the use of murderous, gratuitous violence by
President Assad’s supporters, and the adoption of hard-hitting sanctions in the event of
non-compliance.

Ilda Figueiredo (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) This resolution is a threat to Syria’s
sovereignty and territorial integrity and does not rule out support for possible military
aggression against that country, going against international law and the Charter of the
United Nations. Using inflammatory language identical in every respect to that used in the
run-up to the aggression against Libya, the majority in this House supports and seeks to
legitimise interference and provocative action by the EU and its allies in the region against
Syria. It reels off a list of criticisms and accusations against the Syrian authorities, but
conceals important facts relating to the action of armed groups in destabilising the internal
situation in that country. It reveals its hypocrisy yet again when it invokes ‘human rights’
and points the finger at Syria as a ‘threat to the stability and security’ of the region, in order
to divert attention away from Israel, its policy of apartheid against the Palestinian people
and its role in destabilising the entire Middle East region, which the European Union and
the United States encourage and support. This hypocrisy is also shown when it points the
finger at Syria so as to hide the repression carried out by the regimes in Bahrain and Yemen
against their own peoples, in their fight for freedom, democracy and social justice.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) Syrian armed forces are mounting
unremitting attacks in the regions of Syria, and attempting to suppress the pro-democracy
protests which began in the middle of March this year, inspired by similar uprisings in
Egypt and Tunisia. Despite the fact that President Bashar al-Assad has proposed certain
concessions, the government has also continued the harsh interventions, and according
to the UN, about 2 200 civilians have died, thousands have been imprisoned and more
than 3 000 have gone missing since the start of the conflict. The situation is deteriorating,
government repression of the protests has led to greater demands from the opposition
and opponents of the Assad regime are demanding his resignation. The Syrian armed forces
are violating human rights in an inhumane and illegal manner and are seriously threatening
the health of the population, since they have even been forcibly discharging patients from
hospitals in recent days and preventing doctors from having access to the wounded. The
EU is therefore considering punitive measures in the form of sanctions on the oil sector.
An oil embargo would greatly limit the flow of funds into Syria from abroad, and the
financing of the security apparatus and payments to trusty presidential loyalists.

Andrzej Grzyb (PPE),    in writing  .  – (PL) When social unrest broke out in Tunisia and
Egypt, we hoped that in other countries where societies squared up to authoritarian regimes
power would be transferred in a peaceful manner. Unfortunately, this has not happened.
I want to express my full support for the European Parliament’s demands expressed in this
resolution, calling for President Bashar al-Assad to resign immediately, for an end to the
brutal repression against the demonstrators, for human rights activists and political
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prisoners to be freed and for the perpetrators of human rights abuses to be brought to
account. I want to stress that Syria has the opportunity to transfer to a democratic system
peacefully. For these reasons not only did I support this resolution, but I was also one of
its signatories.

Marian Harkin (ALDE),    in writing . − Having participated in an Irish delegation to Bahrain
to investigate alleged human rights abuses in July 2011, I have witnessed with my own
eyes the frightening results of authoritarian governments acting swiftly and brutally against
their own people. The actions taken by Bahraini authorities pale in comparison to the
systematic and illegal brutality unleashed by the Syrian forces. In Bahrain, the pressure
exerted by our delegation appears to have had some small positive impact, playing a part
in the recent release of wrongfully imprisoned medics. While we continue to monitor the
situation in Bahrain, I feel compelled to join my ALDE colleagues in this attempt to maintain
Europe's focus on the terrifying, continuing, serious and systematic violations of human
rights occurring in Syria. I wish to echo in the strongest possible terms the call for further
EU action in response to the deteriorating situation in Syria, including harsher measures
against the Syrian regime and those loyal to the regime, in particular by freezing direct
investments from within the EU in key sectors of the Syrian economy.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I voted in favour of this resolution because it
condemns the escalating use of force against peaceful protesters and the brutal and
systematic persecution of pro-democracy activists, human rights defenders and journalists.
It also expresses serious concern at the gravity of the human rights violations perpetrated
by the Syrian authorities, including mass arrests, extrajudicial killings, arbitrary detention,
disappearances and torture. I believe that we must support the Syrian people’s aspirations
to achieve full respect of the rule of law, human rights and fundamental freedoms and the
guarantee of better economic and social conditions. I share the opinion that there should
be an independent, transparent and effective investigation into the killings, arrests, arbitrary
detention and alleged forced disappearances and instances of torture by the Syrian security
forces in order to ensure that the perpetrators of such acts are held to account.

Vladimír Maňka (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) The growing use of force against peaceful
demonstrators and the brutal and systematic persecution of pro-democracy activists,
human rights defenders and journalists must be roundly condemned. Other human rights
violations committed by the Syrian authorities, including mass arrests, extra-judicial killings,
arbitrary detention, disappearances and torture are unacceptable.

The Syrian regime prefers the path of repression to the fulfilment of its promises of extensive
reform. The representatives of the current regime ought to surrender power. There must
be an independent and transparent investigation into the killings, arrests, arbitrary detention,
and alleged forced disappearances and instances of torture by Syrian security forces. The
perpetrators of these deeds must be held to account. An independent international
commission of inquiry must be dispatched to Syria to investigate all allegations of violations
of international law and human rights. The perpetrators must be held accountable.

It is necessary to have an immediate political process with the participation of all democratic
political actors and civil society organisations which could be the basis of a peaceful and
irreversible transition to democracy.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I fully support this resolution in which Parliament
reiterates its call for an independent, transparent and effective investigation into the killings,
arrests, arbitrary detention and alleged forced disappearances and instances of torture by
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the Syrian security forces, in order to ensure that the perpetrators of such acts are held to
account, and welcomes in this context the recent resolution adopted by the UN Human
Rights Council calling for an independent international commission of inquiry to be
dispatched to Syria to investigate all allegations of violations of international human rights
law committed by the regime since March 2011 in order to establish the facts and
circumstances of these crimes and violations, identify those responsible and ensure that
the perpetrators are held accountable.

Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (FR) I voted for this report, which strongly
condemns the appalling repression inflicted by the Syrian regime on its people. No
government that massacres its own people will ever have legitimacy. In Syria, the citizens’
revolution is the way forward. I voted for this text despite its arrogance regarding third
countries.

Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I can only be in favour of adopting this document,
which strongly condemns the escalating use of force against protestors in Syria, who are
facing brutal and systematic persecution on a daily basis. The Syrian regime is irreparably
calling its legitimacy into question by choosing the path of repression instead of
implementing the reforms long demanded by the Syrian people. Therefore, President Bashar
al-Assad and his regime must relinquish power and allow a peaceful transition to democracy.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − Whereas the government of the Syrian Arab
Republic committed itself to implementing democratic and social reforms but failed to
take the necessary steps to fulfil them; whereas the crisis in Syria constitutes a threat to the
stability and security of the entire Middle East region; the European Parliament calls again
for an immediate end to violent crackdowns against peaceful demonstrators and harassment
of their families, the release of all detained protesters, political prisoners, human rights
defenders and journalists, and full access to the country for international humanitarian
and human rights organisations as well as international media; calls upon the Syrian
authorities to stop government censorship of local and foreign publications, to end
repressive government control over newspapers and other publications, and to lift
restrictions on the Internet and mobile communication networks. I voted in favour.

Justas Vincas Paleckis (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) The actions of President Bashar al-Assad’s
regime in Syria against fellow citizens seeking change have already cost 2600 lives. The
population continues to face great danger. Such a situation is untenable. The leaders of the
EU have strongly condemned the brutality of the Syrian regime. This is not enough. The
United Nations Security Council should take the lead and we must prosecute the regime’s
criminals in accordance with international law. Faced with the enormity of the crimes, the
EU is still unable to agree on a common position. There is not enough economic pressure
on Syria. Every day snipers shoot people in the street who are still using mobile phones,
there is no Internet in the country and people are being buried in mass graves. I voted in
favour of this resolution because it calls on the Polish Presidency to strengthen the EU’s
voice in the Syrian conflict, to convince Russia and China to vote for UN sanctions and to
seek the resignation of President Bashar al-Assad as soon as possible.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of this resolution
because I believe it is appropriate for the European Parliament to call for an immediate,
genuine and inclusive political process with the participation of all democratic political
actors and civil society organisations, which could be the basis for a peaceful and irreversible
transition to democracy in Syria. This call is in fact in line with the United Nations Security
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Council Presidential Statement stressing that the only solution to the current crisis is
through an inclusive and Syrian-led political process. I hope that the meeting of the
Secretary-General of the Arab League with the Syrian authorities will be followed by
concrete results.

Franck Proust (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) I am pleased to finally vote on this text. Since
the riots started in Syria six months ago not once has Parliament voted on a specific text
on the situation in Syria. We are finally assuming our responsibilities and showing President
Bashar al-Assad and the Syrian authorities that their response to the aspirations of the
people is not a case among many others in the Arab world. Quite the contrary, the bloody
repression in which they are engaged against their own people is abominable and
unacceptable. It requires a clear and unambiguous response on the part of the international
community. A power that kills, tortures and imprisons its people when they demonstrate
for their rights no longer has legitimacy. There is no turning back; President Bashar al-Assad
and his acolytes must leave power. We must exert pressure to stop the slaughter, and I
hope that China and Russia will act reasonably in the UN Security Council.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing . − I voted in favour. The European
Parliament:

‘1. Strongly condemns the escalating use of force against peaceful protesters and the brutal
and systematic persecution of pro-democracy activists, human rights defenders and
journalists; expresses its deepest concern at the gravity of the human rights violations
perpetrated by the Syrian authorities, including mass arrests, extrajudicial killings, arbitrary
detention, disappearances and torture;

2. Expresses its sincere condolences to the families of the victims and its solidarity with
the Syrian people fighting for their rights, commends their courage and determination and
strongly supports their aspirations to achieve full respect of the rule of law, human rights
and fundamental freedoms and the guarantee of better economic and social conditions’.

Licia Ronzulli (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) I voted in favour of this document because there
is a need to strongly condemn the growing use of force against demonstrators in Syria,
who are suffering brutal and systematic persecution on a daily basis. By choosing the route
of repression instead of keeping its promises of wide-reaching reforms, the Syrian regime
has now fatally compromised its legitimacy and therefore President Bashar al-Assad and
his regime must give up power immediately.

Tokia Saïfi (PPE),    in writing. – (FR) The protest movement against
President Bashar al-Assad and his regime has been going on for nearly six months now.
There has been no let-up in the bloody repression against its population; the UN estimates
that over 2 600 people have died since mid-March. Human rights organisations inform
us daily of killings, arrests and torture, the victims of which are the people, who legitimately
aspire to a regime change. Having broken his promises for reform, the Syrian President
has got to go and the bloodshed must stop. Like the UN Human Rights Council, I demand
an independent, transparent and effective inquiry into the killings, arrests, arbitrary
detentions and cases of forced disappearances and torture of which the Syrian security
forces are accused. There can be no impunity for such acts: the perpetrators of these crimes
must be prosecuted and tried. The sanctions adopted against the Syrian regime are necessary,
and the Council should have no hesitation in adopting new ones, while protecting the
Syrian people from any possible repercussions.
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Georgios Toussas (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (EL) The Greek Communist Party voted
against the resolution on Syria, which it sees as provocative, open intervention in the
internal affairs of an independent sovereign state. The political arm of the monopolies,
which is shattering the rights and lives of workers in the Member States, supporting Israel
and refusing the Palestinian people the right to an independent sovereign state, with
imperialist interventions throughout the world, cannot pretend to be defending grassroots
freedoms. The euro-unifying monopolies are interested solely in the wealth-producing
resources and energy routes in this area, in which competitive imperialist forces are crossing
swords. The EU is applying in Syria the imperialist recipe ‘tried and tested’ in Libya. It is
making its political face cry crocodile tears for the civilian population and democracy and
for the democratic rights infringed by the regime, while supporting the mechanisms of the
imperialist centres as the ‘defenders of freedom’ and cultivating a climate of civil conflict
in order to give the EU/NATO/US imperialists an excuse to go to war against the Syrian
people. The European Parliament did exactly the same in its resolution on Libya, which
called for the ‘no-fly zone’ which was the pretext for NATO, the EU and the US to start
bombing the Libyan people. Only the Syrian people and the people in the area can resolve
the internal political problems in their country, by fighting against capitalist exploitation
and overturning the imperialist machinations and interventions.

Dominique Vlasto (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) The situation in Syria has become
uncontrollable and our Parliament was right to adopt this resolution, which I co-signed. I
regret that the balance of power is still strongly in favour of the tyrannical al-Assad regime.
While the regime may appear to be faltering, any headlong rush that would cause even
more damage and loss of human life must be avoided. I am of course thinking of the far
too many victims of this murderous state lunacy, where tanks and firearms are,
unfortunately, the only response to demonstrators peacefully expressing their aspirations
for freedom and democracy. I strongly condemn this regime, which had promised reforms
but, instead, uses the militia to pursue its bloody repression and continues to multiply
arbitrary arrests and acts of torture. How can that not be seen as crimes against humanity?
Justice must be done. Moreover, I welcome the role of France, which was the first country
to ensure that the European Union imposes several very heavy penalties on the Syrian
regime. The place of the Union must be at the side of the population and the opposition
forces to ensure that a transition to democracy gets under way and that this blood bath
stops.

Motion for resolution: B7-0481/2011

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I am voting for this motion for a resolution
because it concerns an area of particularly serious crime with a cross-border dimension,
which often has implications across and beyond EU borders. It is important for the
Commission to prioritise the fight against corruption in the context of its security agenda
for the years to come, including as regards the human resources needed for it.

Pino Arlacchi (S&D),    in writing . − I strongly support this joint Resolution because the
fight against corruption must be one of our absolute priorities. Unfortunately, there is a
lack of real political commitment from leaders and decision-makers to combat corruption
in all its forms. As we all know, corruption has kept many dictatorial regimes in power
and allowed them to channel significant amounts of money to foreign bank accounts,
including European ones. Member States must step up their efforts to trace and freeze
foreign stolen assets so they can be returned to their rightful owners.
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I also want to underline that corruption causes social harm, and organised crime groups
use corruption networks to commit other serious crimes, such as trafficking in drugs and
human beings. In addition to that, we should bear in mind that the economic recovery of
Member States, hit by the economic and financial crisis, is hampered by corruption, tax
evasion, tax fraud and other economic crimes. For these reasons, Member States must fully
cooperate with Europol, Eurojust and OLAF in investigating and prosecuting
corruption-related crimes. It is also essential for all the EU institutions to ensure greater
transparency by drawing up stronger codes of conduct or improving those that already
exist.

Regina Bastos (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) Corruption prevents institutions from functioning
normally. It is a transnational problem and a major concern to many countries and
international organisations. Corruption undermines the rule of law, erodes trust in
institutions, seriously hinders relations between citizens and government and severely
damages mutual trust among the Member States, thereby affecting cooperation in the field
of justice and home affairs and also distorting the market. An estimated EUR 120 billion
per year, representing 1% of the EU gross domestic product, is lost to corruption.

This resolution, which I have supported, calls on the Commission to prioritise the fight
against corruption in the context of its security agenda for the years to come. It also calls
on the Commission to address the transposition and enforcement of EU anti-corruption
legislation, including dissuasive sanctions. It calls on the Council and the Member States
to ratify and fully implement the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development
(OECD) Convention on combating bribery of foreign public officials in international
business transactions. Furthermore, it calls on all EU institutions and Member States to
ensure more transparency by drawing up codes of conduct or improving those already
existing.

Mara Bizzotto (EFD),    in writing. – (IT) I voted in favour of this motion for a resolution
on the EU’s efforts to combat corruption. For some time, one of the objectives of my
political activity has been to point out that in many Member States, in particular those in
the Balkan region, the problem of corruption is still widespread, and that the governments
of the states in question continue to exhibit equivocal and dubious behaviour with regard
to the fight against such corruption. As I emphasised in my questions, and as this document
indicates, governments’ ambiguity on the subject of corruption is often a direct cause of
widespread organised crime, the activities of which inevitably affect all Member States. I
am therefore decidedly in favour of this document designed to urge the Commission and
the Council to strengthen the EU’s strategy against the problem of corruption.

Anna Maria Corazza Bildt (PPE),    in writing.  −  (SV) At the European Parliament’s sitting
in Strasbourg on 15 September, we Swedish Moderate Party members voted in favour of
the resolution on the EU’s efforts to combat corruption. We support the Commission’s
communication on fighting corruption and the decision to establish a European reporting
mechanism. The resolution also urges the Member States to improve their implementation
of relevant anti-corruption legislation, while at the same time stressing that the Member
States must cooperate better with Europol, Eurojust and OLAF in investigating and
prosecuting crimes related to corruption. However, we do not agree that the Commission
should take further action at EU level towards harmonising legislation on the protection
of whistle-blowers. Nor do we agree that the European Parliament should call on all EU
institutions, for example, to enhance the transparency and supervision of financing and
funding. Such measures should be decided on at national rather than EU level.
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Corina Creţu (S&D),    in writing. – (RO) I voted to step up the EU’s efforts to combat
corruption, a scourge which undermines the rule of law and leads to the misuse of public
and EU funds provided by the taxpayer. It also distorts the market, having made a negative
contribution to the current economic crisis. Another reason is that EUR 120 billion is lost
to corruption every year, equivalent to 1% of EU GDP.

Last but not least, the economic recovery of Member States hit by the economic and financial
crisis is hampered by corruption, tax evasion, tax fraud and other economic crimes.
Large-scale deregulation and privatisation create an extremely high risk of corrupt practices
and every means possible must be used to counter this.

Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) Since I am aware of all the negative effects of
corruption, not only for a country’s public image but also, and more importantly, for its
economic and financial performance and for the operation of the internal market, I welcome
the anti-corruption package proposed by the Commission, which includes a communication
on fighting corruption in the European Union, a decision establishing an EU anti-corruption
reporting mechanism, and a report on combating corruption in the private sector. Likewise,
I consider the proposal made in the resolution for the Commission to adopt minimum
rules on the definition of and sanctions for corruption, given its cross-border dimension
and internal market consequences, to be both relevant and appropriate.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) The fight against corruption is a moral
imperative about which all citizens should be concerned. If we realise that corruption costs
the European Union’s economy an estimated EUR 120 billion every year – almost as much
as the EU’s annual budget – it is easy to grasp the extent of this problem and how vigorously
the Member States need to tackle this kind of crime. Europeans are well aware of this
scourge, since four out of five of them think corruption is involved in the way public bodies
award contracts. It is crucial, therefore, to establish mechanisms to ensure that funds do
not end up in corrupt hands and that transgressors are punished as an example to others.
Regrettably, there are still some European countries that have not yet signed the United
Nations Convention against Corruption, and it is a fact that corruption is worst in those
countries that have the most fragile economies. I am therefore voting in favour of this
motion for a resolution, the aim of which is to close the gap between the legislation on
fighting corruption in the EU and reality, thus increasing people’s trust and preserving the
reputation of politicians and keepers of the public purse.

Elisa Ferreira (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) This resolution highlights a number of objectives
and much-needed measures to combat corruption. However, it does so without getting to
the bottom of the issue and its main causes, which would be essential to tackle the problem
effectively and successfully. These causes are inseparable from the neoliberal policies that
fuel privatisations, financial speculation and the overlap and domination of political power
by economic and financial power. We agree with the reference made to the fight against
anonymous shell companies in secrecy jurisdictions, which are used to enable criminal
financial flows, facilitating money laundering. It is a fact that corruption undermines the
rule of law and leads to the misuse of public money in general and of EU funds provided
by the taxpayer.

The risk of corruption is particularly serious in cases of deregulation and large-scale
privatisation. Part of the solution is also, therefore, to put an end to such policies. There
are many other good reasons for doing so, and this is one more. We voted in favour of the
resolution, but we insist on the need for bolder and firmer measures.
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Ilda Figueiredo (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) Although this resolution outlines a number
of objectives and measures to fight corruption, it does not get to the bottom of the issue
and its main causes, which are linked to the neoliberal policies that fuel privatisations and
financial speculation.

We agree that, as mentioned in the resolution, the Commission must fight anonymous
shell companies in secrecy jurisdictions, which are used to enable criminal financial flows,
facilitating money laundering.

It is a fact that corruption undermines the rule of law, leads to the misuse of public money
in general and of EU funds provided by the taxpayer, and distorts the market, yet it is linked
to the very heart of the capitalist system itself.

The risk of corruption is particularly serious in cases of deregulation and large-scale
privatisation. Part of the solution is therefore to put an end to such policies.

That is why we voted in favour of the resolution, but we call for bolder and firmer measures.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) Corruption is a particularly serious
crime which crosses EU borders. Article 67 TFEU stipulates the Union’s obligation to ensure
a high level of security, including through the prevention and combating of crime and
approximation of criminal laws, and Article 83 TFEU lists corruption as one of the
particularly serious crimes with a cross-border dimension. It undermines the rule of law,
leads to the misuse of EU funds provided by the taxpayer and distorts the market, having
played a role in the current economic crisis. It also causes social harm, as organised crime
groups use it to commit other serious crimes, such as trafficking in drugs and human
beings. There is a lack of political commitment on the part of leaders and decision-makers
to combat corruption in all its forms and the implementation of anti-corruption legislation
is uneven among the Member States and unsatisfactory overall. In my opinion, it is essential
for all EU institutions, including EU agencies and Member States, to ensure more
transparency by drawing up codes of conduct or improving those already existing, as well
as to take action in fighting corruption. In my opinion, it is reasonable for the Commission
to report on an annual basis to the European Parliament on the implementation of the EU
anti-corruption policy and to submit, whenever relevant and feasible, interim reports on
specific problems relating to the fight against corruption in the EU.

Nathalie Griesbeck (ALDE),    in writing.  –  (FR) A few weeks ago, the European
Commission came to present to us its anti-corruption package, which it had adopted in
June of this year. This resolution follows on from that and calls for a strong and ambitious
commitment on the part of the Member States and the European Union in this area.
Corruption weakens the rule of law; corruption undermines confidence in democratic
institutions; corruption (as well as tax evasion, tax fraud and other forms of economic
crime) hinders economic and financial recovery. It is therefore urgent to make a
commitment in this area in order to combat corruption and promote transparency within
the European Union. Our resolution also calls for a European definition of corruption; it
calls for European sanctions; it also calls for the harmonisation of rules within the European
Union. I should also like to stress the cross-border dimension of corruption and its
consequences on the European internal market: better judicial cooperation and greater
exchange of information are necessary, of course. I was therefore a co-signatory of this
resolution, which was adopted with a very large majority. I am delighted.

69Debates of the European ParliamentEN15-09-2011



Sylvie Guillaume (S&D),    in writing.  –  (FR) Whether we are talking about political
corruption, corrupt activities carried out by or with organised criminal groups, corruption
in the private sector or petty corruption, the abuse of power for personal profit has serious
impacts, including depriving public authorities of additional funds that can be made
available for potential investments. At this very difficult time for our economies and for
public expenditure in our countries, with corruption costing EUR 120 billion a year to the
European economy, there is an urgent need to support an accelerated assessment of the
anti-corruption measures currently in existence. We also need to go further and equip
ourselves with a European definition of corruption and sanctions at EU level, given the
cross-border dimension of the phenomenon. I am also in favour of harmonising legislation
on the protection of whistle-blowers and on the criminalisation of illicit enrichment.
Member States should also ensure more transparency by drawing up codes of conduct or
improving those already existing, with at least clear rules on conflicts of interest.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I welcomed this resolution because corruption
undermines the rule of law, leads to the misuse of public money in general and of EU funds
provided by the taxpayer and distorts the market, as well as having played a role in the
current economic crisis. I believe that the economic recovery of Member States hit by the
economic and financial crisis is being hampered by corruption, tax evasion, tax fraud and
other economic crimes. The risk of corrupt practices in the case of large-scale deregulation
and privatisation is particularly high and must be addressed by all possible means. I welcome
the provision that the Commission must ensure strong policy coordination of the
anti-corruption reporting mechanism with the new anti-fraud strategy and the legislative
initiative on criminal assets recovery, and it is also necessary to include this in the wider
package on the protection of the licit economy and to implement the other measures
provided for in the document.

Timothy Kirkhope (ECR),    in writing . − Whilst it is of great value to have a coordinated
approach and cooperation of criminal investigations and strategy between Member State
and law enforcement agencies at an EU level in order to fight corruption, we do not believe
that a harmonised EU criminal system is necessary in order to achieve success in this area,
and neither do we believe that large scale deregulation and privatisation increases the risks
of corruptive practices, and that we must concentrate our efforts equally upon the private
and public sectors.

Vladimír Maňka (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) All EU institutions, including EU agencies and
Member States, should ensure more transparency. They should draw up codes of conduct,
or improve those already existing. These should at least include clear rules on conflicts of
interest. They should take action in preventing and fighting corruption infiltrating politics
and the media, including by enhancing transparency and supervision of financing and
funding.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this resolution, which calls on the
Commission to prioritise the fight against corruption.

Véronique Mathieu (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) I supported the resolution on the fight
against corruption. It is essential that, as Members of the European Parliament, we take a
clear stand against all forms of corruption. We must be unwavering in our resolve. The
report advocates the drawing up of a definition of corruption and the implementation of
common sanctions for corruption. It draws attention to the major problems, such as
conflicts of interest and the financing of politics and the media. It calls for greater

15-09-2011Debates of the European ParliamentEN70



commitment on the part of the Member States, which must enforce the existing legislation,
ratify the existing conventions, such as the OECD Convention on Combating Bribery of
Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions, and invest more financial
and human resources in combating corruption. Importantly, the report calls for the
establishment of agreements with third countries for the exchange of information about
bank accounts and financial transactions, especially for offshore jurisdictions. This report
prioritises the fight against corruption and sends a strong signal to the European Parliament.

Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (FR) Corruption is a scourge. It is the
genetic disease of the oligarchy. It must be combated everywhere. Governments and
parliamentarians should actually be setting an example. They must give the financial courts
the material and human resources to carry out their work with complete independence
and within optimum timescales. They must fight against anything that facilitates financial
organised crime: deregulation left, right and centre; tax havens; and shell companies, whose
very existence should be opposed. As for the lobbyists, they are a corruptive scourge which
this House continues to welcome with open arms despite the scandals. They should all be
banned from the very place where the people’s representatives are supposed to be voting
on behalf of the general interest.

Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of this resolution because I believe
corruption is a cancer in society, and it is often to blame for the lack of economic growth
in certain countries where it is most rife. The Commission must therefore prioritise the
fight against corruption, through initiatives that ensure that such practices are penalised,
as a deterrent and an example to others.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − The European Parliament 1. welcomes the
adoption by the Commission on 6 June 2011 of an anti-corruption package, which includes
a communication on fighting corruption in the EU and a decision establishing the ‘EU
Anti-corruption Report’; 2. calls on the Commission to prioritise the fight against corruption
in the context of its security agenda for the years to come, including as regards the human
resources allocated to it; 3. calls on the Commission to address through its reporting
mechanism the key concern of effective implementation of anti-corruption laws, as well
as dissuasive sanctions, including those imposed by law enforcement and judiciary; 4. calls
on the Commission to address the transposition and enforcement of EU anti-corruption
legislation, including dissuasive sanctions, and to take steps to stimulate the transposition
and enforcement by the Member States of relevant international and regional anticorruption
instruments; 5. calls on the Commission, in implementing the EU anti-corruption reporting
mechanism, to ensure that independent experts are part of the expert group and the network
of research correspondents, that all experts have a proven high level of integrity, reputation
and expertise, and that a variety of civil society organisations are represented. I voted in
favour.

Andreas Mölzer (NI),    in writing.  −  (DE) In every country in the world, and consequently
also within the EU, corruption is a serious criminal offence which we most definitely need
to put a stop to. Quite apart from the enormous economic damage that corrupt activities
cause, they also shake people’s confidence in the rule of law. However, corruption does
not recognise borders and it is therefore a problem that can only be countered by all of the
EU Member States uniting in order to ensure that it is combated efficiently. This area of
serious crime threatens the internal security of the EU, because, quite apart from distortions
of competition and the misuse of EU taxpayers’ money, corruption definitely creates social
problems, too. These problems include the formation of criminal gangs as well as drugs
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and human trafficking, which can be hushed up by means of bribe payments. Judicial
cooperation between Member States is still a difficult undertaking because it is a complicated
one that would need to be made easier as quickly as possible. I voted in favour of the
resolution because I believe that it is high time that political decision-makers demonstrated
the will and took responsibility for combating corruption effectively at every level.

Franz Obermayr (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) According to estimates, corruption costs the
EU EUR 120 billion each year. This corresponds to 1% of the EU’s GDP – in other words
almost the entire annual budget of the EU. Quite apart from the economic components,
corruption undermines the basic principle of the rule of law, which then leads to citizens
– understandably – losing ever more confidence in politics and the leaders of a country.
There are cases of corruption throughout the entire EU, although, according to Transparency
International, the bankrupt state of Greece comes bottom in the EU when it comes to
combating corruption. Therefore, we need to pay particular attention to this. I would like
to express my clear support for an efficient, EU-wide combating of corruption. This requires
improvements in the area of judicial cooperation: for example, the minimum elements of
the offence of corruption should be uniformly defined. We also need efficient and dissuasive
sanction mechanisms. I therefore voted in favour of this motion for a resolution.

Siiri Oviir (ALDE),    in writing. −  (ET) I supported the recommendation of this resolution,
one of the main objectives of which is to remind Member States and European
decision-makers of the importance of combating corruption, and not only doing so in
dealings with third countries. We should look in the mirror, as there are enough cases of
corruption in the European Union, and thus countries that participate in the Eastern
Partnership with Europe cannot understand when we reproach them. Corruption is a great
threat to democracy, undermining it and offering ammunition to extremists who do not
believe in the fundamental values upon which the European Union and the rest of the
democratic world are founded. We need real steps in the struggle against corruption, not
just pretty words.

Rolandas Paksas (EFD),    in writing.  −  (LT) I voted in favour of this resolution because
the Commission must take more determined action to effectively combat corruption,
which does enormous damage not just to individual Member States, but the EU as a whole.
It should be noted that corruption has a very negative impact on the rule of law and leads
to the misuse of public money in general and of EU funds. I believe that the Commission
must do more and be more effective in meeting its obligations under the UN Convention
against Corruption. I welcome the proposal that the fight against anonymous shell
companies must be a key element of the upcoming reform of the Anti-Money Laundering
Directive. Attention should be drawn to the fact that the risk of corruptive practices in the
case of large-scale deregulation and privatisation is particularly high, and consequently we
must make every effort to ensure that this problem is addressed by all possible means.

Justas Vincas Paleckis (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) I voted in favour of this resolution
because I share the opinion that both the European Commission and the Member States
should increase efforts to combat corruption in the EU Member States. Corruption has
spread through our society like a cancer, impoverishing most people while enriching
criminals. It manifests itself at various levels and in various forms, from a ‘small thank you’
to a civil servant for services rendered to the embezzlement of millions from EU funds. In
some EU Member States corruption has become a morally justified norm. Unfortunately,
the economic crisis and public spending cuts have only rubbed salt into this sensitive
wound. We particularly feel this in the new EU Member States, including Lithuania. I
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welcome the Communication from the Commission of 6 June 2011 entitled ‘Fighting
corruption in the EU’. Naturally, this is largely the job and responsibility of the EU Member
States, but the European Commission must establish a mechanism that would enable the
Member States to combat this evil and promote good practice.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) Every effort made by the European
Union in fighting corruption must be strongly and effectively supported by Parliament. I
voted in favour of this resolution because I support its call for the Commission to speed
up its work so as to fulfil its reporting obligations under the United Nations Convention
against Corruption. I believe the fight against corruption involves greater transparency in
financial transactions, especially those involving the so-called offshore jurisdictions within
the EU and elsewhere in the world, and I support all measures that further this fight.

Phil Prendergast (S&D),    in writing . − I welcome this report regarding the gap between
existing anti-corruption legislation and reality. It is estimated by the Commission that
roughly EUR 120 billion per year is lost by European institutions to corruption. To put
this in context, this is almost exactly equivalent to the entire GDP of my home country,
Ireland, for 2010. The problem of corruption is not merely financial, it also undermines
trust in public institutions, public officials and the rule of law more generally. We must
address both apparent and unapparent barriers to the prevention of corruption. In particular
we need to encourage Member States to make international and regional anti-corruption
instruments enforceable. We also suggest the harmonisation of legislation concerning
whistle-blowers and the implementation of the OECD Convention on the prevention of
bribery to foreign public officials by both public and private sector organisations.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing . − I voted in favour. The European
Parliament:

‘1. Welcomes the adoption by the Commission on 6 June 2011 of an anti-corruption
package, which includes a communication on fighting corruption in the EU and a decision
establishing the “EU Anti-corruption Report”;

2. Calls on the Commission to prioritise the fight against corruption in the context of its
security agenda for the years to come, including as regards the human resources allocated
to it;

3. Calls on the Commission to address through its reporting mechanism the key concern
of effective implementation of anticorruption laws, as well as dissuasive sanctions, including
those imposed by law enforcement and judiciary;

4. Calls on the Commission to address the transposition and enforcement of EU
anti-corruption legislation, including dissuasive sanctions, and to take steps to stimulate
the transposition and enforcement by the Member States of relevant international and
regional anticorruption instruments’.

Licia Ronzulli (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) I voted in favour of this document because I believe
that the Commission should prioritise the issue of corruption, pursuing dissuasive sanctions
and ensuring that independent experts form part of the network of research correspondents.
There is also a need to ensure more transparency by drawing up codes of conduct or
improving those already in existence, so as to establish clear rules on conflicts of interest
at the very least.
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Viktor Uspaskich (ALDE),    in writing. −  (LT) Corruption and political mudslinging have
unfortunately become a hallmark of Lithuanian politics. According to Transparency

International’s corruption perceptions index, Lithuania comes 46th in the world in terms
of combating corruption. Lithuania was rated 5 on a scale of 0 (very corrupt) to 10 (very
clean). This is even worse than the Republic of Botswana and Costa Rica, and only a little
better than Ghana. The head of Transparency International for Europe said that Lithuania
needs to do much more to be able to work in a corruption-free environment. Fabricated
accusations of corruption are mostly used to discredit political opponents. According to
data from the Bertelsmann Foundation, 84% of people surveyed in Lithuania believe that
the government’s efforts to combat corruption are ineffective. The national anti-corruption
programme of the Republic of Lithuania clearly sets out objectives and assessment criteria
for anti-corruption work. Unfortunately, due to a lack of strong commitment to combat
corruption, the problem remains. Furthermore, corruption does not only exist in the fields
of politics or big business. Procurement tenders, the return of property rights, land use,
food inspection, the work of health services – these are just a few areas in which corruption
has also been observed in Lithuania, according to several reports. The time has come for
a merciless war on corruption.

Marie-Christine Vergiat (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (FR) I voted for this text in which
MEPs call on the Commission to strive to combat corruption effectively following its
presentation of a highly ambitious action plan. I particularly welcome the adoption of five
amendments tabled by the Confederal Group of the European United Left – Nordic Green
Left, which was the only group to have tabled amendments to the text put to the vote, and
especially the proposals which highlight that the risk of corruption, and of impunity, I
would say, is greater where deregulation and privatisation prevail, and those which attack
money laundering and the persistence of criminal financial flows through anonymous
shell companies. To go beyond the usual rhetoric, these proposals must be accompanied
by greater political will and consistency between what is said and what is done.

Angelika Werthmann (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) Corruption is a serious and extremely
widespread crime. As the misuse of public money has negative effects on financial interests
at regional, national and EU level, particularly in times of financial and economic crisis,
corruption causes social problems. Furthermore, it makes it easier for dictators to channel
enormous amounts of money into the EU in order to be able to draw on it when necessary.
We urgently need an efficient network of national focal points against corruption that will
tackle this problem in a rapid, coordinated and dynamic manner.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0490/2011

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I am voting in favour of this motion because
it expresses the deepest sadness and indignation at the situation in which tens of thousands
of people have died, 750 000 are imminently at risk of starvation and 13.3 million people
across Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya, Eritrea and Djibouti are in urgent need of food aid in the
worst famine in 60 years. This human suffering and loss of life call for greater mobilisation
on the part of the European Union. I hope this resolution will help all authorities and
factions in the region to allow humanitarian aid organisations to have unhindered access
to those in need and to protect the civilian population under all circumstances.

Laima Liucija Andrikienė (PPE),    in writing . −  (LT) I voted in favour of this important
resolution on famine in East Africa, where tens of thousands of people have died, 750 000
are at imminent risk of starvation and 13.3 million people across Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya,
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Eritrea and Djibouti are in urgent need of food aid in the worst famine in 60 years. I welcome
the call for greater mobilisation of the international community, which should redouble
its efforts to tackle this emergency in order to meet the growing humanitarian needs and
prevent a further deterioration in the situation. The EU must participate more actively in
humanitarian aid operations to ensure that all of the aid reaches those who need it most.
It is also crucial for the EU to use all of its diplomatic skills to open a dialogue with local
authorities and factions so that they allow humanitarian aid organisations to have
unhindered access to those in need and to protect the civilian population, particularly
women and children.

Pino Arlacchi (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this Resolution because it condemns the
late mobilisation of the international community. The first drought alerts in the region
were given in December 2010, and earlier action could have helped abate the current
catastrophe. Tens of thousands of people have already died, 750 000 are imminently at
risk of starvation and 12 million people across Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya and Djibouti are
in urgent need of food aid. In this text, we ask for an increased mobilisation of EU aid to
assist the worst affected areas and the most vulnerable population groups. The Commission
should provide food aid, healthcare, clean water and sanitation supplies immediately. It is
also important to stress that, in order to guarantee food security, the EU and Horn of Africa
Governments must link emergency assistance with a comprehensive sustainable programme
focused on the agricultural sector.

Mara Bizzotto (EFD),    in writing. – (IT) My vote on this motion for a resolution on famine
in East Africa was of course in favour. The document calls on the EU to adopt urgent
measures to tackle the humanitarian tragedy taking place in that region, and points out
that the majority of the victims of this tragedy are women and children, forced to live in
inhumane conditions and, in many cases, to suffer sexual abuse as well. The international
community cannot stand still in the face of such violence, and for this reason I have decided
to support the appeals to the Commission made in this document. The text also rightfully
indicates that the main responsibility for the current humanitarian disaster lies with the
Islamic militant group Al-Shabaab, which has now reduced the region to a state of
permanent war and is preventing humanitarian organisations from bringing aid to the
innocent victims of this nonsensical conflict. It thus aims to highlight the dangers that
Islamic extremism continues to pose not only to the West but also to the rest of the world,
and that a joint effort is required to bring an end to it.

Sebastian Valentin Bodu (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) The loss of human life and the suffering
of the people in East Africa are a tragedy of the modern world. It is clear that, as requested
by the European Parliament, increased mobilisation of EU aid is required to areas where
the famine is most severe, to provide food, health care, clean water and sanitation supplies
to the most vulnerable. Since tens of thousands of people have died, 750 000 are imminently
at risk of starvation and 13.3 million people across Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya, Eritrea and
Djibouti are in urgent need of food aid in the worst famine in the past 60 years, it is
imperative that the authorities and factions in the region allow humanitarian aid
organisations to have unhindered access to those who need them and protect the civilian
population, particularly women and children.

I should emphasise that it will only be possible to find a solution to the famine problem
in the Horn of Africa, and in Somalia in particular, if the underlying political, economic,
environmental and security problems are resolved by local actors and the international
community alike. I call for an EU strategy for this region which outlines political objectives
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and how humanitarian, development and military measures can be coordinated and
interlinked.

Marielle De Sarnez (ALDE),    in writing.  –  (FR) The famine and drought plaguing the
Horn of Africa will not be eliminated through compassion alone. The UN emergency
appeal is still USD 1 billion short of what is needed to provide vital aid for the Horn of
Africa (Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya, Eritrea and Djibouti), where 750 000 people are in
imminent danger of dying and 13.5 million people are at risk of starvation. That is why
the international community should redouble its efforts to tackle this emergency and
prevent a further deterioration of the situation. However, beyond the call for a redoubling
of effort to tackle this humanitarian emergency, long-term measures are needed for Africa,
in particular to put an end to abusive speculation on food and agricultural commodity
markets. The European Union must be more than a humanitarian actor. It must contribute
to promoting long-term, sustainable development, over which Africa must have control.

Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) Anyone who hears that 750 000 people are at risk
of starvation in the Horn of Africa will inevitably find the information disturbing. Political
decision makers must do everything in their power to try to prevent such a catastrophe
from occurring, while being fully aware of their limitations and that the circumstances in
the countries affected by humanitarian crises are not always such that actions can be as
effective as might be desired. I endorse Parliament’s appeal to all actors in the affected
region, in particular the armed groups that are laying waste to the area, to allow access for
humanitarian aid to reach those in need and to stop all acts of violence and repression
against them. Without their collaboration, all aid efforts will be redoubled and far less
effective.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) This joint motion for a European
Parliament resolution concerns the famine in East Africa. This situation is worrying not
only for the public, but also for European and international institutions. The region known
as the Horn of Africa is experiencing the worst drought in recent decades, which is thought
to have affected some 12 million people. The situation is even more serious in Somalia
because of the internal conflict that has been dragging on for almost 20 years, the absence
of state food stocks, the lack of funding by international bodies and the absence of an
agricultural policy that would help prevent and/or minimise these humanitarian disasters.
Approximately USD 1 billion is urgently needed to tackle this humanitarian crisis in the
short term. However, it is essential to identify the causes of the situation, in particular
climate change, which has had a catastrophic effect on ecosystems. I therefore welcome
the adoption of the measures contained in this motion, and I sincerely hope they will help
mitigate the suffering of a malnourished population in which most of the victims are
women and children. They are urgently waiting for humanitarian aid from international
organisations.

João Ferreira (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) The resolution clearly reveals the scale of
the human tragedy that is spreading unchecked across this region of Africa. While it points
out some of the immediate causes of the famine, however, it fails to fully and thoroughly
identify its underlying causes and those who are to blame for this situation. As a result,
some of the solutions proposed are also rather limited in scope.

The price volatility to which many countries are exposed once their fragile productive
capacities have been destroyed (to a great extent as a consequence of intervention by the
International Monetary Fund and the World Bank) is essentially due to financial speculation
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on food commodity markets. This is an area on which speculators (investment funds,
hedge funds, pension funds and major banks) have focused their attention as other
speculative bubbles have either dried up or burst.

The only way to stop this speculation is to do away with the instruments that make it
viable, namely certain financial products such as over-the-counter derivatives.
Unfortunately, the measures that the European Union has adopted in this area are a long
way from being able to stop the sinister wheels of this speculation and its inhuman
consequences. That is also the case with the proposals put forward in this resolution. Urging
speculators to have a sense of social responsibility is like asking a fox to show restraint
once it has got into the chicken coop. That is why we abstained.

Ilda Figueiredo (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) We voted in favour of this resolution, but
we insist that the hunger and despair that are spreading across the Horn of Africa have
immediate causes, which are always being mentioned: severe drought and internal conflicts.
Yet they also have other, deeper causes, which are nearly always hidden, associated with
colonialism and its new embodiments. Foreign interference, exploitation of the region’s
natural resources and its population, intolerable levels of debt and the cost of servicing it,
and speculation on raw material and food prices should all be noted. Economic and social
disasters generally pave the way for civil wars and sometimes for the so-called ‘failed state’
and foreign military intervention. There was the US support for the invasion by Ethiopia,
Saudi Arabia’s support for the Islamist group, and the recurrent air strikes, since Somalia
also has oil reserves. The region urgently needs humanitarian aid, but without self-seeking
foreign interventionism. The discourse of commiseration and compassion cannot hide
the need for these causes to be understood and for responsibilities to be fairly attributed.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) International organisations are
increasing the pressure for a solution to the humanitarian crisis in East African countries.
It is essential to take concrete steps to mitigate the terrible consequences of drought and
famine in the Horn of Africa. The area has been devastated by the worst drought for the
past 60 years, and the collective failure to end the civil war in Somalia has contributed to
making an already critical situation worse, according to local representatives. In two regions
of Somalia famine has been declared since the second half of July, and according to UN
representatives, it will probably spread to a further five or six regions if there is no large-scale
aid. Tens of thousands of Somalis have already died and hundreds of thousands are facing
famine and drought. Although the European Commission and some Member States have
earmarked greater aid for the afflicted region, there are problems in particular with the
limited access of humanitarian workers to the worst affected areas, as well as costly and
lengthy transport. The UN has therefore called on airlines to speed up food aid to this
region of Africa. Due to the countless number of acutely malnourished people, and
especially children, I strongly believe it is essential to try and provide the necessary aid as
quickly as possible.

Pat the Cope Gallagher (ALDE),    in writing. − (GA) There has not been a famine this bad
in the past 60 years. Seven hundred and fifty thousand are in danger of dying of hunger
and 13.3 million urgently need food in Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya, Eritrea and Djibouti.
Domestic and international wars, climate change, fast population growth, lack of
infrastructure, scarce resources, slanted trade networks and the high cost of commodities
all make the situation worse. In Somalia the issue is worst, with half of the people dependant
on food aid, with 1.4 million people displaced in their own country and a report coming
from UNICEF in relation to 780 000 children who are acutely malnourished in the south
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of the country. Eight hundred and sixty thousand refugees have fled Somalia to countries
such as Kenya and Ethiopia. The refugee camp in Dabaab, Kenya is the largest refugee camp
in the world. It is estimated that 440 000 people are living there. The standard of living in
the camp is worsening day by day. Therefore, the recommendations in this report must
be implemented without delay.

Sylvie Guillaume (S&D),    in writing.  –  (FR) The Horn of Africa is being violently ravaged
by a terrible famine resulting from severe drought combined with other key challenges
such as the civil war in Somalia, under-development and speculation on food and
agricultural commodity markets. I supported calls for the European Union to shoulder all
its responsibilities, diplomatic and political as well as financial, not only in development
and combating climate change but also in combating speculation in raw materials. We
have to admit that high and volatile global food prices are putting the poorest people in
the developing world at risk and are contributing to the emergency in the Horn of Africa.
The European Union must work towards achieving greater transparency and argue for
putting in place measures guaranteeing that the food and agricultural commodity markets
are only accessible to market participants committed to hedging risk.

Marian Harkin (ALDE),    in writing . − While the world's focus has primarily been on the
growing refugee camps in Ethiopia, Kenya and Djibouti, primarily due to a higher
concentration of media in those regions, it is imperative that the EU recognise that the
greatest potential humanitarian catastrophe bar none remains in Somalia, where Irish
charity GOAL estimates there are approximately four million of the worst affected people,
most of them unable to leave because of illness or the threat of armed violence. The onus
now is on the international community to create a safe environment in Somalia which will
permit all relevant agencies and authorities to spearhead a meaningful relief effort. To that
end, I join my colleagues in recognising the African Union's commitments to the
humanitarian operation including the AMISOM peacekeeping mission, though more needs
to be done. Thus far, only 9 000 African Union peacekeepers of a promised 20 000 have
been deployed in Somalia. However, these actions can only achieve a lasting and meaningful
legacy if they are underpinned by a broader strategic blueprint for stabilising the region,
primarily Somalia. I therefore welcome this resolution's call for an EU strategy for the
region which outlines political objectives and how individual humanitarian, development,
security and military measures correspond and interlink.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I welcomed this document because, in places,
malnutrition rates are more than three times the emergency threshold and it has been
predicted that the situation across the Horn will worsen. There needs to be increased
mobilisation of EU aid to areas where the famine is most severe to provide food aid, health
care, clean water and sanitation supplies to the most vulnerable. A solution to the famine
in the Horn of Africa, and Somalia in particular, will only be possible if the underlying
political, economic, environmental and security problems are addressed by local actors
and the international community alike. The international community must make long-term
investments in agriculture, as the main source of food and income in the region, build
sustainable infrastructure, and afford small farmers access to land, thereby bolstering the
local market and providing acceptable everyday food for people.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this resolution on the famine in East Africa
but was very disappointed that amendments drawing attention to the link between food
commodity speculation and famine were defeated.
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Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (FR) The latest annual list of world
billionaires announced a record 1 210 billionaires, who alone have amassed over
USD 4.5 trillion. According to the Food and Agriculture Organisation, it would take some
USD 1.6 billion to relieve the 12 million people dying of hunger in the Horn of Africa.
Each life lost is an act of murder. Capitalism is a killer. A European Union loyal to the values
of solidarity and respect for human rights would strive to establish a system by which to
distribute wealth fairly throughout the world. The EU is doing the very opposite.

Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) What is happening in East Africa right now, in the
21st century, is unacceptable and shows that we all still have a lot to do to prevent this
kind of human catastrophe. Despite all the efforts the European Union has made in financial
and human terms, they have not been enough to put an end to famine in that region.
Greater mobilisation of EU support is therefore needed for the areas worst affected by the
famine in Somalia and the Horn of Africa. The priorities must first and foremost be to
provide food aid, medical care, drinking water and adequate sanitation. I believe, however,
that this effort should be accompanied by greater efficiency to prevent waste and the illicit
use of aid, which only harms the most needy groups, namely women, children and the
elderly.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − The European Parliament 1. expresses its deepest
sorrow at the loss of life and suffering in the region; calls for increased mobilisation of EU
aid to areas where the famine is most severe to provide food aid, healthcare, clean water
and sanitation supplies to the most vulnerable; 2. calls on all authorities and factions in
the region to allow humanitarian aid organisations to have unhindered access to those in
need and to protect the civilian population under all circumstances, particularly women
and children, in accordance with international humanitarian and human rights law; calls
for humanitarian corridors to be opened up in order to take food and aid deeper into the
affected regions; 3. demands that all sides immediately end abuses against civilians, especially
women and children, hold those responsible to account and ensure access to aid and the
free movement of all people fleeing conflict and drought; strongly condemns the role of
the Islamist militant group al-Shabab in obstructing the efforts of aid agencies and the WFP
to deliver food aid; reminds all countries in the region of the need to assist and protect
refugees under international law. I voted in favour.

Andreas Mölzer (NI),    in writing.  −  (DE) It is disturbing that development aid is all too
often squandered by the African elite and that Somali aid consignments are used by the
militants to finance the war. The fact that development aid is no longer being employed
so intensively to stem the birth explosion is also a big mistake. Donations and emergency
aid can only help in the short term; they will not solve the problems. Hopefully, the EU
will put a stop to one of the causes of the problems, namely food speculation. In this regard,
the EU will perhaps once again have to reconsider its position with regard to biofuel. Small
amounts of assistance that only help people to survive until the next disaster not only rob
the African people of their dignity, they also take away their drive to solve the problems
themselves. In this regard, we need to rethink our development policy. I have voted in
favour of this motion for a resolution.

Franz Obermayr (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) It is disturbing that development aid for Africa
is often misunderstood and provided on only a periodic basis. This means that development
aid is provided in the short term only, rather than constituting long-term assistance, which
merely ensures short-term survival until the next disaster occurs. We are not only robbing
the African people of their dignity, but we are also preventing them from resolving their
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problems themselves. We are also depriving them of their livelihoods with our ever
increasing speculation on foodstuffs. It would be good to ensure that the financial
institutions engaged in speculation on food and agricultural commodity markets cease
their abusive speculative activity, which is responsible for high and volatile food prices.
Tackling the suffering in the Horn of Africa and in other developing countries must be put
above profits and earnings from food price speculation. In this regard, the EU will perhaps
also have to reconsider its position with regard to biofuel. After all, the quantity of maize
that goes into 100 litres of biofuel could provide food for a person for a year. Moreover,
in consideration of the fact that the so fervently called for biofuels are by no means CO2

neutral, as current studies show, we clearly need to rethink our development policy. I
therefore voted in favour of the motion for a resolution.

Georgios Papanikolaou (PPE),    in writing. – (EL) The famine faced by East Africa, which
is the worst in 60 years, has caused the loss of 750 000 human lives, while another
13.3 million people in Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya, Eritrea and Djibouti are in urgent need
of food aid. The worst finding, however, is that the situation in the Horn of Africa will
deteriorate, mainly due to the drought, with the worst to come in October 2011 and no
prospect of improvement before early 2012. At the same time, armed conflict, such as in
Somalia, is exacerbating the situation. The joint motion is an urgent call to the Commission
and the Member States to speed up humanitarian aid, to improve transparency and their
control mechanisms in the committees and organisations that manage aid distribution
and to channel a larger proportion of official EU development aid to agriculture and
livestock farming in developing countries, in order to support food security. However, it
is clear that, unless this action is accompanied by proactive initiatives at political level to
create conditions of political security in the area, the humanitarian crisis will – in the long
term at least – surely return.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of this resolution.
All possible support must be given to 13.3 million people across Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya,
Eritrea and Djibouti, who are in urgent need of food aid in the worst famine in 60 years.
EU solidarity cannot and must not be affected by economic restrictions.

Evelyn Regner (S&D),    in writing. −  (DE) I voted in favour of the resolution on famine
in East Africa. However, I very much regret the fact that two important recitals were rejected
on account of the conservative majority. There most definitely is a connection between
the food price fluctuations and the famine. The greed of many members of the financial
market has been demonstrated by studies by the World Development Movement and the
World Bank: Goldman Sachs alone earned EUR 5 billion in 2009 from trade in raw
materials. The high and extremely volatile food prices that this gave rise to make it harder
for many victims of the famine in East Africa to survive. Moreover, we need transparency
in the raw materials market.

Frédérique Ries (ALDE),    in writing. – (FR) The situation is not serious, it is desperate.
How else can we describe this famine, the worst in 60 years, that is currently raging across
the Horn of Africa and endangering the lives of 13.3 million people in Somalia, Ethiopia,
Kenya, Eritrea and Djibouti? Obviously, the international community failed to do everything
it could to help these famine victims in time. As recently as spring 2011, the World Food
Programme and the World Bank were sounding the alarm about the malnutrition taking
hold as a direct consequence of volatile world food prices. This message was finally heard
in September, which was too late, and a derisory amount of aid – USD 1 billion – was
granted. We need to realise that the unstable political situation hardly helps the work of
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NGOs and prevents aid from getting through. The European Union is generous and must
remain so, not just financially but also by putting this issue at the top of the agenda of
decision-making forums: the G20 and the UN. It must also remember that universal values
require us to protect civilians in all circumstances, especially in poor, remote regions. This
is humanism at its greatest.

Robert Rochefort (ALDE),    in writing.  –  (FR) The famine in Somalia, Ethiopia, Kenya,
Eritrea and Djibouti is the worst in 60 years. Whereas tens of thousands of people have
died, 750 000 are imminently at risk of starvation and 13.3 million others are in urgent
need of food aid to survive. It has been predicted that the situation across the region will
get worse, being at its most severe next month, with no prospect of recovery before early
2012. There are no words to describe such a disaster. By supporting the resolution on the
famine in East Africa, I wish to express my deepest sorrow at the loss of life and suffering
in the region. I call for increased mobilisation of EU aid to areas where the famine is most
severe so as to provide food aid, health care, clean water and sanitation supplies to the
most vulnerable. I also call on the international community to redouble its efforts to meet
the growing humanitarian needs and prevent a further deterioration of the situation, bearing
in mind the inadequate financing available.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing . − In favour. The EP resolution: 1. Expresses
its deepest sorrow at the loss of life and suffering in the region; calls for increased
mobilisation of EU aid to areas where the famine is most severe to provide food aid,
healthcare, clean water and sanitation supplies to the most vulnerable; 3. Demands that
all sides immediately end abuses against civilians, especially women and children, hold
those responsible to account and ensure access to aid and the free movement of all people
fleeing conflict and drought; strongly condemns the role of the Islamist militant group
al-Shabaab in obstructing the efforts of aid agencies and the WFP to deliver food aid;
reminds all countries in the region of the need to assist and protect refugees under
international law; 4. Calls for greater mobilisation of the international community, which
should redouble its efforts to tackle this emergency in order to meet the growing
humanitarian needs and prevent a further deterioration in the situation, bearing in mind
the inadequate financing available.

Licia Ronzulli (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) I have voted in favour of this text, because I believe
there is a need for increased mobilisation of EU aid to areas of Somalia and the Horn of
Africa where the famine is most severe. Above all, priority must be given to providing food
aid, health care, clean water and appropriate sanitation services.

Oreste Rossi (EFD),    in writing. – (IT) It is vital for the European Union to play its part to
prevent hundreds of thousands of people from dying of hunger. We cannot remain
indifferent to the desperate situation of entire populations exhausted by hunger, war and
famine. You may remember that last year in order to relieve the problem in Southern
Somalia I worked with the association Stella Bianca to organise a 500 km marathon from
Alessandria in Italy to Strasbourg, and the athletes were met by Parliament President Buzek.
There must also be a detailed investigation into how the different non-profit organisations
and NGOs use the funds available, as too many times it has been discovered that supplies,
including food, instead of reaching the starving populations have been used by local mafia
groups or even sold on. We cannot allow the aid sent to those in real need to be dispersed,
and so we must remove from the lists of those who receive contributions all persons and
organisations that cannot guarantee they will be put to good use.
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Michèle Striffler (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) I welcome the unanimous adoption at the
part-session of the European Parliament in Strasbourg of the resolution I initiated on the
famine in the Horn of Africa. The unprecedented humanitarian situation in the Horn of
Africa continues to deteriorate and is not expected to improve before next year. It is
therefore crucial that the international community redouble its efforts to tackle this
emergency in order to meet the growing humanitarian needs and prevent a further
deterioration of the situation. At this time, USD 1 billion are still needed to provide vital
aid in the region. The European Union must play a leading role in helping the poorest
countries combat food insecurity and must take the necessary measures to combat abusive
speculation on food and agricultural commodity markets in order to stop the surge in food
prices.

Derek Vaughan (S&D),    in writing . − The resolution that was passed to step up the
emergency response to the famine in the Horn of Africa has my full support. Money is
desperately needed in this area to provide essential food and healthcare services for around
13 million people whose lives are threatened by the drought. This new funding will help
boost emergency aid so that any further worsening of humanitarian conditions can be
prevented. The European Parliament condemns the actions of the al-Shabab, an Islamist
militant group in Somalia that obstructs the hard-working aid agencies from reaching
those most in need. In addition to this, this resolution calls for an increase in aid to be
allocated for agricultural production as this provides an essential long-term investment in
building a sustainable infrastructure.

Joint motion for a resolution: RC B7-0488/2011

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I am voting in favour of this motion for a
resolution because, according to the World Health Organisation, 86% of deaths in Europe
are caused by non-communicable diseases (NCDs), and this document calls for a strong
political commitment from the Commission and EU Member States which reflects the
significance and severity of the global NCD epidemic.

I should like to point out that the four most common NCDs are cardiovascular diseases,
respiratory diseases, cancer and diabetes, and that other important NCDs should not be
neglected. The document advocates a goal that I consider ambitious yet achievable, which
is a 25% reduction in national mortality rates by 2025 as compared with 2010 rates.

Sophie Auconie (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) According to the World Health Organisation
(WHO), 86% of deaths are caused by non-communicable diseases (NCDs), such as
cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, cancer and diabetes. Every effort should
therefore be made to reduce the known causes of these diseases (poor nutrition, tobacco
consumption, etc.). I therefore voted for this Action Plan in advance of the UN high-level
meeting on NCDs, which will take place on 19 and 20 September 2011 in New York.

Mara Bizzotto (EFD),    in writing. – (IT) Non-communicable diseases, the statistics tell us,
are by far the primary cause of death around the world. Europe, which is no exception to
this, must for its part consider an EU strategy to progressively reduce the mortality rate
linked to diseases of this kind, which include many chronic diseases that already represent
a serious problem both in terms of general well-being and in terms of public health-care
expenditure. Total commitment is required from the Member States, who retain legislative
competence for this area, and also from the EU, to reach the mortality reduction targets
within the deadlines set, by developing initiatives on prevention, early diagnosis and
treatment, without forgetting that, with regard to non-communicable diseases, the main
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challenge for the future – the one which, if met, could mean that we make a great leap
forward – is to educate people in a healthy lifestyle, from diet to fitness. All these aspects
are duly taken into account in the joint resolution put to the vote, therefore I have voted
in favour.

Vilija Blinkevičiūtė (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) I voted in favour of this resolution because
we need to reduce the number of deaths from non-communicable diseases in Europe. At
a session of the World Health Organisation (WHO) it was announced that globally 86%
of deaths each year are caused by non-communicable diseases, most commonly
cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, cancer and diabetes. The key risk factors
causing non-communicable diseases are well-known – tobacco consumption, unbalanced
diets, which may cause obesity, high blood pressure, exposure to environmental pollution,
excessive alcohol intake and lack of physical activity. Unless we take action, such as
promoting a healthier diet, reducing alcohol abuse and promoting physical exercise by
2030, then this epidemic in Europe may claim the lives of up to 52 million people. In order
to prevent or at least reduce these rates, we encourage the Member States, scientists and
health specialists to endeavour to make integrated health systems effective and enhance
the accessibility of health services.

Edite Estrela (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of the resolution on the European
Union position and commitment in advance of the United Nations high-level meeting on
the prevention and control of non-communicable diseases. According to the World Health
Organisation (WHO), 86% of deaths in Europe are caused by non-communicable diseases,
and a significant proportion of these diseases is preventable. Therefore, the European Union
and its Member States need to scale up primary prevention, research and early diagnosis
in order to achieve the goal of a 25% reduction in mortality from preventable
non-communicable diseases by 2025, as proposed by the WHO.

Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) According to the World Health Organisation, 86%
of deaths in Europe are caused by non-communicable diseases, the most common of which
are cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, such as asthma and chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease, cancer and diabetes. Although it cannot be said lightly that all these
diseases are behavioural in origin, the fact is that they are all associated with risk factors
which are behavioural, such as smoking, an unbalanced diet, too much salt, fat and alcohol,
and too little physical exercise. Countries must reduce the mortality rates associated with
these diseases, if not their prevalence, and in this the Union can play an important role.
This reduction must be achieved not only through prevention, associated with campaigns
promoting healthier lifestyles, but also through a very strong emphasis on the early
diagnosis, detection and treatment of these diseases, factors known to be crucial in cutting
mortality rates.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) This joint motion for a resolution gathers
together a number of measures put forward by several political groups in Parliament on
the European Union position and commitment in advance of the United Nations high-level
meeting in New York on the prevention and control of non-communicable diseases.

Throughout their lives, human beings seek what can be called quality of life. This quality
of life may, however, incorporate a silent death. The fact is that some of the pleasures of
life (such as a bad diet, alcohol and tobacco) can lead us to our deaths, if they are not kept
under proper control. Non-communicable diseases such as obesity, alcoholism and tobacco
consumption – which lead to diabetes, cancer, cardiovascular diseases, heart attacks, etc.
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– cause about 85% of deaths in the European Union, and their treatment is estimated to
cost several billion euros.

I therefore welcome the adoption of this resolution, which aims at introducing across
Europe measures already implemented in other countries, the purpose of which is to
prevent and reduce these diseases, which, as mentioned above, are the main causes of death
in Europe.

João Ferreira (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) Non-communicable diseases – that is,
cardiovascular diseases (the largest cause of death in Europe), cancer (the second-largest
cause of death in Europe), respiratory diseases and diabetes – together cause 86% of deaths
in Europe, according to the World Health Organisation.

Starting with a realistic and eye-opening portrayal of the situation, this resolution highlights
relevant solutions involving greater cooperation among Member States in drawing up a
strategy to combat these diseases. Primary prevention, research, early diagnosis and
education must be essential pillars of this strategy. The need for greater cooperation in
international forums is also highlighted.

Although the resolution merits our full agreement, a few words are needed on the current
situation of public health services in the European Union.

Indeed, the sensible and accurate words of the resolution cannot make us forget the ongoing
brutal assault on all aspects of the public health systems in many countries, including
Portugal, as well as on their teaching and research systems. In practical terms, this assault
also jeopardises many of the efforts needed to fight these and other diseases. It is a pity that
this aspect was not mentioned in the resolution as well.

Ilda Figueiredo (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) Non-communicable diseases – that is,
cardiovascular diseases (the largest cause of death in Europe), cancer (the second-largest
cause of death in Europe), respiratory diseases and diabetes – together are known to cause
86% of deaths in Europe, according to the World Health Organisation.

This resolution highlights relevant solutions involving greater cooperation among Member
States in drawing up a strategy to combat these diseases. Primary prevention, research,
early diagnosis and education must be essential pillars of this strategy. The need for greater
cooperation in international forums is also highlighted.

We voted in favour of the resolution, but a few words are needed on the current situation
of public health services in the European Union. Indeed, the sensible and accurate words
of the resolution cannot make us forget the ongoing brutal assault on all aspects of the
public health systems in many countries, including Portugal, as well as on their teaching
and research systems. In practical terms, this assault also jeopardises many of the efforts
needed to fight these and other diseases. It is a pity that this aspect was not mentioned in
the resolution as well.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) Every year, 36 million people
succumb to chronic non-communicable diseases such as cardiovascular diseases, cancer,
chronic lung diseases or diabetes, which are largely preventable. This number represents
63% of the total of 57 million deaths, and it is forecast that by 2030 these diseases will
claim the lives of 52 million people. Non-communicable diseases account for 86% of all
deaths in Europe, which bears the heaviest burden in this area, with cardiovascular diseases
accounting for 52%, cancer 19%, lung diseases 4% and diabetes 2% of all deaths. The crisis
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in the area of non-communicable diseases is a disastrous social, health and economic
burden. The World Economic Forum classifies non-communicable diseases as one of the
greatest global threats to economic development. These diseases represent a global threat
and therefore require a global response. The UN General Assembly decided in May 2010
to call a high-level summit on 19 to 20 September on the prevention and control of
non-communicable diseases, with the participation of Heads of State and Government. In
view of the fact that the EU bears the heaviest burden of non-communicable diseases in
the world, the Commission should take the necessary steps to ensure that the EU adopts
a clear position at the summit and then strives for the successful implementation of the
results of the summit in EU Member States.

Pat the Cope Gallagher (ALDE),    in writing. − (GA) Non-communicable diseases are
responsible for 86% of deaths in Europe each year. Of all the non-communicable diseases,
it is cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, cancer and diabetes that are the most
common. I wholly welcome this resolution that calls on the EU and the Member States of
the Union to endorse five key commitments and to ensure that these five commitments
are included in the political statement that will be issued at the UN high-level meeting on
non-communicable diseases this month.

Elisabetta Gardini (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) We know that some three out of five deaths
worldwide, that is 36 million a year, are caused by non-communicable diseases. Heart
disease, strokes, diabetes and cancer are in fact responsible for 63% of deaths around the
world. These diseases can often be prevented by promoting healthy lifestyles and adopting
measures aimed at limiting the main risk factors: excessive consumption of alcoholic
drinks, smoking, sedentary lifestyles and poor diets. Alcohol abuse alone is responsible
for the deaths of 2.3 million people a year; while smoking causes some 6 million deaths.
These are figures that should lead us to reflect and to draw up a shared and ambitious
European approach. I am pleased to recall that Italy was the first European country in 2005
to ban smoking in both workplaces and public places, a measure which, one year after its
entry into force, had already reduced cigarette consumption by 8%. I therefore hope not
only that the resolution adopted today will make a useful contribution to the discussion
on the fight against non-communicable diseases, but also that next week’s UN summit will
form the platform for a new world health policy.

Marian Harkin (ALDE),    in writing . − I supported this report as I think it outlines a
number of practical steps that can be taken to prevent and control non- communicable
diseases. In particular, I support the proposal to conduct further research on diabetes. This
is a silent disease and the numbers suffering from diabetes continues to rise at a very
worrying rate. Health promotion will be hugely important in disease prevention. This is
especially relevant give the fact that many people are living longer and therefore more
likely to suffer from diabetes or indeed some of the other non-communicable diseases.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I welcomed this document because the EU and
its Member States are encouraged to endorse the following five key commitments and
include them in the political statement to be issued at the UN high-level meeting on
non-communicable diseases (NCDs) in September 2011, that is to reduce preventable
NCD mortality by 25% by 2025, as proposed by the World Health Organisation, to
implement cost-effective and cost-saving interventions, including the speedier
implementation of the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control, better access
to and the promotion of healthy diets, including action to reduce salt, sugar, saturated fat
and trans-fat intakes, effective measures to combat the harmful use of alcohol, and access
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to and the promotion of physical activities, as well as a population-wide reduction in
exposure to environmental pollution, to monitor trends in NCD mortality and the common
risk factors for NCDs, to develop global and national accountability mechanisms for all
key stakeholders involved, and to establish in 2012 a high-level partnership to foster the
implementation of the recommendations and the organisation in 2014 of a high-level
meeting to review the degree to which commitments have been honoured.

Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) Europe is facing an ever-growing
incidence of non-communicable diseases (NCDs) such as cancer, diabetes, cardiovascular
diseases, conditions associated with obesity and musculoskeletal disorders, which are all
caused by the interaction of various genetic, environmental and, above all, lifestyle-related
factors (smoking, excessive alcohol consumption, imbalanced diets and lack of physical
exercise).

This is precisely the reason why I welcome the request from the European Parliament for
the effective, immediate revision of the Tobacco Products Directive. The European
Parliament resolution calls on the European Commission to look into the possibility of
extending the powers of the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC)
to deal with NCDs as well. I fully concur as this will enable it to operate as a centre for data
collection, thereby providing doctors, scientists and policy-makers with centralised
information about these diseases.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this resolution which recommends that
the Member States establish national non-communicable disease (NCD) plans, in particular
on the four most common NCDs, by 2013, with resources commensurate with the
significance of the NCD burden, and set up a global high-level coordination mechanism
for action on NCDs.

Véronique Mathieu (PPE),    in writing.  –  (FR) I voted for the resolution on the European
Union position and commitment on the prevention and control of non-communicable
diseases (NCDs). NCDs are the main cause of death in Europe. Europe must play a leading
role in global health policies. The resolution advocates a bold goal for reducing the number
of deaths caused by NCDs. It points out that we can do more to achieve this goal by
combating tobacco consumption, excessive alcohol intake and pollution and by
encouraging physical activity and a healthy diet. It also calls for more research and
prevention for the four most common NCDs: cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases,
cancer and diabetes. It places the problems of patient management and treatment across
health-care professions at the heart of the issues to be addressed. This report is complete
and enables the guidelines for a responsible health policy to be drawn up.

Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of this document because a strong
commitment is needed from the Commission and the Member States to tackle the serious,
global problem of non-communicable diseases. It is important for the European Union to
support the ambitious goal of a 25% reduction in national mortality rates by 2025 as
compared with 2010 rates. This goal is ambitious yet achievable if everyone collaborates
in working towards it.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − The European Parliament 1. urges the EU to
advocate a bold goal for reducing preventable mortality from NCDs, such as the WHO
goal of a 25% reduction in national mortality rates by 2025 as compared with 2010 rates;
2. calls on the EU and its Member States to endorse the following key commitments and
include them in the political statement to be issued at the UN High-Level Meeting on NCDs
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in September 2011: the reduction of preventable NCD mortality by 25% by 2025, as
proposed by the WHO, the implementation of cost-effective and cost-saving interventions,
including the speedier implementation of the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco
Control, better access to and the promotion of healthy diets, including action to reduce
salt, sugar, saturated fat and transfat intakes, effective measures to combat the harmful use
of alcohol, and access to and the promotion of physical activities, as well as a
population-wide reduction in exposure to environmental pollution, including endocrine
disruptors and other environmental contaminants, the monitoring of trends in NCD
mortality and the common risk factors for NCDs, the development of global and national
accountability mechanisms for all key stakeholders involved. I voted in favour.

Andreas Mölzer (NI),    in writing.  −  (DE) Non-communicable diseases like cancer or
cardiovascular problems are currently the number one cause of death. The World Health
Organisation predicts that between 2010 and 2020 there will be a rise of 15% in the number
of deaths due to non-communicable diseases. The main risk factors are high blood pressure,
smoking, elevated blood sugar levels, lack of physical activity, overweight and obesity and
alcoholism.

In industrialised countries, measures to reduce blood pressure and cholesterol levels have
shown some success. The diseases of prosperity are, in principle, a social problem. In this
context in particular it is extremely worrying that the number of hours of sport in the
school curriculum is constantly being reduced. Measures like informing the public and
displaying the ingredients of foodstuffs better, for example, are essentially to be welcomed.
However, in doing so we must not nanny the people. In particular in connection with
diseases like cancer and respiratory diseases it is also important to carry out research into
the side effects of a combination of radioactivity, genetically modified foods and pesticides
in terms of them being as yet neglected risk factors.

The points that I have mentioned are absent from the motion for a resolution, which is
why I abstained.

Radvilė Morkūnaitė-Mikulėnienė (PPE),    in writing. −  (LT) Non-communicable diseases
(NCDs), such as cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, cancer and diabetes, are a
key concern worldwide. The adoption of this resolution highlights the urgency of the
problem and the need for disease prevention. Currently 97% of health expenditure goes
on treatment, but only 3% on prevention. It is precisely prevention and public awareness
of tobacco, alcohol consumption, overeating, lack of physical activity and environmental
pollution that should be priorities. The treatment and prevention of NCDs also have an
economic impact. Unless we take action, society will be doomed with increasing morbidity
and mortality. According to published data, NCDs will cause a EUR 25 trillion global
economic output loss over the period 2005 to 2030. It is important to encourage people
to take an interest in and look after their health and environment. One way is to demonstrate
the direct link between an illness and its agent, by providing statistical data. The state can
and must provide information about risk factors and their impact. On the one hand,
individual risk factors remain a matter for individuals, but risk factors such as environmental
pollution concern us all. It is therefore important to think not just about oneself, but also
about others. In conclusion, I would like to recall that the EU does not yet have a common
strategy on the issue of NCDs, but the adoption of this resolution is a step forward.

Franz Obermayr (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) In our modern society, obesity, lack of physical
activity, stress, high blood pressure, nicotine and alcohol abuse and increased caffeine
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consumption have become massive problems. This carries the risk of increased susceptibility
to certain non-communicable diseases like cancer and cardiovascular problems. These
diseases are currently the number one cause of death. Since the causes are predominantly
social in nature, it is also with society that we need to begin. Most consumers would like
to eat healthily, but are often misled. Therefore, obligations to provide information on
foodstuffs represent a step in the right direction. Moreover, greater reference should also
be made to the dangers of excessive stress and lack of sleep, as people are not as aware of
these risk factors as they are of nicotine or alcohol, for example. Furthermore, this
explanatory information needs to be provided at a young age in school and the natural
desire for exercise and healthy food must be promoted. However, we should also not
neglect dangerous factors that are given far too little attention on account of the influence
of strong lobbyists. I am thinking, for example, of nuclear power, GMOs or even the
radiation from mobile telephones. It requires courage to address these issues, too, in
connection with non-communicable diseases. Despite containing some good initiatives,
this motion for a resolution does not do this. That is why I abstained.

Georgios Papanikolaou (PPE),    in writing. – (EL) Non-communicable diseases as a whole
are the main cause of death, both in the EU and in the rest of the world. The saddest finding,
however, is that childhood cancer is increasing in Europe at a rate of over 1% a year and
that almost all non-communicable diseases are clearly on the rise. The joint motion on the
EU’s position and commitment to preventing and controlling non-communicable diseases,
which I supported, calls on the Commission and the Member States to step up their action.
It highlights the need for the Commission and the Member States to make a political
commitment to address non-communicable diseases, by setting a goal of a 25% reduction
in preventable NCD mortality by 2025. However, two findings stand out and require an
immediate response. Firstly, there is at present no EU-wide strategy or initiative
comprehensively targeting specific diseases (such as Type 1 or Type 2 diabetes) and,
secondly, just 3% of overall spending on health goes on investment in prevention, thereby
creating an obvious gap in efforts to reverse the increase in cases of non-communicable
diseases.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of this resolution
on the European Union position and commitment in advance of the United Nations
high-level meeting on the prevention and control of non-communicable diseases. I agree
with the need for an integrated and holistic patient-centred approach to long-term
conditions, encompassing disease prevention and health promotion, early diagnosis,
monitoring and education, as well as public awareness campaigns on risk factors,
pre-existing conditions and unhealthy lifestyles (tobacco consumption, poor diet, lack of
physical activity and alcohol intake) and the coordination of hospital and community care.

Phil Prendergast (S&D),    in writing . − I welcome this resolution in advance of the UN
high-level meeting on the prevention and control of non-communicable diseases, as these
account for the vast majority of deaths in Europe. Cardiovascular diseases, respiratory
diseases, cancer and diabetes, among others, are very closely related to a number of common
risk factors in modern societies. Tobacco and alcohol consumption, unhealthy diets, lack
of physical exercise and exposure to pollution often lead to otherwise preventable chronic
diseases and premature deaths.

Health expenditure, however, is overwhelmingly channelled to treatment, and we sorely
lack investment in the prevention of these conditions, which the World Health Organisation
now regards as a global epidemic.
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We need bold preventative measures, which are not only the most cost effective, but also
bring positive knock-on effects on overall health, lifestyles, the environment, and even
socio-economic equality. The same goes for early diagnosis strategies.

Frédérique Ries (ALDE),    in writing. – (FR) As co-author of the joint resolution on the
prevention and control of non-communicable diseases (NCDs), I welcome the vote in
favour cast this lunchtime by the European Parliament. This is in advance of the United
Nations high-level meeting of 19 September 2011 on chronic diseases, which account for
60% of all deaths in the world, in other words 35 million a year. We know what the road
map is all about: combating life determinants – physical inactivity, excessive salt
consumption, smoking, alcoholism, and so on – more effectively. In short, it is about
radically changing our lifestyles to reverse the trend of the four most common NCDs:
cardiovascular diseases, respiratory diseases, cancer and diabetes. European societies can
live healthier and longer lives. It is up to the European Union and the 27 Member States
to give themselves the means to ensure this by maintaining quality health care and making
it available to all. It is also important to anticipate new pandemics. I am referring here to
diseases caused by environmental and chemical pollution. That should be the message that
European health ministers and Commissioner Dalli deliver in unison at the UN in four
days’ time.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing . − In favour. In particular, because it calls
on the EU and its Member States to endorse the following five key commitments and
include them in the political statement to be issued at the UN High-Level Meeting on NCDs
in September 2011: the reduction of preventable NCD mortality by 25% by 2025, as
proposed by the WHO; the implementation of cost-effective and cost-saving interventions,
including the speedier implementation of the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco
Control, better access to and the promotion of healthy diets, including action to reduce
salt, sugar, saturated fat and transfat intakes, effective measures to combat the harmful use
of alcohol, and access to and the promotion of physical activities, as well as a
population-wide reduction in exposure to environmental pollution; the monitoring of
trends in NCD mortality and the common risk factors for NCDs; the development of global
and national accountability mechanisms for all key stakeholders involved; the establishment
in 2012 of a high-level partnership to foster the implementation of the recommendations
and the organisation in 2014 of a high-level meeting to review the degree to which
commitments have been honoured.

Licia Ronzulli (PPE),    in writing. – (IT) I have voted in favour of this document, because
I believe greater political commitment is needed from the Commission and the European
Union Member States as regards the severity of the global epidemic of non-communicable
diseases. It is important that the European Union supports the bold goal of cutting national
mortality rates by 25% by 2025 as compared with 2010 rates.

Motion for resolution: B7-0480/2011

Luís Paulo Alves (S&D),    in writing. – (PT) I am voting in favour of this resolution since
it has already gained unanimous support in committee. I must highlight the Commission
communication on the subject, and I agree with its analysis of the impact of the World
Radiocommunication Conference 2012 on EU policies.

Vilija Blinkevičiūtė (S&D),    in writing. −  (LT) I voted in favour of this resolution because,
as underlined in the Digital Agenda for Europe, wireless broadband and communication
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services are important drivers of growth and European competitiveness at global level.
The updated Directive will have a positive economic impact on the entire sector and will
encourage the introduction of new wireless services, because once we have started to use
lower frequency bands, network costs will fall. Thus, the telecommunications sector will
be able to save capital expenditure for the rolling-out of a single European network.
Furthermore, it will only be possible to fully exploit the potential of the digital economy
once a level playing field is created throughout Europe and a well-functioning digital
internal market is established. In order to attract and keep new consumers, speed up the
emergence of new services and respond to demand, it is necessary to ensure sufficient and
efficiently managed spectrum. Properly managed services will have a significant impact
on the growth of the economy and its recovery.

Ioan Enciu (S&D),    in writing. – (RO) I voted in favour of the motion for a resolution on
the EU’s policy approach to the ITU World Radiocommunication Conference 2012 because
I think that the impact of this conference on EU radio spectrum technology policies is
important. I support the idea that the Commission needs to offer Member States technical
and political support, both as part of the bilateral and multilateral negotiations and with
regard to international agreements on radio spectrum allocation. In this regard, the focus
must be placed on the European Union’s cross-border areas where interference may occur
due to the various allocation plans overlapping. I must stress the importance of cooperation
and coordination at Member State level to enable the EU to benefit from the full potential
of the innovation opportunities in terms of radio spectrum technology. At the same time,
I support the EU’s need to act as a global model of good practice in this respect.

Last but not least, I want to emphasise how vulnerable devices using radio spectrum are
to cyber attacks and mention the need for a coordinated global approach towards tightening
cyber security.

Diogo Feio (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) Access to the radio spectrum and
radiocommunications is essential to ensure that all European citizens have access to digital
technologies and broadband, the total turnover in this industry amounting to approximately
EUR 200 billion. Therefore, given the value of the radio spectrum, it is imperative to define
the EU’s priorities for its allocation and use. The spectrum is a scarce public resource which
is critical to an increasing number of sectors, and these sectors are essential for Europe’s
telecommunications industry to lead the world and for boosting the digital economy,
which will increase productivity, cohesion, competitiveness and access to the single market.

José Manuel Fernandes (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) This motion for a resolution tabled by
Herbert Reul on behalf of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy, further to a
question for oral answer, concerns the European Union’s policy approach to the ITU World
Radiocommunication Conference 2012 (WRC-12). The International Telecommunication
Union (ITU) is the oldest international organisation in the world, having been founded in
1865, and its objective is to standardise and regulate radio waves and international
telecommunications. It is a specialised agency of the United Nations (UN), whose guidelines
are recognised and accepted throughout the world.

In our digital society, in which information and communication technology is developing
at breakneck speed, such issues as spectra, wireless communications, data transmission
speeds, and so on, become acutely important and may be the catalysts that revitalise the
economy. In fact, it makes more sense to say ‘the future starts now’ in this area than in any
other. I therefore welcome the adoption of this resolution, since it is important for the EU
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to take an ambitious approach at the above-mentioned conference, so as to create the
conditions for the development of this leading-edge technology in all Member States.

Ilda Figueiredo (GUE/NGL),    in writing. – (PT) At this important World
Radiocommunication Conference, it is up to each Member State to set out and defend its
political approach. In such an important area as this, which deals with radio and television
broadcasting, mobile networks and broadband, among other things, each EU Member
State will have its own strategic guidelines so that it can best manage its spectrum, in a
necessary spirit of cooperation. There is a permanent contradiction in today’s society.
Whereas technological research and development are improving access to information
and telecommunications, the crisis and its economic and social consequences mean that
growing sections of the population find it difficult to access the most advanced
radiocommunication technologies. This situation may be exacerbated if the notions of
public ownership and universal access to the radio spectrum continue to be threatened,
particularly through the creation of a single market in this area. Therefore, while the
European Commission is expected to assist the Member States with technical and political
support in their bilateral and multilateral negotiations with third countries and to cooperate
with the Member States when international agreements are negotiated, we disagree with
the idea that it should take over from the Member States, thereby jeopardising their interests
in a strategic area.

Monika Flašíková Beňová (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) EU Member States must ensure that
the international agreements to which they are signatories in the context of the Radio
Regulations of the International Telecommunication Union, are in accordance with existing
EU legislation, and especially the relevant rules and principles of the EU’s regulatory
framework in the field of electronic communications. As underlined in the Digital Agenda
for Europe, wireless broadband and communication services in particular are important
drivers for growth and European competitiveness at global level. Europe will only be
capable of fully exploiting the potential of a digital economy through creating a
well-functioning internal digital market with a pan-European level playing field. Freeing
up additional spectrum in a harmonised manner at global and European levels is an
important way to alleviate capacity constraints in mobile networks and to encourage new
services and economic growth. The EU must speak with one voice in multilateral
negotiations to promote its interests and to create global synergies and economies of scale
in the use of spectrum; therefore, the European Parliament strongly encourages the Member
States to fully endorse these policy orientations and to actively promote and defend them
at the World Radiocommunication Conference (WRC-12). In my opinion, it is necessary
to point out the vulnerability of facilities using the radio spectrum to electronic attacks
and it is therefore essential to have a coordinated global approach to greater information
security.

Juozas Imbrasas (EFD),    in writing. −  (LT) I voted in favour of this resolution because
Europe must be in the lead, creating the best opportunities for a competitive European
knowledge economy characterised by vitality, change and innovations. For Europe to take
the lead in the global economy, there needs to be one single internal market, with a focus
on the service sector and the knowledge economy. Consequently, I believe that the European
Union must speak with a single voice on issues regarding the competence of the Union.
As you know, revisions to the Radio Regulations will be adopted at the forthcoming
conference on this subject, together with the agenda for the next conference in 2015. The
Commission must ensure that this agenda reflects the European Parliament’s position on
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the radio spectrum policy programme process and that it benefits the international interests
of the European Union. There must be a coordinated approach at European level so that
we have sufficient radio spectrum to achieve the European Union’s strategic goals. Wireless
broadband and communication services are very important drivers for European growth
and competitiveness at global level. I believe that there will be a positive economic impact
on the entire sector, new wireless services will be introduced and network costs will fall. I
would like to stress the principle of subsidiarity as one of the European Union’s main
principles for combining the Member States’ powers and the competence of the European
Union.

Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) I would like to say how pleased I am
that the agenda for the World Radiocommunication Conference 2012 also includes items
on the spectrum of radio frequencies for developing the Galileo programme.

This is an ambitious project which is particularly important to the European Union. I think
that during this conference Member States must defend their interests and Europe’s ability
to develop and implement the best possible system in an efficient, transparent manner.
Galileo marks progress towards a stronger Europe. I think that by supporting the effort to
obtain an additional bandwidth (2 483.5-2 500 MHz), protected against interference
generated by other radio services, the programme will have major implications for
numerous European Union policies in such areas as transport, communications, research
or media.

Vladimír Maňka (S&D),    in writing. - (SK) For Europe, wireless broadband and
communication services are important drivers for growth and European competitiveness
at global level. Europe will be capable of fully exploiting the potential of a digital economy
through creating a well-functioning internal digital market with a pan-European level
playing field. Freeing up additional spectrum in a harmonised manner at global and
European levels is an important way of alleviating capacity constraints in mobile networks
and encouraging new services and economic growth. All of the new measures should be
transparent and should not misrepresent competition or disadvantage new participants
on the telecommunications market. It is necessary to underline the vulnerability of devices
using radio spectrum to cyber attacks. This gives rise to a need for a coordinated global
approach towards strengthening cyber-security.

David Martin (S&D),    in writing . − I voted for this resolution and would stress that
wireless broadband services contribute substantially to economic recovery and growth,
and that a sufficient and efficiently managed spectrum is necessary to respond to increasing
consumer demand both in terms of capacity and coverage.

Nuno Melo (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I think it is significant that the agenda for the
International Telecommunication Union World Radiocommunication Conference 2012
deals with some points on the radio spectrum for development of the Galileo system. We
all know that the Galileo project is ambitious and very important to the EU. The Member
States must therefore protect Europe’s interests and its ability to develop and implement
the best possible system. We should not forget that the Galileo programme will have a
major impact on many EU policies, especially on transport, communications, research
and the environment.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . − The European Parliament 1. welcomes the
communication of the Commission and agrees with the analysis of the importance of the
impact of the WRC-12 on EU policies; 2. believes that the EU must speak with one voice
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in multilateral negotiations to promote its interests and to create global synergies and
economies of scale in the use of spectrum; therefore, strongly encourages the Member
States to fully endorse these policy orientations and to actively promote and defend them
in the WRC-12; furthermore, believes that, as long as the Commission does not hold the
right in ITU to speak on behalf of the EU, the Member States should closely coordinate a
common Union position on the basis of the RSPP, together with the Commission; 3. draws
attention to the 25 individual agenda items of the WRC-12 and their potential impact on
EU policies and objectives; 4. calls on the Member States to safeguard these objectives and
resist any modification of the ITU Radio Regulations that would affect their scope and their
substance; in this context, asks the Commission to ensure that the principles of the EU
Treaty and of the ‘acquis communautaire’ are respected. I voted in favour.

Andreas Mölzer (NI),    in writing.  −  (DE) The ITU World Radiocommunication Conference
will once again take place in Geneva between 23 January and 17 February 2012. As the
area of radio networks is an essential economic factor, it is in the interests of the EU to get
all of the individual Member States on the same track. At multilateral negotiations, Europe
should speak with one voice in order to promote its interests and to create global synergies
and economies of scale. In order to be able to utilise the full potential of the innovation
opportunities in terms of radio spectrum technologies, coordinated cooperation among
the Member States is absolutely essential. I abstained from the vote because it is not clear
from the resolution to what extent national interests will continue to be represented in
this context.

Franz Obermayr (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) The ITU World Radiocommunication Conference
will take place in Geneva from January to February 2012. It is important for the EU to
speak strongly with one voice at the conference, as the area of radio networks is currently
an essential economic factor. Businesses will only establish themselves in areas where there
is comprehensive radio network infrastructure. It would therefore make sense for us to
work together at EU level to achieve synergies. On the other hand, too little consideration
is given to national interests. Therefore, I have abstained from voting.

Maria do Céu Patrão Neves (PPE),    in writing. – (PT) I voted in favour of this resolution
on the European Union’s policy approach to the International Telecommunication Union
World Radiocommunication Conference 2012 (WRC-12). I think the proposals tabled by
Parliament reflect our concerns on this subject. I agree with the importance of cooperation
and coordination among the Member States in order for the EU to benefit from the full
potential of the innovation opportunities in terms of radio spectrum technologies.
Innovation is a fundamental means of hastening our emergence from the crisis.

Raül Romeva i Rueda (Verts/ALE),    in writing . − In favour. This resolution: 1. Welcomes
the communication of the Commission and agrees with the analysis of the importance of
the impact of the WRC-12 on EU policies; 2. Believes that the EU must speak with one
voice in multilateral negotiations to promote its interests and to create global synergies
and economies of scale in the use of spectrum; therefore, strongly encourages the Member
States to fully endorse these policy orientations and to actively promote and defend them
in the WRC-12; furthermore, believes that, as long as the Commission does not hold the
right in ITU to speak on behalf of the EU, the Member States should closely coordinate a
common Union position on the basis of the RSPP, together with the Commission; and
3. Draws attention to the 25 individual agenda items of the WRC-12 and their potential
impact on EU policies and objectives.
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Angelika Werthmann (NI),    in writing. −  (DE) In order for Europe to be able to utilise
efficiently the opportunities afforded by the digital economy, an internal market with a
pan-European level playing field that functions in an optimal manner must be created. The
European Member States will only be able to have a significant presence in multinational
negotiations if they agree on a common position in advance. In order to achieve economies
of scale in the use of the spectrum it is important for the Member States to fully endorse
these policy orientations.

8. Corrections to votes and voting intentions: see Minutes

(The sitting was suspended at 12.50 and resumed at 15.00)

IN THE CHAIR: LIBOR ROUČEK
Vice-President

9. Approval of the minutes of the previous sitting: see Minutes

10. Council position at first reading: see Minutes

11. Debates on cases of breaches of human rights, democracy and the rule of
law(debate)

11.1. Belarus: arrest of Ales Bialatski, human rights defender

President. −   Before we come to the first item on this afternoon’s agenda on Belarus, I
give the floor to Véronique De Keyer for a very brief but important statement.

Véronique De Keyser (S&D).   – (FR) Mr President, excuse me for interrupting, but before
we begin I wanted to make an appeal concerning the case of Rafah Nached, a Syrian
psychoanalyst well known in France, who was arrested in Damascus last week on her way
to Paris to see her daughter give birth and of whom we have heard nothing since. Aged
66, she is very ill with heart problems and has disappeared within the Syrian prison system.

We are going to ask Mr Buzek to intervene, but as you know there have been many
disappearances, and when a name is not made known publicly, people disappear and are
killed, as was the case with Ghiyath Matar. Thank you for letting me make this appeal.

(Applause)

Raül Romeva i Rueda,    author . − Mr President, this is not the first time we have talked
about Belarus. We must express, once again, our deep concern about the increasingly
deteriorating situation of human rights defenders in Belarus.

I am very glad we agreed that the joint resolution should stress that the Belarusian authorities
took advantage of international cooperation, notably of the financial information on bank
accounts provided by the Polish and Lithuanian authorities, using the system of international
procedures and agreements on financial transfers - meant to track terrorists and criminals
- in order to take full control of the non-governmental civil society organisations and
Belarusian democratic opposition as well as to discredit the EU assistance to Belarus civil
society.
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This needed to be condemned and we regret the irresponsible action of the Polish and
Lithuanian financial authorities. However, I regret that the joint resolution fails also to
deplore the collaboration of the Bank of Scotland and some other European banks with
the Lukashenko regime in capital-raising work in spite of EU sanctions.

I think that is very serious. It is true that they have taken the decision to finally end this
activity, but still we should call on all European banks and financial institutions to stop all
forms of financial cooperation with the Belarusian authorities. I take this opportunity to
remind us all of these important points and the need to stop doing ‘business as usual’, as
we have done in the past with some dictatorial regimes.

Charles Tannock,    author . − Mr President, the current situation in Belarus is truly
deplorable. Given that it is twenty years since the collapse of the Soviet Union, the fact that
Lukashenko to this day, and on the continent of Europe, deems appropriate the use of
brutal force, persecution and harassment in order to quash peaceful dissidence within his
country can no longer be tolerated.

The behaviour of the Minsk regime last year post-elections was also deplorable. It is therefore
the strong desire of this House and my Group, the ECR, that Belarus should follow the path
of all former Soviet European countries, that democracy is allowed to reign and that
eventually it can rejoin the European family of nations where it truly belongs.

It is clear from the size of the protest that took place after the elections that the general
Belarusian public is more than ready for this to happen, but in order for such a transition
to take place the message that the EU must give out it is a strong and united one.

The ECR Group believes that not only must we continue with our discussions with the
democratic opposition in order to strengthen a sense of common accountability, we must
also demonstrate through our actions, including targeted sanctions against the regime,
that the situation will not be allowed to prevail.

We therefore call on the international community as a whole to freeze financial assistance
to the regime until all those who have been detained unlawfully for opposing it – human
rights defenders such as the case today of Ales Bialiatski, opposition leaders and journalists,
as well as presidential candidates, and all their supporters – are immediately released and
cleared of all charges.

It was sad today not to have Belarus MPs with us at the first meeting of the Euronest
Parliamentary Assembly, as Belarus as a country, with its cultured and educated people,
amounts to so much more than Lukashenko and his thuggish henchmen.

Justas Vincas Paleckis,    author. −  (LT) Mr President, President Lukashenko has adopted
a decision to pardon and release 11 political prisoners, who were convicted following the
events of 19 December. It is no coincidence that this decision was adopted today when we
were debating this resolution at the first meeting of the Euronest Parliamentary Assembly.
I believe it is a step in the right direction, but nowhere near enough. We must strongly
condemn the arrest and imprisonment of the human rights defender and chair of the Viasna
organisation, Ales Bialatski. We must also remember that dialogue between the European
Union and Belarus requires the release and rehabilitation of all remaining political prisoners.

The European Union Member States must improve mechanisms and coordinate and
strengthen guarantees of personal data protection in legal aid processes involving
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undemocratic countries. I would nevertheless also invite Belarus to respond to the European
Commission’s proposal and start negotiations on reducing the cost of visas.

Leonidas Donskis,    author . − Mr President, this is not the first time that we in this House
are condemning the ongoing harassment and systematic persecution of Belarusian human
rights defenders, democratic opposition, free media and civil society activists in
Lukashenko’s Belarus. Contempt for human worth, dignity, liberty and human rights has
become an inescapable aspect of Lukashenko’s authoritarian regime.

Yet this time we are dealing with something extraordinary. The criminalisation of dissent
and the use of the criminal penal code to intimidate the opposition seem to have reached
a climax in the case of Ales Bialatski, a prominent human rights defender, head of the
Viasna Human Rights Centre, who was arrested on 4 August 2011 and charged on
14 August for concealment of profits on a particularly large scale.

It is obvious that the regime is trying to see how far it can go in violating human rights and
abusing civil liberties. At the same time, the regime is testing the limits of our political
sensitivity and moral commitment. If we stop reacting and using harsh words, if we adopt
a complacent stance ascribing the views on civil liberties and human rights to the specificity
of Belarusian society, or if we succumb to a sort of fatalistic attitude to Lukashenko’s regime,
the story is over. We and humanity at large will be on the losing side and the regime will
impose its logic on us.

That is why we have to react to this outrageous injustice even more strongly than we did
before. We have to admit the shameful fact that charges have been brought against Ales
Bialatski using personal data on him sent by the Lithuanian and Polish authorities on the
basis of the implementation of a bilateral legal aid agreement. I cannot speak on behalf of
Poland – that is not up to me – but I can speak as a Lithuanian: I am truly sorry for what
has happened in Lithuania in the Ministry of Justice. Even so, it does not absolve Belarusian
authorities from their responsibilities. We should not create an illusion that they can get
away from this story with some ambivalent reactions or technical errors in the EU. Ales
Bialatski must, and will, be released.

Cristian Dan Preda,    author. – (RO) Mr President, it was announced in yesterday’s
newspapers from various places that the Belarus national currency has seen its value drop
by 40% recently due to the crisis. The newspapers forgot to mention that Belarus has a
planned economy and that, like any planned economy, it is doomed to failure. Even less
mention was made in these newspapers of the fact that the planned economy is bolstered,
as in any totalitarian regime, by political repression, with Ales Bialatski’s arrest being the
latest event in a series of human rights violations which our Parliament has constantly
condemned.

We also demand now the immediate, unconditional release of Mr Bialatski, who is president
of the Viasna Human Rights Centre, as well as the repeal of the article in the Criminal Code
banning participation in unregistered associations.

On the other hand, Europe’s institutions must extend the bans on issuing visas and the
freeze on the assets of those involved in Mr Bialatski’s arrest.

Csaba Sógor,    on behalf of the PPE Group. – (HU) Mr President, the activities of Viasna 96
(Spring 96) led by Mr Bialatski support in an exemplary way the relaxation of the harsh
Belarus system, the propagation of democratic ideals, and the institution of publicity. The
brave stand of Viasna and other similar organisations may prompt others to similar brave
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actions, possibly forcing the Belarus Government to make democratic concessions and
show more respect for human rights. Let us not forget, however, the atmosphere of fear
typical of all dictatorships. If the authorities succeed in crushing similar initiatives, the
public may feel that it is impossible to break the power of the regime. International reactions
and a strong expression of the EU’s united and resolute position are therefore very
important.

It must be clear that Belarus must take steps towards democracy, the rule of law and respect
for human rights, or else it cannot expect any cooperation or concessions from European
countries. At the same time, it must be clear to Belarusian citizens, too, that Europe stands
by them.

Mitro Repo,    on behalf of the S&D Group. –  (FI) Mr President, Belarus repeatedly tramples
on its citizens’ human rights and interferes in the activities of journalists and the opposition.

Those who took part in the protests following the fraudulent elections in December 2010
were sentenced to prison for several years, and among them were candidates in the
presidential elections. The arrest of the prominent human rights activist, Ales Bialatski,
and the charges brought against him, are only one manifestation of the country’s harassment
of civil society.

The Belarusian Government must understand its international human rights obligations
to permit freedom of assembly and freedom of speech. A free society that admits of debate
is no threat to the state. The European Union should not continue its political dialogue
with Belarus until the political prisoners are freed and the most fundamental human rights
are safeguarded.

Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy,    on behalf of the ALDE Group. –  (NL) Mr President, I have just
returned from a plenary session of the Euronest Parliamentary Assembly and, as you all
know, it took place without any contribution from our Belarusian counterparts. That is a
great shame for the entire Euronest process, but it is, above all, a disgrace to the people of
Belarus. There is one person who carries the blame for that and that is President Lukashenko
and his regime.

A few weeks ago, the very same president announced that he would release all political
prisoners and set up a round table in Belarus. Could it be that Mr Lukashenko is feeling a
little anxious, now that the Belarusian economy is going into reverse, or is this just a case
of old wine in new bottles? In any case, Ales Bialatski has unfortunately not seen any
evidence of either of those promises being kept. Fortunately, this House continually strives
to exert pressure on President Lukashenko’s regime and I hope we will continue to do so,
as long as there is no change. However, isolation and condemnation are not enough. We
also have to reach out to the people, as many of you have already urged that we do.

Adam Bielan,    on behalf of the ECR Group. – (PL) Mr President, as expected, the brutal and
unjustified arrest of Ales Bialatski has provoked the anger of the international community.
The shameful involvement of the Polish and Lithuanian law enforcement services in the
matter is further cause for concern. We cannot remain idle in the face of such a blatant
case of persecution of human rights defenders. The events in Belarus show that its regime
is still not ready for constructive dialogue with Europe. The adoption of a firm and decisive
stance by Brussels towards the authorities of crisis-stricken Belarus is the only way to
improve the country’s political situation.
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I therefore call on President Alexander Lukashenko to immediately release Ales Bialatski
and all political prisoners, and to clear them of all charges. I call on the Belarusian authorities
to respect human rights and freedoms, including the legalisation of independent social
organisations. I also appeal to the European institutions and Member States to intensify
their actions against the Belarusian regime by increasing political pressure, extending visa
bans and taking a firm line in dealing with the people responsible for the arrest of
Ales Bialatski.

Marie-Christine Vergiat,    on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group. – (FR) Mr President, as a human
rights activist and, more specifically, as an activist of the French Human Rights League and
a member of the International Federation of Human Rights Leagues, it is with some emotion
that I rise today to discuss the situation of Ales Bialatski, the vice-president of the
International Federation.

This is our fourth resolution on the human rights situation in Belarus since the start of the
year. It may seem as though some people have a warped image of certain countries, but
we are well aware that the situation of human rights activists in Belarus is serious and that
it is only getting worse.

Viasna was closed down in 2003 and has since been denied registration, which means that
it is banned from operating and will be subject to criminal prosecution if it ignores the
ban. In order to operate, Viasna, like others, had no choice but to open an account abroad;
the sums paid into this account are now being treated by the Belarusian authorities as the
personal income of Ales Bialatski, who is accused of large-scale tax evasion.

Ales Bialatski’s personal situation aside, European Union assistance to Belarusian civil
society has been discredited, as has all forms of democratic opposition. The most serious
aspect of this affair, however, is the fact that Ales Bialatski has been put in this situation
because of information sent to the Belarusian authorities by the Lithuanian and Polish legal
authorities as part of bilateral legal framework agreements apparently linked to the fight
against terrorism.

I sincerely hope that this was just an unintentional mistake, as the governments of the
countries in question are now claiming. However, I would ask you, Commissioner, to put
pressure on governments so that this kind of thing does not happen again in the future
and to do everything you can to facilitate the release of Ales Bialatski.

Bernd Posselt (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, we demand the release of Mr Bialatski. We
demand increased support for the democratic opposition and the free media in Belarus
and, of course, a change of system to one of democracy and the rule of law. We must not
miss the opportunity once again and turn a blind eye for too long, as happened in North
Africa, especially with regard to a dictatorial regime in the middle of Europe. Our fight to
separate the Southern and Eastern Partnerships from each other during the last
parliamentary term – Mr Dess gave me a great deal of support in this regard – was therefore
important. A lot of things had all been lumped together here, and the Eastern
Neighbourhood only includes European countries. We have taken an important step in
this direction this week.

I am very grateful to the Czech Presidency for having implemented this separation, which
we had repeatedly called for, at the Prague summit in 2009. The Polish Presidency will
build on this in a very competent manner at the end of this month. That is crucial, but it
will be blocked as long as Belarus remains a dictatorship and not a democracy. We therefore
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need a democracy in Belarus in order to also be able to include this part of Europe fully in
our integration work at last.

Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg (S&D). -   Mr President, the arrest of
Mr Ales Bialatski on 4 August in Minsk is another display of the poor human rights record
of Belarus. Mr Bialatski is a public human rights defender and activist. His work has made
a great contribution to ensuring the rights of many citizens in his country. Therefore, his
detention on the grounds of financial fraud is particularly disturbing and unacceptable;
not only do these charges abuse the Belarusian criminal justice system, but they are also
an insult to Belarusian civil society in general.

We must remember that Mr Bialatski is only one case among many others in Belarus, a
country which repeatedly allows the targeting and harassing of media personalities and
human rights activists; this must stop. I join other colleagues in urging the Belarusian
Government to immediately release Mr Bialatski and to put an immediate end to all forms
of harassment against human rights defenders in the country.

Anneli Jäätteenmäki (ALDE). -   Mr President, this is not the first time that we have
discussed the human rights situation in Belarus and, I suppose, unfortunately not the last
time. The case of Ales Bialatski is of particular concern and a recent example in the long
list of human rights violations in Belarus.

Mr Bialatski, the Chair of the Human Rights Centre, is a victim of long-standing and grave
harassment by the Belarusian authorities. I call on the Council, the Commission and High
Representative Catherine Ashton to step up their efforts in condemning human rights
violations in Belarus, and in supporting human rights defenders in the country also. More
importantly, I call on the Belarusian authorities to release all political prisoners and respect
international human rights standards.

Jiří Maštálka (GUE/NGL).    – (CS) Mr President, I would like to add my voice to the calls
for the better implementation of human rights in Belarus. Every state must comply with
the human rights conventions it has signed. I therefore believe that the European Union
has a duty to draw attention to all human rights violations. I would also like laws to be
humane and strictly followed. Does it not seem to you, however, that we are always looking
in just one direction?

I remember how Israeli commandos attacked a humanitarian convoy in international
waters last May, and there were nine Turkish civilians killed and 60 injured in the action.
I remember how two people were shot by the police in anti-government demonstrations
in Albania in January this year, and many were injured. The demonstrators were asking
for fresh elections to be called. I remember how many EU Member States launched an
undeclared war against Libya in May this year. There will now be hundreds and possibly
thousands of dead civilians as a result of the bombardments and the actions of insurgents
supported by some EU states. When will the European Parliament address these tragedies?
Do you not feel that we are submitting to an organised campaign against Belarus at a time
when there are other threats?

I would like to make two more minor comments of a technical nature. First, the UN
Declaration on Human Rights Defenders was adopted not in 1988, but on the occasion
of the 50th anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, in other words 10
years later than the date stated by the pathetic preamble of the proposed text of the
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resolution. More care is needed. Secondly, it saddens me that there are so few us present
when we discuss human rights.

(The speaker agreed to take a blue-card question under Rule 149(8))

Bernd Posselt (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, I just have a quick question for Mr Maštálka.
I did not fully understand his speech. Was he trying to defend the dictator Mr Lukashenko?

Jiří Maštálka (GUE/NGL).    – (CS) I would be pleased if we did not defend the double
standards we apply in relation to all states with which we have dealings.

(The speaker agreed to take a blue-card question under Rule 149(8))

Cristian Dan Preda (PPE).   – (RO) Mr President, unlike Mr Posselt who asked our colleague
if he intended to defend Lukashenko, I wanted to ask him whether he perhaps intended to
defend Gaddafi.

Jiří Maštálka (GUE/NGL).    – (CS) I am afraid that those who were close to him defended
him more. I personally have no actual relationship with him.

Krzysztof Lisek (PPE).   – (PL) Mr President, it is undoubtedly shameful and shocking
that just outside the borders of the European Union a virtuous man, Aleś Białacki, has been
arrested, a man who defended the persecuted, helping them and their families. We should
naturally adopt the resolution and there will surely be many other resolutions adopted,
but we should make no mistake, President Lukashenko does not read our resolutions and
even if he did, he does not seem to take much heed of them. What we need is an
exceptionally long-term and consistent political approach towards Belarus, both on the
part of the European institutions and on the part of all Member States. We need to say to
President Lukashenko and his collaborators, judges, corrupt prosecutors and policemen:
we will remember your names. We will remember those who imprisoned opposition
activists.

A word of explanation on the statements made by my colleagues regarding the Polish
authorities. It was the Polish Prosecutor General’s Office that passed on the information
to the Lukashenko regime. Both the Prosecutor, whose office is independent from the
government and the parliament, as well as the Prime Minister and all political party leaders
condemned this action and described it as an act of the utmost stupidity.

Seán Kelly (PPE). -   Mr President, the arrest and imprisonment of Ales Bialatski on
4 August is just another example of the appalling abuse of human rights and the criminal
justice system. Hopefully, in some respects it might be the last dying acts of a doomed
regime because, as we have seen with the Arab Spring and the fall of dictator Gaddafi,
people are now beginning to rise up against dictators. Certainly that is to be encouraged.

I also think that having such a wonderful human rights defender imprisoned on the basis
of tax evasion is totally and utterly unacceptable. If he were accused of murder or rape or
something else, then maybe there would be a small excuse for putting him in prison prior
to trial. In this situation that is not the case. We should set a deadline and, after that, put
in graduated sanctions so that this regime is brought to book.

Jacek Saryusz-Wolski (PPE). -   Mr President, I agree with all those condemnations. It is
appalling that this human rights defender is treated as he is being treated, but it is not a
problem affecting just one person. Let me quote the declaration of the EuroNest Assembly
meeting which we have just held in another room here – I am co-chair of the Belarus
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Working Group. The declaration speaks about ending the persecution of opposition leaders;
about 700 persons who have been detained; about 24 opposition activists charged for
organising mass disorder, which resulted in imprisonment, house arrest and suspended
sentences. We condemn in this text the use of brute force. We urge the Belarusian authorities
to stop harassment, intimidation and threats against civil society. We ask the international
committee to freeze assistance to the Belarusian regime until the detained and arrested
leaders, human rights defenders, journalists, presidential candidates and their supporters
are released and cleared of all charges.

What I am trying to say is that we need a change in the system and saving one person will
not solve the problem. I also think that we will not resolve the situation of this person,
because Lukashenko is releasing some people and putting others into prison, so the true
reason lies elsewhere.

Let me inform this assembly that the EuroNest Assembly failed to accept this resolution,
because of the opposition in general from MPs from five – because the Belarusians are not
admitted – countries and because of the more than weak presence of our House. So we
cannot speak here and vote here, but refrain from acting there.

Franz Obermayr (NI).   – (DE) Mr President, the arrest of the civil rights defender Ales
Bialatski is a huge blow for the opponents of the regime in Belarus. Interestingly, Lithuania
gave President Lukashenko unfortunate legal assistance: within the framework of a bilateral
legal protection agreement that is intended to put a stop to money laundering and tax
offences, Vilnius passed Belarusian citizens’ account data to Minsk. Mr Bialatski’s movement
also deposited modest funds in the neighbouring country. Using this account information,
the government was then able to discover the whereabouts of the civil rights defender and
arrest him. It should not be possible for this to happen so quickly. It ought to give us pause
for thought. In the final analysis, it shows how sensitive the transfer of bank data to another
country is.

Personally, I hope that diplomatic relations between Vilnius and the Belarusian civil society
have not suffered any lasting damage as a result of this, and I hope that Ales Bialatski will
finally receive his due.

Sari Essayah (PPE). -    (FI) Mr President, Commissioner, I have lost count of how many
times this year alone we have discussed the actions of President Lukashenko’s brutal regime
in Belarus against that country’s own citizens.

This time the subject is Ales Bialatski, who is Chair of the Human Rights Centre Viasna.
As has been heard here, his arrest and imprisonment are based on the claim that he had
tried to hide his assets in a bank account registered in Vilnius. In reality, these funds, which
were received from international organisations, were intended to finance the work of the
Human Rights Centre Viasna, by assisting victims of political pressure following the
elections, for example.

In Belarus, the use of funds that have been lawfully amassed by the human rights
organisation has in fact been made illegal through the enactment of oppressive laws, whose
object is to curb the activities of civil society. The EU must determinedly and systematically
continue to put pressure on President Lukashenko’s administration in Belarus.

Bogusław Sonik (PPE).   – (PL) Mr President, Alexander Bialatski is one of the most
prominent human rights defenders in Belarus. His arrest is deplorable, but so is the fact
that international legal procedures have been used to that end. This situation should be a
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warning to the Member States as it shows how much caution is needed when passing on
information as part of legal aid agreements. Investigative assistance in criminal cases is a
recognised international practice which serves as the basis for cooperation between law
enforcement authorities all over the world. This cooperation however should not be
misused or intentionally abused.

The European Union should take a firm stand against the manipulation of legal procedures
aimed at obtaining information which is subsequently used for political persecution, as
was the case in Mr Bialatski’s arrest. As stated by the previous speaker, Mr Lisek, the
prosecutors involved in this act have been disciplined by Poland’s Prosecutor General. The
EU must compel the Belarusian authorities to commit to respecting democratic standards,
human rights and basic freedoms.

Michael Gahler (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, I would like say that I absolutely agree with
what Mr Sonik has just said. We should also expect a certain political sensitivity from
national tax authorities when they have concluded a bilateral agreement with a dictatorship
for these sorts of cases. I hope that this has served as a warning for everyone concerned.

I also hope that this is one of the last times that we have to have this sort of debate here on
human rights violations in Belarus, that the regime therefore comes to an end quickly and
that in the main debate, for example on Neighbourhood Policy, we will soon be able to
agree on measures with Belarus that will develop this country into a democracy and an
economically prosperous nation.

I also think it is good – and this distinguishes our Parliament – that we draw attention to
the cases of individuals and their fate here. I also call on those fellow Members who have
perhaps not yet done so to endorse an initiative to take on the political sponsorship of
individuals persecuted for their political views in order to make these people known and
to make it more difficult for the regime to take covert measures against them.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, the Commission remains
seriously concerned about the situation and ongoing repression by the Belarus authorities
of civil society, political opposition and the independent media. It is, as all of you have
said, not the first and probably not the last time that this is discussed in this plenary. The
High Representative, Catherine Ashton, has on numerous occasions since the beginning
of the year expressed her concern about developments in Belarus. She has condemned the
repeated acts of intimidation and harassment of peaceful human rights defenders and the
continued refusal to grant legal status to independent human rights organisations in the
country.

The subject of today’s debate is a very good case in point: we call for the release of Ales
Bialatski, a prominent human rights defender with a key role in civil society in Belarus. He
has recently wrongfully been arrested and charged with tax evasion. These charges have
no substance.

The High Representative and the Commission also believe it is important to prevent similar
situations from arising in the future. The interests of those NGOs that have been forced by
the regime to open individual bank accounts in EU Member States for implementing
EU-funded assistance must be adequately protected. We are therefore examining to what
extent safeguards could be put in place to this effect.

My colleague Commissioner Füle launched an initiative in July to build the capacity of
Belarusian NGOs. He is also in regular contact with representatives of the Opposition and
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of civil society. He does that in the context of informing donors and implementers’
coordination meetings that the EAS and the Commission organise in Brussels.

Meanwhile we are currently supporting Mr Bialatski for his legal costs through our urgent
assistance to victims of repression, which is part of the special assistance package announced
by Commissioner Füle in Warsaw in February.

The EAS and the Commission will continue to seek to use all instruments at the EU’s
disposal to support Mr Bialatski and other political prisoners and victims of repression in
Belarus, because there are many, as you have said.

We have taken note of the recent release of political prisoners and of President Lukashenko’s
proposal for a Round Table about the situation in the country. However, any serious
political dialogue between the government and the political opposition in Belarus would
necessitate the release and rehabilitation of all political prisoners.

More generally, we are committed to keeping up political pressure on Belarus to take a
significant step forward towards respect for human rights, the rule of law and democratic
principles. To this effect, we will continue to voice our concerns, to designate those
responsible for the crackdown and the restrictive measures, but we will also reach out to
Belarus civil society, the political opposition and the public at large.

The EU will also continue to mobilise the international community to address human
rights violations in Belarus. For instance next week, 20 September, the High Commissioner
for Human Rights will report to the Human Rights Council on the human rights situation
in Belarus, as a result of the EU-sponsored resolution on Belarus adopted in June this year.

President. −   The debate is closed.

The vote will take place shortly.

Written statements (Rule 149)

Monica Luisa Macovei (PPE),    in writing. – (RO) In the wake of the elections in
December 2010, the human rights situation in Belarus has deteriorated at a rapid rate.
There are increasingly frequent reports from relevant organisations and the international
press about the violent repression against the democratic opposition and human rights
defenders, the arbitrary arrests of peaceful demonstrators, the inhumane conditions in
detention and cases of torture.

The arrest of Mr Ales Bialatski, president of the Viasna Human Rights Centre, is just one
of the recent abuses committed by President Lukashenko’s authorities. I support the call
for the immediate, unconditional release of Mr Bialatski and the other illegally detained
representatives of civil society. I call on the governments of the Member States and on the
European Commission to impose sanctions on the Lukashenko regime’s representatives
for as long as human rights violations continue and to maintain their support for the
Belarusian people and the democratic opposition.

Alexander Mirsky (S&D),    in writing . – The policy of the European Parliament and
Commission towards Belarus shows its inefficiency and the uselessness of all steps taken.
A number of resolutions and regulations have not had any effect. The lack of the Belarus
delegation in Euronest has not encouraged discussing and solving problems. I consider it
to be necessary to renew the negotiation process in all possible directions, including dialogue
with the presidential apparatus of the Republic of Belarus. I think the most efficient dialogue
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may be within the interparliamentary group between the Belarusian Parliament and the
European Parliament, as well as at Euronest meetings. Ignoring the negotiation process
may lead to long-term postponement of the democratisation process and improvement
of the situation concerning human rights and freedoms in the Republic of Belarus. In terms
of negotiations we can discuss even such cases as arrests and their legitimacy.

11.2. Sudan: situation in Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State

President. −   The next item is the debate on six motions for resolution on Sudan: situation
in Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State (4) .

Charles Tannock,    author . − Mr President, despite South Sudan’s independence, there
remains some unresolved disputes and tensions between the north and the south, centring
on three areas: Blue Nile State and Kordofan and the troubled region of Abyei. These areas
possess, perhaps unsurprisingly, significant oil reserves and large water supplies. There is
a complex ethnic and tribal mix inhabiting these key regions, with different allegiances
towards Juba and Khartoum, so the 2005 CPA gave specific provisions for a popular
referendum in Blue Nile State and South Kordofan, enabling residents of these districts to
determine their own future. Regrettably, the pro-Khartoum Governor in Kordofan
suspended the planned referendum, causing skirmishes between the SPLA and the Sudanese
army, the SAF, which then invaded, causing 6 000 people to become internally displaced.

The security situation in Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State has deteriorated alarmingly
in recent weeks and there is targeting of the ethnic Nuba group which is pro South Sudan.
The ECR Group condemns without reserve the SAF cross-border invasion into Southern
Kordofan and Blue Nile State. The International Criminal Court indicted war criminal
President Bashir, and his regime should, without delay, now declare a unilateral two-week
ceasefire to prevent further bloodshed. Khartoum must also honour its legal obligations
by adhering to all the provisions set out in the CPA of 2005.

The EU has been taking a leading role in the current crisis. The High Representative has
joined the UN Secretary-General and the President of this House in condemning the
downward spiral of violence. These festering, unresolved territorial disputes and tribal
conflicts risk undoing all the good work of the international community and risk a return
to all-out war between the north and the south.

Rui Tavares,    author. – (PT) Mr President, Southern Sudan or South Sudan has recently
declared its independence. This country, however, has had a painful birth – as Mr Tannock
has just described very well here – not least in terms of the uncertainties over its borders
and the ongoing conflict with Sudan. Fighting continues in Blue Nile State and Southern
Kordofan. Clearly, what we have there is the same kind of repeated human rights violations
that we have sadly come to expect from the Omar al-Bashir regime. On the other side is
South Sudan, a new country and one of the poorest in the world, with one of the worst
records in terms of health and mortality, which is running out of people and resources in
the war with its northern neighbour.

It is a country that has only just come into existence. The South Sudanese have only recently
been celebrating independence, and the question we need to ask is whether they realise
that to a great extent they no longer have a country.

(4) See Minutes.
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Land in South Sudan costs EUR 0.03 a hectare at the moment. Foreign companies are
buying up thousands of hectares in South Sudan, with access to its wealth of underground
natural resources, without the South Sudanese people’s knowledge. It is happening precisely
because the government is involved in the conflict with Sudan, its larger neighbour, and
needs money for the war, while at the same time it is not paying enough attention to its
own territory and resources.

I believe that should make us think about how we in the European Union discuss this kind
of human rights issue. We often adopt a reactive or at best a preventative position once
human rights violations are already taking place. We rarely take a systemic, continuing
view. We devote our attention to these countries now, while human rights violations are
happening, but we do not, for example, take any notice of this kind of newly independent
nation precisely at a time when the country is still young and vulnerable and needs to be
protected against extremely predatory behaviour, not only within its own region but from
outside as well. The companies that are buying up South Sudanese land are North American,
European and Chinese, and they are now ensuring that this country will have no chance
of a future.

That urgently requires us and our permanent representative in South Sudan – this is my
final point – to make every effort to ensure that our view, our attitude towards this country
from the time of its birth is systematic and not just reactive, as it is at the moment.

Marie-Christine Vergiat,    author. − (FR) Mr President, one might have hoped that the
self-determination referendum of 9 January and South Sudan’s declaration of independence,
in July, would have led to a lull in the tensions in that part of the world.

However, those familiar with the region know that this is far from the case and that it
cannot happen until the border issue has been settled between the two states, which is no
easy task given the economic and strategic importance of that oil-rich area.

Independence in that area has undoubtedly heightened tensions, and once again it is civilians
who are paying the price, who are victims of particularly outrageous air strikes, especially
since NGOs have been prevented from intervening.

In some cases the main suppliers of arms to the warring factions are Russia, Belarus and
China, and in others the United States and Ukraine, a fact denounced by Amnesty
International.

Taking action on this score could doubtless aid diplomatic negotiations and facilitate the
difficult task of the UN envoys. Let us hope that the troop withdrawal announced by the
warring factions will actually happen.

Véronique De Keyser,    author. – (FR) Mr President, this resolution really is very political.

In fact, what lies behind the outbreaks of fighting, the current conflict, are the issues that
were left unresolved by the 2005 Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA). That agreement
made provision for the organisation of general elections in South Sudan before it gained
independence – they took place in April 2010 – and of a referendum, which was held in
January 2011. However, it also stipulated that a host of other problems should be resolved
before this.

I am not talking about sharing oil, money, the rights of people from the north who are in
the south and those from the south who are in the north, which we call citizenship; the
borders needed to be defined, but none of this has been resolved. At the end of the day,
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the UN has rightly recognised South Sudan as a state and has recognised its independence,
but this has all gone to waste as there has been no agreement.

I do not believe that any progress can be made on these matters without a referendum
being held in the region of Abyei and without referenda being held in the Blue Nile and
Southern Kordofan regions. The international community therefore needs to exert political
pressure to resolve these problems. Besides, the armies are on the ground, armies which
are very difficult to control, including, unfortunately, the southern army, the SPLA, which
is not yet completely structured.

I will not go back over the arrest warrant issued by the International Criminal Court against
President al-Bashir. We have obviously asked for this warrant to take effect and for
President al-Bashir to appear before the Court in The Hague. However, this political issue
is still pending.

Kristiina Ojuland,    author . − Mr President, the fighting between the Sudanese armed
forces and the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement in Blue Nile State has by now led to
the displacement of an estimated 200 000 people. The situation is complicated by the fact
that the humanitarian agencies have been refused authorisation to work there.

I have to remind you that during the second Sudanese Civil War from 1983 to 2005 it is
estimated that up to 2.5 million people – mostly civilians – lost their lives, primarily due
to starvation and drought. The repetition of such a large-scale humanitarian crisis must,
and should, be prevented. I therefore fully support the call for an immediate ceasefire,
resumption of negotiations on reaching a political solution to the conflict, and allowing
humanitarian access to affected populations in Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State.

Cristian Dan Preda,    author. – (RO) Mr President, as anyone can see, good news is very
rare in Sudan. This is also why we need to restate our position. A few weeks ago, South
Sudan’s independence was slightly overshadowed by the violence in Southern Kordofan
which occurred in June. Just as an agreement was signed on the Abyei region on
8 September, there was, in the meantime, a new outbreak of violence in Kordofan and Blue
Nile State. This is why the situation seems to resemble the well-known ‘one step forward,
two back’ scenario. Unfortunately, the political personalities in the region are not
trustworthy. I share the view of my colleagues who have called for President al-Bashir to
be brought before the International Criminal Court.

The basic reference point for us is the Addis Ababa framework agreement signed on 28 June.
The weapons option has been excluded. This is why I was extremely surprised to see that
the Sudanese Parliament has decided to adopt the military option. This is precisely the one
which cannot resolve the conflict.

Sari Essayah,    on behalf of the PPE Group. –  (FI) Mr President, Commissioner, humanitarian
organisations say that thousands of people have fled the fighting in Sudan’s Blue Nile State
and gone to neighbouring Ethiopia.

Conflicts flared up in the state last week between the Sudanese army and troops supporting
the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement from newly independent South Sudan. According
to the army, the fighting continues, at least in one area. Estimates suggest that around
20 000 people have so far arrived in Ethiopia to escape the conflict. They are in need of
food, water and shelter.
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The UN human rights authorities have called on the Sudanese Government to end the air
attacks on civilians immediately. These attacks have also gone on incessantly in Southern
Kordofan. The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights stated
in its report in August that the attacks on civilians may amount to war crimes or even
crimes against humanity. The UN has asked the Sudanese Government for a thorough
interpretation of, and investigation into, the events in the region. Should the Government
be incapable of this, it must allow an international investigation into what is currently
going on there.

Ana Gomes,    on behalf of the S&D Group . – Mr President, having observed the elections
in Khartoum in 2010 on behalf of this Parliament and visited Juba prior to the independence
referendum, I regret to say that I am not surprised at the escalation of conflict in South
Kordofan and the Blue Nile State triggering an invasion by the Sudan armed forces.

Those in the international community – namely in the US, the African Union and the
European Union – who turn a blind eye to the crimes for which President Omar Hassan
al-Bashir has been indicted by the ICC, and contribute to his impunity by failing to work
to render him to The Hague, must accept some responsibility for these developments,
including the horrific loss of life and the outrageous denial of access for all those in need
to humanitarian agencies.

Most of what the European Parliament resolution recommends makes sense, but I doubt
whether we can expect any meaningful progress towards the resolution of what is, as my
colleague Véronique De Keyser has said, a political conflict between the North and the
South. If we continue to put faith in mediation by pathetic personalities such as Mr Thabo
Mbeki, I fear we will not make any progress.

Jaroslav Paška,    on behalf of the EFD Group. - (SK) In my opinion, no one who has been
following the behaviour of Sudanese President Omar al-Bashir could be under any illusions
that peace and quiet would prevail in the region following the break-up of Sudan. The
unresolved status of the border areas of Abyei and Southern Kordofan give
President al-Bashir grounds for applying his peculiar form of care for the local people, and
the current events in Southern Kordofan, Blue Nile State and Abyei confirm that the
Sudanese President’s favourite pastime is playing with fire and with arms. He is clearly
indifferent to the fate and the lives of the people of his country: anyone who does not
display the requisite loyalty to the Sudanese Government, let alone sympathising with the
Sudanese People’s Liberation Movement, becomes a target of extra-judicial persecution,
arrest, torture and even execution. We must therefore continue, together with the African
Union, the UN and our partners in the US, to put economic and diplomatic pressure on
the administration of President al-Bashir to fulfil its commitments and cease violating
inter-state agreements and to allow the people of Southern Kordofan, Blue Nile State and
Abyei to live in peace.

Franz Obermayr (NI).   – (DE) Mr President, at the beginning of September, the Sudanese
Government in Blue Nile State declared a state of emergency. Starting in the capital city,
there were bloody clashes between the army and the troops of Governor Malik Agar. In
the aftermath, 16 000 residents of the town of Kurmuk – which in reality represents the
entire population of the garrison town – fled from the fighting towards Ethiopia. It is
therefore even more important that the African Union finally strengthens its cooperation
with the International Criminal Court.
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Awareness of human rights must be promoted throughout Africa and it must be ensured
that they are respected. We urgently need to put an end to the impunity for all the crimes
committed during the war in Sudan. The proceedings in The Hague against President Omar
al-Bashir are just the beginning in terms of the rule of law, but also in terms of justice for
the victims. Without the rule of law there will always simply be old and new ‘failed states’
in this region which are ultimately dependent on a lifeline from the Western and Eastern
industrialised nations.

Seán Kelly (PPE). -   Mr President, Amnesty International’s senior crisis response adviser,
Donatella Rovera, has been quoted as saying: ‘the Sudanese Government is literally getting
away with murder and trying to keep the outside world from finding out. The international
community, and particularly the UN Security Council, must stop looking the other way
and act to address the situation.’ At least we are doing that here today.

On 9 July, Southern Sudan became the world’s newest state but, as often happens, peace
does not follow in such situations. The great Irish patriot, Michael Collins, observed this
in 1921 when he said ‘border land is trouble and always will be’. He himself was killed in
the subsequent civil war that occurred over border land.

The fact that Southern Kordofan has 80% of Sudanese oil reserves means that the stakes
are pretty high here, and the issue will be difficult to resolve. Nevertheless, we have to try
to get a peace and put an end to the aerial bombardment so that people can sow their crops
and get on with their lives.

Joanna Senyszyn (S&D).   – (PL) Mr President, two issues are of particular importance
in the context of this resolution. Firstly, it is essential to protect the civilian population.
Mass bombardments cause devastation, thousands of people are forced to abandon their
ruined homes and live in unimaginably difficult conditions, lacking shelter, medicine, and
with only limited supplies of food. It is a crime against humanity, which should be brought
to an immediate end.

Also, Southern Kordofan urgently requires humanitarian aid. We have to support
international agencies and non-governmental organisations in their negotiations with the
Sudanese authorities on lifting the restrictions which prevent them from delivering aid,
including food. It is estimated that around 200 000 people, including 70 000 women and
children, need immediate assistance. The efforts of humanitarian agencies to deliver such
assistance should not be impeded. We should also provide for independent human rights
observers in Southern Kordofan. Thank you for your attention.

Albert Deß (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, we have been talking here in Parliament about
the situation in South Sudan for many years. The population there is predominantly
Christian. The suffering that the people in South Sudan have had to endure for decades
defies description. Arab-Muslim mounted militias – and President al-Bashir shares
responsibility for this – have essentially committed genocide there and have brought death,
rape, expulsion and hunger to the country.

I therefore believe that what Turkish President Erdogan said a while ago was irresponsible,
namely that, essentially, in contrast to the Gaza Strip, he cannot acknowledge that there
has been any genocide in South Sudan. Anyone who makes such statements is irresponsible
and is not fit to be included in the European Union.

We as the European Parliament should support the people in South Sudan, and the European
Union should help this young state so that these people can also have a secure future.
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Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg (S&D). -   Mr President, I wish to express my deep
concern over the fighting in Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State which broke out on 1
September between the Sudanese armed forces and forces of the Sudan People’s Liberation
Movement. These clashes have already proven to be extremely brutal. They have resulted
in the loss of too many innocent lives and in the displacement of many people.

This spread of violence highlights an urgent need to supply humanitarian aid to those
affected by the violence. It further highlights a need to establish, as soon as possible,
negotiations between the fighting sides to ensure peace and stability. A political settlement
is now absolutely vital for the country, therefore it must be insisted upon.

As a Member of this House, I appeal to both sides to cease hostilities by stopping all acts
of violence. Moreover, I call on both sides and on the international community to take all
appropriate measure to ensure that all Sudanese citizens are protected.

Corina Creţu (S&D).   – (RO) Mr President, unfortunately, the appearance of a new state
on the map of Africa on 9 July did not also mean the start of a new era of peace in the
region. Clashes resulting in thousands of fatalities and more than 200 000 refugees indicate
a serious escalation in violence. Humanitarian workers have virtually been banned from
gaining access to Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State. As highlighted in the report of
15 August from the United Nations High Commission for Human Rights, the forces of
the regime in Khartoum have not respected either international conventions and direct
agreements or the status of the UN mission in Sudan, whose staff have been subjected to
violence. Such human rights violations cannot remain unpunished indefinitely, especially
when clashes in the region can be regarded as war crimes and crimes against humanity.

I think that the priority is to halt the fighting and provide civilians with the aid they need.
The agreement on withdrawing troops from the Abyei region, brokered just recently in
Addis Ababa by the South African President on behalf of the African Union, offers
opportunities for a peaceful solution, provided that there is sufficient international
involvement.

Bogusław Sonik (PPE).   – (PL) Mr President, during yet another conflict, or should we
say act of aggression by the Government of Sudan on South Sudan, Parliament’s attention
should focus particularly on the exceptionally dramatic plight of the civilian population.
The latter have been denied access to incoming humanitarian aid which is distributed by
entities controlled by the authorities.

The situation is aggravated further by humanitarian aid organisations being prevented
from accessing those in greatest need and by the near exhaustion of supplies of basic
resources. The circumstances call for concrete actions on the part of the international
community. After all, civilians are unable to defend themselves against bombardment. The
parties responsible for the escalation of the conflict should immediately work towards
establishing peace and security in the disputed region, while the EU’s role in the situation
should consist of effective mediation and increased humanitarian assistance.

Mitro Repo (S&D). -    (FI) Mr President, the independence of South Sudan, the world’s
youngest country, from Sudan has not brought peace to the two countries’ border area.
The indiscriminate bombing of civilian settlements and civilians, the use of anti-personnel
mines and the blocking of access to emergency aid show that Sudan’s President al-Bashir
does not really want a lasting solution.
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An unconditional respect for humanitarian law and human rights is, however, an obligation
on a state, even during an armed conflict. That is why the European External Action Service
must try to do all it can to bring about a ceasefire and show that only a political solution
will be a lasting means of bringing peace to Sudan.

George Sabin Cutaş (S&D).   – (RO) Mr President, just as predicted, the declaration of
independence in South Sudan has not delivered political stability, but has given rise to civil
conflicts which are threatening peace and security in the region. A new African state also
means new challenges which could result in a domino effect, splitting the states on the
African continent. In addition, regional tensions only serve to make it difficult for the
African Union to fulfil its crisis management role.

However, apart from these aspects, there remains the humanitarian aid issue. The conflict
in Sudan is exacerbating the lack of food security in the region. Humanitarian agencies
have not been given permission to carry out their activities, while security forces in South
Sudan have been accused of hampering the work of the international humanitarian
organisations, including the UN. This is why I think that the High Representative must
support, by initiating dialogue with the parties involved in the conflict, the humanitarian
agencies having immediate access to prevent the rising toll of civilian victims.

(The speaker agreed to take a blue-card question under Rule 149(8))

Bernd Posselt (PPE).   – (DE) Mr President, I just wanted to ask Mr Cutaş whether he
considers it wise to declare South Sudan to have already failed, instead of giving it a chance
and supporting it.

George Sabin Cutaş (S&D).   – (RO) Mr President, I did not say any such thing. I do not
believe at all that any such statement featured in my speech. Therefore, I am in favour of
giving South Sudan a chance.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, I certainly hope we are
giving South Sudan a chance. I would like to thank honourable Members for bringing the
human rights situation in Sudan, especially in Kordofan and Blue Nile State, to the fore,
even if the debate has tended to focus on Sudan. We must demonstrate that a war without
images is not a forgotten war.

The Government of Sudan is restricting humanitarian access to Southern Kordofan and
Blue Nile State. Fifty thousand civilians have fled their homes in Blue Nile State and 200 000
have been affected by the conflict in Kordofan. Access restrictions are making it very
difficult to know what is happening on the ground and to bring assistance to the population
in need. A few weeks ago, Commissioner Georgieva called for increased humanitarian
access and for the United Nations to be able to carry out its work in South Kordofan. The
same call now applies to Blue Nile State.

Despite the constraints that we have had, some assistance is being provided, in particular
due to prior pre-positioning of relief items in both areas, to which the EU has largely
contributed. The humanitarian budget for both Sudan and South Sudan is EUR 100 million,
and it has been topped up with an additional EUR 40 million from the emergency aid
reserve. This reinforcement will help to maintain relief efforts in both Sudans while
humanitarian needs are increasing, including in South Kordofan and Blue Nile State.

Severe human rights violations are taking place. There are reports of aerial bombardments
of civilian targets by the Sudan armed forces, abductions of security forces, arbitrary arrests
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and detentions, and targeted and extra-judicial killings. These are very worrying reports.
Additional reports are coming in of mass graves, systematic destruction of dwellings and
extensive looting. The situation is generally characterised as a disproportionate use of force
and a lack of distinction between civilian and military targets. In many instances, people
are targeted because of their ethnic affiliation.

We are trying to defuse the situation. The EU has made a statement and declaration on the
ongoing violence and urged the parties to work out a peaceful solution. The EU Special
Representative to Sudan, Dame Rosalind Marsden, is calling on numerous interlocutors
in Khartoum to pass on the same message. We are also coordinating with key partners
such as the African Union, the United Nations and the United States to ensure a common
approach. We support mediation efforts carried out by President Mbeki and Prime Minister
Meles.

For the European Union, security and stability in the border area between Sudan and South
Sudan is a prerequisite for a peaceful and good neighbourly relationship between the two
Sudans, but of course neither stability nor security can be achieved without respect for
human rights and democracy.

(Applause)

President. −   The debate is closed.

The vote will take place shortly.

Written statements (Rule 149)

Tadeusz Zwiefka (PPE),    in writing. – (PL) The proclamation of a new state, the Republic
of South Sudan, should have ended the 50 years of bloody conflict between the northern
and the southern part of this African country. So far, over 2 million people have died in
acts of violence and terror and twice as many have been forced to abandon their homes.
However, fighting between the Sudanese army and the Blue Nile State rebels is continuing.
This is why over a month ago the United Nations ordered a thorough investigation into
violations of human rights and crimes against humanity. Polish Humanitarian Action,
which has been carrying out a mission in South Sudan since August 2006, has highlighted
a number of problems resulting from international organisations being denied continuous
access to riot stricken regions.

South Sudan’s health care system is in a dire condition. Seventy-five per cent of the
population have no access to basic medical care. The education system is virtually
non-existent, having been obliterated in the nineties by the forced conscription of teachers
and pupils into the army. There is no universal access to drinking water and basic sanitary
conditions are not met. The problem of South Sudanese civilian migration is intensifying
as a result of further acts of terror. Years of fighting and ongoing ethnic conflicts are
exacerbating the tragic situation of the civilian population. We should call on the authorities
of the neighbouring countries to join in efforts aimed at solving social, political and
economic conflicts.
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11.3. Eritrea: case of Dawit Isaak

President. −   The next item is the debate on six motions for resolution on Eritrea: the case
of Dawit Isaak (5) .

Judith Sargentini,    author . −  (NL) Mr President, Ms Malmström and I met yesterday at
the event to mark the 10-year anniversary of Dawit Isaak’s detention in Eritrea. Dawit Isaak
is a Swedish Eritrean and an activist for democracy in Eritrea. We do not yet know what
his fate is, but we need to keep him in our thoughts, because we cannot allow ourselves to
forget the fact that he and his fellow-sufferers are still being held in detention.

Eritrea is what I would call the North Korea of Africa. It is a country whose people want
to flee and one from which large numbers are, indeed, fleeing. Not only because of a famine
of the kind we are currently witnessing in the Horn of Africa, but because of the oppression.
Young people are being conscripted into the army and are never able to get out of it again.
Military service there is tantamount to slavery. We are seeing Eritrean refugees popping
up everywhere in Europe. I came across them when I was looking at the situation of refugees
in Athens. I came across them a few months ago when I was in Tunisia to have a look at
the refugee camps on the Libyan border. Who is it that are the ones that are unable to
return home? Who is it who keeps being left behind? It is always the Eritreans.

We have to continue to put pressure on the regime in Eritrea, but that is an extremely
complex goal to achieve, as those in power there seem uninterested in money. Therefore,
starving them of money is no punishment. Not only should we put pressure on the regime,
but we also have a responsibility to be generous in the help we offer to refugees from
Eritrea. I would urge us to receive Eritrean refugees who are in camps in Tunisia and Egypt
or who are stuck in the Sinai, en route to Israel. We have to shape our own refugee policy
in Europe, so that Eritreans never again run the risk of being sent back to the North Korea
of Africa.

Charles Tannock,    author . − Mr President, as a supporter of this Parliament's MEPs for a
Democratic Eritrea Group, the continued detention of Dawit Isaak saddens me a great deal.
Mr Isaak has been incarcerated incommunicado since 23 September 2001, for over ten
years, and in all probability is being held in inhumane conditions without the hope of a
fair trial, the requirement for which is technically enshrined in Article 17 of the Eritrean
Constitution. President Afewerki has stated publicly and disgracefully on national television
that there will be no formal charges brought against him, nor will there be any prospect
of release for Mr Isaak. This demonstrates Asmara’s fundamental lack of respect for due
legal process and the rule of law.

Regrettably, Isaak is not the only political prisoner in Eritrea. Afewerki’s authoritarian rule
has seen journalists, opposition politicians and Christian groups imprisoned or tortured,
and all on trumped-up charges. There have been no elections in Eritrea since its
independence in 1993, and all political parties save the ruling People’s Front for Democracy
and Justice are banned; rather curious the word ‘justice’ in that case, is it not? The Eritrean
Government should release or bring to a fair trial all of its prisoners held on political
grounds, including Mr Isaak.

The Cotonou ACP agreement requires respect for fundamental human rights, democratic
principles and the rule of law. Eritrea does not measure up to these basic standards. I have

(5) See Minutes.
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long called for Eritrea's suspension from the Cotonou agreement under Article 96, which
stipulates that a signatory state should no longer be party to the significant economic
benefits from the EU which that agreement confers if it abuses with impunity the
fundamental values of the European Union – which clearly Eritrea is doing – and, most
importantly, fundamental human rights.

So my question to Commissioner Malmström is: why do we not suspend the ACP agreement
with Eritrea, as has been done in the past in the cases of Fiji and Zimbabwe, which also
abused human rights?

Marie-Christine Vergiat,    author. − (FR) Mr President, I would like to take the floor today
on behalf of my colleague and friend, Eva-Britt Svensson.

Ms Svensson stepped down from the European Parliament for health reasons, and many
of you know how doggedly she defended the case of Dawit Isaak, ensuring his selection
for the Sakharov Prize two years ago.

Dawit Isaak is symbolic. He is a European citizen who came to Sweden as a refugee in 1987
and became a citizen of that country in 1992, a European nationality which the Eritrean
authorities refuse to recognise. He is a symbol of the repression that is rife in Eritrea,
particularly against journalists, since according to Reporters without Borders, that country
has the dubious privilege of holding the record on this matter: it ranks 178th out of 178
in the world press freedom index.

Dawit Isaak is also a symbol of the horrors of this repression: 10 years’ imprisonment,
without trial, in particularly inhumane conditions which have already cost the lives of so
many. He is also symbolic of our powerlessness since, faced with a government like that,
we no longer know what kind of pressure we can put on them to succeed.

If I were a believer, I would say that we need a miracle. As I am not, then I just have to call
on our collective solidarity and I know, Commissioner, that you are particularly familiar
with this case and that we can count on you.

Ana Gomes,    author. – (PT) I strongly hope that this pressure from the European Parliament
will at last make the European authorities take action to secure the release of the
Swedish-Eritrean journalist Dawit Isaak.

His imprisonment in Eritrea 10 years ago without charge, without a trial and
incommunicado, is evidence of the brutality of Isaias Afewerki’s dictatorial regime. The
regime is like an African North Korea, as has already been stated here.

The fact is that Dawit Isaak is not an isolated case. There are many other journalists in
prison, thousands of Eritreans arbitrarily and inhumanely incarcerated, thousands of
Eritreans killed in the wars in which Isaias Afewerki engages, and thousands who flee as
well as they can from a country in which everyone is gagged. Theirs is a country that does
not stop interfering in conflicts in the Horn of Africa.

Let us not deceive ourselves. It is not by giving development aid or cutting it off that the
European Union will have any influence over this partner, which, as has already been
mentioned here, is a Cotonou member but does not respect the Cotonou Agreement.

The EU needs to review its whole policy for the Horn of Africa, starting with stripping the
Eritrean dictator of his excuse for so miserably exploiting his country and people. Unless
the EU puts pressure on Ethiopia to abide by the ruling of the boundary commission
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demarcating the border with Eritrea at Badme, the EU will have no influence at all in Eritrea
and Isaias Afewerki will therefore carry on doing what he wants.

Olle Schmidt,    author. – (SV) Mr President, Commissioner, you were one of the first to
commit yourself to fighting for the release of Dawit Isaak. I commend you for that. We
share our despair. For 10 years, Dawit Isaak has been imprisoned in Eritrea in appalling
conditions and without trial because he stood up for democracy and the freedom of
expression. He is the only EU citizen in prison on account of his views, a prisoner of
conscience. All of us in this House have a responsibility to act – a humanitarian
responsibility, a moral responsibility. It is important that we are adopting this resolution
today. Our message to Eritrea’s dictator is crystal clear: we will not forget, we will not
remain silent.

The EU, too, needs to act in a more united way now in order to put pressure on the regime
in Asmara, so that Isaak and his fellow prisoners will be released. A delegation must be
sent to Eritrea immediately to demand a meeting with Dawit Isaak in order to find out how
he is, both physically and mentally. We do not even know if he is alive. Silent diplomacy
has failed, Commissioner. It has simply been silent, and time is running out for Dawit Isaak.
Our appeal today must be: Free Dawit Isaak.

Filip Kaczmarek,    author. – (PL) Mr President, I would like to thank
Commissioner Malmström, President Buzek and all those who took part in yesterday’s
protest in support of the release of Dawit Isaak. I would also like to thank its organiser,
Mr Olle Schmidt. It is vitally important that we remember prisoners of conscience and
lobby on their behalf. This is the aim of the resolution that we have been discussing. We
demand and will keep demanding freedom for Dawit Isaak, a journalist, a citizen and a
fellow human being.

Ladies and gentlemen, in 2008 I took part in the European Parliament’s mission to Eritrea.
We met the country’s President. Prior to this meeting, we had asked a number of European
diplomats, including Swedish diplomats, whether we should raise the issue of the release
of Dawit Isaak. The Swedish Ambassador asked for the matter not to be raised due to
confidential release negotiations taking place at the time. The release was supposed to
happen within roughly the following few days or weeks. We therefore did not ask the
President about the release, and three years on, the fate of Dawit Isaak is still unknown.
We will avail ourselves of any future opportunity to lobby on his behalf.

Zuzana Roithová,    on behalf of the PPE Group. – (CS) Mr President, the case of the prisoner
Dawit Isaak is just the tip of the iceberg in terms of brutal violations of human rights in
one of the world’s newest countries. Even in a time of economic crisis, we cannot give up
the fight for human rights in third countries. The European Council did well to follow the
example of the UN last year and impose sanctions on representatives of the Eritrean regime.
The EU ambassador to Eritrea, Paola Amadei, should make a demand in person to
representatives of the Eritrean regime for the release of Dawit Isaak, and not just because
he is an EU citizen. Only through the combined pressure of the whole of Europe can we
bring about the release of a man who has neither been charged nor convicted. We must
not, of course, forget the thousands of other victims of the Eritrean regime. The sanctions
imposed so far are not enough.

Corina Creţu,    on behalf of the S&D Group. – (RO) Mr President, the incarceration of
journalist Dawit Isaak 10 years ago is indicative of the state of human rights in Eritrea, a
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country which is bottom of the rankings for press freedom, compiled by the organisation
Reporters Without Borders.

Dawit Isaak, a Swedish citizen, returned to his native land after it obtained recognition as
a state to work at the first independent newspaper set up in Eritrea. His illegal detention
without any trial and lawyer is all the more outrageous as the conditions under which he
is being held captive are inhumane.

I believe that specific measures are needed to oblige the authorities in Asmara to provide
medical and legal assistance to prisoners, release prisoners of conscience, organise
democratic elections, which have so far been scheduled and regularly cancelled, and respect
for press freedom. I think that development assistance needs to be suspended and direct
sanctions imposed against the state’s leadership, including travel restrictions and freezing
assets. At the same time, closer cooperation with the African Union is required to step up
the joint pressure.

Jaroslav Paška,    on behalf of the EFD Group. - (SK) Mr President, the fate of the European
and Swedish citizen Dawit Isaak, long incarcerated in Eritrea without any form of legitimate
court ruling, is a sad testament to our inability to provide effective assistance to people
arbitrarily stripped of their civic and human rights by undemocratic, authoritarian regimes.
Not only large numbers of Eritreans, but also many international journalists were
imprisoned in 2001 for criticising President Isaias Afewerki. The report from former prison
guards that more than half the officials and journalists arrested in 2001 are dead, is deeply
disturbing. It is therefore our duty to step up the pressure on the Eritrean administration
and link the future provision of EU aid for Eritrea to the demand to release all political
prisoners unlawfully detained in Eritrean prisons, some of whom require intensive medical
care following years of imprisonment. We must continue our efforts, even after 10 years
of the Eritrean Government ignoring our protests. Only thus may we finally succeed.

Elena Băsescu (PPE).   – (RO) Mr President, the organisation Reporters Without Borders
said of Dawit Isaak that he chose to write freely and also encouraged others to do the same.
According to his relatives, he decided to return to his native country to help build
democracy. He has been imprisoned for nearly 10 years for doing this, without any trial
and without any formal charges being made against him.

The EU cannot accept one of its citizens being treated like this. We must use every legal
and political means available to achieve Mr Isaak’s release. I call on the Council to look
into applying sanctions against the Asmara regime, based on the proposals put forward
by the Group of the European People’s Party (Christian Democrats).

I should also point out that we must not forget the other political activists and journalists
illegally detained in Eritrean prisons for the crime of free thought.

Seán Kelly (PPE). -   Mr President, Eritrea is rated 175th out of 175 nations for press
freedom and we have seen today why. We know why, but what are we doing about it? This
situation is absolutely appalling. One of our own – a wonderfully talented man, a playwright,
writer, journalist – is lying in prison with no charge, no trial, no sentence, no visitors, very
little food and water – and we do nothing about it. We engage in quiet diplomacy. Well, if
we continue on in quiet diplomacy this man will be dead shortly.

I think we are undermining ourselves as an authority in the EU, and I think we should give
a deadline to the Eritrean authorities to release this man, or else we should consider
discussing asking NATO troops to go in and release him.
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Anna Záborská (PPE).    - (SK) Mr President, there is only one agreement between the
European Union and Eritrea, and that is the Cotonou Agreement. Between 2009 and 2013
alone, the EU allocated almost EUR 130 million for projects in Eritrea based on this
Agreement. The Cotonou Agreement clearly states that this partnership – and I quote –
‘must actively encourage the promotion of human rights and democratic processes,
strengthening the rule of law and good governance’ – end quotation. The Agreement was
signed 11 years ago. Dawit Isaak, a citizen of a Member State of the European Union, has
been imprisoned without due process for 10 years now. I would like to ask a few questions:
Are these agreements worth at least the price of the paper on which they are written? Are
countries like Eritrea really trusted partners? If not, is it not time to look at the actual basis
of our understanding of development aid? Frank and responsible answers to these questions
may at least provide us with a solution to this appalling tragedy.

Mitro Repo (S&D). -    (FI) Mr President, unlawful arrests, torture, forced labour and a
ban on the practice of unregistered religions are examples of Eritrea’s brutal regime.

Eritrea has refused to implement its constitution, which would safeguard civil and human
rights, and which was ratified 14 years ago. In Eritrea, violations of the freedom of speech
and thousands of political prisoners are a constant reminder that, unfortunately, there is
a still a long way to go before a universal respect for human rights is established.

The European Union is a community of values based on a respect for human rights. It has
an obligation under its foreign and trade policy to take account of the human rights situation
in any host country. Dawit Isaak is a citizen of Sweden and the EU, and the European Union
has an obligation to help its citizens. The Council of Ministers should use sanctions against
Eritrea immediately and impose a travel ban on Eritrea’s President Isaias Afewerki. In
addition, Eritrea should be temporarily expelled from the Cotonou Agreement until it
meets its human rights obligations.

Gesine Meissner (ALDE).   – (DE) Mr President, in the European Union, human rights
and human dignity are things that we value very highly. What is terrible is that we repeatedly
have to discover that in many other parts of the world the opposite is true and human
rights and human dignity are trampled underfoot. Dawit Isaak – who we are not discussing
for the first time, but have discussed many times before, for whom many people are working
in a committed way and who has also received the Sakharov Prize – is essentially being
afforded no human rights or human dignity. He has none of the benefits of the fact that
he is an EU citizen. He also receives no benefit from the fact that we are concerned about
him. That is what makes us so helpless, powerless and occasionally extremely angry.

Many suggestions have been made as to what we could do – precisely because he is a
European citizen – in order to help him. I wish that one of these suggestions would actually
be feasible and able to help. After all, he merely represents many others who are in the
same position. That makes it clear to us once again that awarding a Sakharov Prize is one
thing, but it has done absolutely nothing to help him. We must keep these people
permanently in our thoughts and try to do whatever we can in every country in this world
where people are imprisoned, tortured and abused on account of their convictions.

Krzysztof Lisek (PPE).   – (PL) Mr President, Commissioner, it is hard to believe, sitting
here in Brussels, in comfortable seats, that there exists a country in the 21st century which
is reminiscent of the darkest places and events of the Middle Ages, and which is governed
not by a modern leader but by a man whose name should feature on the long list of the
world’s tyrants.
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I am aware that our resolution will not bring about much change and that it will not
influence the President of Eritrea, however, today, 10 years on, we should symbolically
show that we remember the fate of Dawit Isaak and that we will do our utmost to secure
his release. To this end, we should apply the diplomatic means and measures available to
the European institutions and Member States, while also attempting to obtain assistance
from other organisations and countries, including the United States and African countries.

Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, I would like to thank
honourable Members for once again raising the fate of Dawit Isaak in public debate. The
European Parliament always defends human rights very strongly, and on this you have
been extremely clear and are sending a very strong message. We also appreciate the letter
sent by President Buzek not long ago to the Eritrean authorities calling for the release of
Dawit Isaak. I would also like to salute the initiative by Mr Olle Schmidt yesterday, where
a number of parliamentarians gathered to ask for the release of Dawit Isaak ten years after
his imprisonment.

We are indeed very preoccupied by his fate and that of the other prisoners of conscience
in Eritrea. The Commission and the External Action Service have repeatedly and regularly
raised this matter with the Eritrean authorities, both in private and publicly. On every
occasion that the Commissioner or an EU official meets an Eritrean representative, the case
of Dawit is raised. His case is also raised regularly in any dialogue that we have with the
Eritrean authorities in the framework of our cooperation. The delegation in Asmara has a
constant instruction to inquire of the Eritrean authorities, and any other party that might
have any information, about the whereabouts and health of Dawit Isaak.

So far, as you know, the Eritrean authorities have refused to give any information. They
insist that Dawit Isaak is an Eritrean citizen. We cannot accept this position from the
Eritrean authorities. His treatment is a breach of universal human rights and fundamental
values. The Eritrean position is also in contravention of Eritrea’s international obligations
in the area of human rights. Respect for human rights is the cornerstone of European
identity and human rights and fundamental freedoms are universal and no man, no woman
in this world should be deprived of them, neither in Eritrea nor in the rest of the world.

We do engage through development aid with the population of Eritrea. This is humanitarian
assistance to a starving population in a very poor country. We do this and try to find some
way to engage and have dialogue with the Eritrean authorities. It is becoming increasingly
difficult because the Eritrean Government is also blocking access for NGOs to get to the
most vulnerable areas.

Ten years after the arrest of Dawit Isaak, he is still not free. The European Union should
not cease its efforts to secure his release and that of other Eritrean prisoners of conscience,
as well as of other prisoners of conscience elsewhere in the world. I would like to thank
the European Parliament for its strong commitment in this regard.

Charles Tannock,    author . − Mr President, Mrs Malmström did not answer my specific
question. She makes all these complaints which the whole House supports regarding the
atrocities and the brutality of the regime in Asmara. Why then do we not consider Article
96 to suspend the Cotonou agreement? That is somewhere where we have serious leverage
over the regime and yet we have refused to implement it with Eritrea, but have done with
Zimbabwe and Fiji. Could she answer that question specifically, please?
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Cecilia Malmström,    Member of the Commission . − Mr President, in reply to Mr Tannock:
no, I cannot answer that question. You will have to raise it with Mr Piebalgs.

President. −   The debate is closed.

12. Voting time

President. −   The next item is the vote.

(For the results and other details on the vote: see Minutes)

12.1. Belarus: arrest of Ales Bialatski, human rights defender (B7-0496/2011)

12.2. Sudan: situation in Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile State (B7-0501/2011)

12.3. Eritrea: case of Dawit Isaak (B7-0505/2011)

13. Corrections to votes and voting intentions: see Minutes

14. Composition of committees and delegations: see Minutes

15. Decisions concerning certain documents: see Minutes

16. Written declarations included in the register (Rule 123): see Minutes

17. Action taken on Parliament’s positions and resolutions: see Minutes

18. Documents received: see Minutes

19. Forwarding of texts adopted during the sitting: see Minutes

20. Dates of forthcoming sittings: see Minutes

21. Adjournment of the session

President. -   I declare the session of the European Parliament adjourned.

(The sitting closed at 16:40)

15-09-2011Debates of the European ParliamentEN118



ANNEX (Written answers)

QUESTIONS TO THE COUNCIL (The Presidency-in-Office of the
Council of the European Union bears sole responsibility for these
answers)

Question no  1  by  Bernd Posselt  ( H-000261/11 )

Subject: Christians in the Middle East

In the light of the recent political developments, what is the Council's assessment of the
position of Christians in the Middle East, in particular in Iraq, Syria, Lebanon and Egypt,
and what measures is it taking to support this threatened religious minority?

Answer

The present answer, which has been drawn up by the Presidency and is not binding on
either the Council or its members as such, was not presented orally at Question Time to
the Council during the September I 2011 part-session of the European Parliament in
Strasbourg.

The Council is aware of the difficult times facing some long-established Christian
communities in the Middle East, which have led to significant displacements in some
countries and to a reduction of the presence of Christian communities in the region as a
whole.

Following its discussion at its January meeting, the Council adopted on 21 February 2011
a set of conclusions on the issue of intolerance, discrimination and violence on the basis
of religion and belief (6)  by which it reaffirmed the strong commitment of the European
Union to the promotion and protection of freedom of religion or belief without any
discrimination, and recalled the comprehensive conclusions it adopted on 16 November
2009.

The Council expressed on that occasion its profound concern about the increasing number
of acts of religious intolerance and discrimination, as epitomised by recent violence and
acts of terrorism, in various countries, against Christians and their places of worship,
Muslim pilgrims and other religious communities, which it firmly condemns. Regrettably,
no part of the world is exempt from the scourge of religious intolerance.

The Council expressed its condolences and solidarity to the countries and individual victims
of such acts and paid tribute to the commitment of countries to prevent them. It reaffirmed
that freedom of religion or belief is a universal human right which needs to be protected
everywhere and for everyone.

It recalled that the primary duty of States is to protect their citizens, including persons
belonging to religious minorities, as well as all people living in their jurisdiction, and to
safeguard their rights, and that all persons belonging to religious communities and
minorities should be able to practice their religion and worship freely, individually or in
community with others, without fear of intolerance and attacks.

(6) Doc. 6763/11
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It further observed that freedom of religion or belief is intrinsically linked to freedom of
opinion and expression as well as to other human rights and fundamental freedoms, which
all contribute to the building of pluralist and democratic societies, and that the international
community needs to consolidate its collective response to those who want to use religion
as an instrument of division, fuelling extremism and violence.

As part of the enhanced EU efforts in its bilateral and multilateral action on freedom of
religion or belief, the EU and its Member States remain committed to the realisation of the
freedom of religion or belief in all parts of the world, which will be addressed in the annual
EU human rights reports.

The EU will continue to engage with partner countries and offer its cooperation to promote
religious tolerance and to protect human rights. The EU will engage further in multilateral
fora, in particular the UN, to rally strong cross-regional support in the fight against religious
intolerance.

The EU and its Member States will continue to support initiatives in the field of intercultural
and inter-religious dialogue in the spirit of openness, engagement and mutual
understanding, including by the UN Alliance of Civilisations, UNESCO and the Anna Lindh
Foundation.

The Council welcomed the ongoing efforts to enhance EU action to promote and protect
freedom of religion or belief following the 2009 Council Conclusions. The Council invited
the High Representative to report on the measures taken and on concrete proposals to
further strengthen the EU action in this regard.

The issue of freedom of religion or belief is raised in the framework of human rights
dialogues with the aim to urge third countries to eradicate discrimination and intolerance.

The EU Delegations, together with Member States' diplomatic missions, have a crucial role
to play in this context. They have been invited to step up their action and reporting in this
respect. Based on these actions and reporting from the various regions concerned, the
EEAS is monitoring closely restrictions on freedom of religion or belief throughout the
world, which will be addressed in the forthcoming EU annual human rights report.

*
*     *

Question no  2  by  Marian Harkin  ( H-000262/11 )

Subject: Priorities for EGF and ESF

What are the Council’s priorities, during its stewardship, for the European Globalisation
Fund and what is its position on the possible merging of the European Globalisation Fund
and the European Social Fund?

Answer

The present answer, which has been drawn up by the Presidency and is not binding on
either the Council or its members as such, was not presented orally at Question Time to
the Council during the September I 2011 part-session of the European Parliament in
Strasbourg.
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The European Globalisation Adjustment Fund (EGF) was established in 2006 (7)  with the
main objective of providing support to workers affected by redundancies resulting from
changes in world trade patterns.

In the light of the scale and speed of developments in the financial and economic crisis in
2008, a revision of this Regulation extended the scope of the EGF as part of Europe's crisis
response until 31 December 2011 (8) . The revision included the reduction from 1 000 to
500 of the required number of redundancies to trigger an application for EGF support and
an extension from 12 to 24 months of the implementation period for EGF supported
measures.

The Commission has now submitted a new proposal (9)  aiming at extending the crisis-related
response for another 2 years until 31 December 2013 (i.e. the end of the current Multiannual
Financial Framework).

The future of the EGF as such is linked to the negotiations on the new MFF (2014-2020)
which have just started. Therefore, the current proposal on the extension of the 2009
Regulation until 31 December 2013 would be without prejudice to the negotiations on
the future of the EGF. A first exchange of views on the Commission proposal has taken
place within the Council on 19 July.

In any case, issues such a possible merging of the European Globalisation Fund and the
European Social Fund would take place in the context of the next multiannual financial
framework (MFF) 2014-2020 that has been presented by the Commission on 29 June (10)

and that has not yet been discussed within the Council.

*
*     *

Question no  3  by  Jürgen Klute  ( H-000263/11 )

Subject: Colombian human rights and the Free Trade Agreement

Today, activists in Colombia continue to be threatened and murdered. 206 attacks against
human rights defenders (of which 34 were assassinated) and 233 attacks against union
activists (of which 24 were assassinated) took place under the current government. The
Council says it attaches the highest importance to the effective implementation of the
human rights clause included in the treaty signed with Colombia.

How is it then possible that it plans to ratify it if the basic principles supporting the rule of
law are not even respected?

Does the Council consider that a country that holds the gruesome world record for the
most trade unionists assassinated (54% of the world total) respects human rights?

(7) See Regulation 1927/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council on establishing the European Globalisation
Adjustment Fund (OJ L 48, 22.2.2008, p. 82).

(8) See Regulation (EC) No 546/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 June 2009 amending
Regulation (EC) No 1927/2006 on establishing the European Globalisation Adjustment Fund (OJ L 167, 29.6.2009,
p. 26).

(9) See doc. 12122/11.
(10) Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social

Committee and the Committee of the Regions - A Budget for Europe 2020 (COM(2011)0500 final).

121Debates of the European ParliamentEN15-09-2011



Answer

The present answer, which has been drawn up by the Presidency and is not binding on
either the Council or its members as such, was not presented orally at Question Time to
the Council during the September I 2011 part-session of the European Parliament in
Strasbourg.

The Council will only be in a position to take a view on the content of a Multiparty Trade
Agreement with Peru and Colombia once it receives the relevant proposals for Decisions
on signature and conclusion from the Commission.

In the negotiating directives adopted by the Council in 2007, human rights were given a
pivotal role in the architecture and implementation of the future agreement. The inclusion
of a solid “essential elements clause” was a precondition for the conclusion of the
negotiations. The Commission has since confirmed that the Multiparty Trade Agreement,
in addition to its important commercial elements, will contain an essential mechanism for
the protection of human and labour rights.

While it is clear that there have been significant steps made to improve the human rights
situation in Columbia, the Council is aware of the ongoing threats and attacks faced by
human rights activists and trade unionists. The Colombian government has put in place
measures to protect vulnerable persons and groups. The current protection programme
covers more than 11,000 persons. The Council is following the situation with regard to
respect for human and labour rights closely and will take them duly into account when
deciding on the signing and the conclusion of the Multiparty Trade Agreement with
Colombia and Peru.

The EU regularly raises the issue of human rights and in particular the need to guarantee
the personal safety of human rights defenders and trade unionists in Colombia in the
context of the bilateral human rights dialogue which is held twice a year with the Colombian
government.

A few weeks ago, Commissioner de Gucht raised this point with President Santos, who
gave Mr de Gucht reassurances about the definite and resolute course set for his country
toward the full restoration in law and practice of respect for human rights, democracy and
the rule of law.

A sustainable improvement of the human rights situation in Colombia requires that the
root causes of violence, which include poverty, social exclusion and the lack of means of
income generation in some parts of the country be addressed with economic development
and social cohesion measures. The Trade Agreement, coupled with our efforts in the
development cooperation field, could provide a meaningful contribution to economic
development, job creation and poverty reduction.

*
*     *

Question no  4  by  Georgios Koumoutsakos  ( H-000264/11 )

Subject: Ministerial conference on nuclear safety

In light of the ministerial conference on nuclear safety held from 20 to 24 June 2011 at
the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) headquarters in Vienna, when the obligation
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incumbent on each country to guarantee nuclear safety and monitor nuclear plants was
once again highlighted, could the Council answer the following queries:

Is the IAEA's proposal that it play a more active role in carrying out regular checks in
countries which use nuclear energy acceptable?

Does the Council consider that the periodic checks proposed by the IAEA are enough to
adequately prevent the occurrence of nuclear accidents?

In view of the fact that Turkey, which is a candidate for accession to the EU, is planning to
build a nuclear power plant at Akkuyu, in a region with a high risk of earthquakes, and
bearing in mind that Turkey persistently refuses to cooperate on nuclear safety, what stance
does the Polish presidency intend to take on the matter?

How does the Council plan to address strengthening security when a candidate country
turns a blind eye to the dangers posed by high levels of seismic activity and insists on
pushing ahead its nuclear programme in a region prone to earthquakes?

Answer

The present answer, which has been drawn up by the Presidency and is not binding on
either the Council or its members as such, was not presented orally at Question Time to
the Council during the September I 2011 part-session of the European Parliament in
Strasbourg.

The March 2011 European Council stressed that the safety of all EU nuclear plants should
be reviewed, on the basis of a comprehensive and transparent risk and safety assessment
("stress tests"), and that the EU will request that similar "stress tests" be carried out in
neighbouring countries and worldwide, regarding both existing and planned plants. The
European Council underlined that the priority of ensuring the safety of nuclear plants
cannot stop at the EU borders, noting that full use should be made of international
organisations and that the highest standards for nuclear safety should be promoted
internationally (11) .

The Council has consistently highlighted including in the Negotiating Framework of Turkey
the importance of and support for high standards of nuclear safety and security and a high
level of environmental protection throughout the European Union and regarding third
countries (12) .

The Council has also invited Turkey to prioritise the development of an adequate framework
for nuclear safety (legislation and administrative capacity) inter alia by acceding to the Joint
Convention on the Safety of spent fuel management and radio-active waste management
as soon as possible, with a view to ensure the implementation of the highest standards for
nuclear safety, in accordance with the European Council Conclusions of 25 March.

More generally, the Council recalls that at their meeting on 23 June 2011 with
Commissioner Oettinger Deputy Ministers of Energy and senior representatives of the
Ministries of Energy and national authorities responsible for nuclear energy of the Republic
of Armenia, Republic of Belarus, Republic of Croatia, Republic of Turkey, Russian
Federation, Swiss Confederation and Ukraine, in cooperation with the EU, agreed to engage

(11) EUCO 10/1/11 REV 1
(12) See at latest COUNCIL DIRECTIVE 2011/70/EURATOM of 19 July 2011 establishing a Community framework for

the responsible and safe management of spent fuel and radioactive waste (OJ L 199, 2.8.2011, p. 48).
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on a multilateral level and with the IAEA in discussions on strong and common safety
standards as well as on an international peer review.

The Council is encouraging all states embarking on a nuclear power programme to make
full use of Safety Review Missions conducted by IAEA, and calls for transparent
communication on any outcome of any such mission.

National responsibility for nuclear safety are dealt with by the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) conventions, such as the Convention on Nuclear Safety (CNS), to which
Turkey as well as Euratom and most of the EU Member States are parties. In this context,
the review conference under the CNS provides the occasion to exert peer pressure on other
parties regarding the safety of their installations and the way they implement the relevant
provisions of the Convention in this respect, including regarding the sitting of installations.
The strengthening of CNS is being discussed since the Fifth Review meeting of the CNS
(April 2011, Vienna), and will be further raised in the framework of several upcoming
events, such as the 55th IAEA General Conference (September 2011, Vienna) and the
Extraordinary Review Meeting of the CNS (August 2012).

A more active role of the IAEA will be part of the implementation of the IAEA Draft Action
Plan to be adopted by the IAEA General Conference 19-23 September 2011 in Vienna.
Apart from looking into ways and means to strengthen the nuclear legal framework, in
particular taking measures to strengthen implementation of the Conventions, the existing
inspection and peer review systems will be enlarged in the future.

*
*     *

Question no  5  by  Laima Liucija Andrikienė  ( H-000265/11 )

Subject: Prospects for the CAP in Europe

Now that the debate on the new financial perspective (2014-2020) has begun, numerous
questions arise regarding the financing of the CAP after 2013. Farmers in Lithuania and
other Member States have repeatedly stressed that any reform of the CAP must respect
fundamental principles, among them the coordination of the policy at Community level,
so as to preserve an equal distribution of funds as between new and old Member States
while also maintaining measures to promote environment-friendly farming. The distribution
of aid to farmers remains unequal and is a disturbing problem testifying to the existence
of a two-speed policy which differentiates between old and new Member States.

What are the priorities of the Polish presidency for agriculture?

What action will the presidency take to counter the two-speed policy?

What are the presidency's plans concerning other aspects of the financial perspective?
From what funds is the CAP expected to be financed?

What measures will the Council take to ensure that the agricultural sector develops on a
sustainable and environment-friendly basis?

Answer

The present answer, which has been drawn up by the Presidency and is not binding on
either the Council or its members as such, was not presented orally at Question Time to
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the Council during the September I 2011 part-session of the European Parliament in
Strasbourg.

On 12 July 2011 the Polish Presidency presented the priorities in the field of agriculture
in the Parliament's Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development. These priorities
are also included in the Polish Presidency's work programme for agriculture and fisheries
which was presented to the Council on 19 July (13) .

The future of the Common Agricultural Policy is one of those priorities. The European
Commission has announced that it will submit to the European Parliament and the Council
a package of legislative proposals concerning, among others, the system of direct payments
and the policy of rural development and market regulation. The Council will examine these
proposals as soon as they are transmitted by the Commission. One of the Presidency's
objectives will be to identify a basis for an agreement on a new system of direct payments,
based on objective rather than historical criteria (14) . In this context, the Polish Presidency
recalls that in the Hungarian Presidency's conclusions on the future of the CAP, dated 17
March 2011 (15) , supported by 20 Member States, the Council recognized the need for a
more equitable distribution of direct income support between Member States stepwise
reducing the link to historical references, and having regard to the overall context of the
future EU budget.

As regards the Polish Presidency's plans on the EU's Multiannual Financial Framework, the
Council has started working on the Commission's package: the Communication "A budget
for Europe 2020" (16)  and the proposal for a Regulation laying down the multiannual
framework for the years 2014-2020 (17) , according to the common approach worked out
by the Hungarian, Polish, Danish and Cypriot Presidencies (18) .

Finally, as regards measures to ensure sustainability of the agricultural sector, the Council
will address this issue in discussions on the future CAP. The Polish Presidency recalls that,
in the abovementioned Presidency conclusions, sustainable management of natural
resources is identified as one of the three main objectives for the future CAP.

*
*     *

Question no  6  by  Silvia-Adriana Ţicău  ( H-000266/11 )

Subject: Removal of the barriers affecting Romanian and Bulgarian workers - Polish
EU presidency

The Polish presidency of the Council has stated that during the period of its mandate it will
undertake actions to stimulate growth and boost the prosperity of the Union's citizens.
The EU's new economic strategy for the next decade refers to workforce mobility as a key
condition for reducing unemployment. The unemployment rate has risen disturbingly in
the wake of the crisis, from 6.8% in May 2008 to 9.9% in May 2011. Freedom of movement

(13) 12585/11.
(14) 12585/11, p 2
(15) 7921/11.
(16) 12475/11 + Add 1 - 3.
(17) 12474/11.
(18) 12184/11.
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of persons is one of the fundamental rights guaranteed by the Treaties, and includes the
right of EU citizens to live and work in another Member State.

Can the Polish presidency of the Council state what concrete measures it will take to ensure
the free movement of labour in the EU and, in particular, to remove the barriers affecting
Romanian and Bulgarian workers?

Answer

The present answer, which has been drawn up by the Presidency and is not binding on
either the Council or its members as such, was not presented orally at Question Time to
the Council during the September I 2011 part-session of the European Parliament in
Strasbourg.

Freedom of movement for persons is one of the fundamental freedoms guaranteed by the
Treaty and the secondary legislation. This includes the right of EU citizens to live and work
in other Member States of the EU. Polish Presidency underlines the necessity of stimulating
of the economic growth and development of the internal market of the European Union.
In that extend the Polish Presidency pays the attention especially to the actions aim at
supporting of the mobility of young people and the implementation of the Single Market
Act.

As for the temporary restrictions provided by the Accession Treaties, it is to be recalled
that it is up to each EU-25 Member State still applying restrictions for Romanian and
Bulgarian workers to assess the impacts to its labour markets and to decide whether to
continue or to ease the remaining restrictions before the end of the transitional period in
December 2013. Accession Treaties do not give a power to the Council nor to the Presidency
to take the initiative in order to spread the access to the labour markets of the Member
States for Romanian and Bulgarian workers. However, the Council has invited those Member
States that continue to apply restrictions under the transitional arrangements set out in
the Accession Treaties to lift restrictions in the third phase if serious disturbances to the
labour markets of the Member States concerned, or a threat of thereof, cannot be
established. (19)

Currently, following Member States have opened their labour markets completely to the
workers from the 2007 accession countries: the Czech Republic, Denmark, Greece, Estonia,
Cyprus, Latvia, Lithuania, Hungary, Poland, Portugal, Slovenia, Slovakia, Finland and
Sweden. Most of the Member States that have maintained restrictions have simplified their
procedures or have reduced restrictions in some sectors/professions. These countries must
lift the remaining restrictions by 31 December 2011 unless a country informs the
Commission before that date that it will continue to apply them because of serious
disturbances in its labour market. In this case, restrictions in the third phase of the
transitional arrangements may apply until 31 December 2013 at the latest. (20)

*
*     *

(19) Doc. 6480/09.
(20) http//ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?catId=508&langId=en
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