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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety calls on the Committee 
on International Trade, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions 
in its motion for a resolution:

1. Stresses, with reference to the Preamble to the WTO Agreement and Article XX (b), (d) 
and (g) of the GATT, that international trade must not result in the over-exploitation of 
natural resources, and calls on the Commission and Member States to do more to apply 
the principle of collective preference under the auspices of the WTO, particularly as 
regards sustainable, climate-friendly and ethically sound products;

2. Calls on the Commission and WTO members to seek to secure an opinion from the WTO 
acknowledging the significance and impact of climate change and encourage the WTO to 
pursue the objective of ensuring that WTO rules do not undermine but promote global 
efforts to combat, reduce and adapt to climate change;

3. Expresses its regret that WTO members have yet to find a way to integrate this treaty into 
the system of UN institutions and rules governing environmental protection including 
climate change, as well as social justice and respect for all human rights; insists that 
obligations and objectives under MEAs, such as the UN Framework Convention on 
Climate Change, and other UN institutions (FAO, ILO, IMO) must take precedence over 
the narrow interpretation of trade rules;

4. Given that it is more than 15 years since the WTO Ministerial Decision on Trade and 
Environment, taken at Marrakesh on 15 April 1994, calls on the Commission to present at 
the latest by mid-2011 to the European Parliament and the Council a report assessing the 
extent to which the WTO’s Committee on Trade and Environment has fulfilled its remit as 
set out in that Decision and its conclusions as to what more needs to be done, particularly 
in the context of the global dialogue on Climate Change mitigation and adaptation and the 
WTO;

5. Calls on the Commission and Member States, in connection with WTO negotiations and 
bilateral trade agreements, to insist that the liberalisation of trade, particularly in natural 
raw materials, does not jeopardise sustainable resource management and that objectives 
relating to climate protection and the conservation of species become an integral part of 
the agreements; calls on the Commission, to this end, to urge that a joint meeting of WTO 
trade and environment ministers be held before the UNFCCC COP in Johannesburg in 
2011; recalls that the UNFCCC is the forum for reaching an international agreement on 
tackling climate change;

6. Emphasises in particular the need for consistency between climate and biodiversity 
objectives and conditions of trade to ensure that efforts to tackle deforestation, for 
example, are effective;

7. Considers that the EU, as the largest trading bloc in the world, can set worldwide 
standards, and supports the development and more widespread use of certification and 
labelling schemes which take account of social and ecological criteria; notes the 
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successful work done by international NGOs to develop and promote such labels and 
certificates and expressly advocates their wider use;

8. Welcomes the introduction of the climate change dimension in Sustainability Impact 
Assessments (SIA) of trade agreements; takes note, however, of the fact that in some 
cases, such as the Euro-Mediterranean Free Trade Agreement, the SIA shows that the 
agreement will have adverse climate impacts which were not addressed prior to its 
conclusion; considers that trade agreements should not in any way undermine multilateral 
environmental agreements (MEAs);

9. Hopes that the EU will set a good example, by removing obstacles such as tariffs and 
levies to trade in ‘green’ technologies and environmentally sound and climate-friendly 
products and promoting ‘environmental goods and services’ (EGS), including on the basis 
of the Bali Action Plan and the Copenhagen Green Climate Fund;

10. Calls for the conclusion of an internationally binding agreement on climate protection and 
strongly supports the objective of a 30% reduction in CO2 emissions in the EU by 2020, 
irrespective of international negotiations, and the long-term EU objective of reducing 
emissions of CO2 and other greenhouse gases by at least 85% by 2050;

11. Is convinced that measures to combat climate change must be based on the principle of 
solidarity between industrialised and developing countries and possibly in closer 
cooperation with UN, WTO and the other Bretton Woods institutions; calls, therefore, for 
an overall strategy for emission trading and the taxation of energy and greenhouse gas 
emissions to be devised jointly with developing countries, emerging countries and 
industrialised countries in order, on the one hand, to prevent an exodus by businesses 
(carbon leakage) and, on the other hand, to generate funding for measures to combat 
climate change and to reduce and adjust to its consequences;

12. Considers that individual actions which, in the words of the WTO’s Trade Negotiations 
Committee Decision on Trade and Environment of 15 December 1993, affect ‘the 
relationship between trade measures and environmental measures, in order to promote 
sustainable development’ (such as border tax adjustments and ‘anti-eco-dumping duties’) 
are only likely to prove to be compatible with WTO rules and disciplines, given the 
current state of WTO jurisprudence in this field, if they are taken under the auspices of a 
legally binding global agreement under the authority of the UNFCCC, and therefore calls 
on the Commission to submit before COP 17 in South Africa a communication to the 
European Parliament and the Council on how such a system could be provided for in any 
post-Kyoto agreement;

13. Recognises that WTO rules are not incompatible with border measures to neutralise the 
effect of domestic policies incorporating the cost of environmental externalities into the 
prices of products, as long as such adjustments are not discriminatory;

14. States unequivocally that border tax adjustments should not function as an instrument for 
protectionism but rather as a way to reduce emissions; considers that the EU should 
commit a portion of the potential revenue towards the fulfilment of its financial 
obligations under the UNFCCC;
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15. Observes that CO2 emissions caused by international trade can be substantially reduced, 
for example by selecting the means of transport to be used in the light of criteria relating 
to efficiency and the environment; calls for the transport and environmental costs 
generated to be incorporated into the prices of products (internalisation of external costs), 
particularly by including shipping, which accounts for 90% of the transport used in 
international trade, in the European Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS);

16. Calls on the Commission and Member States to do everything under their power to 
achieve a legally binding agreement on the reduction of shipping emissions in the context 
of the International Maritime Organisation;

17. Opposes subsidies for fossil fuels and calls for greater support for environmentally sound 
renewable energies and the identification and development of decentralised energy 
sources, particularly in developing countries; in this context, recalls the G20 agreement to 
phase out fossil fuel subsidies and calls for the Commission to make proposals for a 
European strategy for its implementation with clear timelines and compensation 
mechanisms where appropriate;

18. Advocates stepping up the promotion of renewable energies and that Member State 
governments follow a consistent policy and establish a binding legal framework enabling 
the adoption, in the long term, of a phased programme of aid contributing to market 
opening and to the creation of minimal infrastructures, an element which is essential at a 
time of crisis and business uncertainty;

19. Advocates that genuine, binding sustainability criteria and standards be developed for the 
production of biofuels and biomass which take account of the emission of climate-
changing gases and small particles due to indirect land use change (ILUC) and the whole 
production cycle; stresses that safeguarding food supplies must take priority over the 
production of biofuels and that sustainability of land use policy and practice needs to be 
tackled urgently using a more holistic approach.



PE445.843v03-00 6/6 AD\832609EN.doc

EN

RESULT OF FINAL VOTE IN COMMITTEE

Date adopted 28.9.2010

Result of final vote +:
–:
0:

49
2
3

Members present for the final vote János Áder, Kriton Arsenis, Pilar Ayuso, Paolo Bartolozzi, Sandrine 
Bélier, Sergio Berlato, Martin Callanan, Chris Davies, Bairbre de Brún, 
Esther de Lange, Anne Delvaux, Bas Eickhout, Jill Evans, Elisabetta 
Gardini, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Julie Girling, Nick Griffin, Françoise 
Grossetête, Satu Hassi, Jolanta Emilia Hibner, Dan Jørgensen, Karin 
Kadenbach, Christa Klaß, Holger Krahmer, Jo Leinen, Corinne 
Lepage, Peter Liese, Radvilė Morkūnaitė-Mikulėnienė, Gilles 
Pargneaux, Antonyia Parvanova, Andres Perello Rodriguez, Sirpa 
Pietikäinen, Mario Pirillo, Pavel Poc, Frédérique Ries, Oreste Rossi, 
Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Carl Schlyter, Horst Schnellhardt, Richard 
Seeber, Theodoros Skylakakis, Bogusław Sonik, Catherine Soullie, 
Salvatore Tatarella, Anja Weisgerber, Sabine Wils, Marina 
Yannakoudakis

Substitute(s) present for the final vote Christofer Fjellner, Matthias Groote, Marisa Matias, Judith A. Merkies, 
Bill Newton Dunn, Kathleen Van Brempt

Substitute(s) under Rule 187(2) present 
for the final vote

Kay Swinburne


