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Juan Izquierdo Collado, María Avilés Perea, Caroline Jackson, Joaquim Miranda, Margrietus van den 
Berg, Herman Schmid, Alain Lipietz, Erik Meijer, Ilda Figueiredo, Andre Brie, Fausto Bertinotti, 
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to the Commission

Subject: Irregular application of the EC-Israel trade agreement

Consistent with the Member States' obligations under international law, all EC trade agreements with 
Israel have limited their scope of territorial applicability on Israel's part to the 'territory of the State of 
Israel', excluding the occupied territories, and, therefore, Israeli settlements.

In the Commission's Communication to the Council and the European Parliament of 12 May 1998, the 
Commission informed us that it had grounds to believe that violations of the 1995 EC-Israel Interim 
Agreement's Protocol on Rules of Origin as governed by its territorial clause (Article 38) were taking 
place, and that the Commission intended to verify the accuracy of this information.

The Commission has recently reported that there are 'further indications that products which could 
have been produced in Israeli settlements may have been irregularly exported to the Community 
under the preferences established in the EC-Israel agreement', but that 'it has not been possible to 
determine with certitude the origin of the products concerned'. It has also reported that it is now 
considering 'a number of ideas on how to gain clarity on the origin of export products without 
prejudicing the position of any of the parties'. In the Commission's view, does the existing Agreement 
lack clarity? Does it prejudice the position of any of the parties?

The Commission has noted that the Agreement establishes a verification procedure. Can that 
procedure provide the required clarity on the origin of export products if, as a matter of policy, Israel's 
customs service refuses to correctly apply the Rules of Origin Protocol? Is this the cause of the lack of 
clarity referred to by the Commission?

In its meetings at official levels, has the Commission obtained confirmation of Israel's commitment to 
apply the Rules of Origin Protocol as the Agreement requires?

Prior to an internationally-recognised final settlement, is the Commission prepared to consider new 
arrangements that would achieve clarity by allowing illegal Israeli settlements to participate in 
Community preferences? 
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