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Mrs ISLER BEGUIN (Greens - France), Co-Chair of the delegation to the EU-Armenia 
Parliamentary Cooperation Committee, opened the meeting at 15h00, alongside the Co-Chair 
from the Armenian Parliament, Mr Armen ROUSTAMYAN.

Mrs ISLER BEGUIN welcomed her co-chair and the Armenian Delegation, the Armenian 
Ambassador to the European Union, Mr Viguen TCHITECHIAN and Mr LILOYAN,  Head of 
EU Division, Armenian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. She also welcomed the representative of the 
Luxembourg Presidency Mr Ronald DOFING, First Secretary of the Permanent Mission of 
Luxembourg to the European Union, and from the Commission Mr Kurt JUUL, Head of Unit for 
the countries of the South Caucasus.

Mrs ISLER BEGUIN then gave the floor to her co-chair Mr ROUSTAMYAN, who welcomed 
all those present and led the PCC in a moment of silence in memory of the Armenian Genocide. 
He then thanked Mrs ISLER BEGUIN and the whole delegation for its work since the 
enlargement of the European Union, and expressed his wishes that cooperation would be 
enhanced even further in the future. 

1. The agenda was adopted with the addition of a point on "Culture and Education" under 
point 5.

2. The minutes were adopted without amendment.

3. 
Mrs ISLER BEGUIN gave the floor to the representatives of the Presidency, the Commission, 
and the Government of Armenia for their introductory statements.

Mr DOFING, representing the Luxembourg Presidency-in-Office of the Council of the 
European Union, stated that the EU and Armenia had privileged relations, which  were reflected 
in the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement. The European Union wishes to develop relations 
with Armenia, which was demonstrated by including it in the framework of the European 
Neighbourhood Policy. He noted that the meeting of the Council on the 25th of April would 
adopt conclusions on each of the South Caucasus countries. Mr DOFING welcomed the 
economic improvements and reforms in Armenia and its membership of the WTO in 2003. He 
also welcomed the adoption of an anti-corruption strategy, but he stressed that Armenia had to 
further comply with its international commitments including those  undertaken by Armenia's 
accession to the Council of Europe. He pointed out the areas, which still needed to be reformed, 
including the electoral system, the rule of law and the application of legislation, and a free 
media. 

Referring to the Medzamor nuclear power plant, Mr DOFING stressed the EU desire to see it 
decommissioned  as soon as possible. Then he stated the Union's wish to see the problems of the 
Armenia-Turkey relations and the Nagorno Karabakh issue solved quickly. He concluded by 
noting that the EU-Armenia Cooperation Committee meeting would take place in June 2005 and 
the Cooperation Council would follow it in October.

Mrs ISLER BEGUIN then gave the floor to the representative of the government of the 
Republic of Armenia.

Mr LILOYAN welcomed the PCC meeting  expressing hope that enlargement would bring 
Armenia and the EU ever closer. The ENP was the first step in enhancing the relationship. Mr 
LILOYAN noted that the ENP Action Plan, without prejudice to the Partnership and 
Cooperation Agreement, would mean more interaction between the two parties and would be  
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useful for prioritising reforms. He then referred to the visits by former Commission President 
Prodi and Commissioner Potocnik to Yerevan, and acknowledged the work of the EU Special 
Representative Heikki Talvitie in the region.

He asked the EU to get more involved in the process of improving Turkish-Armenian relations 
and expressed hope  that relations between the two countries would resume without any 
preconditions. On the issue of Nagorno Karabakh, Mr LILOYAN stated that a resolution  was to 
be found by political means with reasonable prospects and incentives for both sides. He added 
that regional cooperation should be boosted despite the problems, and welcomed the EU 
regional projects in the South Caucasus. 
Mr LILOYAN ended his speech by reiterating his country’s desire for an ever-closer 
relationship with the EU and stating that inter-parliamentary meetings were  good steps towards 
understanding between the peoples of Armenia and the EU.

Mrs ISLER BEGUIN thanked Mr LILOYAN, and noted that a resolution of the NK issue had to  
be of the highest priority. She then gave the floor to the representative of the Commission.  

M. Kurt JUUL also noted that the South Caucasus countries had been included in the ENP, and 
he referred to the adoption of the Country Reports on 2 March 2005.  He added that on 25 April 
2005, the Council would decide whether to begin drafting of an Action Plan for Armenia.  He 
stressed that the Action Plan would include all areas where reforms would be needed. Mr JUUL 
added that it would be based on direct dialogue with the Armenian government and would 
include the issues of democratic institutions  reform of the electoral law (within the 
recommendations of the OSCE and the Council of Europe), constitutional reform, and the 
respect of fundamental rights and freedoms. It would also include economic reforms such as 
privatisation and modernisation. Referring to Nagorno Karabakh, Mr JUUL stressed that it was 
one of the issues impeding regional development, and stated that he was hopeful for progress on 
the issue.

Mrs ISLER BEGUIN thanked Mr JUUL, and opened the floor to questions and gave the floor to 
Vice Chairman LANDSBERGIS.

Mr LANDSBERGIS (EPP-ED - LT) asked about the possibility of war and about whether 
Armenia saw itself in five years time moving closer to the EU or  developing ties with Russia. 

Mr ROUSTAMYAN answered that Armenia was against any form of use of military force or 
the threat of military force. He noted that a solution was possible if international standards were 
respected. He stressed that Armenia had tried to find a solution, but so far Azerbaijan had not 
agreed. Mr ROUSTAMYAN referred to the Prague Process and  voiced his expectation for EU 
support in the process and stability in the region.   

Vice-President ONYSZKIEWICZ (ALDE - PL) asked whether Armenia would accept that 
Nagorno Karabakh had thestatus of an autonomous region of Azerbaijan and if Armenia would 
be seeking a land corridor with Nagorno Karabakh. 

Mr ROUSTAMYAN replied that Nagorno Karabakh had a right to self-determination as  
provided by international law. He pointed out that Armenia had never recognised Nagorno 
Karabakh as part of the Republic of Azerbaijan. He underlined also that the population should 
be protected.

Mr Johannes BLOKLAND (ID - NL)  quoted news articles stating that Azerbaijan was planning 
to use funds raised from the new oil pipeline from Azerbaijan to Georgia to buy arms. He stated 
that it was likely that these arms would be used against Armenia.  He asked how it would be 
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possible to avoid a new armed conflict. Mr ROUSTAMYAN stated that war was a possibility 
because of  the Azerbaijani government militaristic statements and referred to skirmishes along 
the line of control. He repeated his call for self-determination and denounced the use of force 
and the use of ultimatums.    

Mrs ISLER BÉGUIN stressed that a war would be a complete failure, and should not be seen as 
an option. 

Mrs Frederika BREPOELS (EPP-ED, BE) asked  about the Action Plan, to which Mr JUUL 
repeated some of his earlier comments on the subject.

Vice-Chairman Árpád DUKA-ZÓLYOMI (EPP-ED - SK) requested further clarification on Mr 
ROUSTAMYAN's statements on 'self-determination' for NK and asked whether that meant
independence or a special status in Azerbaijan. He also asked about the rights of minorities and 
refugees, and human rights in general in Armenia. He  raised further questions on Armenia's 
relations with Georgia and Russia. He ended up by asking about decommissioning of the 
Medzamor nuclear plant and Armenia’s plans to fill the energy gap after    the closure.

Mr ROUSTAMYAN replied that the referendum of 1990 on the independence of Nagorno 
Karabakh should be the starting point for  the debate. As to minorities and refugees, the answer 
should be based on international agreements to which Armenia had committed itself.  

Mrs Hranoush HAKOBYAN asked the Commission about the possibility of the latter’s 
representative/Delegation in Armenia and its level of funding. 

Mr JUUL replied that a Commission Delegation Office already existed in Armenia, but its Head 
of Office resided in Georgia. Referring to the earlier question by Vice-Chairman DUKA-
ZÓLYOMI, Mr JUUL stated that the EU's desire of early decommissioning  of Medzamor 
nuclear power plant was primarily based on safety considerations and the EU had offered 
assistance, under the TACIS programme, to promote safety at the plant. The aid offered 
amounted to 100 million Euros, and it had also proposed to organise a donors' conference for 
more funding to close the plant. 

Mr DOFING supported Mr JUUL's comments and stressed that it was also the position of the 
Council that Medzamor should be closed as soon as possible. 

Vice President ONYSZKIEWICZ asked about the current state of the Armenian economy, its 
trade imbalance and as to whether Armenia’s position was favourable towards the Russian idea 
of the Common Economic Space. 

The Chairwoman noted that this would be answered later according to item 5 of agenda. Mr 
ROUSTAMYAN agreed.

After making a brief comment on the closure to the Medzamor nuclear power plant, Mr Vahram 
BAGHDASARYAN asked the Commission what it proposed as an alternative  source of energy 
if the plant was closed. 

Mr JUUL underlined that there were real safety concerns. He also referred to the transfer of the 
financial management of the plant to a Russian company , 
After thanking the speakers from the Council, the Commission, and the Armenian Government, 
Mrs ISLER BEGUIN moved to the next item.
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4.
Mrs ISLER BEGUIN asked why Armenia had not ratified the Rome Statute of International 
Criminal Court , which  was signed on 1 October 1999. She asked the Commission if it was 
planning to establish a full delegation, with a resident Ambassador in Yerevan, to help with the 
EU-Armenia Action Plan. 

Mrs Hranush HAKOBYAN replied that the treaty was not ratified because of its clash with 
some provisions of the Constitution of RA. After constitutional amendments the National 
Assembly of RA would readdress the issue.

Mr JUUL stated that there was one Ambassador for Georgia and Armenia, but he would prefer a 
resident ambassador to be appointed to Yerevan. He stated, however, that funding for  the  
ambassador was not  available yet. 

5.
Discussing the political situation and democratisation process in Armenia, Mrs HAKOBYAN 
welcomed the efforts of the European Union in the region and the  ENP. She acknowledged that 
integration with the EU could only happen when democracy and fundamental values were fully 
respected. She reminded the delegation of the  Armenian government’s commitment to 
democracy and the rule of law as well as the 1995 Constitution and Armenia's membership in 
the Council of Europe. 

Mrs HAKOBYAN briefed  on the economy and social reforms over the last few years. She 
added that there were over 2500 NGOs, 67 Parties, and 200 Media outlets in Armenia. She 
stressed that there was real pluralism in the country. Referring to the internal debate on the 
amendment of the Armenian Constitution, Mrs HAKOBYAN welcomed the recommendations
of the Council of Europe. She also noted the reform of electoral law. She  requested that the 
Commission should establish a full office with resident Ambassador in Yerevan. 

Turning to the mass media, she stated that the situation had improved because of new laws 
regulating broadcast licences . There were also new laws governing the right of assembly, 
freedom of the media, freedom of religion, NGOs, and the establishment of an ombudsman. 
Each of these had led to a far more stable political situation with less polarisation. She stated her 
hope that electoral law reforms would be completed before the next elections and added that 
reform of the penal code was needed, including the areas of minority rights. Mrs HAKOBYAN 
concluded by stressing that reforms were harmonised with European standards and she hoped 
that the EU and Armenia could work even closer together on these issues.

Mrs BREPOELS thanked Mrs HAKOBYAN for her statement and noted the economic growth 
of Armenia since 1994, but she recalled the continuing problem of corruption in the country. 
Referring to the Armenian National Anti-Corruption Strategy with a deadline of 2007, Mrs 

BREPOELS pointed out that critics had said  it lacked any concrete measures. She asked for the 
Armenian government point of view on the issue, and the definition of corruption. 

On the situation of the media, Mrs BREPOELS asked for more information about the situation 
and pointed out a number of problem areas, which still existed, including government control. 
She ended by noting the continuing problem of the closure of the TV station A1+, which had 
been refused a licence since 2002.

Noting the COE special monitoring on electoral/constitutional reforms, which had existed since 
2001, Georgs ANDREJEVS (ALDE - LT) asked why the reforms had taken so long to be 
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completed. Mr Georgs ANDREJEVS requested from the Chairwoman that a meeting should be 
organised with the Council of Europe in Strasbourg during the  Strasbourg session.

On behalf of the Armenian side, Mr ARAKELYAN made a statement, stressing that he was 
speaking as a representative of the Armenian opposition. He underlined that the Armenian 
people  saw their fututre in Europe and that there should be no borders between democracies. He 
stressed that Armenia needed free and fair elections as well as a free media . He stated that, in 
his opinion, the situation in Armenia was not satisfactory. He cited a number of EP resolutions 
and the 2005 Country report. Reminding  the opposition boycott of the Armenian National 
Assembly, Mr ARAKELYAN stated the opposition demand for a fair election law and said that 
the current draft of the electoral law would still be subject to fraud and rigging. He added that no 
free market economy existed in Armenia, which had  many problems and  50% of the 
population, especially in rural areas, live below the poverty line. He noted also that up to 25% of 
the population had emigrated, saying that this was, in part, a result of a lack of the democracy.

Turning to the lack of an independent  judicial system, Mr ARAKELYAN reminded the 
meeting that it was one year to the day that peaceful protest in Armenia had been deterred  by 
force and called for those involved to be brought to justice. Mr ARAKELYAN ended by calling 
for the reopening of the A1+ TV station, which the government had blocked and for equal 
access to the media during the coming elections and for independent candidates to be given air-
time. 

Mr MELIKYAN responded to Mrs BREPOELS' questions, stating  that government had been 
working to fight corruption.  The President chaired the committee on the Anti-Corruption 
Strategy. He described the makeup of the structure of the committee and its working groups. He 
stressed that the fight against corruption was continuing. He noted that Armenia had inherited 
corruption from the former Soviet Union, including  underground economy and government 
corruption. It was now up to the courts to enforce the new laws against corruption, Mr 
MELIKYAN emphasised, especially the code of conduct in the government. The civil society 
should also be included in this process. 

Mrs HAKOBYAN then took a moment to welcome the COE monitoring, and to stress that 
reforms were slow because they had been put to the people and the parliament, and noted that 
the deadline for applying the anti-corruption strategy had not been reached  but it could still be 
completed. On the mass media, she added that in some Member States there seemed to be no 
problem with government control over the media. 

Welcoming the statement of Mr MELIKYAN and the progress in the fight against corruption,
Vice Chairman DUKA-ZÓLYOMI stressed that it must be enforced and asked if they needed 
more help. He then asked exactly if the ratified provisions of the treaties on minority rights were 
being enforced. 

Replying, Mr ROUSTAMYAN stated that there was a federation of minority associations, and 
the parliament had proposed a National Minority Act, but so far the minority groups had not 
been able to agree on a single position as to any national law protecting minority rights. He 
noted, however, that there were few minorities in Armenia outside of one town. Mrs 
HAKOBYAN added that Armenia provided the highest care for its minorities, particularly as 
Armenians were minorities around the world, and article 37 of the Armenian Constitution 
protected minority rights. Minorities were free to study in their own languages and there were 
TV broadcasts in Kurdish and Russian. There were also no restrictions on the minority press or 
groups.

Vice-President ONYSZKIEWICZ repeated his earlier questions. 
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Replying Mr BAGHDASARYAN noted that Armenia had a trade deficit and had been 
dependent on other countries for the last ten years, but in general developments were favourable 
and the economy should be able to soon cover the deficit. He noted, however, that full recovery 
was not yet possible because of the blockade imposed  by Turkey and Azerbaijan. Mr 
MELIKYAN added some examples of foreign aid and mentioned the problem of high transport 
costs,. Mr Grigor GHONJEYAN then spoke of the problems of fluctuations of the Armenian 
national currency which affected exports. He ended by pointing out that Armenia was a member 
of the WTO.

As to the Common Economic Space, Mr MELIKYAN stated that Armenia wished to work with 
as many countries as possible. Mr GHONJEYAN added that they were not members of any CIS 
economic organisations. Mr BAGHDASARYAN stressed the need for greater regional 
economic cooperation including Turkey, Azerbaijan, and Georgia and gave the example of 
tourism. 

As to Mr ONYSZKIEWICZ's question on privatisation, Mr ROUSTAMYAN noted that 80% of 
the national GDP was from private firms. Most state industries were privatised in 2004 and the 
government was looking into continuing the privatisation process. 
 

Mr Khachatur SOUKIASYAN added that 90% of industry had been privatised and gave a 
number of examples of successful businesses, including Armenian brandy. He also noted land 
privatisation.       

Turning to environmental issues, Mrs Elisabeth JEGGLE (EPP-ED - Germany) gave an 
introductory statement and posed a number of general questions on transport, environment, and 
agriculture. She noted the World Bank loan of $240 Million for infrastructure, and asked how 
this funding was used. She then raised the question of the new railroad linking Azerbaijan-
Georgia-Turkey and asked for their opinions on this matter and what could be done to break this 
transport isolation. She noted the lack of drinking water and that the old pipeline system was 
broken and asked what was needed to solve this problem. 

Finally Mrs JEGGLE asked about the role of agriculture in Armenia and the rules governing the 
introduction of GMOs in Armenia, citing an example of possible GM potatoes which may have 
entered Armenia from Russia. 

Vice Chairman DUKA-ZOLYOMI began his comments by recalling the Armenian National 
Environmental Action Plan and the articles in the Armenian constitution, which require the 
protection of the environment. He noted Armenia's problems of failing energy infrastructures 
and the almost total dependence on energy supplies from Russia. Stressing the issues of the 
Medzamor nuclear power plant and the EU desire to see its closure as soon as possible, he stated 
his personal belief as a nuclear physicist that this was more a political issue than a question of 
safety. Mr DUKA-ZOLYOMI stressed that it was not wise to close the plant at this time. He 
did, however, note the possible problem of security at the plant.

The meeting was then closed for the day and restarted at 9h45 on the next day.

Chairwoman ISLER BEGUIN and Co-Chair ROUSTAMYAN reopened the meeting and gave 
the floor to Mrs HAKOBYAN to reply to the questions posed by Mrs JEGGLE and Mr DUKA-
ZOLYOMI.
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Mrs HAKOBYAN made a brief statement in which she noted that pollution and water spills 
were problems, especially in trans-border regions. The energy blockage had also lead to the  
deforestation.

She thanked a number of NGOs and EU programmes for their help in funding environmental 
projects. Mrs HAKOBYAN noted, however, that there was a need for increased funding and 
new environmental laws which met EU standards. 

Turning to the problem of drinking water, Mrs HAKOBYAN said that there was a large 
problem of poor water supply system as well the problems of Lake Sevan, which was the only 
source of fresh water for the country. She welcomed the $20 million World Bank loan for this 
area as well as a German loan. She gave the figures that 7.3 billion litres of drinking water were 
produced, but only 2.4 billion litres were actually used because of waste or other reasons.

Answering Mrs JEGGLE's question on GMOs, Mrs HAKOBYAN noted that they were not 
allowed in Armenia, but new consumer protection legislation was needed. 

Mrs JEGGLE added some more question on Lake Sevan and whether more international 
funding was needed. She also put some questions on its forest wood supplies. 

Mrs HAKOBYAN noted that Lake Sevan's situation was improving because of government 
limits on the use of water for energy production and its levels had risen by 8 cm and now 
equalled year 1994 levels. The goal, however, was to reach the 1980s levels and this, she 
emphasised, would require international aid. 

On forests, Mrs HAKOBYAN noted that most of the tree falls took place during the energy 
crisis between 1993-1996, and now the situation was improving because of the introduction of 
gas heating to the region . Mr GHONJEYAN added some supporting comments on gas supplies.

Mr SOUKIASYAN then intervened to state that he disagreed with Mrs HAKOBYAN on a 
number of points. He stated that the National Action Plan did not deal with the problem of 
deforestation  and that they still needed to find an answer to this question. On drinking water, he 
stressed that there was no problem of water supply, but the problem was getting it to the taps 
because the water pipelines were in extremely poor condition. This was an area where large 
international donations are needed.

Co-Chair ROUSTAMYAN then moved the meeting on to last sub-item of point 6 (ENP) and 
item 7 noting that the other item 6 sub-items would be covered in the joint recommendations.

6. 
Co-Chair ROUSTAMYAN delivered a detailed statement on the European Neighbourhood 
Policy and stressed that it marked a new era for Armenia-EU relations. He listed the benchmarks 
required in the proposed Action Plan and noted that the Armenian government was already 
working on these benchmarks. He stated his hope that the Armenian Implementation Strategy of 
the Action Plan would be ready by September or October 2005. He argued that there had been 
poor analysis in the past and stressed that the Action Plan must be based on realities and a full 
EU Ambassador was needed. Co-Chair ROUSTAMYAN stressed that this issue would be 
discussed in greater detail at the next meeting.

Mrs ISLER BEGUIN then put two questions to the Commission on the ENP, questioning its 
difference from the PCA and what was the role of civil society. 
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Mr JUUL replied that the ENP was more focused than the PCA. Unlike the PCA, the ENP and 
the Action Plans would have defined and exact priorities. He also stressed that the Action Plan 
was not a "diktat", and that it would include the principle that even if there were problems in one 
area, it would not prevent progress in others. He ended by stating that the Commission was 
looking forward to consultation, and noted that the Commission had spent €400 Million in  
Armenia since 2002.

Mr ROUSTAMYAN emphasised that while Armenia was moving closer into line with EU 
standards, any action plan must also take into account local problems. He repeated that Armenia 
needed help preparing for the coming elections of 2007, and noted the reform of the electoral 
law and the constitution. 

7. 
Mr Robert EVANS (PES, United Kingdom) gave a brief history of the EU and its enlargements. 
He also noted the decline of the French language in the Union. Mr Evans then listed the 
requirements for membership and made a comparison between Turkey and Armenian possible 
membership. He welcomed Armenia as a future member state.

Mr ARAKELYAN thanked Mr Evans for his comments. He then commented on the need for 
Armenia to actively apply its new laws, which are in line with European  standards, especially in 
terms of human rights. He also noted and welcomed the work of the Venice Commission. 

Mr LANDSBERGIS spoke on the joint resolution, and the possible inclusion of a "road map 
towards the EU". 

Mr GHONJEYAN added his support for future EU membership, but stressed that it should not 
be conditional on the actions of  Azerbaijan.  He argued that competition between regional 
countries towards European integration was a positive thing. 

Mr ONYSZKIEWICZ stated his objection to Mr LANDSBERGIS's position, to which Mr 
LANDSBERGIS made a brief reply. 

Mr BAGHDASARYAN made a brief statement that Armenia's goal was Europe, and backed up 
the statements of Mr GHONJEYAN.

Chairwoman ISLER BEGUIN and Co-Chair ROUSTAMYAN then ended the debate, called for 
a ten-minute break. The meeting continued with more debate and voting on the joint 
recommendations. 

8. There was no other business

9. The recommendations were adopted unanimously.

10. The next meeting would take place in 2006 in Yerevan

The meeting closed on Thursday, 14 April 2005 at 12h30.



PV/604273EN.doc PE 366.175/rev.

BILAG/ANLAGE/ΠΑΡΑΡΤΗΜΑ/ANNEX/
ANNEXE/ALLEGATO/BIJLAGE/ANEXO/BILAGA

DELTAGERLISTE/ANWESENHEITSLISTE/ΚΑΤΑΣΤΑΣΗ ΠΑΡΟΝΤΩΝ/RECORD
OF ATTENDANCE/LISTA DE ASISTENCIA/LISTE DE PRESENCE/ELENCO DEI
PRESENTI/PRESENTIELIJST/LISTA DE PRESENÇAS/LÄSNÄOLOLISTA/DELTAGARLISTA

Til stede

Anwesend

Παρόvτες

Present

Presentes

Présents

Presenti

Aanwezig

Läsnä

Närvarande

Formandskabet/Vorstand/Πρoεδρείo/Bureau/Ufficio di Presidenza/Mesa/Puhemiehistö/J.L. Presidium: (*)

ISLER BEGUIN (P) *+, LANDSBERGIS (VP)*+, DUKA-ZÓLYOMI  (VP) *+

Medlemmer/Mitglieder/Μέλη/Members/Diputados/Députés/Deputati/Leden/Deputados/jäsenet/

ANDREJEVS*+, BATTILOCCHIO*, BREPOELS*+, BLOKLAND*+, DEMETRIOU*, OVIIR*, SIFUNAKIS*, SWOBODA*+

Stedfortrædere/Stellvertreter/Αvαπληρωτές/Substitutes/Suplentes/Suppléants/
Membri supplenti/Plaatsvervangers/Membros suplentes/Varajäsenet/Suppleanter:

EVANS*+, JEGGLE*+, ONYSZKIEWICZ*+

Art. 147,7

Art. 166,3

Art. 162.6
Endv. Deltog/Weitere Teiln./
Συμμετείχαv επίσης/Also present
Participaron igualmente/
Participaient également/
Hanno partecipato altresiτ/
Andere deelnemers/
Outros participantes/
Muut osallistujat/ Dessutom deltog 

(Dagsorden/Tagesordnung Pkt/Ημερήσια Διάταξη 
Σημεί/Point OJ/Punto OG/Agenda Punt/Ordem do dia-
punto/punto orden del dia/
Esityslista Kohta/Föredragningslista punkt):

* (P)    =Formand/Vorsitzender/Πρόεδρoς/Chairman/Président/Presidente/Voorzitter/Presidente/Puhemies/Ordförande
(VP) =Næstform./Stellv. Vorsitz./Αvτιπρόεδρoς/Vice-Chairman/Vice-Président/Vicepresidente/Varapuhemies

Ondervoorz./Vice-Pres./Vicepres/Vice ordförande.

Til stede den/Anwesend am/Παρώv στις/Present on/Présent le/Presente il/Aanwezig op/Presente em/Presente el/Läsnä/Närvarande den.

(1)
(2)
(3)

* 13/04/2005
+ 14/04/2005



PV/604273EN.doc PE 366.175/rev.

Efter indbydelse fra formanden/Auf Einladung d. Vorsitzenden/Με πρόσκληση τoυ Πρoέδρoυ/At the invitation of the Chairman/Por invitación 
del presidente/Sur l'invitation du président/Su invito del presidente/Op uitnodiging van de voorzitter/A convite do presidente/Puhemiehen 
kutsusta/På ordförandens inbjudan:

Radet/Rat/Συμβoύλιo/Council/Consejo/Conseil/Consiglio/Raad/Conselho/Neuvosto/Rådet: (*)

Kommissionen/Kommission/Επιτρoπή/Commission/Comisión/Commissione/Commissie/Commissão/Komissio/
Kommissionen: (*)

Andre deltagere/Andere Teilnehmer
Επίσης Παρόvτες/Also present
Otros participantes/Autres participants/Altri partecipanti
Andere aanwezigen/Outros participantes
Muut osallistujat/Övriga deltagare

DEVLIEGER (Amnesty International)
BALAYAN  (Armenian Mission)
KARACA (NTV)

Gruppernes sekretariat     
Sekretariat der Fraktionen
Γραμματεία τωv Πoλ. Ομάδωv
Secretariat political groups
Secr. de los grupos politicos
Secr. groupes politiques
Segr. dei gruppi politici
Secr. van de fracties
Secr. dos grupos politicos
Puolueryhmien sihteeristö
Gruppernas sekretariat

PPE-DE
PSE
ALDE
Verts/ALE
GUE/NGL
IDM/DEM
UEN
NI

HULICIUS
MC CONE, MAIER
BERGAMASCHI

Cab. du Président .

Cab. du Secrétaire Général

Generaldirektorat
Generaldirektion
Γεvική Διεύθυvση
Directorate-General
Dirección general
Direction générale
Direzione generale
Directoraat-generaal
Direcção general
Contrôle financier
Service juridique
Pääosasto
Generaldirektorat

I
II
III
IV
V
VI
VII
VIII

COMFORT

Udvalgssekretariatet
Ausschußsekretariat
Γραμματεία επιτρoπής
Committee secretariat
Secretaria de la comisión
Secrétariat de la commission
Segretariato della commissione
Commissiesecretariaat
Secretaria de comissão
Valiokunnan sihteeristö
Utskottssekretariatet

BODEN

Assist./Βoηθός
MOLLET

*   (P) =Formand/Pres./Πρόεδρoς/Chairman/Président/Voorzitter/Puhemies/Ordförande
(VP) =Næstform./Vize-Pres./Αvτιπρόεδρoς/Vice-Chairman/Vice-Président/Ondervoorz./Vice-pres/Varapuhemies/Vice ordförande.
(M) =Medlem./Mitglied/Μέλoς/Member/Miembro/Membre/Membro/Lid/Membro/Jäsen/Ledamot
(F) =Tjenestemand/Beamter/Υπάλληλoς/Official/Funcionario/Fonctionnaire/Funzionario/Ambtenaar/ 

Functionário/Virkamies/Tjänsteman
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