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d
· h '''cstrucl'. irs President to forward this resolulion to Ihe ACP-EU Council the ACP-EU 10' t A bl 

an [e ommlSSlon. ' In 'i.')em y 

10. Stabilisation and association agreement with th FYI . 
of Macedonia e ormer ugos av Republic 

A5~OJ1/2000 

Europ~~ Parliament resolution on the Commission recommendation for " . 
autho<1smg tbe Commission [0 negotiate 5t b' i" d .. a Councd DeelSlon 

a a I Isatlon an Assocla[tOn Agreem [ . h th £ 
mer Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia (SEC(1999) 1279 _ C5~166/1999 _ 19;;/2;';'; (CO;») or-

711t European Parliamen!. 

having regard to the Commission recommendalion (SEC( 1999) 1279 - CS-O 166/ 1999). 

having regard 10 Ihe repon by the C h " 
Association Agreemenr wrth Ihe fo=~I~,on fn I e cdSlbdrty of negollallng a StabdlSallon and 
C 5-0 I 18/1 999). ugos av Republrc 01 Macedonia (COM(l999) 300 -

haying regard to Rule 47(1) of its Rub of Procedure, 

having regard to Ihe report of Ihe Committee on Fo ' ff . . 
and Defence Polic), and the opinions of the Co 'flgn A ,ar~s. Human R'ghrs, Common Secliriry 
Energy and Ih C . mmltlee on n ustry, External Trade Research and 

e ommlttee on legal Affairs and the Inremal Market (AS-OO) 1/2000), ' 

A. whereas Ihe Comm'" . 
Republic of Macedo,ss,on IS proposrng 10 place relations bel ween Ihe EU and the former Yugoslav 

B. 

of full inregralion in ntl~eo~~r::::r~r I~:~~~ntractual baSIS and 10 alford Ihal country Ihe prospeci 

;.~:r!:: ~:iSc~u~:~~:lf 'to::~_~~~~lemenralion of Ihe concepl of a Slabilisalion and associalion pro­
th .. Slabiliry Paci for South-Easlem ~r~;:~pe Ihrough whIch Ihe EU seeks 10 make ils cOnlribulion 10 

E. ~;nr~~~~g~:~I:hel~~abilising role which Ihe . former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia has played in 

inro I~e poliricalgand s:~~f~~;ev o~~~; ~~!natryrrlc~:; t~lth r,elgard 10 inlegraling Ihe Albanian minOrilY 
e \VI mgness to engage In regional cooperalion, 

~;:~~~;:;;n~h;!~~~;~:r~I~;~~e~s~e~~~a~~au~t~nority c~uld pl~b in Ihis country and Ihe posi'ive 
particular to Albania and Kosovo, ave In t e nelg ounng COuntnes, wHh regard in 

F. 

G. Wh~~eas the
b 

developme."' and consulidation of a slrong inrerethnic civil society is a key faclor that 
cou COOln ute to the Internal siabilisation of rhis Country, ' 
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H. haVing regard 10 Ihe economic disadvantages under which the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedo­
nia has been suffering for many ycars as a resuh of Ihe sanctions againSl Ihe Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia. 

Whereas regional cooperalion concerning FYROM can only develop pOSitively if Ihe population and 
the economy of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia are included in this cooperation and whereas 
therefore the exisling sanctions against this (Ounlry have 10 be concentrated on ilS regime and the 
negative impacl of these sanclions on Ihe people and Ihe economy should be reduced, 

). acknowledging Ihe role in ,uppon of peace which Ihe counlT)' played during Ihe Kosovo crisis by 
accepting the srationing of NATO lroops and an innux of refugees from Kosoyo, 

K. acknowledging Ihe evideO! willingness of Ihe former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia to engage in 
regional cooperation as demonsrraled by its bilateral agreemenrs with Slovenia, Ihe Federal Republic 
of Yugoslavia and Bulgaria and through active participalion in the Stabiliry Pact with mulnlareral pro­
ject proposals joinlly with Greece, Bulgaria and Albania. 

l. supponing the fundamenlal approach thai Ihe prinCiple of 'integration inslead of disinlegration' 
should apply 10 the future polincal and economic shape of Soulh-E.srem Europe, and therefore thaI 
further developmenl of Ihe Regional Approach which Ihe EC took in 1996 lowards five countries in 
Ihe region (Bosnia and Henegovina, Croatia, Ihe Federal RepubliC of Yugoslavia. FYROM and Albania) 
is nOI only a key fealure of Ihe regional concept of Ihe Siabiliry Pact but also renectS Ihe overall 
philosophy of EU integration. 

M. whereas, however. given the major differences in Ihe pace and variery of development in Ihe individ­
ual countries of the region. in Ihe (I", instance the principle should be that no counlry should be 
hindered in its effons to draw closer to the EU by the behaviour of olher counrries, 

N. whereas Ihe reeeO! problems which occurred during Ihe presidential elections show Ihat improvl~ 
ments have slill 10 be made in Ihe field of democracy, political panicipation and transparency, 

I. Welcomes the negonaling mandate lor a stabilisation and association agreement with Ihe former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and calls for a speedy Slart 10 negotiations; 

2. Recommends Ihat Ihe Stabilisation and Association Agreemem should take Ihe form of a joint agree-
mem based on Anicle ) 10 of Ihe EC Treary; 

J. Recommends, in view of Ihe fact Ihat the quesrion of Ihe legal personaliry of the EU has nOI yet been 
clarified, thaI the use of Anicles 24 and 38 of Ihe EU Treary be rulcd oul as a legal basis for Ihe Stabilisa­
lion and Association Agreement in conjunction wilh any other provision of Ihe Treary establishing the 
European Communities; 

4. Regards the opening of Slabilisation and association negotiations wilh Ihe former Yugoslav Republic 
of Macedonia as an imponanr contribulion 10 Ihe political consolidalion and economic development of the 
country, as an important Signal for Slabiliry and as an importanl contribution to Ihe eSlablishmenr of a just 
international order in the region: 

5. Stresses Ihe exemplary characler which the agreement wilh Ihe former Yugoslav Republic of Mace­
donia has for the olher countries of Ihe region and suppom Ihe agreeme",'s approach towards regional 
cooperafion; 

6. Is opposed. however. to Ihe (reation of a multilateral cooperarion Slmcture as the prerequisite for the 
conclusion of a bilaferal stabilis31ion and association agreemem or as an additional accession criterion over 
and abuve Ihc Copenhagen critcria, as referred to by ,he Commission in Ihe general documenr on Ihe 
progre~ repan on enlargement; 
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7. St resses that in view of the unequal devdoprnenl and specific (I.:Jtures of the countrk ~ in gue s-tion 
(Bo.,nia and Herlcgovina. Croatia. the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. FYROM and Albania) each countT)' 
needs to be considered on its own merits and no country must become the hostage of its neighbour> 
where the process of approximation to EU structures is conclTncJ; 

8. Takes the view thot the Regional Approach proposed by the EU for the countries of South-Eastern 
Europe should become a commitment on both sides and that there should not be a one-way street towards 
satisfying the ""'luis by the countries in question. but rhat the EU itself should provide material support 
through specific regional aid measures: this mutual obligation should therefore be expressed in the stabili­
sal"ion and association agreement: 

9. Advocates therefore active EU regional aid under the Stability Pact to support. for example. regional 
infrastructure projects such as the expansion of European conidors eight and ten . cross-border energy. 
environment and water projects, joint improvement of the management of borders and customs or jOin! 
multilateral police training: 

10. Takes the view that the fomner Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia should participate. as an equal 
partner. in the process of rebuilding Kosovo: 

II. Is opposed to separaling the countries of South-Fastem Europe. even in a symbolic wa)'. from the 
general enlargemenl process: 

12. Takes the view that a future stabilisation and association agreement should comain an evolutionary 
clause opening up Ihe prospect of EU membership for the fomner Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia: 

13. SuggestS that Ihe parallel enlargement that the (QUlltries in Ihe region are offered through a step-by­
Slep integration into EU structures should include inslitutional arrangement'. such", the possibility for 
countries to send junior lawyers and civil servants to [he European Court of Justice and to the European 
Commission; 

14. Advocates continuation of the multi-beneficiary. cross-border progmmmes under PHARE beyood 
the year 2000 so that the process of regional cooperation can actually be implemented: 

15. Takes the view that the stabilisation and associarion process should also receive appropriate finan­
cial support from the EU in the fomn of appropriate aid programmes. and therefore proposes for Ihe five 
counlries of the Westem Balkans a uniform stabilisation and partnership programme which would retain 
the name ·PH.~RE· (pHARE-SAP: Stabilisation and Associalion Programme. or PHARE South-Eastern): 

16. Insists that Ihe aid and assistance the world gives to the region must have as its overriding priority 
to benefit Ihe recipienL'. and therefore that the aid given must nol be dependent on reciprocal orders from 
the donor country: 

17. Takes Ihe view that Ihe stabilisation and association programme should ensure that contacts and 
cooperation with associated countries can continue and be funher developed: 

18. Takes the view that the continuity of cross-border cooperalion projects and multi-country pro-
grammes must be dul), ensured: 

19. Proposes to include FYROM in a number of cultuml and educational programmes - for example. 
Leonardo. Socrates. Youth for Europe: 

20. Regards Ihe development of civil society and assistance to democracy and media projects as an area 
requiring strong attention; 
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21. "' akc.s the view Ihal implementation of the sl.abilis3tion and association agreement should be 
accompanied by a White Paper to serve as a precise gUide for the Lountry in its efforts to approximate 
to the acquis communawaire and to assess progress in implementation not merely after a pt::riod of five years 
in a Commission report. but continuously on a biennia! basis; 

22. Takes the view that implementation of the programmes should be decentralised and shifted from 
Brussels to Skopje. wilh due attention being paid to enhanced coordination between programming. man­
agement. implementation and follow-up. with as short-temn priorities improving the civil service. customs 
and frontier managemenl and promoting ,mall and medium-sized enterprises: 

23. Is of the opinion that in order to enhance and strengthen coexistence a specific programme should 
be directed to the development of interethnic init.iatives and projects both in civil societ), and the eco­
nomic field: 

24 . Repeats its call for the Commission representation in Skopje to be upgraded to delegahon status: 

25. Hopes that the dialogue now being conducled between Greece and the FYROM within the UN will 
result as soon as possible in a name which i, acceptable to bOlh sid,,: 

26. Instructs its President to forward this resolution to Ihe Commission and the Council. 

1 L Agreement on comitology 

A5-DOlI/2000 

European Parliament resolution on Ihe agreement between Ihe European Parliamenl and the Co.m­
mission on procedures for implementing Council Decision 1999/46B/EC of 28 June 1999 laymg 

down the procedures for the exercise of implementing powers conferred on the Commission 

The European Parliament. 

haVing regard to Council Decision 1999/468/E( of 28 June 1999 (I). 

having regard to its opinion of 6 May 1999 on the proposal for a Council Decision laying down the 
procedures for the exercise of implementing powers conferred on the Commission (I). 

haVing regard 10 Ihe agreement concluded with the Commission. 

having regard to Rule 54 of its Rules of Procedure. 

having regard to the report of the Committee on Constitutional Affairs (A 5-0021/2000). 

A. whereas Article 8 of Ihe Council Decision of 28 June 1999 confers on Ihe European Parliament a 
power of intervenlion if it considers that implementinR powers will be exceeded and whereas in 
such cases the Commission is reqUired to re-examme the Jraft Implementing measure. lakmg an,ount 
of Parliament's resolution, and whereas the Commission must funhennore provide infonnatiun on the 
action it intends to take on Ihe resolution and the reasons for doing so. 

B. whereas Anicle 7(3) of the Decision proVides for the European Parliament to be fully infomned about 
agendas. dmft implementing measures ariSing from legislative acts adopted under codecision which 
have been submitted [0 comminees. Ihe results of voting, provisional summary records of mcelJngs. 
listS of participants in committees and drafts of implementing measures forwarded to the Council. 

(') OJ L 184. t7.7.1999. p. 23. 
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