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Rule 144

Krzysztof Hetman (PPE)

Subject:  Commission participation in Parliament’s Committee on International Trade
(INTA) meeting on an EU-Mercosur trade agreement

The Framework Agreement on Relations between the European Parliament and the European
Commission states that the Commission must give priority to attending plenary sittings or
meetings of other Parliamentary bodies to which it has been invited over any other events or
invitations. Moreover, according to the same agreement, Parliament must be promptly
provided with full information at all stages of the negotiations and at the conclusion of
international agreements, including the negotiating guidelines that have been determined. The
Commission shall act in a manner to give full effect to its obligations pursuant to Article 218
TFEU, while respecting each institution’s role in accordance with Article 13(2) TEU. In view
of these provisions, one cannot help but be surprised by the conduct of the Commission,
which initially refused to participate in a meeting of Parliament’s INTA Committee devoted
to the EU-Mercosur trade agreement, and although it subsequently took part in the meeting, it
nonetheless refused to answer MEPs’ questions.

In light of the above:

1. Why did the Commission opt not to answer questions from MEPs in the INTA
Committee?

2. How does the Commission intend to meet the obligation set forth in the Framework
Agreement on Relations between the European Parliament and the European
Commission to provide information to Parliament on international agreements and
negotiations?

3. Does the Commission intend to introduce better standards to meet these obligations in
the future?
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