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Many thanks to the Chair of our committee, Antonio Tajani, for having scheduled this 
exchange of views today. It is indeed dearly needed as the time for scrutiny of this 
special agreement is short and, not only in my opinion, too short for the task. There 
are democratic standards that we strive to meet, but we clearly struggle due to the 
tight deadlines that have been imposed, due to the difficult circumstances. 

What we have in front of us is an agreement like no other, setting out rules for the 
special relationship between the Union and a former Member State that have been 
negotiated in record time.  

At the beginning of last year the EP has last recalled its longstanding demands, 
grounded in Parliament's rights as granted in the Lisbon Treaty, that it must be 
ensured that the European Parliament and its competent committees are in a position 
to exercise democratic scrutiny and decide on the Agreement fully informed. These 
demands are clearly not being respected, not by the Council but also not by the 
European Commission. It is fair to say that, given the complexity of the issues at 
hand, this Parliament is disappointed at the disrespect. 

 A situation of lack of parliamentary scrutiny cannot persist, as it runs counter the 
accountability standards for international agreements concluded by the EU. This 
Parliament needs to take its legitimate place in the governance of the Trade and 
Cooperation Agreement with the UK. 

 This means first an effective guarantee of the EP information rights. The Parliament 
should be informed properly and in a timely manner about the implementation of the 
agreement and any intentions to change the agreement or supplement it with further 
bilateral agreements. Effective scrutiny is not possible without the right to request 
documents from any committee that is set up to prepare decisions that will have an 
impact on the implementation or scope of the Agreement. 

 The exceptional character of the agreement, being an EU-only comprehensive 
agreement with a former Member State, also warrants a more meaningful 
involvement of Parliament. Otherwise, the fact that the Council managed to negotiate 
Member States participation in delegations to the meetings of the Partnership Council 



and other joint bodies creates an institutional imbalance that is at odds with the EP's 
institutional prerogatives as laid down in the Lisbon Treaty. This means that where 
structural decisions to alter the Trade and Cooperation Agreement, such as 
amendments, suspension or termination of parts of the agreement are being 
envisaged, the EU side must seek Parliament's position before taking a decision. 
When Parliament takes issue with the way the Agreement is being implemented, the 
Commission must commit to appropriate follow-up including using all means at the 
disposal of the EU side to put an end to the offence highlighted by the European 
Parliament. 

Let me also be clear that the Parliament has missed the opportunity that it had to 
ensure its own exceptional role in this truly unprecedented and one of its kind 
international agreement. Limiting the role of the House  to information sharing is not 
sufficient. We could either demand the change of the decision on the conclusion on 
the basis of the article 114.8 of the rules of procedure with a view to establish a more 
meaningful involvement of the parliament in the process and structures of the TCA 
governance or enter into renegotiation of the IIA  on BLM to redefine the role of our 
House.  

We already know that in the current version of the Council decision on the 
conclusion  of the TCA there is clarity that conclusion of the agreements can only 
take place once the authentic versions of the agreement in all 24 official languages 
are available.  

We understand that decision on provisional application is the Council  prerogative, in 
current context the decision on its extension belongs to the Partnership Council still 
to be set up.  

Nevertheless the extension of the provisional application has direct impact on the 
urgency of the consent process by the EP.  

Not taking into account the parliamentary engagement in this process and availability 
of additional time as a result of extension of provisional application that the 
Parliament could use for fully fledged opinion process instead of its simplified letter 
form only, puts the EP in technically very uncomfortable situation, politically 
unacceptable. It means also that the Parliament will vote on 23 February on consent 
for agreements which are not yet available in all 24 official languages of the Union 
which happens to be a precondition for Council decision on conclusion and the 
reason for the extension of the provisional application.  

Postponing the consent vote beyond the current date in the last minute when the 
whole process based on ignored right of committees to deliver fully fledged opinions  
will be completed,  will only add to frustration. 

While we are all relieved that the agreement has been reached and in particular that 
governance and institutional issues which fall under the remit of AFCO have been 
agreed, I cannot refrain from observing that the compromise between  the horizontal 
approach to governance which was clear preference of the EU and sectorial one as 
opted for by the UK has led to a rather complex hybrid system, including the conflict 
settlement arrangements.  



I welcome the letter of President Sassoli  to his counterpart in the British Parliament 
aiming at launching the process of establishing the interparliamentary assembly.  

I also believe that we should insist on putting the EP on equal footing with the 
Commission and the Council   in the process of approval of candidates to the 
arbitration tribunal. 

Finally, it is the established position of the European Parliament that implementation 
of all provisions included in the Withdrawal Agreement is a precondition for the 
conclusion of any future agreement with the UK. This is important, because the 
agreement envisages that there are future supplementary agreements on the 
horizon. The EP will remain vigilant regarding the continued effective implementation 
of the Withdrawal Agreement, in particular regarding the protection of citizens' rights 
and the Protocol on Ireland and Northern Ireland.  

 

 


