Dear MEP,

Re: EP reports on the interim EPAs

You have been designated as rapporteur on an interim EPA (IEPA) for the DEVE or INTA committee. We urge you to recommend withholding ratification of the IEPA until ACP parliaments have given their opinion and until there is clarity about the final outcome of EPA negotiations. We would ask you to use the opportunity of your report to open a dialogue with your counterparts in the ACP regions, to listen to and reflect their concerns, to point out the shortcomings of the IEPAs and to press for their revision.

Many ACP governments have stated publicly that the interim agreements were only initialled following insurmountable pressure from the European Commission in a bid to secure market access to the EU before the expiry of the waiver. There remain numerous contentious issues in all texts that require re-negotiation before the IEPAs are signed. As early as 13 December 2007, the ACP Council of Ministers called for their revision. Similarly, African Union trade and finance ministers supported this demand at their Conference in Addis Ababa in April 2008. ACP negotiators continue to put the contentious issues on the negotiating table in all regions. You will find a list of contentious issues attached.
The European Commission has always stated that the contentious issues could only be revisited as part of ongoing negotiations towards regional EPAs and that the interim deals could not be reopened. However this approach requires ACP countries to sign legally binding agreements including issues that they fundamentally disagree with and whose development impacts have been fundamentally questioned. 

It is not clear why signature and ratification of the IEPAs is required when negotiations toward regional EPAs are on-going. In fact, we are concerned that early ratification by the European Parliament could prejudice the outcome of the EPA negotiations. Ratification would effectively mean that the IEPAs – including their contentious aspects – become the fallback position for the negotiations. This would seriously limit the manoeuvring space of the ACP countries and limit their possibilities to renegotiate controversial provisions or to revisit liberalisation schedules and exclusion lists. This would be the case not just for those ACP countries in a regional grouping that have signed an IEPA (like Côte d'Ivoire in the case of West Africa) but also for their regional partners.

You will also find a second attachment with concerns about the CARIFORUM full EPA. The EU is presenting the Caribbean EPA as a template for the other ACP regions despite it containing obligations with highly questionable development benefits. We urge you to call on the Commission to desist from using this as a blue-print for negotiations with other ACP regions, and insist that trade-related issues should only be included in the EPAs at the wish of ACP countries themselves. 
Your report offers the European Parliament the opportunity to speak out on the ongoing negotiations and to encourage the Commission to thoroughly adapt its negotiating stance to the capacities, needs and constraints of the ACP countries instead of making them accept approaches “made in Brussels” and prêt a porter.

We wish to reiterate that offering alternative policy choices to the EPAs is still possible, based on the non-reciprocal regimes that the EU has on offer (EBA, GSP, GSP+) and making use of development goals (benchmarks) that would allow the EU and the ACP countries time before considering further steps in their economic relations.
We very much hope that your report will provide an opportunity to strengthen the calls for development-friendly trade regimes and improved relations between the EU and the ACP countries, in full respect of the Cotonou Partnership Agreement principles of ownership, differentiated treatment for different development levels and ACP countries institutional capacities and needs.

Yours sincerely,
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