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@hoyngrokh.com]; i ] @minvws.nl];
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@ec.europa.eu]; (@aemps.es| @aemps.es]

From: @ec.europa.eu
Sent: Mon 8/10/2020 10:49:11 AM

Subject: RE: new draft text on
ived: 10:49:14 AM
draft 06.08.2020 comments.docx

Dear B

Please find enclosed some edits on the J&/IIIIIEEECEE - our view subject to small adjustments, this is ready for a
political decision.

rrom: [NNCRECNN) EKETN @ minvws.ni>

Sent: Friday, August 7, 2020 11:27 AM

@ec.europa.eu>; @ec.europa.eu>;

@minvws.nl>;

Subject: RE: new draft text on
Colleagues,

Please let me know whether you would like to coordinate on thpa ragraph before our meeting with J&J on
Monday 17h00.

To our opinion, in the overall compromise of the TS, this clause is now the best we can get.

S < -.rc:24 oy I ool

Regards,

Van: ec.europa.eu ec.europa.eu>

Verzonden: donderdag 6 augustus 2020 18:05

Onderwerp: RE: new draft text on
Many thanks for this. We need to give it a bit more thought but at first sight we are not far away from you. This is MUCH

better than in the context of another discussion we are having in parallel

5.1.1¢c We can be positive in spirit but as said let’s give it a bit more thought

From: [EEN D o invws o>
Sent: Thursday, August 6, 2020 4:49 PM
@ec.europa.cu>; [ EEEEEED @ < curopa.cu>;

To:
5.1.2e < hoyngrokh.com>;
>; 5.1.2e ) minvws.nl>

Cc:



604824

Dear and ERESE and RO

We have internally discussed the proposed draft by J&J. Conclusion: they did some good drafting ad have drafted a
compromise that hurts on both sides of the table and therefore might be a good compromise.

- They accepted our proposal on
- They accepte hrough a different wording

- [JEEEIHis acceptable for us

- Wording ing8E is slightly better than what it was
- Deletion of is a give-away (-)

5.1.1¢c

So altogether this text is acceptable to us.

We would ket pos aauestionabos the mearing o XS
EERare ok for us.

Hope you have same views.

Regards,



