Submission from Airline Operators Committee Cargo
What are the advantages and disadvantages of the EU’s competence over trade and investment, particularly in relation to international trade and investment negotiations? When answering this question you may wish to consider: o the impact of acting as part of a bloc on the UK’s global influence; o the EU’s capacity to deliver trade and investment policy effectively (e.g. its effectiveness in trade negotiations, including whether this varies across different regions); o the resource implications of having competence at the EU level; o the extent to which EU trade and investment policy offers benefits to the UK that go beyond those offered by WTO membership; o the EU’s priorities for trade and investment negotiations, for example in terms of negotiating partners and offensive and defensive interests (e.g. in market access), and the extent to which these align with UK priorities; o the extent to which the UK’s approach to trade policy is amplified or reduced by working through the EU (e.g. whether the UK, as a free trade advocate, succeeds in making EU trade and investment policy less protectionist); o the extent to which EU trade policy has a trade facilitating or trade diverting effect for the UK. 
From an air industry prospective the disadvantage of the EU competence is exposed repeatedly in the length of time it takes to make a decision, 3 years seems to be the norm, only for the result to be interpreted differently throughout the 28 Member States leading to more delay and increased cost to trade. Too much time spent on implementing regulations that carry penalties but then get disadvantaged by local law.
What are the advantages and disadvantages of having trade and investment promotion largely at the national level? How well has this delivered on UK objectives? 
The the Security and Customs spheres the UK is the most forceful within the EU. This is largely due to the interface they have with UK trade groups. Because of this interface we believe most of the UK's objectives have been achieved.


What future challenges/opportunities might we face on trade and investment policy and what impact might these have on the UK national interest? When answering this question you may wish to consider the impact of: o the institutional changes introduced by the Treaty of Lisbon (e.g. the increased role for the European Parliament and the creation of the European External Action Service) on EU trade and investment policy; o any further internal developments in the EU (e.g. potential further integration of the eurozone) on trade and investment policy; o the increasing ambition of EU trade policies, and the implications that this might have for the UK’s offensive and defensive interests; o any further developments in EU law, including for example any effect of the EU’s exercise of internal competence on its external competence and vice-versa. 
Challenges exist today with Trade not fully understanding the value of treaties such as the Lisbon Treaty. The lack of understanding of what the Lisbon Treaty is trying to achieve this makes it very difficult for UK Trade to contribute to the discussion, or to challenge not acceptable proposals. Any expansion of EU law should not be considered until a full set of EU accounts have been produced and signed off by all MS. This situation does not benefit the UK and its trading position. The UK should not consider any further integration of the Eurozone until there are clear signs that the Euro has stabilised, even then the UK would face further risk if it moved away from its sovereign currency

