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I. INTRODUCTION   

The 2011 annual report on access to European Parliament documents is presented in 
accordance with Article 17(1) of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 30 May 2001 on public access to documents of the 
European Parliament, the Council and the Commission1 and pursuant to Article 104(7) of 
the European Parliament’s Rules of Procedure.

The report provides information about the practical aspects of public access to documents 
in Parliament in the year referred to and, more particularly, about Parliament’s public 
register of documents and about the various administrative and technical changes made 
following the revision of the Rules of Procedure. It also lists the new case-law on the 
subject. 

Finally, the tables annexed to the document contain statistics on the processing of 
applications for access and the consultation of Parliament’s website. 

II. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS AND REGISTER WEBSITE

1.  Revision of internal rules on public access to documents

The Bureau decision of 28 November 2001 laying down internal rules on access to 
European Parliament documents implementing Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 was 
revised and adopted by the Bureau on 22 June 2011.2

In addition to formally updating quotations and references to new reference texts (the 
Lisbon Treaty, the most recent version of Parliament’s Rules of Procedure), the new 
regulation clarifies the scope of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001, in particular regarding 
the processing according to more appropriate legal bases of the various applications for 
documents, including applications made by officials and MEPs, and requests for 
information. A vade-mecum will then be drawn up for the services directly involved in 
the processing of applications for access to documents.

A new division of responsibilities has been introduced regarding applications for access 
to sensitive documents with the aim of differentiating between initial and confirmatory 
applications. Currently the Vice-President responsible is responsible for the former and 
the Bureau for the latter.

The decision also underlines the fact that the register’s technical updates will be 
determined by experience and the development of Parliament’s website. 

                                               
1 OJ L 145, 31.5.2001, p. 43    
2 OJ C 216, 22.7.2001, p. 19.
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2. Technical update of the register (ERR)

As part of the proactive transparency policy advocated by the Ombudsman and called for 
by the European Parliament, the document access (register) website is subject to 
continuous improvement in order better to facilitate direct access to Parliament 
documents by making optimum use of new technology. 

On 27 January 2011, online access to the new register (ERR) interface provided for in 
Article 11 of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 enabled a more ergonomic product with an 
improved search facility to be made available. The new ERR will enable partially or non-
sighted people to navigate around the site. The welcome page has a ‘latest news’ section, 
among other things, to keep citizens informed about the latest developments.

2.1.Use of the register  

In 2011 the percentage of daily users of the ERR was 18.87 % of the total number of 
users, compared with 4.55 % in 2009. The proportion of weekly visits went from 10 % to 
15.09 % in 2011.

The statistics3 for the February-December 2011 period show a total of 110 274 visits, 
giving a monthly average of 9 870 visits and an average of 14 pages consulted per visit. 

The total number of documents consulted was 72 143, of which 91 % were concerned 
with parliamentary activities. In percentage terms, the most frequently consulted 
document categories were parliamentary questions (61 %), parliamentary reports (7 %), 
texts adopted (7 %) and minutes (plenary, EU bodies, parliamentary committees( (7 %). 

Parliamentary questions, which are a form of direct parliamentary supervision of the 
Commission and the Council, are thus of considerable interest to users, who can now 
consult the texts of questions and replies directly and without difficulty.

At the same time, the figures confirm that the number of applications to view public 
documents in general and documents concerning parliamentary activity in particular is 
stabilising. This can no doubt be explained to a large extent by the improvement in the 
search functions of the ERR’s interface mentioned above, and by the increasing number 
of documents made available (new typologies). 

2.2. Range of documents available  

By 31 December 2011, the ERR database contained 414 169 references corresponding to 
2 825 361 documents when all language versions were taken into account; in fact, every 
reference in the ERR includes different language versions. This is an increase of 51 952 
references or over 14 % compared with the previous year. 90% of the documents can be 
directly downloaded from the Internet, in keeping with the provisions of Article 12 of 
Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001. 

                                               
3 The new interface went on line on 27 January 2011; all statistics relating to Internet consultation in this report 
cover the period beginning 1 February to 31 December 2011.
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The range of documents available is increasing in parallel with Parliament’s 
competences. The final versions of texts adopted in plenary are now published in an 
automated rather than a manual fashion; all language versions of the definitive minutes of 
the plenary sitting, as well as 21 language versions (as opposed to only two previously) of 
the texts of questions for Question Time (Rule 116 of Parliament’s Rules of Procedure) 
are published. 

The briefing notes produced by the specialised unit of Parliament’s library as part of its 
parliamentary work are now accessible to the public via the ERR. The studies carried out 
by the various thematic departments of the DGs for internal and external policies were 
put on line at the beginning of 2012. 

Following the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty, a new section – Budgetary 
Procedures – was created. This groups together all documents relevant to this procedure 
for a given financial year.

2.3. New functionalities and satisfaction survey 2011

The results of the satisfaction survey carried out among users in 2009 highlighted users’ 
need for simpler searching via the ERR interface, the operation of which was deemed too 
complex, with limited functionalities (search by keyword for titles only, with no 
refinement possible). The lack of a way of sorting the results produced was regarded as 
being of little use, and the proprietary formats of documents was unpopular. 

In response, new functionalities have been incorporated in the new ERR interface which 
make searching easier. These include: 

 making available all documents concerned with a legislative procedure by including 
the interinstitutional reference for the procedure; 

 making available, for every document, a document form containing all relevant 
information, in particular references to and links with other documents related to the 
procedure;

 advanced keyword searches are available for the title and the text of a document; 

 prompts in the form of a list of likely words starting from the third character typed 
(predictive typing/auto-complete function); 

 refining of searches by result according to author, legislature, year, authorities, 
available languages (‘facets’); 

 sorting of the list of results by date or document reference and listing of results with an 
indication of which language versions are available;

 an indication of the available language versions if the document does not exist in the 
search language of the user;

 the option of using the electronic form to give a second language preference for the 
document being sought; 

 the possibility for citizens to create their own unique profile, enabling them to 
subscribe to a service for automatic transmission of a number of document categories.
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The results of the 2011 satisfaction survey show that introducing the interface and its new
functionalities had a positive impact on users’ search habits. 

Prior to the new interface becoming available, nearly 60 % of users preferred to search by 
document type, around 20 % favoured simplified searches and barely 3 % used the 
advanced search function. In 2011, with the new search functionalities, this trend was 
reversed and the proportion of users selecting the advanced search was 60 % (see point 
9.C in the Appendix). 

Nearly 60 % of users use the facets to refine their searches. The most frequently-used 
facets are language (47 %), year (13 %) and author (12 %). The links/references given 
with a document or a procedure have also proved a success and are used by 33 % of 
users.

In terms of the relevance of results obtained, 77 % of users say they are satisfied whilst 
23 % say they are not. 

There are now very few complaints about the format of documents, although there are 
still some requests concerning use of the xml format. 

Finally, 55.62 % of those polled said they liked the new interface, 33.17 % said they did 
not, and 11.22 % offered no opinion.  The most encouraging response, however, was to 
the question on the role of the ERR as a tool for transparency in the European 
Parliament’s work: 49.07 % replied ‘yes’; 26.71 said ‘no’; and 24.22 % answered ‘I do 
not know’ (compared to 35.80 %, 38.27 % and 25.93 % respectively in 2009).

I should be noted, however, that publication of parliamentary questions and their replies 
in a single document remains a recurring request on the part of users, as does the 
possibility of subscribing to RSS feeds. Work is ongoing to respond to these requests. 
Questions and replies will soon be published in a single document.

3. Sensitive documents

Article 9 of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 lays down specific processing procedures for 
‘sensitive’ documents.4 Under paragraph 3 of that article, sensitive documents are not 
entered in the ERR except with the consent of the originating authority.

Article 17(1) of the Regulation stipulates that the annual report must state the number of 
sensitive documents not recorded in the ERR. In 2011 no sensitive document within the 
meaning of Article 9 of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 was recorded in the ERR.

                                               
4 ‘(…) documents originating from the institutions or the agencies established by them, from Member States, 
third countries or International Organisations, classified as “TRÈS SECRET/TOP SECRET”, “SECRET” or 
“CONFIDENTIEL” in accordance with the rules of the institution concerned, which protect essential interests of 
the European Union or of one or more of its Member States in the areas covered by Article 4(1)(a), notably 
public security, defence and military matters’ (Article 9(1)).
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III. ANALYSIS OF APPLICATIONS FOR ACCESS

1. Overall quantity5

The total number of documents requested during the past year was 1 161, representing a 
slight increase over the previous year (1 139).

The number of applications for non-public documents (initial applications in the strict 
sense, in conformity with Article 7 of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001) was 289 (268 in 
2010) or 25 % of the total number of applications for documents processed. This 
confirms the upward trend observed in recent years. 

There were four confirmatory applications in 2011 (under Article 7.2 of Regulation (EC) 
No 1049/2001), made following an initial refusal to grant access. 

2. Profile of applicants and geographical spread6

As regards the socio-professional categories into which applicants fall, the largest 
proportion of applications still come from academics. These represent around 47 % of all 
applications, a slightly higher proportion than the previous year.  

As regards the geographical spread of applications (EU Member States), the pattern for 
2011 is very similar to that seen in previous years. Around 20 % of applications were 
made by individuals or organisations based in Belgium, followed (in order of number of 
applications) by the United Kingdom (12.5 %), Germany (11.7 %), Spain (9.8 %) and 
France (8.5 %). Applications from third countries accounted for approximately 6.8 % of 
the total.

The language most frequently used in making applications was English (48.8 %), 
followed by French (14 %), German (9.5 %) and Spanish (8.5 %). This reinforces the 
trend observed during recent years of the growing importance of English as the language 
of communication. 

In terms of subject areas, the statistics on applications for access to non-public documents 
show that the most popular categories were correspondence, comitology documents and 
internal administrative documents (documents from Parliament’s Bureau, audit reports 
and legal opinions).

IV. APPLICATION OF EXCEPTIONS TO THE RIGHT OF ACCESS7

1. Positive response rate

The rate of positive responses to the 289 requests for access to documents never 
previously disclosed was 88.5 %, a total of 256. Partial access was granted in 19 cases 
(6.5 %).

                                               
5 See points 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the Annex 
6 See points 5, 6, and 7 of the Annex 
7 See point 8 of the Annex
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As stated previously, there were 4 confirmatory applications. In one of these cases, the 
European Parliament decided, following the confirmatory application, to make available 
two documents for which partial access was granted on initial application. The documents 
involved were internal audit reports of Parliament. 

In the three other cases, the partial access which was initially granted was confirmed. The 
three applications concerned documents about negotiations on the Anti-Counterfeiting 
Trade Agreement (ACTA ), including one opinion from the legal service and 23 
Commission documents. 

2. Number of refusals and reasons therefor.

There were 33 negative responses on the basis of Article 4 of Regulation (EC) No 
1049/2001 (compared with 24 in 2010), 19 of which involved partial refusal, as noted in 
the previous point. 

The main reason given for refusal was in the event of an exception in the interest of 
safeguarding the institution’s decision-making process (34.5 %, involving especially 
comitology files), as set out in Article 4.3 of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001. This was 
followed by the justification of safeguarding the public interest as regards international 
relations (third subsection of Article 4(1)(a)) (25.4 %) and safeguarding the privacy and 
integrity of the individual (Article 4(1)(b)) (16.3 %). 

In 2011 the exception in the interest of safeguarding the public interest as regards 
international relations was invoked in a significant number of cases, as several 
application concerned access to documents containing information on the negotiating 
positions of various parties involved in concluding the ACTA agreement referred to 
above. Although negotiations on the text of the agreement had been completed, the 
signature and ratification procedure was still under way. Parliament considered that, at 
this stage, making available information on the positions of the various parties (including 
opinions of its own legal service) may be detrimental to the proper conduct of the 
ratification procedure in an international context. In accordance with Article 218 of the 
Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, Parliament’s consent must be sought 
prior to approval of the agreement. The Lisbon Treaty gives Parliament new powers in 
the field of international agreements.

V. COMPLAINTS TO THE EUROPEAN OMBUDSMAN, LEGAL APPEALS 
AND CASE LAW

1. Complaints lodged with the European Ombudsman8

In 2011 a new complaint (2393/2011/RA) was lodged concerning Parliament’s refusal to
disclose documents in its possession. The complaint was submitted following refusal to 
grant partial access to documents concerning negotiations on the ACTA agreement 
mentioned above. 

                                               
8 For detailed information on these complaints, go to 

   http://www.ombudsman.europa.eu/cases/home.faces
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2. Judicial appeals

No appeals were lodged in 2011 against any Parliament decision taken pursuant to 
Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001: 

3. Judgments handed down

3.1. With regard to the European Parliament

The Court handed down two judgments on decisions of Parliament during the reference 
period. These were the first in the field of access to documents directly concerning the 
institution:

 Judgment of 7 June 2011 in Case T-471/08, Ciarán Toland/Parliament

 Judgment of 23 November 2001 in Case T-82/08, Gert-Jan Dennekamp/Parliament

In the first judgment, concerning access to an internal audit report (No 6/02 of 
9 January 2008 entitled Audit of the Parliamentary Assistance Allowance) of the 
European Parliament, Parliament’s decisions under Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 were 
annulled by the Court, primarily because of a lack of justification. It should be stressed 
that at the time the application was made, a new parliamentary assistance allowance 
scheme was being looked into; this was introduced only at the start of the current 
parliamentary term, in July 20099. 

In the second judgment, concerning access to documents on certain Members belonging 
to a supplementary pension fund, Parliament’s decisions under Regulation (EC) No 
1049/2001 were upheld by the Court. The Court followed the case-law of the European 
Court of Justice in its judgment of 29 June 2010 (Case C-28/08 P, European Commission 
/ The Bavarian Lager10) concerning the protection of personal data in public access to 
documents. In particular it was stressed that personal data are only transferred if the 
recipient establishes the necessity of having the data transferred and if there is no reason 
to assume that the data subject’s legitimate interests might be prejudiced, in accordance 
with the provisions of Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 on the protection of individuals with 
regard to the processing of personal data by the Community institutions and bodies.

3.2. With regard to other institutions

Eight judgments were handed down concerning access to documents during the reference 
period (the orders and the conclusions of the Advocate-General are not cited) with regard 
to other institutions:

 in Case T-362/08, IFAW International Tierschutz-Fonds gGmbh / Commission,
judgment of 13 January 2011 concerning the exception relating to the economic policy 
of a Member State,

 in Case T-233/09, Access Info Europe / Council of the European Union, judgment of 
22 March 2011 concerning the exception relating to the protection of the decision-

                                               
9 For further information, see the Secretary-General’s note to the Bureau of 21 June 2011 [D(2011)31574] 

following the ruling. After the Bureau meeting it was decided that the audit report would be made public. 
10 See annual report 2010, page 7 ‘in fine’
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making process. It should be pointed out that this case is currently under appeal at the 
Court and that the judgment may have an impact on the Council’s work,

 in Case T-250/08, Edward William Batchelor / European Commission, judgment of 
24 May 2011 concerning the exception relating to the protection of the decision-
making process and the exception relating to the protection of the purpose of 
inspections, investigations and audits,

 in Joint Cases T-109/05, T-444/05, Navigazione Libera del Golfo Rrl(NLG) / 
European Commission, judgment of 24 May 2011 relating to the protection of the 
commercial interests of a third party,

 in Case T-161/04, Gregorio Valero Jordana / Commission, judgment of 07 July 2011 
concerning the exception relating to the protection of the privacy and the integrity of 
the individual and the exception relating to the protection of personal data,

 in Case T-29/08, Liga para Protecção da Natureza (LPN) / Commission, judgment of 
09 September 2011 concerning the exception relating to the protection of inspections, 
investigations and audits,

 in Case T-436/09, Julien Dufour / European Central Bank (ECB), judgment of 
26 October 2011 concerning the drawing-up of reports on recruitment and staff 
mobility,

 in Case T-437/08, CDC Hydrogene Peroxide Cartel / Commission, judgment of 15 
December 2011 concerning the exception relating to the protection of commercial 
interests and the exception relating to the protection of inspections, investigations and 
audits,

For detailed information concerning the various actions and judgments, we would refer you to 
the annual reports of the Commission11 and the Council12 (parties to most of the cases), and to 
the website of the Court of Justice of the European Communities13.

VI. TRANSPARENCY AND INTERINSTITUTIONAL COOPERATION

1. Transparency Register

On the basis of work done by a working party and the report by the Committee on 
Constitutional Affairs14, Parliament and the Commission signed, on 23 June 2011, the 
Interinstitutional Agreement on the establishment of a Transparency Register for 
organisations and self-employed individuals engaged in European Union policy-making 
and policy implementation. This agreement includes a code of conduct setting out 
relations with the institutions of the European Union, which the signatories undertake to 
comply with. 

                                               
11 http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/access_documents/index_en.htm
12 Decision of the European Parliament of 11 May 2001 on the conclusion of an interinstitutional agreement 
between the European Parliament and the Commission on a joint transparency register (P7_TA(2011)0222)
13 http://curia.europa.eu/fr/transitpage.htm
14 Decision of the European Parliament of 11 May 2001 on the conclusion of an interinstitutional agreement 
between the European Parliament and the Commission on a joint transparency register (P7_TA(2011)0222)
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The new joint transparency register has a two-fold aim: to provide a ‘one-stop shop’ to enable 
organisations engaging in regular dialogue with the institutions to register, and to make public 
information on natural or legal persons involved in lobbying the European institutions. 
Citizens who wish to do so can thus consult the full list of lobbyists involved in the framing 
and implementation of Union policies. The Transparency Register went on line on 
23 June 2011. In accordance with Article 21 of the interinstitutional agreement15, the services 
of the European Parliament and of the Commission have, in order to implement the system, 
established a joint operational structure entitled ‘the joint Transparency Register Secretariat’. 
Its tasks include implementing measures aimed at contributing to the quality of the content of 
the register and giving feedback on the usefulness of the register. 

2. Interinstitutional cooperation

In 2011 the administrative services responsible for implementing Regulation (EC) No 
1049/2001 in the three institutions liaised regularly on legal and management matters 
relating to the implementation of the Regulation. A consultation meeting concerning 
possible interpretations of the case-law in this area is due to take place next year, if it can 
be convened. Article 15(1) of the Regulation stipulates that ‘the institutions shall develop 
good administrative practices with a view to facilitating the exercise of the right of access 
guaranteed by the Regulation’.

The interinstitutional committee provided for in the second paragraph of that article did 
not meet at political level in 2011. The European Commission will organise the next 
meeting of the interinstitutional committee.

VII. REVISION OF REGULATION (EC) No 1049/2001

On 21 March 2011 the Commission submitted a new proposal for adapting Regulation 
(EC) No 1049/2001 to the Lisbon Treaty’s requirements regarding transparency. In fact, 
the Commission had already made a proposal in 2008 to update the Regulation, but the 
negotiations were never concluded because of disagreement between the three institutions 
on the core of the matter.
The 2011 proposal aims simply to broaden the institutional scope of the Regulation to all 
EU institutions, bodies and organisations, with some restrictions regarding the non-
administrative functions of the Court of Justice of the European Union, the European 
Central Bank and the European Investment Bank, in accordance with Article 15(3) of the 
Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union.

On the basis of the report (A7-0426/2001) drawn up by Michael Cashman MEP16 for the 
Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs, Parliament adopted report P7-
TA(2011)058017, on which the Council will take a position, in plenary in 
December 201118. The report advocates merging the Commission’s two proposals 
submitted in 2008 and 2011. 

                                               
15 OJ L 191 of 22 July 2011, p. 29.
16 http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=REPORT&reference=A7-2011-0426&language=FR
17http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P7-TA-2011-
0580&language=FR&ring=A7-2011-0426
18 Parliament had not been informed of the Council’s official position by the time this report was produced.
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Prior to taking up the rotating Council Presidency in 2012, the Danes expressed a desire 
to discuss some matters specified in advance, such as legislative transparency, the 
definition of ‘document’, the introduction of ‘information officers’ in the institutions’ 
services, documents of Member States and the protection of personal data. 

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

At present the electronic Register contains 414 169 references (2 825 361 documents 
when all language versions are taken into account); 90 % of the documents can be 
directly downloaded from the Internet. 

1 161 documents were applied for via the ERR website during the year in question. There 
is a clear tendency for the number of applications received to stabilise. This is in 
particular because of improvements to the search tools of the new ERR interface already 
referred to, and of the availability on the Internet of an increasing number of documents 
(new typologies), enabling users to have direct access to public documents.

A breakdown by socio-professional category shows that 47 % of all applications were 
made by citizens from academic institutions, particularly those involved in university 
research. The language most frequently used in making applications was English, 
followed by French, German and Spanish.

289 documents requested (25 % of the total) were non public when the applications were 
made. This represents an increase (8 %) over 2010.  The positive response rate for this 
category of documents was 88 %. Access to the entire document was granted in 256 
cases, and to part of the document in 19.

As in the previous year, applications for access to documents not previously made public 
chiefly concerned comitology correspondence which is not directly accessible and 
internal administrative documents. 

33 applications were refused for full or partial access. The reason for refusal most often 
given (34.5 %) was the exception relating to protection of the decision-making process 
(Article 4(3) of Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001). Next came protection of the public 
interest concerning international relations (24.4 %) and protection of privacy – personal 
data (Article 4(1b)), or 16.3 % of the number of refusals.

There were 4 confirmatory applications following an initial refusal (Article 7.2 of 
Regulation 1049/2001). 

In 2011 a new complaint (2393/2011/RA) was lodged by the Ombudsman concerning 
Parliament’s refusal to disclose documents in its possession.

The Court handed down two judgments on decisions of Parliament during the reference 
period:

 Judgment of 7 June 2011 in Case T-471/08, Ciarán Toland/Parliament,

 Judgment of 23 November 2001 in Case T-82/08, Gert-Jan Dennekamp/Parliament.
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In the first judgment, concerning access to an internal audit report of Parliament, 
Parliament’s decisions under Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 were annulled by the Court. 
However, in the second judgment, concerning access to documents on Members of the 
European Parliament belonging to a supplementary pension fund, Parliament’s decisions 
under Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001 were upheld by the Court.



PE488.290/BUR/ANN 14/21 NT\902762EN.doc

EN

Annexes

Statistics on REQUESTS FOR ACCESS TO DOCUMENTS and on 
Electronic Register consultation (situation on 31/12/2011)

1. TOTAL NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS REQUESTED VIA THE ELECTRONIC 
REGISTER WEBSITE

2008 2009 2010 2011

1300 1260 1139 1161

2. NUMBER OF INITIAL APPLICATIONS CONCERNING UNPUBLISHED DOCUMENTS 

2008 2009 2010 2011

237 273 268 289

3. NUMBER OF CONFIRMATORY APPLICATIONS

2008 2009 2010 2011

1319 3 5 420

4. COMPLAINTS TO THE OMBUDSMAN 

2008 2009 2010 2011

1 0 1 1

                                               
19   Partial access granted in 4 cases and total access granted in 1 case
20   Total access granted in 1 case
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5. LANGUAGE USED BY THE APPLICANT

LANGUAGE 2009 2010 2011

BG 0.48% 1.93 % 1.08%

ES 7.38% 6.59 % 8.46%

CS 0.40% 0.81 % 0.31%

DA 0.48% 0.61 % 0.77%

DE 20.95% 10.74 % 9.54%

ET 0.10 %

EL 0.56% 0.20 % 0.46%

EN 37.06% 45.69 % 48.77%

FR 18.89% 23.81 % 14.00%

IT 4.60% 3.44 % 5.38%

LV 0.10 %

LT 0.08% 0.10 % 0.31%

HU 0.40% 0.81 % 0.62%

MT 0.00 %

NL 3.25% 2.63 % 3.08%

PL 1.35% 0.71 % 3.54%

PT 1.11% 0.71 % 1.23%

RO 0.95% 0.41 % 1.54%

SK 0.56% - 0.15%

SL - 0.15%

FI 0.24% 0.10 % 0.15%

SV 1.27% 0.51 % 0.46%

OTHER -
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6. GEOGRAPHICAL SPREAD OF APPLICANTS

Country 2009 2010 2011

BELGIUM 15.16% 20.57 % 19.08%

BULGARIA 0.56% 2.03 % 1.23%

CZECH REPUBLIC 0.63% 1.42 % 1.08%

DENMARK 0.95% 1.62 % 1.38

GERMANY 20.40% 12.46 % 11.69%

ESTONIA 0.16% 0.10 % 0.31%

GREECE 0.48% 1.01 % 0.46%

SPAIN 7.14% 4.46 % 9.85%

FRANCE 11.51% 14.08 % 8.46%

IRELAND 1.27% 1.32 % 1.08%

ITALY 5.32% 4.86 % 7.38%

CYPRUS 0.16% 0.10 %

LATVIA 0.16% - 0.15%

LITHUANIA 0.16% 0.20 % 0.31%

LUXEMBURG 4.44% 5.67 % 0.92%

HUNGARY 0.56% 0.91 % 0.92%

MALTA 0.32% 0.30 %

THE NETHERLANDS 3.41% 4.96 % 5.54%

AUSTRIA 1.59% 1.62 % 1.69%

POLAND 1.83% 1.01 % 3.38%

PORTUGAL 0.87% 0.51 % 1.23%

ROMANIA 1.27% 0.71 % 1.54%

SLOVENIA 0.08% - 0.15%

SLOVAKIA 0.56% 0.10 % 0.31%

FINLAND 0.24% 0.20 % 0.62%

SWEDEN 1.75% 1.93 % 1.38%

UNITED KINGDOM 8.73% 6.48 % 12.15%

CANDIDATE COUNTRIES 0.32% 0.30 % 0.92%

THIRD COUNTRIES 9.92% 10.94 % 6.77%

NON SPECIFIED 0.08% 0.10 %
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7. PROFESSIONAL PROFILE OF APPLICANTS

Professional profile 2009 2010 2011

 CIVIL SOCIETY
 (Interests groups, Industry, NGOs, etc.) 21.75% 20.47% 10.36%

 JOURNALISTS 3.35% 7.12% 5.84%

 LAWYERS 13.11% 15.93% 9.60%

 ACADEMIC WORLD
 University Research 41.36% 38.47% 45.39%

 ACADEMIC WORLD 
 Libraries 1.42% 2.33% 1.69%

 PUBLIC AUTHORITIES 
 (other than EU institutions) 13.62% 8.81% 1.13%

 MPE, MPE ASSISTANT 1.52% 1.55% 2.07%

 OTHERS
 (Pensioners, unemployed, etc.) 3.86% 5.31% 23.16%
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8. REFUSAL PURSUANT ART. 4 OF REGULATION 1049/2001

Refusal 200921 201022 201123

ARTICLE 4.1a) PROTECTION PUBLIC
INTEREST (International Relations) 5.26% 12.5% 25.4%

ARTICLE 4.1b) PROTECTION PRIVACY
AND INTEGRITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL 26.31% 25% 16.3%

ARTICLE 4.2.1 indent PROTECTION 
COMMERCIAL INTEREST 2.63% 8.3% 3.6%

ARTICLE 4.2.2 indent PROTECTION 
COURT PROCEEDINGS AND LEGAL 
ADVICE

10.52% 12.5% 14.5%

ARTICLE 4.2.3 indent PROTECTION 
INSPECTIONS AUDITS 15.78% 4.0% 5.4%

ARTICLE 4.3 PROTECTION INSTITUTIONS' 
DECISION-MAKING PROCESS

39.47% 37.5% 34.5%

                                               
3 Total number of refusals: 39 -    Partial access :  6 cases at initial stage
4 Total number of refusals: 24 -    Partial access :  8 cases at initial stage
23 Total number of refusals: 33           -     Partial access: 19 cases at initial stage
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9.  ELECTRONIC REGISTER CONSULTATION 24

A.  Documents listed in the Register

Total Documents References Files

December 2008 262 000 1 682 774

December 2009 310 760 1 998 330

December 2010 362 217 2 386 485

December 2011 414 169 2 825 361

B. Statistics on consultation "Access to Documents" website on 
Europarl

2011 Total Monthly 
Hits 9 149 863 819 390
Facets 3 205 991 287 100
Visits 110 274 9 870

Hits: number of pages accessed
Visits: number of sessions

                                               
24 Statistics covering 11 months (February - December 2011.
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Use of "facettes"

13%

47%
10%

12%

10%
8%

Language Legislature Author Authority Type of documentYear

C.  Search patterns

Search type

57%5%

38%

Advanced search Simple search Search by document type
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Most consulted parliamentary activity related documents

61%
7%

7%

7%

4%

4%

2%

8%
Parliamentary questions
Reports
Adopted texts
Minutes
Opinions
Motions for resolutions
Agendas
Others

2526
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