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AT THIS MEETING, the Committee on Legal 
Affairs will benefit from the input of a number 
of external experts.

Firstly, the European Law Institute, a not-for-
profit organisation which has just been 
founded, has been invited to present its 
objectives and activities. It aims to promote 
research and provide guidance in the 
development of European law.

Secondly, as part of the Rule 51 procedure 
applying to the proposal for a regulation on 
the mutual recognition of protection measures 
in civil matters, the joint JURI/FEMM 
committee will be hearing three experts from 
three different Member States on their 
experiences in the field. The committee is 
looking forward to this input as it will, no 
doubt, have an influence on the amendments 
which Members may table to the draft report.

Thirdly, in relation to the audit package with 
which Mr Karim is dealing for the committee, 
there will be a public hearing on 'Improving 
audit quality across the European Union'. 
Representatives of professional groups in the 
sector will speak about the European audit 
reforms and give their point of view.

Fourthly, in connection with the EU decision 
calling on Member States to accept the 
accession of certain third countries to the 
1980 convention on international child 
abduction, Ms Lichtenberger, the rapporteur 
for the eight dossiers in question, has invited 
Professor Teitz, the responsible administrator 
in the secretariat of the Hague Conference on 
Private International Law, to explain the 
importance of the convention and talk about 
the importance of the recent accessions 
thereto.

The committee will also open discussion on a 
number of dossiers, including the Consumer 
Programme 2014-2020, insider dealing and 
market manipulation, the mutual recognition 
of protection measures in civil matters, the 
accessions to the Hague Convention and the 
report on the implementation of the Resale 
Right Directive.

Other major debates at this meeting will 
include the amendment of the Statute of the 
Court of Justice and the amendment of the 
Staff Regulations.

THIS IS NEW
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1.  ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT AGENDA

2.  CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

3.  APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF 
THE MEETING OF:

 1 March 2012

4.  PRESENTATIONS OF  THE EUROPEAN 
LAW INSTITUTE BY SIR FRANCIS JACOBS, 
BÉNÉDICTE FAUVARQUE-COSSON, 
IRMGARD GRISS, CHRISTIANE 
WENDEHORST AND TOBIAS SCHULTE IN 
DEN BÄUMEN

The recently opened European Law Institute 
will be presented to the Committee by Sir 
Francis Jacobs, President of the European Law 
Institute, Bénédicte Fauvarque-Cosson, Vice-
President, Irmgard Griss, speaker of the 
Senate, Christiane Wendehorst, Treasurer, and 
Tobias Schulte in den Bäumen, Secretary 
General.

The European Law Institute (ELI) is an 
independent non-profit organisation 
established to initiate, conduct and facilitate 
research, make recommendations and provide 
practical guidance in the field of European 
legal development. It covers all branches of 
the law: substantive and procedural; private 
and public.

The initiative to create the ELI draws 
inspiration from the American Law Institute, a 
non-governmental body that played for 
instance a crucial role in developing the 
Uniform Commercial Code. The ELI was 
founded on 1 June 2011. The institute's 

secretariat located in Vienna was inaugurated 
in November 2011. 

Among ELI’s core tasks are:
– to evaluate and stimulate the development of 
EU law, legal policy, and practice, and in 
particular make proposals for the further 
development of the acquis and for the 
enhancement of EU law implementation by the 
Member States;
– to identify and analyse legal developments in 
areas within the competence of Member States 
which are relevant at the EU level;
– to study EU approaches regarding 
international law and enhance the role EU law 
could play globally, for instance in drafting 
international instruments or model rules;
– to conduct and facilitate pan-European 
research, in particular to draft, evaluate or 
improve principles and rules which are 
common to the European legal systems; and
– to provide a forum, for discussion and 
cooperation, of jurists irrespective of their 
vocation or occupation, inter alia academics, 
judges, lawyers and other legal professionals, 
who take an active interest in European legal 
development and together represent a broad 
range of legal traditions.
ELI operates on its own initiative, but is also 
available for consultation by institutions 
involved in the development of law on a 
European, international or national level.

The speakers will present the aims and 
organisation of the ELI. The procedures of the 
ELI working groups will be explained by 
referring to the example of the Working Group 
on the Proposal for a Common European Sales 
Law.

5.  THE FEASIBILITY OF INTRODUCING 
STABILITY BONDS

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ORDINARY MEETING OF 26 - 27 MARCH 2012
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Procedure 2012/2028 (INI)
Basic doc COM(2011)818
Rapporteur Raffaele BALDASSARRE
Administrator respons. Pasquale Ciuffreda
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/Sylvie GOULARD

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.03.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

26.04.2012

Deadline for amend. 07.05.2012
Adoption JURI 31.05.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 18.06.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The Committee on Legal Affairs is drafting an 
opinion for the Economic and Monetary 
Affairs' own initiative report on the feasibility 
of introducing Stability Bonds.

The ECON's own initiative report is based on 
the Green paper with which the Commission 
has launched a public consultation on the 
feasibility of introducing Stability Bonds.

A common issuance of bonds by the euro-area 
Member States would imply a significant 
deepening of Economic and Monetary Union.

The exchange of views will structure the 
political debate in the EP on the rationale, pre-
conditions and possible options for financing 
public debt through Stability Bonds.

6.  VOLUNTARY AND UNPAID DONATION 
OF TISSUES AND CELLS

Procedure 2011/2193(INI)
Basic doc COM(2011)0352
Rapporteur Jiří MAŠTÁLKA
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead Comm./rapporteur ENVI/Marina 

YANNAKOUDAKIS
Draft Opinion 02.02.2012

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Presentation of draft 
opinion

01.03.2012

Exchange of views 26.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 06.04.2012
Adoption JURI 26.04.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 29.05.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 02.07.2012

Parliament has decided to issue an own-
initiative report in response to the 
Commission's Second Report on Voluntary 
and Unpaid Donation of Tissues and Cells.

This is of particular importance to the 
Committee on Legal Affairs, which asked Mr 
Maštálka to draw up the draft opinion. 
Members will be aware that the committee is 
responsible for the ethical aspects of new 
technologies.

The Commission report which Parliament is 
responding to relates to the correct 
application of the ethical principles laid down 
in Article 12 of Directive 2004/23/EC, which 
states that donations of tissues and cells must 
be voluntary and unpaid.

The draft opinion welcomes the fact that the 
Member States have to a very large extent 
given effect to this basic ethical principle, but 
draws attention to certain details which could 
be improved.

The rapporteur has also used this opportunity 
to point out that ethical principles also urge us 
to look at ways of improving supply, for 
example through a Europe-wide system of 
presumed consent to donations.

At this meeting, the committee will debate the 
draft opinion. The deadline for amendments is 
6 April 2012.

VVOOTTEE

7.  MINIMUM STANDARDS ON THE RIGHTS, 
SUPPORT AND PROTECTION OF VICTIMS 
OF CRIME

Procedure 2011/0129(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0275 
Legal basis Article 82(2) TFEU
Rapporteur Antonio LÓPEZ-ISTÚRIZ 

WHITE
Lead 
Comm./rapporteur

LIBE (Teresa JIMÉNEZ-
BECERRIL BARRIO) and 

FEMM (Antonyia 
PARVANOVA)

Administrator 
respons.

Alexander Keys

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE
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Exchange of views 10.10.2011
Draft opinion 25.01.2012
Deadline for 
amendments

07.03.2012

Adoption JURI 26.03.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 27.03.2012

This proposal is part of a legislative package 
which aims at strengthening the rights of 
victims in the EU.

This proposal aims to ensure that the wide-
ranging needs of victims of crime, which cut 
across a number of other EU policies, are 
respected and met.

The proposal would lay down minimum rules, 
leaving Member States free to adopt a higher 
level of protection for victims. It outlines a 
number of rights for victims concerning 
information and support, including the right to 
receive information from first contact with a 
competent authority (Article 3), the right to 
receive information about the case (Article 4), 
the right to understand and to be understood 
(Article 5), the right to interpretation and 
translation (Article 6) and the right to access 
victim support services (Article 7). The 
proposal also sets out a number of rights 
related to participation in criminal 
proceedings (Articles 8 to 16). Finally, the 
proposal sets out rights related to the 
vulnerability and protection of victims 
(Articles 17 to 23). 

At this meeting, the committee will vote on the 
opinion, as the main committee is due to adopt 
its report on 27 March. 

VVOOTTEE

8.  ELECTRONIC PUBLICATION OF THE 
OFFICIAL JOURNAL OF THE EUROPEAN 
UNION

Procedure 2011/0070(APP)
Basic documents COM(2011)0162

10222/5/2011
Legal basis Article 352 TFEU
Rapporteur Zbigniew ZIOBRO
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 24.05.2011
Adoption JURI 26.03.2012
Adoption plenary April 2012

In its Judgment of 11 December 2007 in Case 
C-161/061, the Court of Justice stated that 
making EU legislation available by publishing 
the Official Journal of the European Union (OJ)
electronically on the Internet does not equate 
to a valid publication in the printed version of 
the Official Journal of the European Union in 
the absence of any rules in that regard in EU 
law.

The Commission therefore presented a 
proposal for a regulation on 4 April 2011 with 
the aim of enhancing legal certainty by 
broadening access to EU law and enabling 
everyone to rely on the electronic edition of 
the OJ as being official and authentic. The 
proposal therefore provided that electronic 
publication would equate to valid publication 
of the OJ. However, in exceptional and 
temporary cases of unforeseen disruption of 
the electronic publication only, the printed 
edition would have legal value. The proposal 
also dealt with the technical conditions under 
which electronic publication equates to valid 
publication and established the competencies 
of the Publications Office of the European 
Union (OPOCE) in this area.

The legal basis proposed by the Commission 
was Article 352 TFEU, the so-called "flexibility 
clause". Since the entry into force of the Lisbon 
Treaty the Parliament would have to give its 
consent in order for that Article to be applied. 
This report represents the first time that the 
Parliament would be requested by the Council 
to give such consent.

At the JURI meeting in May 2011 the 
rapporteur Mr Zbigniew Ziobro presented the 
proposal and an exchange of views was held in 
the presence of the Hungarian Presidency and 
the Commission, who both stressed the 
urgency and the technical nature of this file. 

The discussions in JURI, and also in AFCO 
which originally intended to give an opinion, 
were however focused on the question of the 
choice of a correct legal basis for the proposed 
Regulation, with the most prominent line of 

                                               
1 Judgment of 11 December 2007 in CaseC-161/06, Skoma-Lux ( 
[2007] ECR, p. I-10841), paragraph 48.
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reasoning being that since the original 
decision2 on the creation of the OJ from 1958 
was taken by the Council on the basis of the 
so-called "implied competence" theory -
whereby the Union may adopt acts which are 
necessary for it to function and where there is 
no legal basis in the Treaty providing for a 
decision-making procedure - the proposed 
Regulation should be adopted under the 
ordinary legislative procedure, since that is 
today the prevailing decision-making 
procedure in the Union.

The rapporteur considers that, even though 
there is an express competence for the Union 
to publish acts under Articles 287 and 297 
TFEU, there is no explicit legal basis applicable 
which provides for the use of a specific 
decision-making procedure. The 1958 
precedent on implied competence has 
furthermore been made obsolete by the many 
Treaty revisions and changes to decision-
making procedures which have taken place in 
the more than 50 years that have since passed. 
Because publication in the OJ and the 
corresponding activities of OPOCE constitute 
objectives which are to be attained under the 
Treaties, the use of the flexibility clause in 
Article 352 TFEU is therefore proper.

A draft text of the Regulation was negotiated 
in the Council by the Hungarian Presidency 
and made available in June 2011. This draft 
included only minor technical changes 
compared to the Commission proposal. Three 
Member States had however made 
parliamentary scrutiny reservations and the 
Parliament was therefore not formally asked 
to give its consent under Article 352 TFEU 
until 13 March 2012, at which time there is 
still one reservation remaining, but the 
Member State in question, the United 
Kingdom, has agreed to the request being sent 
in the meantime.

Because the Council draft of June 2011
specified that the Regulation would enter into 
force on 1 January 2012, the entry into force 
date in the draft sent to Parliament for consent 
was changed to the first day of the fourth 
calendar month following its adoption.

Since the suggested changes are purely 
technical in nature and do not comprise any 

                                               
2 OJ 017, 6.10.1958, p.390.

potential policy choices on which the position 
of the Parliament, in its role as co-legislator, 
should pronounce itself, the rapporteur 
recommends that consent should be given to 
the draft Council Regulation in order for it to 
enter into force as soon as possible.

At this meeting the committee will vote on the 
draft recommendation.

9.  CONSUMER PROGRAMME 2014-2020

Procedure 2011/0340(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0707
Impact assessment SEC(2011)1320

SEC(2011)1321
Legal basis Article 169 TFEU
Rapporteur Cecilia  WIKSTRÖM
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Robert 

ROCHEFORT
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

BUDG/José Manuel 
FERNANDES

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.03.2012
Consideration of draft 
report

25.04.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

08.05.2012

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. June 2012

In the Communication "A budget for Europe 
2020" (COM(2011)0500), the Commission 
allocated EUR 197 million at current prices to 
the Consumer Programme for the period 
2014-2020, to succeed the 2007-2013 
Programme of Community Action in the field 
of consumer action.

The general objective of the new programme 
is to "place the empowered consumer at the 
centre of the single market", with a focus on 
safety, information and education, rights and 
redress and enforcement of consumer rights. 
The Commission stresses four main changes 
compared to the preceding programme: 1. 
More focus on enforcement, 2. Increased EU 
co-financing for the European Consumer 
Centres, 3. Introduction of online dispute 
resolution platforms, and 4. Revamping of 
education tools.
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The Commission made a presentation of its 
proposal and the impact assessment at the 
IMCO meeting on 6 February 2012.

At this meeting the rapporteur, Mrs Cecilia 
WIKSTRÖM, will present the proposal and a 
first exchange of views will take place.

10.  ONLINE DISTRIBUTION OF 
AUDIOVISUAL WORKS IN THE EU

Procedure 2011/2313(INI)
Basic docs COM(2011)0427
Rapporteur Piotr BORYS
Administrator respons. Ewa Wojtowicz
Main committee CULT

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 1.03.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

26.03.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

30.03.2012

Adoption JURI 26.04.2012
Adoption main 
committee 29.05.2012

The CULT committee is drawing up an own-
initiative report concerning the online 
distribution of audiovisual works in the EU. 
JURI will give its opinion to this report, in 
which it will base itself on the Commission's 
Green Paper of 13 July 2011 on the online 
distribution of audiovisual works in the 
European Union: opportunities and challenges 
towards a digital single market 
(COM(2011)0427 final).

The Green Paper was published in the context 
of the Commission's Intellectual Property 
Rights Strategy presented on 24 May 2011 
(Communication on a Single Market for 
Intellectual Property Rights). It addresses 
important copyright issues, including the 
rights-clearance system for cross-border 
online audiovisual works, specific rights (such 
as the making-available right or the 
reproduction right), the copyright licensing of 
multi-territorial and pan-European services 
and right holders' remuneration for online 
exploitation. Furthermore, it aims to initiate a 
discussion on aspects such as the level of 
protection of right holders and the need for 
further copyright harmonisation in the EU 
(including questions concerning the 
advantages and disadvantages of creating a 

comprehensive unitary European Copyright 
Code, the possibility of introducing an optional 
unitary copyright title based on Article 118 
TFEU, and the characteristics of such a title). 
In this context, it also touches upon the 
question of copyright territoriality. It also 
raises questions concerning the rules on 
authorship and first ownership, which have 
been only partially harmonised at EU level, 
and the scope of rights transfers (including 
legal succession), which differ between 
Member States.  Lastly, it considers the 
adequacy of the copyright framework for 
addressing the needs of persons with 
disabilities who wish to access audiovisual 
works. 

The committee held an exchange of views on 
the subject at its meeting on 1 March. This 
time the rapporteur will present the draft 
opinion.

11.  EUROPEAN VENTURE CAPITAL FUNDS

Procedure 2011/0417(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0860
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Dimitar STOYANOV
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/ Philippe 

LAMBERTS

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Presentation of draft 
opinion

26.3.2012

Deadline for amend. 29.3.2012, 17:30
Adoption JURI 25./26.4.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 30/31.5.2012
Adoption Plenary July 2012

The Commission has presented its proposal 
for a Regulation on European Venture Capital 
Funds on 7 December 2011 in the context of a 
strategy to promote better access to finance 
for SMEs. The proposal aims at making it 
easier for venture capitalists to raise funds 
across the EU and to encourage them to lend 
more money to innovators and start-up 
businesses.

In particular, the proposed regulation 
introduces a new "European Venture Capital 
Fund" designation. The idea is that qualifying 
fund managers can raise capital under this 
designation across the EU and will no longer 
need to meet complex requirements which are 
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different in every Member State, but will only 
have to comply with the single rulebook set 
out by the regulation.

The key elements of the proposal are the 
following:

– A "European Venture Capital Fund" is 
defined as follows: 1. It invests 70% of the 
capital committed by its sponsors in SMEs; 2. 
it provides equity or quasi-equity finance to 
these SMEs (i.e. 'fresh capital'); and 3. it does 
not use leverage (i.e. the fund does not invest 
more capital than that committed by investors 
so is not indebted). All funds that operate 
under the label "European Venture Capital 
Fund" must follow the "single rule book", 
which includes uniform rules and quality 
standards (including disclosure standards to 
investors and operational requirements). The 
aim is to ensure that investors know what they 
get if they invest under this label.

– The proposal sets up uniform rules on 
venture capital investors and thus allows 
tailor-made marketing for these investor 
categories. Eligible investors will be
professional investors as defined in the 2004 
Markets in Financial Instruments Directive3

and certain other traditional venture capital 
investors.

– All managers of qualifying venture capital 
funds will be provided with a European 
marketing passport tailor-made for venture 
capital and allowing access to eligible 
investors across the EU. The existing passport 
provided under the 2011 Alternative 
Investment Fund Managers Directive4 is only 
applicable to managers whose assets under 
management are above a threshold of €500 
million and is typically aimed at hedge funds 
and private equity firms, and thus less suitable 
for the typical venture capital fund.

At this meeting, the rapporteur will present 
his draft opinion to the Committee for 
consideration. 

                                               
3 Directive 2004/39/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 21 April 2004 on markets in financial instruments (OJ 
L 145, 30.4.2004, p. 1).
4 Directive 2011/61/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 8 June 2011 on Alternative Investment Fund 
Managers (OJ L 174, 1.7.2011, p. 1).

POSTPONED

12.  STATUTE FOR A EUROPEAN MUTUAL 
SOCIETY

13.  INSIDER DEALING AND MARKET 
MANIPULATION (MARKET ABUSE)

Procedure 2011/0295 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0651
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/Arlene McCARTHY

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.03.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

25./26.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 10.5.2012
Exam of amend. 30./31.5.2012
Adoption JURI 18./19.6.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 9.7.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The Commission submitted its proposal for a 
regulation on insider dealing and market 
manipulation (market abuse) on 20 October 
2011. The proposal aims to update the Market 
Abuse Directive 2003/6/EC5 which introduced 
a framework to tackle insider dealing and 
market manipulation practices, jointly 
referred to as "market abuse". The 
Commission explains the objectives of the 
proposal as: keeping pace with market 
developments, strengthening the fight against 
market abuse across commodity and related 
derivative markets, reinforcing the 
investigative and sanctioning powers of 
regulators and reducing administrative 
burdens on small and medium-sized issuers.

The proposal includes the following changes:
– It is proposed to replace the former directive 
by a regulation.
– The scope of the market abuse legislation is 
extended to trading on all platforms and of all 
financial instruments, including instruments 
only traded on multilateral trading facilities, 
other trading facilities and over the counter 
(OTC), and to market abuse occurring across 

                                               
5 Directive 2003/6/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 28 January 2003 on insider dealing and market 
manipulation (market abuse) (OJ L 96, 12.4.2003, p. 16).
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both commodity and related derivative 
markets.
– The reporting of suspicious transactions will 
be extended also to cover suspicious 
unexecuted orders and suspicious OTC 
transactions. In case of a reasonable suspicion, 
regulators will be granted the power to obtain 
telephone and data traffic records from 
telecommunications operators or to access 
private documents or premises (upon prior 
judicial warrant). Member States are required 
to provide for the protection of 
whistleblowers. The proposal further sets 
common rules where incentives are offered 
for reporting information about market abuse. 
A new offence of "attempted market 
manipulation" is introduced. Furthermore, 
common principles for (administrative) 
sanctions are proposed (for criminal 
sanctions, see the parallel proposal for a 
directive under item 14. of the agenda).
– The disclosure requirements for issuers on 
SME markets will be adapted and simplified in 
order to reduce administrative burdens.

At this meeting, the Committee will hold a first 
exchange of views on the issue.

14.  CRIMINAL SANCTIONS FOR INSIDER 
DEALING AND MARKET MANIPULATION

Procedure 2011/0297(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0654
Legal basis Article 83(2) TFEU
Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/Arlene McCARTHY

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.03.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

25./26.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 10.5.2012
Exam of amend. 30./31.5.2012
Adoption JURI 18./19.6.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 9.7.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The Commission proposal for a directive on 
criminal sanctions for insider dealing and 
market manipulation of 20 October 2011 
complements the proposal for a regulation on 
market abuse of the same date (see item 13 of 
the agenda), by proposing to establish 
minimum rules for criminal sanctions for 
insider dealing and market manipulation, 
known together as market abuse.

The proposal requires Member States to 
consider insider dealing and market 
manipulation as criminal offences when 
committed intentionally. Member States will 
also be required to criminalise inciting, aiding 
and abetting market abuse, as well as attempts 
to commit such offences. Member States will 
be further required to extend liability and 
sanctions to legal persons.

With the proposed directive, the Commission 
makes use for the first time of the new Article 
83 (2) TFEU, introduced by the Lisbon Treaty, 
which provides for the adoption of minimum 
rules for the definition of criminal offences 
and sanctions through directives if this proves 
essential to ensure the effective 
implementation of a harmonised Union policy. 

The Committee will hold a first exchange of 
views on the file at this meeting.

IN CAMERA

15.  DISPUTES INVOLVING PARLIAMENT:

The Committee will be considering whether to 
recommend to the President that Parliament 
intervene in Case C-23/12 Zacharia.

IN CAMERA

16.  VERIFICATION OF CREDENTIALS:

None
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IN CAMERA

17.  REQUEST FOR DEFENCE OF THE 
PARLIAMENTARY IMMUNITY OF MR LUIGI 
DE MAGISTRIS

18.  REQUEST FOR DEFENCE OF THE 
PARLIAMENTARY IMMUNITY OF MR LUIGI 
DE MAGISTRIS

19.  REQUEST FOR DEFENCE OF THE 
PARLIAMENTARY IMMUNITY OF MR LUIGI 
DE MAGISTRIS

20.  REQUEST FOR DEFENCE OF THE 
PARLIAMENTARY IMMUNITY OF MR LUIGI 
DE MAGISTRIS

Procedures 2011/2064(IMM)
2011/2097(IMM)
2011/2098(IMM)
2011/2189(IMM)

Rapporteur Bernhard RAPKAY
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchanges of views 11.10.2011
21.11.2011

Hearing 26.01.2012
Adoption JURI 27.03.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 29.03.2012

At the sittings of 24 March, 6 April, 9 May and 
12 September 2011 the President announced, 
under Rule 6(3) of the Rules of Procedure, that 
he had received letters from Luigi de Magistris 
requesting the defence of his parliamentary 
immunity in four different cases pending in 
different Italian courts.

The President referred the requests to the 
Committee on Legal Affairs under Rule 6(3).

Luigi de Magistris made written submissions 
to the Committee on 14 March, 31 March, 11 
April, 3 May, 21 June 2011 and 6 July 2011 
concerning these cases.

On 1 June 2011 Luigi de Magistris was elected 
Mayor of Naples in Italy, a function which is 
not compatible under Italian law with being a 
Member of the European Parliament. Luigi de 
Magistris took up this new office as Mayor of 
Naples in July 2011 and is no longer Member 
of the European Parliament.

At the meeting on 10 October 2011, the Legal 
Service of the European Parliament presented 
the Judgment of the Court of Justice of 6 
September 2011 in Case C-163/106 , Aldo 
Patriciello, which concerns a request for a 
preliminary ruling from a national court on 
the interpretation of Article 8 of the Protocol 
on the Privileges and Immunities of the 
European Union.

Luigi de Magistris was heard by the 
Committee in accordance with Rule 7(3) at the 
meeting on 26 January 2012.

At this meeting the Committee will vote.

21.  REQUEST FOR THE DEFENCE OF MR 
CORNELIU VADIM TUDOR'S 
PARLIAMENTARY IMMUNITY

Procedure 2011/2100(IMM)
Legal basis Protocol on Privileges and 

Immunities, Art. 9
Rapporteur Cecilia WIKSTRÖM
Administrator respons. Leticia Zuleta de Reales
Notice to Members 75/2011 and 76/2011

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 19.12.2011
Hearing 25.1.2012 postponed 

26.3.2012
Vote 25.4.2012

At the sitting of 9 May 2011 the President 
announced, under Rule 6(3) of the Rules of 
Procedure, that he had received a letter from 
Corneliu Vadim Tudor requesting the defence 
of his parliamentary immunity.

The President referred the request to the 
Committee on Legal Affairs under Rule 6(3).

At this meeting the Committee will hear Mr 
Vadim.

                                               
6 Not yet published in European Court Reports.
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JOINT COMMITTEE MEETING

JURI/FEMM

(Rule 51)

22.  PRESENTATIONS BY NIKOLAY 
ANGELOV, JUDGE AT THE REGIONAL 
COURT OF PLOVDIV (BULGARIA),VIGINTAS 
VIŠINSKIS, JUDGE AT THE APPEAL COURT 
(LITHUANIA) AND LETICIA MATA 
MAYRAND OF THE FUNDACIÓN ANAR 
(SPAIN)

Rapporteurs Antonio LÓPEZ-ISTÚRIZ 
WHITE (JURI)

Antonyia PARVANOVA 
(FEMM)

Administrator respons. Alexander Keys (JURI)
Angela Balan (FEMM)

This is the inaugural JURI-FEMM joint 
committee meeting on the proposal for a 
regulation on the mutual recognition of 
protection measures in civil matters 
(2011/0130(COD)).

In order to launch the debate, the joint
rapporteurs in the two committees have 
decided to invite three national experts to 
report on their experiences with the 
application of civil protection measures and 
issues connected with the cross-border 
recognition of such measures.

There will be presentations by Nikolay 
Angelov, judge at the regional court of Plovdiv 
(Bulgaria), Vigintas Višinskis, judge at the 
Appeal Court (Lithuania) and Leticia Mata 
Mayrand of the Fundación ANAR (Spain), a 
support organisation.

Following the presentations and exchange of 
views, the committee will proceed to consider 
the draft report itself.

23.  MUTUAL RECOGNITION OF 
PROTECTION MEASURES IN CIVIL 
MATTERS

Procedure 2011/0130(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0276

Legal basis Article 81(2) TFEU
Rapporteurs Antonio LÓPEZ-ISTÚRIZ 

WHITE (JURI)
Antonyia PARVANOVA 

(FEMM)
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys (JURI)

Angela Balan (FEMM)
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

LIBE/Carmen ROMERO 
LÓPEZ

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Draft Report 07.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 02.04.2012
Exam of amend. 23.04.2012
Adoption joint 
committee

tbd

ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The proposal for a regulation on the mutual 
recognition of protection measures in civil 
matters has been referred, under Rule 51, to a 
joint committee bringing together the FEMM 
and JURI committees.

The proposal for this 'civil European 
protection order' follows the example of the 
criminal European protection order which 
was approved recently. The purpose is the 
same, but this new instrument will allow the 
mutual recognition of protection measures 
which are based on civil law rather than 
criminal law.

The two joint rapporteurs have worked 
together to produce the draft report, which 
addresses a number of issues where they 
consider that the proposal could be improved. 
In particular, the rapporteurs suggest that the 
European certificate should normally be 
transmitted by the issuing authority, not by 
the protected person. Other amendments aim 
to strengthen the parties' rights to 
information, translation and support. In 
general, the rapporteurs' aim is to align this 
instrument with the criminal European 
protection order.

At this meeting, the rapporteurs will present 
the draft report and initiate an exchange of 
views. The joint committee may then decide to 
set the deadline for amendments on 2 April 
2012.

24.  Exchange of views  -PROPOSAL FOR A 
REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN 
PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL 
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AMENDING THE STATUTE OF THE COURT 
OF JUSTICE OF THE EUROPEAN UNION

Procedure 2011/0901 (COD)
Basic doc 02074/2011
Legal basis Art 19(2), second 

subpara, Art. 254, first 
para,  Art. 257 first and 

second paras, and Art. 
281 second para, TFEU

Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

AFCO/Morten 
MESSERSCHMIDT; BUDG/ 

Angelika WERTHMANN 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 21.06.11; 10.10.11
Deadline for amend. 10.01.2012
Consideration of 
amendments

25.01.2012

Adoption JURI 26.04.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 22.05.2012

The Court of Justice has submitted proposals 
for the amendment of the Statute of the Court 
of Justice. 

As regards the Court of Justice itself, the 
proposal aims to establish the office of Vice-
President of the Court of Justice and to amend 
the rules relating to the composition of the 
Grand Chamber. 

At present, the President of the Court and the 
Presidents of the Chambers of five Judges have 
a very heavy workload, whereas other Judges 
sit in relatively few cases assigned to the 
Grand Chamber.

As regards the General Court, the Court of 
Justice has come to the conclusion that an 
increase in the number of Judges is clearly 
preferable to the establishment of a 
specialised court in the field of intellectual 
property. The Court of Justice therefore 
considers that an increase in the number of 
Judges by at least 12, bringing the number of 
General Court Judges to 39, is necessary. 

At this meeting the rapporteur will explain her
decision to postpone the vote on the report. 
The committee may also debate other courses 
of action.

25.  Exchange of views  - PROPOSAL FOR A 
REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN 

PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL 
RELATING TO TEMPORARY JUDGES OF THE 
EUROPEAN UNION CIVIL SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL

Procedure 2011/0902 (COD)
Basic doc 02074/2011
Legal basis Art. 257 TFEU
Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Draft Report 21.11.2011

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 21.6.11; 10.10.11; 
21.11.11

Deadline for amend. 10.01.2012
Consideration of 
amendments

25.01.2012

Adoption JURI 26.04.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 22.05.2012

The Court of Justice has submitted a proposal 
for a regulation relating to temporary judges 
for the EU Civil Service Tribunal. These 
temporary judges are to replace permanent 
judges who are temporarily prevented from 
performing their duties. 

The basic innovation is that the Council of the 
European Union is to draw up a list of three 
persons to be temporary Judges to be chosen 
from among former Members of the Court of 
Justice of the European Union who are able to 
place themselves at the disposal of the Civil 
Service Tribunal.  

At this meeting the rapporteur will explain the 
reasons to postpone the vote on the report. 
The committee may also debate other courses 
of action.

POSTPONED

26.  AMENDMENT OF REGULATION (EC) NO 
864/2007 ON THE LAW APPLICABLE TO 
NON-CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATIONS (ROME 
II)

Procedure 2009/2170(INI)
Legal basis Art. 81 TFEU
Rapporteur Cecilia WIKSTRÖM
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Draft Report 10.10.11

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 9-10.11.09, 23.06.2010, 
27.10.10, 11.04.2011, 

24.05.2011, 21.06.2011, 
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21.11.11, 27.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 09.01.2011
Consideration of 
amendments

25.01.2012

Adoption JURI 26.04.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 22.05.2012

This is a legislative initiative report. The aim is 
to fill a gap in the Rome II Regulation which 
arose because the Council was unable to agree 
on the original Commission proposal or on the 
compromise solution put forward by 
Parliament in the course of the co-decision 
procedure on the law applicable to non-
contractual obligations arising out of 
violations of privacy and rights relating to 
personality.  The Commission has now 
submitted a study on the situation in the field 
of the law applicable to non-contractual 
obligations arising out of violations of privacy 
and rights relating to personality.

This question raises thorny problems in 
connection with freedom of the press and 
freedom of expression, generally, and is 
extremely topical in view of the issues raised 
by "libel tourism".  In her draft report, the 
rapporteur has proposed a new conflicts rule 
and a form of alternative dispute resolution.

The rapporteur would like to gather the 
widest possible support in the committee for a 
compromise proposal. This is why it has been 
decided to postpone the vote in committee. 
The committee may decide to hold an 
exchange of opinions. 

VVOOTTEE

27.  PETITION 1314/2011 BY JEAN-MARIE 
TAGA FOSSO (FRENCH) ON DENIAL OF 
ACCESS TO JUDICIAL REVIEW BY THE UK

Procedure JURI/7/09038
Rapporteur Klaus-Heiner LEHNE
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead committee PETI

The Committee on Petitions has asked the 
Committee on Legal Affairs to issue an opinion 
on this petition, as the petitioner claims that 

the UK courts breached Article 267 TFEU 
(preliminary references to the ECJ).

The rapporteur's draft opinion is in letter 
form, as is the practice in such cases. It has 
already been approved by the coordinators. At 
this meeting, the committee will vote on the 
draft opinion.

VVOOTTEE
LLeeggaall bbaassiiss ((RRuullee 3377))

28.  AMENDMENT OF COUNCIL 
REGULATION (EC) NO 1234/2007 AS 
REGARDS THE REGIME OF THE SINGLE 
PAYMENT SCHEME AND SUPPORT TO VINE-
GROWERS

Procedure Rule 37 
Rapporteur Klaus-Heiner LEHNE
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel/Elisete 

Barbosa

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of a legal 
basis

27.3.2012

Adoption JURI 27.3.2012

The proposal for a Regulation amending 
Council Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007 as 
regards the regime of the single payment 
scheme and support to vine-growers 
(COM(2011)0631) was presented by the 
Commission on the basis of Article 43(2) TFEU 
and was accordingly submitted to Parliament 
under the ordinary legislative procedure. The 
Committee on Agriculture (AGRI) is currently 
considering the proposal.

By letter of 7 March 2012, AGRI asked the 
Committee on Legal Affairs, pursuant to Rule 
37 of the Rules of Procedure, to give its 
opinion on the possibility of adding Article 
42(1) to Article 43(2) TFEU as a legal basis.

JURI will give its opinion at this meeting.
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VVOOTTEE
LLeeggaall bbaassiiss ((RRuullee 3377))

29.  ESTABLISHING PROGRAMME "EUROPE 
FOR CITIZENS" FOR THE PERIOD 2014-
2020

Procedure Rule 37 
Rapporteur Klaus-Heiner LEHNE
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel/Ignacio 

Castiella

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of a legal 
basis

27.3.2012

Adoption JURI 27.3.2012

On 14 December 2011, the Commission 
proposed a Council regulation establishing for 
the period 2014-2020 the programme 
"Europe for Citizens" (COM(2011)0884) on 
the basis of Article 352 TFEU, which was 
submitted to Parliament for consent
accordingly. The Committee on Culture and 
Education (CULT) is responsible for drawing 
up a legislative report on this proposal.

By letter of 5 March 2012, CULT asked the 
Committee on Legal Affairs, pursuant to Rule 
37 of the Rules of Procedure, to give its 
opinion on the appropriateness of the legal 
basis chosen by the Commission, in particular 
referring to the fact that the current (2007-
2013) "Europe for Citizens" programme7 is 
based on a dual legal basis, former Articles 
151 and 308 of the EC Treaty (now Articles 
167 and 352 TFEU) and was adopted under 
the co-decision procedure.

JURI will give its opinion at this meeting.

POSTPONED
RReeccaasstt ((RRuullee 8877))

30.  COMMON RULES FOR THE ALLOCATION 
OF SLOTS AT EUROPEAN UNION AIRPORTS 
(RECAST)

                                               
7 Decision No 1904/2006 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 12 December 2006 establishing for the period 2007 
to 2013 the programme 'Europe for Citizens' to promote active 
European citizenship (OJ L 378, 27.12.2006, p. 32).

31.  AMENDMENT OF DIRECTIVE 
2004/109/EC ON THE HARMONISATION OF 
TRANSPARENCY REQUIREMENTS IN 
RELATION TO INFORMATION ABOUT 
ISSUERS WHOSE SECURITIES ARE 
ADMITTED TO TRADING ON A REGULATED 
MARKET AND COMMISSION DIRECTIVE 
2007/14/EC

Procedure 2011/0307 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0683
Legal basis Arts 50 and 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Arlene McCARTHY
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

AFET/Franziska Brantner, 
ECON/Sirpa Pietikäinen, 

DEVE/Fiona Hall, 
INTA/Helmut Scholz

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 19.12.2011
Draft report 27.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 08.05.2012 noon
Consideration of amend. 30/31.05.2012
Adoption JURI 9/10.07.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The proposal for amendment of the 
Transparency Directive8 forms part of the 
package of measures to support 
entrepreneurship and responsible business 
presented by the Commission on 25 October 
2011.

The existing Transparency Directive requires 
issuers of securities traded on regulated 
markets within the EU to ensure appropriate 
transparency through a regular flow of 
information to the markets, in particular by 
publishing periodic financial information and 
on-going information on major holdings of 
voting rights. In a report of 2010 on the 
operation of the Transparency Directive, the 
Commission identified a number of issues 
where the existing regime could be improved: 
namely it was seen as desirable to simplify 
certain issuer's obligations with a view to 
making regulated markets more attractive for 
                                               
8 Directive 2004/109/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 15 December 2004 on the harmonisation of 
transparency requirements in relation to information about 
issuers whose securities are admitted to trading on a regulated 
market (OJ L 390, 31.12.2004, p. 38).
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small and medium-sized issuers, and to
improve the legal clarity and effectiveness of 
the existing regime, notably with respect to 
the disclosure of corporate ownership.

Against this background, the Commission has 
proposed to modify the Transparency 
Directive as regards the following main 
elements: in order to reduce the 
administrative burden linked to listing on 
regulated markets and to encourage long-term 
investments, the requirement to publish 
interim management statements and/or 
quarterly reports would be abolished, the 
publication of such information not being 
considered necessary for investor protection 
and therefore being left to the market. 
Furthermore, as regards notification of major 
holdings, the proposal would now require the 
aggregation of holdings of shares with 
holdings of financial instruments for the 
calculation of notification thresholds in order 
to close an identified notification gap. The 
proposal would, at the same time, provide for 
greater harmonisation for notification of 
major holdings, with a view to improving legal 
certainty, simplifying investments and 
reducing underlying costs.

In parallel to the proposals to amend the 
Accounting Directives, the proposal to revise 
the Transparency Directive also includes a 
country-by-country reporting requirement, i.e. 
a new obligation for large extractive and 
logging companies to report the payments 
they make to governments. Thus, the proposal 
to revise the Transparency Directive 
complements the proposed amendments to 
the Accounting Directives in order to include 
all companies which are listed on EU regulated 
markets.

At this meeting, the rapporteur will present 
her draft report to the Committee for 
consideration.

32.  ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, 
CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
AND RELATED REPORTS OF CERTAIN 
TYPES OF UNDERTAKINGS

Procedure 2011/0208(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011) 0684
Legal basis Article 50(1) TFUE
Rapporteur Klaus-Heiner LEHNE

(EPP)

Administrator respons. Leticia Zuleta De Reales
Lead Comm./rapporteur JURI
Opinion Comm./
draftsperson

ECON / 
EMPL /

AFET / Fransziska 
BRANTNER (Verts/ALE)

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 19.12.2011
Draft Report 26-27.3.2012
Deadline for amend. 8.5.2012
Consideration of amen. 30-31.5.2012
Adoption JURI 9-10.7.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY September 2012

On 25.10.2011 the Commission published a 
proposal for a Directive on the annual 
financial statements, consolidated financial 
statements and related reports of certain 
types of undertakings.

The proposal repeals the current Accounting 
Directives, replacing them and their 
subsequent amendments with a single new 
Directive.

The proposal introduces a specific regime for 
small companies in order to reduce their 
administrative burden when they prepare 
their financial statements. It also harmonises 
thresholds to ensure that the administrative 
burden reduction actually reaches all small 
companies in the EU.

The Commission proposes new reporting 
requirements for large companies and public 
interest entities active in the extractive 
industry or in the logging of primary forests. 
These companies must now disclose the 
payments they make to governments in each 
country where they operate and for each 
project, where the payment has been 
attributed to a certain project and when 
material to the recipient government. 

At this meeting the rapporteur will present his 
draft report.

33.  AMENDMENT OF THE REGULATION 
(EC) No 1060/2009 ON CREDIT RATING 
AGENCIES

Procedure 2011/367(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011) 0747
Rapporteur for opinion Cecilia WIKSTRÖM 

(ALDE) 
Administrator respons. Leticia Zuleta De Reales
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Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON / Leonardo 
DOMENICI (S&D)

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 25-26.01.2012
Consideration of the 
draft opinion

26-27.03.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

28.03.2012 noon

Vote in JURI 26.04.2012
ADOPTION LEAD 
COMMITTEE

21.05.2012

The financial crisis and the more recent euro 
debt crisis have revealed weaknesses in the 
existing EU the regulatory framework for 
credit ratings. This is why less than one year 
after the entry into force of the Regulation on 
Credit Rating Agencies the Commission has 
put forward a proposal to amend it. The 
Regulation was already amended in May 2011 
to adapt it to the creation of the European 
Securities and Markets Authority (ESMA).

With this proposal, the Commission aims at: 

- More transparent and timely sovereign 
ratings: Member States would be rated more 
frequently (every six months rather than 
every 12 months) and investors and Member 
States would be informed of the underlying 
facts and assumptions on each rating. To avoid 
market disruption, sovereign ratings should 
only be published after the close of business 
and at least one hour before the opening of 
trading venues in the EU.

- More transparency and less investors' 
reliance on ratings: Investors will have to 
conduct their own assessment on the 
creditworthiness of the debt instruments in 
which they invest. For this, they will have 
access to more information from issuers 
(issuers will have to disclose specific 
information on structured finance products on 
an ongoing basis) and rating agencies (e.g. 
guidance explaining methodologies and 
underlying assumptions will be extended from 
structured finance products to all asset 
classes). 

All regulated financial institutions (banks, 
insurance companies, investment fund 
managers…) are obliged to make their own 
credit risk assessment without solely or 
mechanically relying on credit ratings.

The European Supervisory Authorities (ESMA, 
EBA and EIOPA) are required to avoid external 
ratings in their guidelines where those would 
enhance the risk of overreliance and to review 
and if possible remove existing references. A 
similar provision is addressed to the European 
Systemic Risk Board (ESRB).

- More diversity and stricter independence of 
credit rating agencies to eliminate conflicts of 
interest: Issuers would have to rotate every 
three years between the agencies that rate 
them. In addition, two ratings from two 
different rating agencies would be required for 
complex structured finance instruments and a 
big shareholder of a credit rating agency 
should not simultaneously be a big 
shareholder in another credit rating agency.

- To make CRAs more accountable for the 
ratings they provide: A CRA should be liable in 
case it infringes, intentionally or with gross 
negligence, the CRA Regulation, thereby 
causing damage to an investor having relied 
on the rating that followed such infringement. 
Such investors should bring their civil liability 
claims before national courts. The burden of 
proof would rest on the credit rating agency.

The rapporteur has focussed her draft opinion 
on those issues to which JURI's expertise can 
contribute most.

34.  COORDINATION OF LAWS, 
REGULATIONS AND ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROVISIONS RELATING TO UNDERTAKINGS 
OF COLLECTIVE INVESTMENT IN 
TRANSFERABLE SECURITIES (UCITS) AND 
DIRECTIVE 2011/61/EU ON ALTERNATIVE 
INVESTMENT FUNDS MANAGERS IN 
RESPECT OF THE EXCESSIVE RELIANCE ON 
CREDIT RATINGS

Procedure 2011/0360(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011) 0746
Rapporteur for opinion Sebastian Valentin BODU 

(EPP) 
Administrator respons. Leticia Zuleta De Reales
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON / Leonardo 

DOMENICI (S&D)

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of the 
draft opinion

26-27.03.2012
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Deadline for 
amendments

28.03.2012 noon

Vote in JURI 26.04.2012
ADOPTION LEAD 
COMMITTEE

21.05.2012

This proposal complements the previous one 
on credit rating agencies. In order to reduce 
the risk of over-reliance of managers of UCITS 
and AIFs on credit ratings, the Commission 
proposes to introduce amendments to 
Directive 2009/65/EC on the coordination of 
law, regulations and administrative provisions 
relating to the undertakings for collective 
investment in transferable securities and 
Directive 2011/61/EU on Alternative 
Investment Fund  Managers. 

Managers and investment companies are 
required not to rely solely or mechanistically 
on external credit ratings for assessing the 
creditworthiness of the UCITS or AIF assets. 
External credit ratings may be used as one 
factor among others in this process but must
not prevail.

The rapporteur supports the Commission's 
proposal and calls on the lead Committee to 
adopt it without amendments.

35.  EUROPEAN SOCIAL 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP FUNDS

Procedure 2011/0418(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0862
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Dimitar STOYANOV
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/ Sophie AUCONIE 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Presentation of draft 
opinion

26.3.2012

Deadline for amend. 29.3.2012, 17:30
Adoption JURI 26.4.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 30/31.5.2012
Adoption Plenary July 2012

The Commission presented its proposal for a 
Regulation on European Social 
Entrepreneurship Funds on 7 December 2011 
in the context of a strategy to promote better 
access to finance for SMEs. The proposal aims 
to provide support to the market for social 
businesses by improving the effectiveness of 
fundraising by investment funds that target 
these businesses.

Social businesses are undertakings (almost 
exclusively SMEs) whose primary objective is 
to achieve social impacts, rather than generate 
profits for shareholders or other stakeholders. 
The proposal forms part of the Commission's 
Social Business Initiative (COM(2011)0682), 
which aims to tackle wider issues in this 
sector.

According to the Commission, regulatory and 
market failings show that two problems are 
limiting the growth of social entrepreneurship 
funds. Firstly, regulatory requirements at EU 
and national levels are not tailored to facilitate 
the raising of capital by these kinds of funds. 
Secondly, potential investors in social 
entrepreneurship funds are faced with a wide 
range of different social investment 
propositions, different levels of information 
pertaining to social investments, the selection 
or screening of social undertakings, and 
approaches to the measurement of their social 
performance. 

Since these difficulties hamper efficient flows 
of capital to social entrepreneurship funds, 
and thereby the flow of capital to social 
undertakings themselves, and constitute a 
barrier to the development of a single 
investment market in this area, the proposal 
aims to create a legislative framework tailored 
to the needs of social undertakings, investors 
seeking to fund such undertakings, and the 
specialised investment funds that seek to 
mediate between the two. It aims to achieve a 
high level of clarity as to the characteristics 
that distinguish social entrepreneurship funds 
from the wider category of alternative 
investment funds.

At this meeting, the rapporteur will present 
his draft opinion to the Committee for 
consideration. 

36.  SPECIFIC PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTING 
HORIZON 2020 - THE FRAMEWORK 
PROGRAMME FOR RESEARCH AND 
INNOVATION (2014-2020)

Procedure 2011/0402(CNS)
Basic doc COM(2011)0811
Legal basis Article 182(4) TFEU
Rapporteur Piotr BORYS
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead Comm./rapporteur ITRE/Maria Da Graça 

Carvalho 
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PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012

This proposal for a decision concerns the 
specific programme implementing the 2014-
2020 framework programme for research and 
innovation, entitled 'Horizon 2020'.

The Legal Affairs Committee will be issuing an 
opinion on this matter. The committee's 
interest in this proposal mainly concerns 
ethical aspects, as the committee is 
responsible for ethical issues concerning new 
technologies.

The rapporteur therefore intends to 
concentrate the committee's contribution to 
that aspect.

The committee will, at this meeting, hold an 
exchange of views on the three 'Horizon 2020' 
dossiers on which it will issue opinions.

37.  RESEARCH AND TRAINING 
PROGRAMME OF THE EUROPEAN ATOMIC 
ENERGY COMMUNITY (2014-2018) 
COMPLEMENTING HORIZON 2020 – THE 
FRAMEWORK PROGRAMME FOR 
RESEARCH AND INNOVATION

Procedure 2011/0400(NLE)
Basic doc COM(2011)0812
Legal basis Article 7 EURATOM
Rapporteur Piotr BORYS
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead Comm./rapporteur ITRE/Peter SKINNER

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012

This proposal for a regulation concerns the 
Euratom equivalent of the 2014-2020 
framework programme for research and 
innovation, entitled 'Horizon 2020'.

The Legal Affairs Committee will be issuing an 
opinion on this matter. The committee's 
interest in this proposal mainly concerns 
ethical aspects, as the committee is 
responsible for ethical issues concerning new 
technologies.

The rapporteur therefore intends to 
concentrate the committee's contribution to 
that aspect.

The committee will, at this meeting, hold an 
exchange of views on the three 'Horizon 2020' 
dossiers on which it will issue opinions.

38.  ESTABLISHMENT OF HORIZON 2020 -
THE FRAMEWORK PROGRAMME FOR 
RESEARCH AND INNOVATION (2014-2020)

Procedure 2011/0401(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0809
Legal basis Articles 173(3) and 

182(1) TFEU
Rapporteur Piotr BORYS
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead Comm./rapporteur ITRE/Teresa RIERA 

MADURELL 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012

This proposal for a regulation is the main 
instrument for the 2014-2020 framework 
programme for research and innovation, 
entitled 'Horizon 2020'.

This is, of course, a major legislative 
instrument with a view to the attainment of 
the Lisbon objectives.

The Legal Affairs Committee will be issuing an 
opinion on this matter. The committee's 
interest in this proposal mainly concerns 
ethical aspects, as the committee is 
responsible for ethical issues concerning new 
technologies.

In particular, the legislative proposal contains 
provisions concerning stem cell research.

The rapporteur therefore intends to 
concentrate the committee's contribution to 
that aspect.

The committee will, at this meeting, hold an 
exchange of views on the three 'Horizon 2020' 
dossiers on which it will issue opinions.

39.  CONSULAR PROTECTION FOR CITIZENS 
OF THE UNION ABROAD



Number 3/2012-7L 18 Monday, 26.03.2012

Procedure 2011/0432(CNS)
Basic doc COM(2011)0881
Legal basis Article 23(2) TFEU
Rapporteur Tadeusz ZWIEFKA
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead Comm./rapporteur LIBE/Edit BAUER

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Draft opinion 26.04.2012
Deadline for amend. 11.05.2012
Exam of amend. 31.05.2012
Adoption JURI 19.06.2012

This Commission proposal is of considerable 
importance for EU citizens. EU citizens travel 
and reside across the world. However, no 
Member State is represented in all third 
countries. Many Member States – particularly 
smaller Member States – have relatively few 
consulates.

This is why the Charter of Fundamental Rights 
(Article 46) gives EU nationals the right to 
consular protection from other Member States 
where their own Member State is not 
represented in the place where they need 
protection.

This proposal for a Council regulation replaces 
and modernises Decision 95/553/EC, while 
going further in encouraging consular 
cooperation between Member States' 
diplomatic services.

The proposal bears considerable scope for 
savings. For example, it provides for the 
possibility of appointing a 'lead Member State' 
which will coordinate consular work in a 
specific third country. This synergy means 
that, by working together, Member States can 
achieve savings – the lead Member State will 
be able to take on work previously done 
separately by each consulate.

Ultimately, the proposed directive could 
create the scope for slimming down the 
consular part of national diplomatic services.

The rapporteur broadly supports the 
Commission proposal, and intends to make 
relatively few changes. However, he would like 
to take this opportunity to exchange views 
with the committee before drawing up the 
draft opinion.

40.  20 MAIN CONCERNS OF EUROPEAN 
CITIZENS AND BUSINESS WITH THE 
FUNCTIONING OF THE SINGLE MARKET

Procedure 2011/2044(INI)
Basic doc SEC(2011)1003
Rapporteur Evelyn REGNER
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Regina BASTOS

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

25./26.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 27.4.2012
Adoption JURI 30./31.5.2012 
Adoption Lead Comm. 21.6.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The own initiative report drawn up by the 
IMCO committee to which JURI will provide an 
opinion has as a basis a report presented by 
the Commission services in August 2011 
i d e n t i f y i n g  the 20 m o s t  frequently 
encountered problems faced by EU citizens 
and businesses when travelling, moving or 
working abroad. The report is based on an 
analysis of complaints handled by the 
Commission and its assistance services 
(SOLVIT, Your Europe Advice, Enterprise 
Europe Network, European Consumer Centres, 
Europe Direct Contact Centre, EURES-
European Employment service), combined 
with Eurobarometer results and focus group 
surveys. For each concern, the Commission 
services have described the issue and those 
concerned, identified one or more possible 
root causes and have also quoted a real life 
example.

The following issues appear particularly 
relevant to JURI's competences:
– "Obtaining a residence card in another 
Member State for non-EU family members is 
too complex"; the fact that civil status 
certificates and other official documents 
relating to people's personal and family 
situations are often not recognized abroad is 
mentioned as an aggravating factor; 
– "Europeans do not feel comfortable 
shopping on-line in other Member States"; as 
possible root causes the Commission services 
identify the lack of information about EU 
consumer rights, lack of proper application of 
the relevant rules, difficulties in obtaining 
redress for cross-border purchases, and 
remaining differences in consumer protection 
rules amongst the Member States;
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– "Burdensome rules and procedures prevent 
entrepreneurs and investors from doing 
business in another country"; among the 
possible reasons the Commission services 
mention the misapplication of EU law in some 
Member States as well as legislative and 
administrative barriers which foreigners have 
greater difficulty meeting;
– "Fighting for your intellectual property 
rights in a cross-border context remains very 
difficult"; differences between and the 
complexity of national legal systems are 
mentioned as causes.

At this meeting, the Committee will hold a first 
exchange of views. 

HEARING

See programme in the annex

41.  AMENDMENT OF DIRECTIVE 
2006/43/EC ON STATUTORY AUDITS OF 
ANNUAL ACCOUNTS AND CONSOLIDATED 
ACCOUNTS

42.  SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS REGARDING 
STATUTORY AUDITING OF PUBLIC-
INTEREST ENTITIES

JOINT DEBATE

43.  PRESENTATION ON THE 1980 
ABDUCTION CONVENTION BY PROFESSOR 
LOUISE ELLEN TEITZ, FIRST SECRETARY OF 
THE HAGUE CONFERENCE ON PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW

Rapporteur Eva LICHTENBERGER
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Anlässlich der Berichterstattung über den 
Beitritt von acht Staaten zur Haager 
Konvention von 1980 über die internationale 
Kindesentführung hat der Ausschuss 
entschieden, die zuständige Verwalterin der 
Haager Konferenz, Frau Professorin Teitz, 
einzuladen, um über die Konvention von 1980 
und die Bedeutung dieser Beitritte zu 
sprechen.

87 Staaten sind inzwischen dieser Konvention 
beigetreten. Gemäß Artikel 1 ist das Ziel des 
Abkommens, "die s o f o r t i g e  Rückgabe 
widerrechtlich in einen Vertragsstaat 
verbrachter oder dort zurückgehaltener 
Kinder sicherzustellen und [...] zu 
gewährleisten, dass das in einem Vertragsstaat 
bestehende Sorgerecht und Recht zum 
persönlichen Umgang in den anderen 
Vertragsstaaten tatsächlich beachtet wird".

Die Konvention ist somit das internationale 
Pendant zur Brüssel-II-bis-Verordnung. Es 
stellt sicher, das die Entscheidung des 
Wohnsitzstaates des Kindes über das 
Sorgerecht und verwandte Angelegenheiten 
auch dann respektiert wird, wenn das Kind in 
das Land des anderen Elternteils verbracht 
worden ist.

Der Präsentation wird ein Meinungsaustausch 
über die acht Berichte folgen.

––––––––––––

In connection with the exchange of views on 
the draft reports on the accession of eight 
states to the 1980 Hague Convention on Child 
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Abduction, the committee decided to invite the 
responsible administrator at the Hague 
Conference, Professor Teitz, to speak on the
convention and the importance of the 
accessions.

87 states are now party to the convention. 
According to Article 1, the purpose of the 
convention is 'to secure the prompt return of 
children wrongfully removed to or retained in 
any Contracting State [and] to ensure that 
rights of custody and of access under the law 
of one Contracting State are effectively 
respected in the other Contracting States'.

The convention is thus the international 
equivalent of the Brussels II bis Regulation. It 
ensures that decisions on custody and related 
issues made in the child's state of residence 
are abided with if the child is removed to the 
other parent's state.

Following the presentation, there will be an 
exchange of views on the eight draft reports.

44.  ACCESSION OF MOROCCO TO THE 1980 
HAGUE CONVENTION ON THE CIVIL 
ASPECTS OF INTERNATIONAL CHILD 
ABDUCTION

Procedures 2011/0441(NLE), 
2011/0443(NLE), 
2011/0444(NLE), 
2011/0447(NLE), 
2011/0448(NLE), 
2011/0450(NLE), 
2011/0451(NLE), 
2011/0452(NLE)

Basic documents COM(2011)0904, 
COM(2011)0908, 
COM(2011)0909, 
COM(2011)0911, 
COM(2011)0912, 
COM(2011)0915, 
COM(2011)0916, 
COM(2011)0917

Legal basis Articles 81(3) and 218 
TFEU

Rapporteur Eva LICHTENBERGER
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Draft Reports 21.02.2012

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 02.04.2012
Adoption JURI 26.04.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 22.05.2012

Bei diesen Berichtsentwürfen geht es um die 
Zustimmung der Europäischen Union zum 
Beitritt von acht Staaten zur Haager 
Konvention von 1980 über die internationale 
Kindesentführung.

Nach dem Übergang der Zuständigkeit für 
gewisse internationale Rechtsinstrumente  im 
Gebiet des internationalen Privatrechts von 
den Mitgliedstaaten auf die Union müssen nun 
aus rechtlichen Gründen die Mitgliedstaaten 
im Namen der Union den Beitritt neuer 
Vertragsparteien akzeptieren.

Bei diesen acht Staaten handelt es sich um 
Gabun, Andorra, die Seychellen, Russland, 
Albanien, Singapur, Marokko und Armenien.

Die Entscheidungsentwürfe fordern die 
Mitgliedstaaten auf, diese Beitritte zu 
akzeptieren, und somit das Inkrafttreten des 
Abkommen zwischen den acht Staaten und der 
Europäischen Union zu ermöglichen.

Der Beitritt dieser Staaten ist besonders 
wichtig, da dadurch sowohl europäische 
Kinder geschützt werden, die familiäre 
Verbindungen mit den acht Beitrittsstaaten 
haben, als auch Kinder mit EU-Verbindungen 
in jenen Staaten.

In dieser Sitzung wird ein Meinungsaustausch 
stattfinden. In Folge dessen könnte der 
Ausschuss entscheiden, den Stichtag für 
Änderungsanträge auf den 2. April 
festzusetzen.

––––––––––––

These draft reports concern the acceptance by 
the European Union of the accession of eight 
states to the 1980 Hague Convention on 
International Child Abduction.

Now that responsibility for certain 
international legal instruments in the field of 
private international law has passed from the 
Member States to the Union, the Member 
States must, for legal reasons, accept the 
accession of new states on behalf of the Union.

These eight states are Gabon, Andorra, the 
Seychelles, Russia, Albania, Singapore, 
Morocco and Armenia.
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The draft decisions call on the Member States 
to accept these accessions, thereby allowing 
the convention to enter into force between the 
eight states and the European Union.

The accession of these states is particularly 
important as it will protect both European 
children with family relations in the eight 
states and children in those states with EU 
connections.

At this meeting, an exchange of views will take 
place. The committee may then decide to set 
the deadline for amendments on 2 April 2012.

45.  STAFF REGULATIONS OF OFFICIALS 
AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT OF 
OTHER SERVANTS OF THE EU

Procedure 2011/0455(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0890
Legal basis Article 336 TFEU and 

Article 12 of the Protocol 
on the Privileges and 

Immunities of the 
European Union

Rapporteur Dagmar ROTH-
BEHRENDT

Administrator respons. Ewa Wojtowicz
Leticia Zuleta De Reales

Robert Bray
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

BUDG, CONT, FEMM, 
EMPL

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 25.01.2012
Presentation of draft 
report

1.03.2012

Deadline for amend. 8.03.2012 noon
Exam of amend. 27.03.2012
Adoption JURI 26.04.2012

On 29 June 2011 the Commission presented, 
along with the Multiannual Financial 
Framework, a draft proposal to amend the 
Staff Regulations. The draft served as a basis 
for discussions and consultations with various 
stakeholders, including staff representatives. 
Following a final conciliation meeting with 
staff representatives on 16 November 2011, 
the Commission presented, on 14 December 
2011, a final proposal amending the Staff 
Regulations and the Conditions of 
Employment of Other Servants of the 
European Union. The proposal aims to reform 

a number of provisions of the Staff Regulations 
relating, in particular, to the method for 
adjusting salaries and pensions, the solidarity 
levy, retirement and pensions, careers, 
conditions of employment, the annual trip 
home and missions, removal costs, and 
agencies. The proposal also aims to reduce 
staff numbers by 5% by 2018.

On 12 July 2011, the JURI committee held an
exchange of views with Commission Vice-
President Šefčovič on the early draft of the 
proposal. The committee, led by the 
rapporteur, held its first exchange of views on 
the Commission text at its January meeting.  In 
line with the agreed timetable, the rapporteur 
presented the draft report on 1 March. The 
deadline for amendments was scheduled for 8 
March at noon. Within that deadline Members 
tabled 185 amendments in total, which will be 
considered at this meeting.

46.  REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
RESALE RIGHT DIRECTIVE (2001/84/EC)

Procedure 2012/2038(INI)
Basic doc COM(2011)0878
Rapporteur Marielle GALLO
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

CULT/
Emma McCLARKIN

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Consideration of draft 
report

30.05.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

07.06.2012

Adoption JURI 10.07.2012
Adoption plenary September 2012

The Resale Right Directive9 was conceived 
with two major objectives in mind: to ensure 
that authors of graphic and plastic works of 
art share the economic success of their 
original works of art on the one hand and, on 
the other, to harmonise the application of the 
right across the EU. Article 11 of the Directive 
provides that the Commission should submit 
to the European Parliament, the Council and 
the Economic and Social Committee a report 
                                               
9 Directive 2001/84/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 27 September 2001 on the resale right for the 
benefit of the author of an original work of art (OJ L 272, 
13.10.2001, p. 32).



Number 3/2012-7L 22 Monday, 26.03.2012

on the implementation and the effect of the 
Directive. 

The Commission presented this report on 14 
December 2011 (COM(2011)0878), in which it 
examines the impact of the Directive on the 
internal market and the effect of the 
introduction of the resale right in those 
Member States that did not apply the right in 
national law prior to the entry into force of the 
Directive. It pays particular attention to the 
position of the Union in relation to relevant 
markets that do not apply the resale right, 
assesses the role of the Directive in fostering 
artistic creativity and reviews the situation 
with regard to the management procedures in 
the Member States. 

The Commission concludes that no clear 
patterns can be established to link the loss of 
the EU's share in the global market for modern 
and contemporary art with the harmonisation 
of provisions relating to the application of the 
resale right in the EU. Neither can any clear 
patterns currently be established that would 
indicate systematic trade diversion within the 
EU away from those Member States which 
have introduced the right for living artists. The 
Commission nevertheles considers that there 
are clearly pressures on European art 
markets, in all price ranges, and for both the 
auction and dealer sectors, and recalls that the 
scope of the application of the resale right will
be significantly expanded following the ending 
of the derogation for the works of deceased 
artists on 1 January 2012.

At the same time, the Commission notes that 
the quality of the administration of the resale 
right appears to vary considerably across the 
EU, and recognises that in some Member 
States inefficient administration of the resale 
right presents a not insignificant burden on art 
market professionals and may also lead to 
unnecessarily high deductions from royalties 
due to artists and their successors. In light of 
the economic significance of the sector, the 
Commission considers that market 
developments should be kept under review 
and it will undertake a further reporting 
exercise and deliver its results in 2014.

With this implementation report, the 
Committee intends in particular to verify the 
Commission's claims and check the quality of 

the administration of the resale right across 
the EU .

At this meeting the rapporteur, Ms Marielle 
GALLO, will present the Commission 
Communication and a first exchange of views 
will take place.

47.  SUBSIDIARITY (Rule 38a):

Since 29 February 2012 Parliament has 
received the following reasoned opinions 
from National Parliaments raising 
concerns about subsidiarity:

Reasoned opinion
by the Italian Chamber of Deputies on the proposal for 
a regulation of the European Parliament and of the 
Council laying down common provisions on the 
European Regional Development Fund, the European 
Social Fund, the Cohesion Fund, the European 
Agricultural Fund for Rural Development and the 
European Maritime and Fisheries Fund covered by the 
Common Strategic Framework and laying down 
general provisions on the European Regional 
Development Fund, the European Social Fund and the 
Cohesion Fund and repealing Regulation (EC) No 
1083/2006
(COM(2011)0615 –C7-0335/2011– 2011/0276(COD))
by the Polish Senate on the proposal for a Decision of 
the European Parliament and of the Council on serious 
cross-border threats to health
(COM(2011)0866 –C7-0488/2011– 2011/0421(COD))
by the Swedish Parliament on the proposal for a  
regulation of the European Parliament and of the 
Council Establishing the European Border Surveillance 
System (EUROSUR)
(COM(2011)0873 –C7-0506/2011– 2011/0427(COD))
by the French Senate on the proposal for a Directive of 
the European Parliament and of the Council amending 
Directive 2005/36/EC on the recognition of 
professional qualifications and Regulation [...] on 
administrative cooperation through the Internal 
Market Information System
(COM(2011)0883 –C7-0512/2011– 2011/0435(COD))
by the House of Commons of the United Kingdom on 
the proposal for a Directive of the European 
Parliament and of the Council on procurement by 
entities operating in the water, energy, transport and 
postal services sectors
(COM(2011)0895 –C7-0007/2012– 2011/0439(COD))
by the Swedish Parliament on the proposal for a 
Directive of the European Parliament and of the 
Council on procurement by entities operating in the 
water, energy, transport and postal services sectors
(COM(2011)0895 –C7-0007/2012– 2011/0439(COD))
by the Swedish Parliament on the proposal for a 
Directive of the European Parliament and of the 
Council on public procurement
(COM(2011)0896 –C7-0006/2012– 2011/0438(COD))
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by the House of Commons of the United Kingdom on 
the proposal for a Directive of the European 
Parliament and of the Council on public procurement
(COM(2011)0896 –C7-0006/2012– 2011/0438(COD))
by the German Bundesrat on the proposal for a 
Directive of the European Parliament and of the 
Council on the award of concession contracts
(COM(2011)0897 –C7-0004/2012– 2011/0437(COD))
by the Spanish Parliament on the proposal for a 
Directive of the European Parliament and of the 
Council on the award of concession contracts
(COM(2011)0897 –C7-0004/2012– 2011/0437(COD))
by the French Senate on the proposal for a Regulation 
of the European Parliament and of the Council on the 
protection of individuals with regard to the processing 
of personal data and on the free movement of such 
data (General Data Protection Regulation)
(COM(2012)0011 –C7-0025/2012– 2012/0011(COD))

48.  ANY OTHER BUSINESS:  

Petition 0791/2008 by Mr Christopher 
Stockwell (British), on behalf of Names' 
Action for Compensation in Europe, on a 
request for infringement proceedings 
against the United Kingdom for alleged 
failure to implement Directive 73/239/EC 
in connection with the Lloyds' case

49. DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING

Brussels

Wednesday 25 April 2012
3:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.

Thursday 26 April 2012
9:00 a.m. to 12:30 a.m.

The library website provides direct access to many documents and sources related to the work of the 
JURI committee:

 Legal affairs policy area page

 Case law portal

 Upcoming conferences and seminars

 Useful databases

To learn more about the use of these pages and databases, register for a training.
In addition a team of information specialists is always available to help you with specific requests. Do 
not hesitate to ask the library.

****

LIBRARY NEWS

http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/search.form?src=0
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/policyAreaPosts.form?policyAreaId=23
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/rep/05-LegalandInstitutionalaffairs/05-02-LegalAffairs/Case-law/lega-page-intro.htm
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/policyAreaPostDetail.form?selectedCategoryId=103&postId=29825&policyAreaId=23
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/cmsContent.form?pageId=104
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/infosession.form
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/ems.form
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Annex

Programme for the public hearing 

"Improving audit quality across the European Union"

Brussels - 27.03.2012 - 15.00-16.30 - Room Altiero Spinelli 3G2

15.00 - 15.05 Welcome and opening remarks by Klaus-Heiner Lehne - Chair of the Committee 
on Legal Affairs

15.05 - 15.15 The proposed reforms of the audit market - Arvind Wadhera, European 
Commission

15.15 - 15.25 What do shareholders want from an enhanced single market for statutory audit? -
Liz Murrall, Director, Corporate Governance and Reporting, Investment 
Management Association, UK

15.25 - 15.35 How best to improve the quality of audits - Philip Johnson, Chairman, Federation 
of European Accountants (FEE)

15.35 - 15.45 How best to improve the independence of the auditor - Andrew Brown, Chairman, 
European Group of International Accounting Networks and Associations (EGIAN)

15.45 - 15.55 Enhancing the role of the audit committee and the chair of the audit committee - Pr. 
Dr. Theo Siegert, Managing Partner of Haen Carstanjen & Söhne and member of 
several audit committees (Deutsche Bank AG, E.ON AG, Henkel AG & Co. KGaA 
and Merck KGaA) 

15.55 - 16.05 Auditing the non-financial world - Francis Desmarchelier, Financial Affairs 
Director, Association Française des Entreprises Privées (AFEP)

16.05 - 16.25 Q&A

16.25 - 16.30 Summing up by the rapporteur Sajjad Karim.
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