
 

JURI Report            
At the meeting of 19 and 20 January 2015 

The JURI Secretariat wishes you the best of health, happiness, and success in 2015!  

The first meeting of the new year will begin with exchanges of views with 
Commissioners Vĕra Jourová and Frans Timmermans. Subsequently, there will be 
presentations by the European Law Institute and the European Networks of Councils 
for the Judiciary. After that, the Committee will convene in camera to take decisions 
on disputes involving Parliament. 

On the morning of 20 January, the coordinators will first meet in camera. The 
Committee will then vote on the accession of various countries to the 1980 Hague 
Convention on the Convention of the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, 
and on the mandate for negotiating proposed legislation on public documents. There 
will also be votes on the draft report on the verification of credentials of Members, and 
on an oral question on the Commission’s group of experts on the enforcement of 
intellectual property rights (IPR). 

After the votes, there will be a consideration of the amendments tabled to the draft 
report on the European Small Claims Procedure and a debate on the draft report on 
shareholder engagement. The committee will hold exchanges of views on the REFIT 
programme, on the draft opinion on the presumption of innocence, on negotiation 
recommendations for the proposed T-TIP agreement and on the copyright own-
initiative report. Finally, the Committee has the honour of welcoming Dzintars 
Rasnačs, Latvian Minister for Justice, who will speak to us on the priorities of the 
Latvian Presidency. 

The afternoon will commence with a hearing on protecting trade secrets. There will 
also be exchanges of views on the EU Action Plan on the Enforcement of Intellectual 
Property Rights, on geographical indication protection for non-agricultural products 
and on the 2012/2013 annual reports on subsidiarity and proportionality. 

______________________________________________________________________ 

PROFILE - Tadeusz ZWIEFKA - JURI Coordinator 

Tadeusz Zwiefka was born in 1954 in Tuchola, Poland. 
He graduated from the Adam Mickiewicz University in 
Poznań, where he also obtained his Master’s degree at 
the Faculty of Law and Administration in 1979. In 1989, 
he also completed postgraduate studies in journalism 
at the Academy of Social Science in Warsaw. 

After three years as legal adviser to the Special 
Machine Tools Factory in Poznań (between 1979 and 

1982), Tadeusz Zwiefka became increasingly involved in journalism. In 2004 he was 
working for Polish Television (TVP), where he rapidly became chief editor at the local 
TVP station in Poznań.  
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At TVP he also worked as anchor for the early evening news and as presenter of a number of nationwide 
news programmes. He also worked as parliamentary reporter and commentator. As director of the local 
TVP station in Szczecin he was one of the moving spirits behind various public affairs programmes as 
well as chief editor and presenter. In 1993 he was voted the best parliamentary reporter.  

After leaving Polish television, Tadeusz Zwiefka worked as lecturer in television journalism and Polish 
language culture at Adam Mickiewicz University, the Poznań University of Economics and the Higher 
School of Environmental Management in Tuchola. In this position, he was able to communicate his broad 
journalistic knowledge and experience to the next generation. 

In 2004 Tadeusz Zwiefka was elected to the European Parliament for the first time. On the same year he 
joined the National Executive of Civic Platform (the main centre-right party in Poland). Since then, he has 
represented the Kuyavian-Pomeranian constituency in the European Parliament.  

In Brussels, his main focus has been on legal matters and, since the start of his mandate in the European 
Parliament, he has been a member of the Committee on Legal Affairs. In 2009 and 2014, the European 
People’s Party (EPP), the single largest political group in the European Parliament, appointed him 
coordinator of the Legal Affairs Committee. As a result, he has been able to play a leading role in the 
formulation of EPP policy in this domain. His contribution ranges from the work he has undertaken in 
connection with civil and commercial law to questions involving intellectual property rights, company law, 
family law, and ethics in science. 

In his current mandate, Tadeusz Zwiefka is also a member of the Delegation to the ACP-EU Joint 
Parliamentary Assembly as well as substitute member of the Committee on Culture and Education, the 
Delegation for relations with Mercosur and the Delegation to the Euro-Latin American Parliamentary 
Assembly. 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Breakfast meeting in Strasbourg 

 

The Chair, Vice-Chairs and coordinators of the Committee on Legal Affairs had an informal breakfast 
meeting with Věra Jourová, the Commissioner for Justice, Consumers and Gender Equality, on 13 
January in Strasbourg. The purpose of the meeting was to have an exchange of views on the priorities 
of EU action in the justice field over the next few years. 
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EXCHANGE OF VIEWS 

Exchange of views with Vĕra Jourová, European Commissioner for Justice, Consumers 
and Gender Equality, in the context of the structured dialogue between Parliament and 
the Commission 

At this meeting, the Committee will hold its first exchange of views with Věra Jourová, 
the Commissioner for Justice, Consumers and Gender Equality.  

Born in 1964, Vera Jourová studied law and headed the regional development 
department of the Vysočina region before working on European integration at the 
Ministry of Regional Development and leading her country’s negotiating team on EU 
funds. Between 2006 and 2013 she was a consultant providing advice on EU matters 
to her own country and to Russia, the Balkans and the Baltic states. Elected to the 

Czech parliament in October 2013, she became Minister for Regional Development in January 2014. 

Her responsibilities include judicial cooperation in: civil matters, including private international law and 
international civil procedure; consumer protection; the harmonisation and unification of private law; the 
reinforcement of judicial cooperation in criminal matters, including the setting up of the European Public 
Prosecutor; the reform of EU data protection; modernising and simplifying consumer rules for online and 
digital purchases; and the promotion of gender equality. 

Members of the Committee will have the occasion to discuss the Commission’s 2015 Work Programme, 
particularly with regard to the future development of pending legislation, as well as the priorities of EU 
action in the justice field. 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Exchange of views with Frans Timmermans, first Vice-President of the EU Commission, 
in charge of Better Regulation, Inter-Institutional Relations, the Rule of Law and the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights, in the context of the structured dialogue between 
Parliament and the Commission 

At this meeting, the Committee will hold an exchange of views with Frans 
Timmermans, First Vice-President of the European Commission. Mr Timmermans 
previously served in the Dutch public service, having been Member of the Dutch 
Parliament, Minister of European Affairs and Minister of Foreign Affairs, to name only 
a few posts. 

As First Vice-President, Mr Timmermans is responsible for better regulation, 
interinstitutional relations, the rule of law and the Charter of Fundamental Rights. For 

JURI, the aspect of better regulation is of greatest interest, since it is itself responsible for better law-
making and the simplification of Union law as well as for the compliance of Union acts with primary law, in 
particular respect for the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality. 

Mr Timmermans is coordinating the work on better regulation within the Commission, ensuring the 
compliance of EU proposals with the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality, and working with the 
European Parliament and the Council to remove unnecessary ‘red tape’ both at European and national 
level. This includes, for instance, steering the Commission’s work on the Regulatory Fitness and 
Performance Programme (REFIT) of EU legislation and ensuring the quality of impact assessments 
underpinning the Commission’s activities. 

In addition, it is in JURI’s interest not only to ensure that the special partnership between the European 
Parliament and the Commission is pursued with full commitment, but also to have the 2003 
Interinstitutional Agreement on Better Law-Making updated or even revised, which is something that 
Parliament has requested several times in the past. In this context, the debate could also address another 
request of Parliament, that for the Commission to make a proposal on a European Law of Administrative 
Procedure. 



 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

4 

The purpose of the discussion is to further promote the above-mentioned programmes by exchanging 
opinions and aligning each other’s positions in order to contribute to the achievement of smart regulation 
and regulatory fitness for the benefit of the peoples of Europe. 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

EXCHANGE OF VIEWS 

With Diana Wallis, President of the European Law Institute  

Diana Wallis is a British Liberal Democrat and a former Member of the European 
Parliament, first elected in 1999 and re-elected twice in 2004 and in 2009. She was 
elected Leader of the Liberal Democrats of the EP, and was also Vice-President of 
the EP for a certain period of time. In April 2013, she became an Honorary Fellow 
at the Law School of the University of Hull (UK), before she was elected President 
of the European Law Institute (ELI) in September 2013, on behalf of which Ms 
Wallis is going speak to the Committee. 

The European Law Institute is a pan-European, independent, membership-based 
organisation. It brings together all branches of the legal profession and jurists, 

including academics, practitioners and judges. The main purpose of the ELI is to improve the quality of 
European law, which is done by carrying out projects covering pressing legal issues, while the findings of 
the projects can be applied immediately in practice. 

The ELI was established to initiate, conduct and facilitate research, make recommendations and provide 
practical guidance in the field of European legal development. Building on the wealth of diverse legal 
traditions, its mission is the quest for better law-making in Europe and the enhancement of European 
legal integration. 

The institute’s work aims to be particularly valuable to policy-makers and the legislator, since it seeks to 
evaluate and stimulate the development of EU law, legal policy and practice. In particular, the ELI makes 
proposals for the further development of the acquis and for the enhancement of the implementation of EU 
law by the Member States. 

To accomplish its tasks, the ELI operates on its own initiative. However, it may also be consulted by 
institutions involved in the development of law on a European, international or national level. In its pursuit 
of better legislation in Europe, the ELI supplements one of JURI’s currently most important 
responsibilities, better law-making. In the light of this, an exchange of views on this very topic is in the 
interest of both Parliament and the ELI in order to achieve their respective goals, and should mark the 
start of fruitful future cooperation. 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

PRESENTATION 

By Lord Justice Geoffrey Vos, President of the European Network of Councils for 
Judiciary (ENCJ) 

At this meeting on 19 January, the Committee will hear a 
presentation by Lord Justice Vos, President of the European 
Network of Councils for Judiciary (ENCJ). 

The ENCJ brings together the national institutions of the 
Member States responsible for the support of the judiciary in 
the independent delivery of justice and are independent of 
the executive and legislature.  

The aim of ENCJ is to improve cooperation between, and good mutual 
understanding amongst, the Councils for the Judiciary and the members of the 

Judiciary of the European Union (or candidate) Member States. Moreover, the ENCJ promotes best 
practices to enable the judiciary to deliver timely and effective justice.  



 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

5 

Procedure: Rule 141 

Rapporteur: 

Jean-Marie Cavada 

Administrator: 

Andrea Scrimali 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views:  

19-20.01.2015 

Adoption JURI:  

19-20.01.2015 

IN CAMERA 
 
DISPUTES INVOLVING PARLIAMENT 

Case T-521/14, Sweden v Commission - Possible intervention by 
Parliament  

By letter of 13 November 2014 the Chair of the Committee on Environment, 
Public Health and Food Safety informed the Committee on Legal Affairs of 
the opinion of the Coordinators of that Committee on an action currently 
pending in respect of Regulation (EU) No 528/2012 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 22 May 2012 concerning the making 
available on the market and use of biocidal products (Case T-521/14, Sweden 
v Commission).  

The case concerns an action for failure to act pursuant to Article 265 of the 
TFEU brought by Sweden against the Commission. The applicant finds that 
the Commission has failed to comply with its obligation set out in Article 5(3) of 
Regulation (EU) No 528/2012 as it has not yet adopted the delegated acts 
specifying scientific criteria for the determination of endocrine-disrupting 
properties, as required by that provision, by 13 December 2013. Sweden 
takes the view that the reasons provided by the Commission for not having yet 
adopted the delegated acts are unsatisfactory. 

The Coordinators of the Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food 
Safety decided by majority to express a favourable opinion in support of 
Sweden in its action against the Commission, in the light of the institutional importance of this case for 
Parliament in particular as regards the timely adoption of delegated acts by the Commission.  

At the request of the Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety, the Committee on Legal 
Affairs, therefore, considered the matter. The majority of the Coordinators recommended by written 
procedure, subject to the formal decision to be taken by the Committee on Legal Affairs at the earliest 
opportunity, that precautionary action be taken under Rule 141(4), subparagraph 4, of the Rules of 
Procedure with a view to intervening before the General Court in Case T-521/14. A confirmation vote by 
the Committee will take place at this meeting.  

Case C-477/14, Pillbox 38 - Possible submission of observations by Parliament 

On 25 November 2014, the European Parliament was notified of a reference for a preliminary ruling by 
the British High Court of Justice (Queen’s Bench Division) (Administrative Court) concerning the validity of 
Article 20 of Directive 2014/40/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council (the ‘Tobacco Products 
Directive 2014’ or, simply, the ‘Directive’). 

Article 20 of the Directive lays down safety and quality requirements for electronic cigarettes. Pillbox 38 
(UK) Ltd., a manufacturer and retailer of electronic cigarettes, requested judicial review of the Tobacco 
Products Directive 2014 before the Administrative Court on the grounds that harmonised rules on 
electronic cigarettes laid down in that provision are in breach of several principles of EU law. In light of the 
above, the Administrative Court referred to the Court of Justice a question on the validity of Article 20 of 
the Tobacco Products Directive 2014. 

The Tobacco Products Directive 2014 was adopted under the ordinary legislative procedure. The 
Committee is, therefore, to decide whether to recommend to the President, in accordance with Rule 
141(4), that Parliament should submit observations in the proceedings pending before the Court of 
Justice. 

Case F-123/14, Feral v Committee of the Regions - Possible intervention by Parliament  

Parliament was notified of an action brought before the Civil Service Tribunal pursuant to Article 263 
TFEU for the annulment of Articles 65(4) and 66a of the Staff Regulations, as amended by Regulation 
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(EU) No 1023/2013 of the European Parliament and the Council of 22 October 2013. The application 
includes an objection of illegality pursuant to Article 277 TFEU. 

Articles 65(4) and 66a of the Staff Regulations concern the freezing of the remuneration of officials for two 
years while applying the solidarity levy on those salaries for 2014. Regulation (EU) No 1023/2013 
increased the rate of the solidarity levy from 5.5 % to 6 % while the annual adjustment on remuneration is 
suspended in 2013 and 2014. 

Regulation (EU) No 1023/2013 was adopted under the ordinary legislative procedure. The Committee is, 
therefore, to decide whether to recommend to the President, in accordance with Rule 141(4), that 
Parliament should intervene before the Civil Service Tribunal. 

Case T -561/14 European Citizens’ Initiative One of Us and Others v European 
Parliament, Council of the European Union, European Commission - manifest 
inadmissibility of the action for annulment of Regulation (EU) No 211/2011 and possible 
intervention by Parliament  

By letter of 27 November 2014, received on 1 December 2014, the Registrar of the General Court notified 
Parliament of Case T-561/14 European Citizens’ Initiative One of Us and Others v European Parliament, 
Council of the European Union, European Commission. The action was lodged on 25 July 2014. 

The applicants seek, in the first place, the annulment of the Commission Communication COM 
(2014)0355 final on the citizens’ initiative ‘One of us’. In the alternative, the applicants seek the annulment 
of Article 10(1)(c) of Regulation 211/2011 of the Parliament and the Council on the citizens’ initiative. 

This last request is manifestly inadmissible since the deadline for bringing a direct action against 
Regulation 211/2011 expired long before the action was lodged. On the other hand, in the context of the 
applicants’ request for annulment of the Commission Communication, the Court might consider the action 
admissible and rule on the validity of Article 10(1)(c) of Regulation 211/2011 – regardless of the expiry of 
the deadline for a direct action against the Regulation – as a plea of illegality within the meaning of Article 
277 TFEU. In such an event, Parliament should seek leave to intervene in support of the Commission in 
order to be able to defend the validity of the Regulation, which was adopted under the ordinary legislative 
procedure. 

The Committee on Legal Affairs is, therefore, to decide whether to recommend to the President in 
accordance with Rule 141(4) that Parliament should at the same time: 

- as regards the applicants’ request for the annulment of Article 10(1)(c) of Regulation 211/2011, raise a 
plea of manifest inadmissibility;  

- as regards the applicants’ request for the annulment of the Commission Communication, intervene in 
support of the Commission, in the event that the Court declares the action to be inadmissible in so far as it 
is directed against Regulation 211/2011 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

HEARING 

Protecting trade secrets 

 

The Committee on Legal Affairs will hold a hearing on 20 January, 
from 15.00 to 16h30, in room ASP 5G3, entitled 'Protecting Trade 
Secrets'.  

The purpose of the hearing is consider why trade secrets should be 
protected and analyse the instrument put forward by the Commission.  

 

Click here to view the programme  

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/document/activities/cont/201501/20150107ATT95722/20150107ATT95722EN.pdf
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Procedure: 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 doc: 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: Heidi Hautala 

Administrator: Alexander Keys 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Presentation of draft reports: 
11.11.2014 

Exchange of views: 02.12.2014 

Deadline for amendments: 08.12.2014 

Vote in committee: 20.01.2015 

Procedure: 2013/0119(COD) 

Basic doc: COM(2013)0228 

Legal basis: Articles 21(2) 
and 114(1) TFEU 

Rapporteur: Mady Delvaux-
Stehres 

Administrator: Alexander 
Keys 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Plenary (1st reading): 
04.02.2014 

Exchange of views: 
24.09.2014, 03.12.2014 

Adoption of mandate: 
20.01.2015 

The further timetable will 
depend on the progress of 
negotiations in the Council. 

VOTES 

 

Accession of eight countries to the 1980 
Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of 
International Child Abduction 

At this meeting, the Committee will vote on the draft reports on 
the acceptance by the European Union of the accession of eight 
states to the 1980 Hague Convention on International Child 
Abduction, after having received the Council’s requests for 
Parliament’s opinion under the consultation procedure. 

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 decision has been long delayed as the Council contested the 
Union’s competence. On 14 October 2014, the Court of Justice 
issued an opinion, at the request of the Commission and 
Parliament, confirming that the EU has exclusive external 
competence to accept the accessions of the eight states in 
question. 

Now that the Council has transmitted its request for Parliament’s 
opinion, and the deadline for amendments has expired, the vote 
at Committee level can take place. 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Simplifying the acceptance of certain public documents in the EU 

At this meeting, the Committee will confer a 
mandate for negotiations on the basis of the 
report adopted in early 2014, with the 
negotiating team being composed of the 
Chair, the rapporteur, Mady Delvaux-
Stehres, and the shadow rapporteurs. 

This proposal is important because a large 
number of EU citizens live in a Member State other than their own, and this 
number is steadily increasing. Ever more citizens have links to another 
state, be it for family or professional reasons or just for holidays. 

However, administrative formalities across borders are generally 
considerably more complicated than within each Member State. Citizens 
may have to have their documents legalised by diplomatic authorities 
(legalisation or apostille), provide expensive certified translations of even 
the simplest documents or submit certified copies of official records. 

The proposed regulation simplifying the acceptance of certain public 
documents in the European Union aims to fulfil the very important role of 
making formalities easier for citizens who move across borders. 

The rapporteur considers that this proposal has the potential to make the 
cross-border lives of European citizens considerably easier. 

The European Parliament has already adopted its position in first reading on this matter. It proposes, inter 
alia, an increase in the number of public documents covered by the proposal, the strengthening of the 
provisions abolishing certain formalities and the introduction of additional EU multilingual forms for cross-
border use.  
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OF CREDENTIALS 

 

Pursuant to Rule 3(1), (3) and (4) of the Rules of Procedure, 
following elections to the European Parliament, the President 
shall invite the competent authorities of the Member States to 
notify Parliament without delay of the names of the elected 
Members so that all Members may take their seats in 
Parliament with effect from the opening of the first sitting 
following the elections.  

On the basis of a report by the Committee responsible for the 
verification of credentials, Parliament shall verify credentials 
without delay and rule on the validity of the mandate of each of 
its newly elected Members, and also on any dispute referred to 
it pursuant to the provisions of the Act of 20 September 1976, 
except those based on national electoral laws. The 
Committee’s report shall be based on the official notification by 
each Member State of the full results of the election specifying 
the names of the candidates elected and those of any 
substitutes together with their ranking in accordance with the 
results of the vote.  

The Committee will vote on the draft report at this meeting.  

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT AMENDMENTS 

Revision of the European Small Claims Procedure 

At this meeting, the Committee will hold a 
debate on the amendments tabled to Lidia 
Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg’s draft 
report on the revision of the European Small 
Claims Procedure. 

The purpose of the Commission’s initiative is 
to make various changes to the Small Claims Procedure, which is 
particularly valuable to citizens and small and medium-sized 
businesses. In particular, the aim is to increase the threshold for the 
Small Claims Procedure, simplifying a larger number of cases. 

Another important part of the proposal aims to encourage electronic 
communication between the court and the parties in order to accelerate 
proceedings. The Commission also wants to encourage the holding of 
hearing by video-conference, thus reducing travel expenses for the 
parties. 

The draft report is broadly supportive of the aims of the Commission 
proposal, supporting most of the major changes. However, the 
rapporteur also suggests that some changes be made to make the 
procedure more citizen-friendly, as well as to give courts greater latitude 
to decide when a hearing is absolutely necessary. Other Members have 
tabled a total of 74 amendments to the draft report. 

  

Procedure: 2014/2165(REG) 

Legal basis: Rule 3 RoP 

Rapporteur: Pavel Svoboda 

Administrator: Andrea Scrimali 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views:                   

10-11.11.2014 

Consideration of a draft report:  

1-2.12.2014 

Deadline for amendments: 
10.12.2014 

Adoption JURI: 19-20.01.2014 

Procedure: 2013/0403(COD) 

Basic doc: COM(2013)794 

Legal basis: Article 81(1) 
TFEU 

Rapporteur: Lidia Joanna 
Geringer de Oedenberg 

Administrator: Alexander 
Keys 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 
24.09.2014 

Presentation of draft report: 
11.11.2014 

Deadline for amendments: 
27.11.2014 

Debate on amendments: 
20.01.2015 

Vote in JURI:                
February 2015 



 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

9 

Procedure: 
2014/0121(COD) 

Basic doc: Directive 
2007/36/EC 

Legal basis: Article 50(2) 
(g) and 114 TFEU 

Rapporteur: Sergio Gaetano 
Cofferati 

Administrator: Leticia 
Zuleta de Reales 

Opinion giving committee: 

ECON, IMCO 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 10-
11.11.2014 

Presentation of DR: 19-
20.01.2015 

Deadline for amend: 

03.02.2015  

Consideartion am: 23-
24.02.2015 

Adoption JURI: 24.03.2015 

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT REPORT 

Revision of Shareholders Right's Directive 

As a follow up to its 2012 Action Plan on European 
company law and corporate governance, the 
Commission published a proposal to amend the 
existing Shareholder Rights Directive (2007/36/EC) 

on 9 April 2014. The objective of the proposed measures is to increase 
shareholder engagement and give shareholders a greater say on directors’ 
remuneration and related party transactions. It also provides a framework for 
listed companies to identify their shareholders and proposes measures to 
improve the reliability of proxy advisers.  

The main elements of the proposal can be summarised as follows: 

1. Identification of shareholder, transmission of information and facilitation of 
the exercise of shareholders’ rights: investment intermediaries must allow 
companies the right to identify underlying shareholders. Intermediaries 
should, at the request of the company, communicate without delay the name 
and contact details of the shareholders. If a listed company chooses not to 
communicate directly with its shareholders, the relevant information should 
be transmitted to them by the intermediary. Intermediaries must facilitate the 
exercise of rights by shareholders, including the right to participate and vote 
in general meetings and companies must confirm the votes cast in general 
meetings by or on behalf of shareholders. Where the intermediary casts a 
vote, it must transmit the voting confirmation to the shareholder. 

2. Increased engagement of asset owners and managers with their investee 
companies: Institutional investors and asset managers must develop and 
disclose, on a comply or explain basis, an engagement policy and explain how it has been implemented 
and the results of the policy; several transparency requirements oblige institutional investors to disclose 
how their investment strategy is aligned with the profile and duration of their liabilities and how it 
contributes to the medium to long term performance of their assets and asset managers must also 
disclose to institutional investors certain information on a half-yearly basis; 

3. Improved reliability, transparency and quality of proxy advisors’ recommendations: Proxy advisors will 
be required to publically disclose certain key information related to the preparation of their voting 
recommendations on an annual basis, specifying whether and how they engaged in a dialogue with the 
company in preparing the recommendation. They must adopt and implement adequate measures to 
guarantee that their voting recommendations are accurate and reliable. 

4. Right to vote on remuneration policy: listed companies will be required to publish a remuneration policy 
every three years and a remuneration report every year detailing how they have paid each director in 
the previous year. The remuneration policy must be put to a shareholder vote every three years 
whereas the report must be put to a shareholder vote every year. The remuneration policy must include 
maximum amounts of total remuneration and explain the ratio between the remuneration of directors 
and employees. 

5. Improving transparency and influence of shareholders on related party transactions: Shareholder 
approval will be required for significant transactions with related parties. Significant transactions are 
those that either represent more than 5% of a company’s assets or potentially have a significant impact 
on a company’s turnover or profits. All related party transactions with a value of more than 1% of the 
company’s assets, must be disclosed at the time the transaction concludes. Such disclosure must be 
accompanied by a statement from an independent providing insight into the conditions of the 
transaction.  

A hearing on the revision of the Shareholders’ right Directive took place on 2 December 2014. At this 
meeting, Sergio Gaetano Cofferati will present his draft report. 
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Procedure: 2013/0407 (COD) 

Basic doc: (COM)2013/0821 

Legal basis: Article 82(2)(b) 

TFEU 

Rapporteur: Pascal Durand 

Administrator: Andrea 
Scrimali 

Lead committee: LIBE- 

Nathalie Griesbeck 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 19-

20.01.2015 

Procedure: 2014/2150(INI) 

Rapporteur: Sylvia-Yvonne 
Kaufmann 

Administrator: Magnus 
Nordanskog 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 20 
January 

Consideration of draft 
report: 23-24 February 

Deadline for amendments:  

5 March, at 12.00 

Vote in JURI: 16 April 

Plenary: May 2015 

 
EXCHANGE OF VIEWS 

Strengthening of certain aspects of the presumption of innocence and of the right to be 
present at one’s trial in criminal proceedings 

During the last legislative term, the Committee on Legal Affairs delivered an 
opinion to the Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs concerning 
a proposal of central importance to criminal proceedings in Europe. Building on 
the extensive case-law of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR), the 
draft directive aims to lay down minimum rules concerning certain aspects of the 
right of suspects and accused persons to be presumed innocent unless proven 
guilty by a final judgment.  

Owing to the end of the legislative term, the procedure had to start afresh and 
the Committee on Legal Affairs has now a new opportunity to deal with this file.  

The proposal covers the following principles: 

1) a court or public official may not publicly present suspects or accused persons as if they were guilty of 
an offence if they have not been tried and convicted of it by a final judgment; 

2) the burden of proof is on the prosecution, and any reasonable doubts regarding guilt should benefit the 
accused; 

3) the right not to incriminate oneself and not to cooperate, and the right 
to remain silent, lie at the heart of the proposal. In particular, the right to 
remain silent must be ensured. and any inferences drawn from the fact 
that suspects make use of this right should be excluded;  

4) the proposal lays down the right of the accused person to be present 
at his or her trial with few, limited exceptions. It provides that Member 
States must ensure that the right to be present applies to any trial 
aimed at assessing the question of the guilt of the accused person 
(both conviction and acquittal decisions); 

5) a non-regression clause aims to ensure that setting common 
minimum standards does not have the effect of lowering standards in 
certain Member States and that the standards set in the Charter and in 
the ECHR are maintained. 

During this meeting an exchange of view will be held on this issue. 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Regulatory Fitness and Performance Programme (REFIT): 
State of Play and Outlook 

On 18 June 2014, the former Commission presented a communication 
entitled Regulatory Fitness and Performance Programme (REFIT): State 
of Play and Outlook, a follow-up on its first report on REFIT from October 
2013, which was the subject of Parliament's report on better law-making 
of 4 February 2014.The REFIT programme aims to cut red tape, remove 
regulatory burdens, simplify and improve the design and quality of 
legislation, so that the policy objectives are achieved and the benefits of 
EU legislation are enjoyed at lowest cost and with a minimum of 
administrative burden, full respecting the Treaties, particularly the 
principles of subsidiarity and proportionality. Under REFIT, the 
Commission is screening the entire stock of EU legislation on an ongoing 
and systematic basis to identify burdens, inconsistencies and ineffective 
measures and identified corrective actions. 
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Procedure: 2014/2228 

(INI) 

Basic doc: DT – PE 
546.593 

Legal basis: Rule 53  

Rapporteur: Axel Voss 

Administrator: Magnus 
Nordanskog 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 20 
January 

Consideration of draft 
opinion : 23-24 February 

Deadline for 
amendments:  

3 March, at 12.00 

Vote in JURI: 24 March 

Adoption in INTA: 14 
April 

The new Commission has announced that it will have a heavy focus on Better Regulation, not least by 
entrusting its First Vice-President, Frans Timmermans, with the overall responsibility for this subject, and 
by appointing Edmund Stoiber as a Special Advisor to the Commission on Better Regulation. It is 
therefore likely that the actions announced in the 2014 REFIT report might be updated during 2015 in 
order to take account of the priorities of the new Commission and its work programme for 2015. 

At this meeting, the Commission will hold a first exchange of views on the dossier and the rapporteur, Mrs 
Sylvia-Yvonne Kaufmann, will outline her ideas for the drawing up of the report, also taking into account 
the exchanges of views with Mr Timmermans during this JURI meeting. 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Recommendations to the European Commission on the negotiations for the Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) 

When the EU negotiates an international agreement, such as TTIP, the 
European Parliament is entitled to express its position on the agreement, by 
means of a report, at any stage of the negotiations, based on Rule 108 of 
the Rules of Procedure. The Committee on International Trade (INTA), 
which is the lead committee on TTIP and therefore coordinates 
Parliament's activities on the agreement, has therefore decided to draw up 
a report with recommendations to the Commission concerning the on-going 
negotiations. JURI will give an opinion to this report under Rule 53. 

Parliament adopted a report on TTIP on 23 May 2013 in view of the start of the TTIP negotiations1, which 
included recommendations to the Council and the Commission concerning the EU negotiating mandate, 
which was made public in October 20142.  

JURI contributed to the 2013 report by an opinion in letter form, in which it stressed that intellectual 
property is one of the driving forces of innovation and creation and a pillar of the knowledge-based 

economy, and that the agreement should therefore include strong 
protection of precisely and clearly defined areas of Intellectual Property 
Rights (IPRs), including geographical indications, and should be 
consistent with existing international agreements and existing 
international standards of protection. JURI also reaffirmed its support for 
the dismantling of unnecessary regulatory barriers, and encouraged the 
Commission and the US Administration to include in the agreement 
mechanisms (including early upstream regulatory cooperation) aimed at 
preventing future barriers. It stressed that Better Regulation and the 
reduction of regulatory and administrative burdens are issues which must 
be at the forefront when negotiating the TTIP, and that greater 
transatlantic regulatory convergence should lead to more streamlined 
regulation which is easy to understand and apply, in particular for SMEs. 

Since the start of negotiations in July 2013, seven negotiating rounds 
have been held, and the eighth round is scheduled to be held in Brussels 
in the first week of February 2015. According to the INTA rapporteur, 
Bernd Lange, Parliament's upcoming report should contribute to a fresh 
start of the negotiations, now that the new Commission is in place and 
after the midterm elections in the US. 

On 9 January 2015, INTA presented a working document in which it 
outlines in broad terms the progress so far and what could be expected 
for the future. It is stressed that bilateral trade agreements such as TTIP 
can only ever be a second-best option to agreements on the multilateral 

                                                           
1 European Parliament resolution of 23 May 2013 on EU trade and investment negotiations with the United States of 

America (P7_TA(2013)0227). 
2 Available here: http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11103-2013-DCL-1/en/pdf.  

http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11103-2013-DCL-1/en/pdf


 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

12 

level. Especially given the recent positive developments in the WTO, it must be ensured that an 
agreement with the US will serve as a stepping-stone for broader trade negotiations and will not be seen 
as an alternative to the WTO process. While unregulated globalisation is an uncontrolled race to the 
bottom, we must attempt to create a regulatory framework by strengthening regulations to the highest 
standards on a global level, so that social and environment dumping is excluded.  

However, when negotiations on TTIP are secret, there is no way that the democratic process can exert 
the checks and balances required to guarantee an expected outcome. Parliament will therefore continue 
to closely monitor the negotiating process and will engage with the Commission, Member States, the US 
Congress and administration as well as stakeholders on both sides of the Atlantic in order to ensure an 
outcome which will benefit citizens in the EU, the US and beyond. Parliament will have to give its consent 
to an agreement, without which it cannot enter into force. The Commission is therefore well advised to 
take the positions of Parliament into account. 

According to Annex VI of the Rules of Procedure, JURI is responsible for the interpretation, application 
and monitoring of Union law and compliance of Union acts with primary law, the interpretation and 
application of international law in so far as the European Union is affected, better law-making and 
simplification of Union law, civil and commercial law, procedural law, measures concerning judicial and 
administrative cooperation in civil matters and intellectual property law. 

For the purposes of TTIP, the committee is therefore primarily responsible for the subject matters being 
negotiated in the chapters on Intellectual Property Rights, Regulatory Coherence and Transparency, and 
Dispute Settlement/Arbitration. 

On 27 January 2015, at 15.00-18.00, JURI and INTA will hold a joint public hearing on TTIP: Regulatory 
Aspects and Investor to State Dispute Settlement (ISDS) and Arbitration. This hearing will be very timely 
since the Commission published its report on the recent public consultation of ISDS3 on 13 January 2015, 
and the next round of TTIP negotiations in the first week of February 2015 will focus heavily on regulatory 
aspects of TTIP. 

At this meeting, the committee will hold a first exchange of views, and the rapporteur, Mr Axel Voss, will 
outline his views on the drawing-up of the opinion. 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

The implementation of Directive 2001/29/EC of 22 May 2001 on the harmonisation of 
certain aspects of copyright and related rights in the information society 

In the Political Guidelines for the next European Commission, presented by the 
then President-designate Jean-Claude Juncker on 15 July 2014, the reform of 
copyright in Europe as part of the setting-up of the Digital Single Market was 
presented as one the top-ten priorities of the Commission. 

In view of this, and since intellectual property law is one of the main competences 
of the Committee on Legal Affairs, the Committee has decided to set up a Working 
Group on IPR and Copyright Reform, which consists of members and staff of JURI 
as well as of other relevant committees.  

This group will meet once a month  in order to hear invited experts from, in particular, academia, civil 
society and other interested stakeholders, and to discuss particular subject areas relevant to IPR and 
copyright reform, with a view to drawing up working documents aimed at assisting Members in assessing 
and working with upcoming Commission proposals and activities in this area. To launch this working 
group, the Committee held a public hearing in Brussels on 11 November 2014 on the future of copyright 
in Europe, in cooperation with the Committee on Culture and Education.  

                                                           
3 Available here: http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2015/january/tradoc_153044.pdf.  

http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2015/january/tradoc_153044.pdf
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Procedure: 2014/2151(INI) 

Basic doc: COM(2014)392 

Rapporteur: Pavel Svoboda 

Administrator: Carine 
Piaguet 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 

20.01.2015 

Consideration of the draft 
report:23-24.02.2015 

Deadline for amendments: 
10.03.2015 

Consideration of 

amendments: 23-
24.03.2015 

Adoption JURI: 16.04.2015 

Vote Plenary: May 2015 

Procedure: 2014/2256 (INI) 

Basic doc: Directive 
2001/29/EC 

Legal basis: Articles 47(2), 
55 and 95 ECT 

Rapporteur: Julia Reda 

Administrator: Magnus 
Nordanskog 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Presentation of draft report: 
20/01/2015 

JURI deadline for 
amendments:  

17/02/2015 

Consideration of 
amendments :24/02/2015 

Possible 2nd consideration 
of amendments:24/03/2015 

Vote in JURI: 16/04/2015 

Plenary vote: 20/05/2015 

At the first meeting of the Working Group in December 2014, an exchange 
was held with Mr Oettinger, the Commissioner responsible for copyright. 
He announced that the Commission will present a legislative proposal on 
European copyright during 2015 and that he stands ready to work together 
with Parliament on this. The Committee will therefore attempt to do its own 
analytical work in parallel with the Commission during the preparatory work 
for its upcoming proposals, in particular by conducting its own better 
regulation activities, this being another focus of the new Commission.  

The first step will be to draw up an implementation report on the main 
piece of current legislation in the area of copyright in Europe, namely the 
Directive on the harmonisation of certain aspects of copyright and related 
rights in the information society, the so-called InfoSoc Directive. This report 
will be accompanied by an ex post impact assessment, which will be 
commissioned by the Committee from the European Parliamentary 
Research Service (EPRS).  

The results of the implementation report will then possibly be followed up 
with other better regulation activities in JURI, such as public consultations 
and an ex ante impact assessment of the resulting suggestions for policy 
options when it comes to reforming copyright in Europe, all in anticipation 
of the parallel activities of the Commission in view of its upcoming 
proposal. 

A first exchange of views on the dossier was held at the JURI meeting in December 2014. 

At this meeting, the rapporteur, Julia Reda, will present her draft report, which will be considered by the 
committee. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Own-initiative report on intellectual property rights enforcement   

On 20 January 2015, Members will hold an exchange of views on the Commission’s 
communication ‘Towards a renewed consensus on 
the enforcement of Intellectual Property Rights: an 
EU Action Plan’ (COM/2014/0392).  

With this report, Members will give their view on the 
enforcement of intellectual property rights in general 
and, in particular, on the action plan presented by 

the Commission on 1 July 2014, which seeks to re-orientate its policy for 
intellectual property enforcement towards better compliance of IP rights 
by all economic actors.  

The set of ten actions proposed by the Commission notably includes: a 
new generation of targeted communication campaigns; the development 
of an EU due-diligence scheme throughout supply chains as a means to 
prevent commercial-scale IP infringements, as well as of further voluntary 
memoranda of understanding between right holders and business 
partners; assisting SMEs to enforce their IP rights; consultation and 
reflection on the impact of chargeback and related schemes; the set-up of 
a Member State Expert Group on IP Enforcement; support to the 
development of a comprehensive set of sectoral IP enforcement-related 
training programme; and a best-practice guide for public authorities on 
how to avoid purchasing counterfeit products.  



 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

14 

Procedure: 2014/2252(INI) 

Basic doc:COM(2014)566, 
COM(2014)506 

Legal basis: Article 9 of Protocol 
No 2 

Rapporteur: Saijad Karim 

Administrator: Kjell Sevón 

Opinion giving committee:  
AFET, DEVE, INTA, BUDG, 
CONT, ECON, EMPL, ENVI, ITRE, 
IMCO, TRAN, REGI, AGRI, PECH, 
CULT, LIBE, AFCO, FEMM, PETI 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Exchange of views: 20.01.2015 

Draft report: 23.03.2015 

Deadline for amend: 14.04.2015 

Adoption JURI: 16.06.2015 

Adoption PLENARY: 07.07.2015 

CONSIDERATION OF WORKING DOCUMENT 

The possible extension of 

geographical indication protection 

of the European Union to non-

agricultural products 

The rapporteur will present a Working 
Document on the Commission’s Green 
Paper ‘Making the most out of Europe’s 
traditional know-how: a possible 

extension of geographical indication protection of the European Union to 
non-agricultural products’ (COM/2014/0469). Geographical indications 
(GIs) are indications that identify goods as originating in a country, 
region or locality where a particular quality, reputation or other 
characteristic of the product is essentially attributable to its geographical 
origin, for example Bordeaux (wine), Vetro di Murano (glass) or 
Prosciutto di Parma (cured ham). A GI can also highlight specific 
qualities of a product that are due to human factors, such as specific 
manufacturing skills and traditions. At EU level, unitary protection is 
provided for certain agricultural products and foodstuffs, but there is no 
harmonisation or unitary GI protection in place for non-agricultural 
products. The European Union is rich in such authentic, non-agricultural 
products that are important not only in terms of their cultural heritage 
and their contribution to the cultural and creative economy, but also in 
terms of their considerable economic potential, provided that the right 
conditions for their exploitation are met. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

SUBSIDIARITY (RULE 42) 

Annual reports 2012-2013 on 
subsidiarity and proportionality 

The Committee will hold an exchange 
of views on the annual reports from the 
Commission on the application of the 
principles of subsidiarity and 
proportionality in 2012 and 2013. These 

principles, which are laid down in Article 5 of the Treaty on the 
European Union, set limits to the legitimate scope of action by the 
EU. According to Article 9 of Protocol No 2 to the Treaties, the 
Commission shall report annually on the application of Article 5 
TEU to the European Council, the European Parliament, the 
Council and the national parliaments. According to the principle of 
subsidiarity, in areas which do not fall within the exclusive 
competences of the Union, action shall be taken only if and in so 
far as the objectives of the proposed action cannot be achieved by 
the Member States (centrally, regionally or locally). The principle of 
proportionality, which applies to all EU action, requires that the 
Union, when acting, does not exceed what is necessary for 
achieving the objectives of the Treaties. The fact that the two 
annual reports from the Commission will be dealt with in one 
parliamentary report is related to the exceptional timetables of the 
election year 2014.  

Procedure: INI - Non 
Legislative Report Proposal 

Basic doc: COM(2014)469 

Legal basis: Rule 52 (RoP) 

Rapporteur: Virginie Rozière 

Administrator:  Kjell Sevón 

 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Presentation of working 

document: 20.01.2015 

Draft report:  23-

24.02.2015 

Deadline for amend:  
04.03.2015 

Adoption  

JURI: 07.05.2015 

PLENARY: 09.06.2015 
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WORKING GROUPS 

Launch of the Working Group on Intellectual Property Rights and Copyright Reform 

The Working Group on Intellectual Property Rights and Copyright Reform held its first meeting on 
17 December 2014, during which it had a first exchange of views with Commissioner Oettinger. 

Following the hearing held on 11 November 2014 on ‘the future development of copyright in Europe’, the 
Committee on Legal Affairs set up the Working Group on Intellectual Property Rights and Copyright 
Reform to reflect on IPR issues and, in particular, to pave the way to the forthcoming reform of the EU 
legal framework on copyright. A project team will support the Working Group in the preparation of the 
meetings and in collecting its findings, which could be outlined in Working Documents on different subject 
matters.  

Members of the Working Group, coordinated by Mr Cavada, will examine, and conduct in-depth analyses 
of, the challenges and prospects that emerge, in particular through exchanges of views with the widest 
possible range of stakeholders interested in the matter.  

The input gathered by the Working Group will be put forward as a basis for future legislative activities, 
particularly in the field of copyright reform, as well as in other fields of IPR, since the Working Group will 
also focus on and discuss other IPR matters. 

Representatives from the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy, the Committee on Internal 
Market and Consumer Protection, and the Committee on Culture and Education will also take part in and 
contribute to the Working Group. 

A dedicated webpage will be available soon at www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/fr/juri/home.html. 

 

 

 

 

  

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/fr/juri/home.html
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Visit to Luxembourg on 3 December 2014 

 
At the Court of Justice 

      

At the Court of Auditors 
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POLICY DEPARTMENT WORKSHOP 

SAVE THE DATE: Workshop on Civil Law on 26 February 
2015 

As in 2011 and 2013, the Committee on Legal Affairs will hold a 
workshop on civil law with the participation of national parliaments. 
The focus for this edition, to take place on 26 February, will be on 
private international law: 'What is in it for Europe's citizens?'. The 
workshop will be organised by DG IPOL's Policy Department C. 

The workshop will bring Members of the European Parliament and 
members of the 28 national parliaments together with around a 
dozen experts, practitioners and academics. The three sessions of 
the workshop will be entitled 'less paperwork for mobile citizens', 
'cross border families and families crossing borders', and 'business and consumer concerns'. 

Private international law aims to deal with the cross-border aspects of all questions related to 
relationships between private persons, such as family law, property law and the law of contract. 
Legislation in this complex field covers areas as varied as family law and sales law, but also procedural 
law which was until recently an exclusive prerogative of the Member States.  

It is crucial that Members of the European Parliament and members of national parliaments interact 
when it comes to legislation in this area. This workshop is intended to facilitate the exchange of views on 
policies in the field of civil justice on the basis of the contributions of eminent experts, be they academics 
or practitioners. 

Article 81(2) TFEU permits the EU to adopt measures addressed at ensuring the mutual recognition and 
enforcement of judgments and the compatibility of national rules with regards to conflicts of laws and 
jurisdiction. A number of instruments have been adopted at EU level in order to deal with some of the 
most crucial matters related to private international law (in particular the Brussels and Rome 
Regulations). 

*** 
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