
 
 

JURI Report    
At the meeting of 12 and 13 October 2015 

In October, the meeting of the Committee on Legal Affairs will begin with a public hearing on the 

reform of the Brussels II Regulation. After that, the committee will vote on exchange of information 

in the field of taxation. Next, the committee will meet in camera to verify credentials and consider 

disputes and immunity cases. 

The coordinators will meet early on Tuesday. After that, the committee will vote on the annual 

reports 2012-2013 on subsidiarity and proportionality. Next, the respective rapporteurs will report 

back to committee on trade secrets and shareholders engagement. Afterwards, the members will 

consider amendments on the Single Market Act and hold an exchange of views on the limitation 

periods for traffic accidents.  

The afternoon session will commence with a public hearing on the interinstitutional agreement on 

better regulation. Subsequently, the committee will consider a working document on the 

protection of vulnerable adults and hold an exchange of views on transparency, accountability and 

integrity in the EU institutions. The members will then deliberate on delegated acts and 

implementing measures. 

___________________________________________________________________ 
 

EVENT 

WORKSHOP on Parliamentary Immunity in the EU 

On 19 October 2015 the Committee on Legal Affairs will hold a Workshop on Parliamentary 

Immunity in the EU. Members of the European 

Parliament (MEPs) enjoy non-liability for votes cast and 

opinions expressed in the performance of their duties 

(Article 8 of the Protocol on the privileges and 

immunities of the European Union) and the protection 

from prosecutions and restrictions of their personal 

freedom during the sessions of the European Parliament 

(Article 9 of this Protocol).These immunities are also 

enjoyed by Members of national parliaments in most EU 

Member States under national law. 

 

With a view to gaining better understanding of national 

immunity systems, the workshop will bring together 

MEPs and eminent experts, including officials of national 

parliaments and academics, for an exchange of views on 

the scope and parliamentary procedures to deal with 

immunity cases in a number of national jurisdictions. 

Furthermore, the debate will touch upon the reasons 

pleading for a revision of the current immunity regime 

of MEPs and the possible content of such revision.   
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VOTES 

Annual reports 2012-2013 on subsidiarity and proportionality 

JURI will vote on the draft report on the annual reports of the 

Commission on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and 

proportionality in 2012 and 2013 by members of JURI. A number of 

compromise amendments 

have been drafted by the 

rapporteur which seek to 

integrate proposals by other 

members while keeping the 

report sufficiently clear and 

concise. These cover, among other issues, how to further improve 

the present arrangements for implementing the requirements of 

Article 5 TFEU and Protocol No 2, and the proposal by the 

rapporteur to consider the introduction of a ‘green card’, which 

would afford national parliaments the opportunity to propose the 

introduction, amendment or repeal of Union legislation, or his 

recommendation to seek ways to extend, in some cases, the period 

for consultation of national parliaments under the subsidiarity check 

by means of an agreement between the institutions and the national 

parliaments, without a change to Protocol 2. 

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 insofar as the objectives of the proposed action cannot 

be achieved by the Member States (centrally, regionally or locally), whereas 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. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Mandatory automatic exchange of information in the field of 

taxation 

The committee will vote on a draft 

opinion for ECON on exchange of 

information about taxation. In an effort 

to advance the fight against 

cross-border tax avoidance, the 

Commission proposes amending 

Directive 2011/16 on administrative 

cooperation in the field of taxation.  

The purpose of the proposal is to ensure a comprehensive and effective 

administrative cooperation between tax administrations by providing for 

the mandatory automatic exchange of information regarding advance 

cross-border rulings and advance pricing arrangements. Tax-driven 

structures which lead to a low level of taxation of income in the Member 

State issuing the ruling may leave only low amounts of income to be 

taxed in other Member States involved, thus eroding their tax bases. 

  

Procedure: 2014/2252(INI) 

Basic doc: COM(2014)0566, 

COM(2014)0506 

Legal basis: Article 9 of Prot. No 

2 

Rapporteur: Sajjad 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 

Adoption JURI: 13.10.2015 

Procedure: 2015/0068(CNS) 

Basic doc: COM(2015)0135 

Legal basis: Article 115 TFEU 

Rapporteur: Angel Dzhambazki 

Administrator: Kjell Sevón 

Lead committee: ECON 

 

Preliminary Timetable 

Adoption JURI: 12.10.2015 

Adoption Lead Committee: 

19.10.2015 

Adoption PLENARY: October II 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2014/2252(INI)&l=en
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52013DC0566&from=EN
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52014DC0506&from=EN
2015/0068(CNS)
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/registre/docs_autres_institutions/commission_europeenne/com/2015/0135/COM_COM(2015)0135_EN.pdf
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REPORT BACK TO COMMITTEE 

Promoting the free movement of citizens and businesses by 

simplifying the acceptance of certain public documents in the EU 

At this meeting, the rapporteur will report 

back to the committee on the outcome of 

the four trilogues so far, the last of which 

took place on 6 October.  

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. 

Parliament has already adopted its position at 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. 

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

citizens considerably easier. A negotiating mandate was conferred in January 2015, with the negotiating team 

being composed of the Chair, the rapporteur, Mady Delvaux-Stehres, and the shadow rapporteurs.  

Progress has been made in trilogues, and it is believed an agreement may be very close. That agreement will 

then be subject to a confirmation vote in committee before the legislation can be adopted. 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

EVENT 

Hearing on The interinstitutional agreement on 

better regulation 

The Committee on Legal Affairs will hold this public hearing on 13 

October, from 15.00 to 17.00, in meeting room ASP1G-3. The purpose 

of the hearing is to discuss the Commission's proposal for a new 

Interinstitutional Agreement.  

The subtopics include: the application of Better Regulation tools (impact 

assessment, stakeholder consultation and ex-post evaluation), 

delegated and implementing acts and implementation and application 

of Union legislation.  

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, 24.03.2015, 14.09.2015, 

13.10.2015 

Adoption of mandate: 20.01.2015 

Trilogues: 15.07.2015, 17.09.2015, 

28.09.2015, 06.10.2015. 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2013/0119(COD)&l=en
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52013PC0228&from=EN
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CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS 

Towards a Digital Single Market Act 

At this meeting the Committee on Legal Affairs will consider the 190 amendments 

tabled to the draft opinion on ‘Towards a Digital Single Market Act’ prepared by 

Angel Dzhambazki (rapporteur for opinion for JURI). The amendments are mostly 

concerned with copyright (including directly related subjects such as licensing and 

portability) and more generally IPRs, and with contractual issues. The rapporteur 

and shadow rapporteurs will engage in discussions in order to find compromises 

on issues where there is disagreement.  

In his draft opinion, Mr Dzhambazki emphasises that the digital single 

market is key to achieving the objectives of growth, innovation 

consumer choice and competitiveness. Regarding access to content 

online, he rejects the idea of pan-European licences, instead 

supporting enhanced portability of legally acquired content. He calls 

for greater responsibility to be borne by internet service providers 

who, he believes, should play a significant role in tackling copyright 

abuses. Regarding enforcement of IPRs online, the rapporteur calls for 

a modernised approach particularly with regard to commercial-scale 

infringement, supporting the Commission action plan in this regard. 

When it comes to contract law, Mr Dzhambazki welcomes the 

Commission’s intention to propose rules for digital content, and insists 

on the need to carefully assess the impact of introducing the ‘home’ 

option with regard to the current national protection provided to 

consumers, especially in relation to remedies.  

The Committee will deliver an opinion on the Digital Single Market 

Strategy (published by the Commission on 6 May 2015), for those 

topics falling within its remit. The strategy proposed by the Commission covers a number of areas such as contract 

law, copyright and IPR enforcement, and also touches upon issues relating to e-government (e.g. the 

interconnection of business registers and e-justice). 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

JURI Working Group on Robotics  

The Working Group on Legal Aspects of the Development of Robotics 

and Artificial Intelligence which the committee has set up in preparation 

of a legislative initiative report will meet on 22 October. The topic of the 

meeting is 'Robotics and Ethics'. The Working Group will hear Raja 

Chatila, Director of ISIR - Institute of Intelligent Systems and Robotics, 

University Pierre et Marie Curie and Michail Kritikos, policy analyst at the 

Scientific Foresight Unit of STOA (Parliament's Scientific Technology 

Options Assessment). 

More information on JURI website under Subject files.  

Procedure: 2015/2147(INI) 

Basic doc: COM(2015)192 

Rapporteur: Angel Dzhambazki 

Administrator: Carine Piaguet 

Lead committee: ITRE/IMCO 

Opinion giving committees: LIBE, CULT, 

JURI and EMPL (Rule 54); TRAN, ECON 

(Rule 53) 

Preliminary Timetable 

Consideration of amendments: 

13.10.2015 

Adoption JURI: 12.11.2015 

Adoption Lead Committee: 10.12.2015 

Adoption PLENARY: January 2016 (tbc) 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/en/juri/subject-files.html;jsessionid=BC99F48A4A420741A24E04FD184C34C6.node2?id=20150504CDT00301
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2015/2147(INI)&l=en
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/docs_autres_institutions/commission_europeenne/com/2015/0192/COM_COM(2015)0192_EN.pdf
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EXCHANGE OF VIEWS 

Limitation periods for traffic accidents 

At this meeting, the Committee will discuss for the first time the question of the 

convergence of limitation periods in Europe through the establishment of common 

standards concerning cross-border traffic accidents. The Committee on Legal Affairs has 

appointed Pavel Svoboda as the rapporteur for the drafting of a legislative own-initiative 

report on limitation periods for RTAs, in accordance with Article 225 TFEU and Rule 46 

RoP. At this meeting, he will lead the first exchange of views on this matter. 

More than 8 years have passed since Parliament’s resolution on ‘Limitation periods in cross-border disputes 

involving personal injuries and fatal accidents’ (2006/2014 (INL)), and despite relevant public consultations and 

studies, the Commission has not yet prepared a specific legislative proposal. Limitation periods for tort claims vary 

widely between the Member States. Specifically, while legal systems in continental Europe refer to ‘prescription 

periods’, namely periods of time after the expiry of which a claim is deemed extinguished; in common law countries 

there are only ‘limitation periods’, which indicate the time after which the right to lodge a claim is barred, albeit the 

claim itself is not extinguished. What is more, discrepancies in national limitation laws exist with regard to the 

commencement of the running of time in general, or in the case of minors and disabled persons in particular, as well 

as with regard to the capacity to stop or interrupt the running of limitation.  

In cross-border accidents, the time limits applicable for instituting a claim are 

determined on the basis of the law of the Member State where the accident 

occurred, in accordance with the Rome II Regulation (Article 15). National 

laws on limitation and prescription periods can be very complex, and victims 

will often not be familiar with the rules of the Member States they are 

travelling in. This, combined with the discrepancies between different 

limitation laws, can lead to undesirable consequences for the victims, 

creating unnecessary obstacles to securing their right to reparation and to 

timely litigation at reasonable cost.  

Limitation periods for claims are essential to ensure legal certainty and the 

finality of disputes. These interests should be balanced with the fundamental 

right to obtain an effective remedy, since unnecessarily short limitation 

periods could obstruct effective access to justice across the EU. EU legislation 

has not harmonised the rules on limitation and prescription periods, neither 

in general nor concerning traffic accidents in particular. The forthcoming own-initiative report thus constitutes a 

unique opportunity for the European Parliament and the Legal Affairs Committee to lead developments towards 

both greater legal certainty at EU level and the simplification and clarification of existing national regimes. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

JURI Working Group on IPR and Copyright 

The Working Group on IPR and copyright reform will meet on Thursday 15 

October. At this meeting, the final results of the implementation assessment 

study on the "InfoSoc" directive and of its related instruments will be 

presented. Members will also have a first exchange of views on the Working 

Document on copyright reform.  

More information on JURI website under Subject files.  

Procedure: 2015/2087(INL) 

Basic doc: N/A 

Legal basis: Rule 46 RoP / Article 

225 TFEU 

Rapporteur: Pavel Svoboda 

Administrator: Zampia Vernadaki 

Preliminary Timetable 

Exchange of views: 12.10.2015 

The further timetable will be 

determined in the light of the 

progress of debate in the 

committee. 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/en/juri/subject-files.html;jsessionid=981594D4F790C7F41DD17CB439E0442F.node2?id=20150128CDT00182
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2015/2087(INL)&l=en
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Exchange of views on the delegation to the Office for Harmonisation in the Internal 

Market (OHIM) in Alicante 

On 23-24 September 2015, three Members of the Committee on Legal Affairs, Tadeusz Zwiefka, Therèse Comodini 

Cachia and Mary Honeyball travelled to Alicante (Spain) to visit the Office for Harmonisation in the Internal Market 

(OHIM). The purpose of the visit was to learn about the evolution of OHIM since the last committee's visit in 2011, to 

review the state of play of the works of the European Observatory on Infringements of Intellectual Property Rights, 

entrusted to OHIM in June 2012, and to discuss the challenges that OHIM will face due the upcoming entry into 

force of the new Trademarks Package. 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Transparency, accountability and integrity in the EU institutions 

The Committee on Constitutional Affairs is 

drafting an own initiative report (rapporteur 

Sven Giegold), with the idea of developing a 

Parliament's coherent approach towards 

questions linked to improving transparency, 

integrity and accountability in the European 

Institutions. Different committees, like the 

committee on budgetary control, the committee 

on civil liberties, the committee on environment 

and the committee on international trade will 

provide opinions. The rapporteur for opinion of 

the Committee on Legal Affairs will focus on the 

questions within the committee's remit. 

  

Procedure: 2015/2041(INI) 

Rapporteur: Pavel Svoboda 

Administrator: Leticia Zuleta 

De Reales Ansaldo 

Preliminary Timetable 

Exchange of views: 

12-13.10.2015 

Presentation of the draft 

opinion: 12.11.2015 

Deadline for amendments: 

19.11.2015 

Vote: 14.12. or 16.12.2015 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2015/2041(INI)&l=en
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Exchange of views on the delegation to the Organisation for Economic Cooperation 

and Development (OECD) in Paris 

At this meeting, the JURI delegation which visited the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development 

(OECD) on 21 September will report back to committee on the discussions they had with the OECD’s experts.  

This fact-finding visit to the OECD, 

which was the first one for the 

Committee on Legal Affairs, marks a 

starting-point for further exchanges 

and cooperation with that 

international organisation, and will 

certainly have concrete follow-ups, 

especially on the issue of gender 

balance at board level in the context of 

the negotiations on the legislative 

dossier on women on boards.  

The delegation, which comprised 

Evelyn Regner (S&D), Jean-Marie 

Cavada (ALDE), Pascal Durand (Verts/ALE) and Constance Le Grip (EPP), met with the OECD Secretary-General, 

Ángel Gurría, as well as with the OECD Directorates dealing with issues falling within the competence of JURI.  

Following a presentation by the OECD Corporate Affairs Division on the role and work of the OECD Corporate 

Governance Committee, the delegation discussed the recently updated (2015) Principles of Corporate Governance 

adopted by the OECD and the state of play of corporate governance in Europe. They also discussed the diversity 

issues relating to appointments and elections to corporate boards, focusing in particular on the 

under-representation of women on corporate boards and in top corporate positions and on ways of promoting and 

increasing women’s presence on the bodies concerned. The OECD’s expert referred to interesting studies and 

surveys and mentioned its plans for future work in this field.  

The delegation was subsequently received by Ángel Gurría, with whom it maintained a pleasant and productive 

exchange of views on topical issues. Mr Gurría stressed the OECD’s readiness to cooperate with and assist the 

European Parliament whenever requested.  

Finally, the OECD’s Governance and Territorial Development Directorate presented the preliminary results and policy 

conclusions of the joint OECD-OHIM project on counterfeit and pirated trade. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

EVENT  

Hearing on Reform of the Brussels II Regulation 

The JURI Committee will hold this public hearing on 12 October, from 15.00 to 

17.00, in meeting room ASP1G-3. MEP Mairead McGuinness, European Parliament 

Mediator for International Parental Child Abduction, will consider improving the 

resolution of child abduction proceedings under the Brussels II Regulation and 

other invited experts will deliberate on modernising the provisions on divorce in 

Brussels IIa, addressing enforcement issues following parental responsibility 

decisions and the Commission's plans for the review.   
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EU Citizenship and Justice -Conference Overview 

On 14 and 15 September 2015, a conference on ‘EU Citizenship and Justice’ took place at the European Court of 

Justice (CJEU) in Luxembourg (for further information, see: 

http://www.eu2015lu.eu/en/agenda/2015/09/14-15-conf-cjue-citoyens/index.html). This was the third of a series of 

conferences focusing on the role played by the CJEU in building the EU’s Area of Freedom, Security and Justice 

(AFSJ) in the post-Lisbon era, organised by the Italian, Latvian and Luxembourgish presidencies of the Council and by 

the Commission, in partnership with the LUISS Univeristy of Rome, the Riga Graduate School of Law and the 

University of Luxembourg.  

During the two-day conference, academics, national and CJEU judges and key actors in national authorities, the 

Commission, and the Council, focused on the gradual development of the notion of EU citizenship, the scope of the 

rights it gives rise to, and its relation to both civil law cooperation and criminal law in cross-border situations. Among 

the distinguished speakers were the Commissioner for Justice, Consumers and Gender, Vera Jourová, the outgoing 

President of the CJEU, Vassilios Skouris, the upcoming CJEU President, Prof. Koen Lenaerts, and the Luxembourg 

Minister of Justice, Félix Braz. 

EU citizenship has acquired a 

fundamental right status consisting 

of three main aspects: i) a political 

aspect, rendering EU citizens key 

players of the integration process 

in the EU; ii) an international 

aspect, guaranteeing consular and 

diplomatic protection for Union 

citizens across the world; and iii) a 

local aspect, promoting the 

integration of Union citizens in the 

society of the host Member State 

via the right to vote in municipal 

elections. However, a series of 

issues remain uncertain to date. These include the scope of associative rights of family members of Union citizens; 

the impact of Union citizenship on national immigration laws; the problem of reverse discrimination in case of 

non-moving Union citizens; the abuse of social welfare systems of host Member States and the integration of Union 

citizens in the local society; and finally the grey zone between active and inactive Union citizens where Union citizens 

only marginally work or are reducing their working activities.  

Focusing on the impact of EU citizenship on civil law, it was pointed out that family rights of Union citizens arise: i) 

where there has been a prior movement within the EU, ii) in exceptional circumstances even where there has been 

no such movement (see the Ruiz Zambrano cases), and lastly iii) upon the return of a citizen to his home state. 

Additionally, the relationship between the Hague Convention on International Child Abductions and the Brussels IIa 

Regulation was discussed in the context of the relocation of the primary carer and their child versus free movement 

rights, it being emphasised that the principle of mutual trust does not work in practice. Finally, the role of nationality 

in EU private international law on jurisdiction and applicable law was examined in detail, looking to a series of 

provisions inter alia in Brussels IIa (Maintenance Obligations, Successions and Wills), Rome III, and the proposed 

Matrimonial Property Regime Regulations.  

In his keynote speech, Marc Jaeger, the President of the General Court of the EU, emphasised that citizenship is not 

solely an economic ideal, but a political and administrative one too. He stressed that while this concept of citizenship 

http://www.eu2015lu.eu/en/agenda/2015/09/14-15-conf-cjue-citoyens/index.html
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is founded on mobility, Article 20 TFEU has an added value, as confirmed in the 2001 Grzelczyk case proclaiming the 

fundamental rights of all Union citizens and the principles of social and societal solidarity in the EU, via the protection 

of family members’ rights. That being said, he added that Union citizens should not become an unreasonable 

burden on the finances of the host Member State and that a balance needs to be struck between Union citizens’ 

rights and national immigration laws.  

The final session of the conference focused on the relationship between EU citizenship and criminal law in 

cross-border situations. It thus considered fundamental rights protection in cross-border situations, the lack of 

harmonisation of national rules regarding the admissibility of evidence or the available investigative tools, and the 

constitutional accountability and democratic legitimacy of EU actors in the AFSJ, such as Eurojust, Europol and 

Frontex. 

Concluding the conference, Professor Jörg Gerkrath (University of Luxembourg) emphasised that the preamble of 

the Charter of Fundamental Rights places the citizen at the heart of the entire EU construct via Union citizenship, 

fundamental rights and the AFSJ. He stressed that EU citizenship has developed progressively, via the concept of 

direct effect of EU law, primary EU law, CJEU case law, and derived rights in the Citizens’ Rights Directive: 

fundamental rights, he said, expand on fundamental freedoms, and both the CJEU and national courts have a key 

role to play in upholding fundamental rights. Finally, Professor Gerkrath asked whether we should be talking about a 

‘litigation citizenship’ in the AFSJ, since nationality has proved particularly important in the area of civil law, albeit 

recognising that in the criminal field this could be more problematic in terms of national procedural rules. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibition and Conference on provenance research to cultural heritage protection 

On 15 September 2015 the political coordinators of the JURI Committee took the decision to commission a study 

into the viability and suitability of introducing legislation to the European Parliament to mandate provenance 

research as an indispensable mechanism to combat the trade in illicit antiquities and plundered cultural heritage. On 

15 and 16 September 2015, the 

Chair of the JURI Committee Mr. 

Pavel Svoboda MEP in cooperation 

with the European Shoah Legacy 

Institute hosted a conference and 

exhibition on conflict looting and 

the importance of provenance 

research to cultural heritage 

protection. This conference 

brought together experts and 

senior representatives of the 

world's leading museum 

(Smithsonian Institution),auction 

houses (Sotheby's and Christie's), 

provenance and restitution organisations (Dutch Restitution Committee, Conference on Jewish Material Claims 

Against Germany, Commission for Art Recovery (Europe)) and cultural heritage protection organisations (European 

Shoah Legacy Institute, Walk of Truth, Heritage for Peace) to discuss the issues surrounding conflict looting and 

restorative justice, and the role that the European Parliament can play in combatting the trafficking of plundered 

cultural heritage. The exhibition aimed to address the inextricably linked themes of history, ownership, and 

possession that define our understanding of the nature and value of art and cultural property. 
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Exchange of views on the delegation to Kyiv, Ukraine 

At this meeting, the JURI delegation which visited 

Kiev, Ukraine, on 24-25 September will report 

back to committee on the discussions held.  

In view of JURI's responsibility for judicial 

cooperation in civil matters, the purpose of this 

fact-finding visit was to examine how Parliament 

could assist the local judicial authorities - and 

businesses and citizens - to create better links 

and relations with a view to preparing for the EU, 

in particular by establishing contacts with its 

counterparts and actors involved in the judiciary 

reform that is being undertaken in Ukraine. 

The delegation consisted of Mr Pavel Svoboda (EPP), Mr Viktor Uspaskich (ALDE), Mrs Heidi Hautala (Greens), and 

Mrs Joëlle Bergeron (EFDD).  

In addition to meeting Mr Petro Poroshenko, the President 

of Ukraine, the delegation met with members of the 

Ukrainian Parliament, Verkhovna Rada, and judges of the 

Supreme Court, as well as with representatives of the 

Government Office for European Integration and the 

recently established Anti-Corruption Bureau. 

The delegation also met with representatives of civil society 

and with the European Union Advisory Mission for Civilian 

Security Sector Reform (EUAM Ukraine). 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

EVENT 

Commission conference on the Successions Regulation 

The EU Successions Regulation (No 650/2012) governing the civil aspects of cross-border successions, applicable 

since 17 August, has raised great interest among citizens and legal practitioners. The Commission has embarked on 

a large-scale awareness-raising campaign for citizens and is co-organising a high-level conference on the regulation 

with the Council of the Notariats of the European Union (CNUE), aimed at legal practitioners. 

The conference will take place on 19 November in Brussels. Commissioner Jourová will give the opening speech, and 

Kurt Lechner will also attend. Experienced and reputed speakers (notaries, academics, judges, lawyers) will participate 

in a number of panels, briefly giving their viewpoint on the topic and answering audience questions. 

The following languages will be available during the conference: DE FR EN ES IT CZ HU PL RO.  

The conference programme and a link to register can be found here: 

English: http://ec.europa.eu/justice/events/successions-2015/index_en.htm  

French: http://ec.europa.eu/justice/events/successions-2015/index_fr.htm  

http://ec.europa.eu/justice/events/successions-2015/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/events/successions-2015/index_fr.htm
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Scrutiny of delegated acts and implementing measures 

a) COMMISSION REGULATION (EU) No …/... of XXX 

amending Regulation (EC) No 1126/2008 adopting 

certain international accounting standards in accordance 

with Regulation (EC) No 1606/2002 of the European 

Parliament and of the Council as regards International 

Accounting Standard 1 

b) COMMISSION REGULATION (EU) …/… of XXX 

amending Regulation (EC) No 1126/2008 adopting 

certain international accounting standards in accordance 

with Regulation (EC) No 1606/2002 of the European Parliament and of the Council as regards International 

Accounting Standard 27 

These draft implementing measures amend Commission Regulation (EC) No 1126/2008 adopting certain 

international accounting standards in accordance with Regulation 

(EC) No 1606/2002 of the European Parliament and of the Council as 

regards International Accounting Standards (hereinafter: IAS) 1 and 

27.  

IAS 1 concerns Presentation of Financial Statements. IAS 27 concerns 

Separate Financial Statements.  

The amendments to IAS 1 aim to improve the effectiveness of 

disclosure and to encourage companies to apply professional 

judgement in determining what information to disclose in their 

financial statements when applying this international standard.  

The amendments to IAS 27 aim to permit entities to use the equity 

method, as described in IAS 28 Investments in Associates and Joint 

Ventures, to account for investments in subsidiaries, joint ventures and associates in their separate 

financial statements. 

The consultation with the European Financial Reporting Advisory Group confirms that the amendments in 

question meet the technical criteria for adoption set out in Article 3(2) of Regulation (EC) No 1606/2002, in 

particular understandability, relevance, reliability and comparability. Regulation (EC) No 1126/2008 is 

therefore to be amended accordingly. 

The Accounting Regulatory Committee (ARC) issued a positive opinion on these two acts.  

Further to the formal referral, Parliament, acting by a majority of its component members, or the Council, 

acting by a qualified majority, may oppose the adoption of the said draft measures by the Commission, 

justifying their opposition by indicating that the draft measures proposed by the Commission exceed the 

implementing powers provided for in the basic instrument or that the draft is not compatible with the aim 

or the content of the basic instrument or does not respect the principles of subsidiarity or proportionality 

(deadline: 4 December 2015).  

The rapporteur is of the view that no objection should be raised. 

 

  

Legal basis: Article 3(1) of 

Regulation (EC) No 1606/2002  

Rapporteur for opinion: Kostas 

Chrysogonos 

Administrator: Andrea Scrimali 

Committee responsible: ECON 

 

Preliminary Timetable 

Exchange of views: 12-13.10.2015 

Adoption JURI: 12-13.10.2015 
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IN CAMERA 

DISPUTES INVOLVING PARLIAMENT 

 

Case T-448/15, European Environmental Bureau v Commission - Possible intervention by the European Parliament 

Parliament was notified of an action for the annulment by the Commission of the Commission decision of 1 June 

2015 concerning a request for access to documents submitted by the European Environmental Bureau as regards the 

withdrawal of the Waste Package Proposal, announced on 16 December 2014.  

The Commission refused access to certain documents on the basis of the exception to 

the right of access as provided for in Article 4(3), first subparagraph of Regulation (EC) 

No 1049/2001. That regulation applies under Article 3 of Regulation (EC) No 

1367/2006 (the ‘Aarhus Regulation’). The Aarhus Regulation seeks to give effect to the 

provisions of the Aarhus Convention on access to information, public participation in 

decision-making and access to justice in environmental matters in the EU legal system, 

as far as the EU institutions and bodies are concerned.  

In the context of the action for annulment directed against the Commission’s decision, 

the applicant raises an objection of illegality, pursuant to Article 277 TFEU and under 

the Aarhus Regulation.  

The Aarhus Regulation 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 General 

Court. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

VERIFICATION OF CREDENTIALS (RULE 3) 

The President has announced to plenary that the competent national authorities have 

given notice of the appointment of the following as Member(s) of the European 

Parliament, with effect from the dates shown below:  

 Mr Jasenko SELIMOVIC (to replace Ms Marit PAULSEN), as from 30 September 

2015. 

In accordance with Rule 3 of the Rules of Procedure, on the basis of a 

report by the JURI Committee, Parliament will verify the credentials 

without delay and rule on the validity of the mandate of each of its newly 

elected Members. Parliament will also rule on any dispute referred to it 

pursuant to the provisions of the Act of 20 September 1976, except those 

based on national electoral laws.  

It is not possible to confirm the validity of the mandate of a Member 

unless the written declarations required on the basis of Article 7 of the Act 

of 20 September 1976 and Annex I to the Rules have been made. Until 

such time as a Member’s credentials have been verified or a ruling has 

been given on any dispute, the Member will take his or her seat in Parliament and in its bodies and enjoy all the 

rights attaching thereto. 

  

Procedure: Rule 141 

Rapporteur: 

Jean-Marie Cavada 

Administrator: 

Andrea Scrimali 

 

Preliminary Timetable 

Exchange of views:  

12-13.10.2015 

Adoption JURI:  

12-13.10.2015 

 

 

Legal basis: Rule 3 RoP 

Rapporteur: Pavel Svoboda 

Administrator: Andrea Scrimali 

 

Preliminary Timetable 

Exchange of views: 12-13.10.2015 

Adoption JURI: 12-13.10.2015 
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SUBSCRIPTIONS                                                      WATCH LIVE: EP website or EuroparlTV 

JURI Report: juri-secretariat@europarl.europa.eu                               Re-Watch: EP multimedia library 

JURI Press Releases: lega-press@europarl.europa.eu                    

CREDITS  &  ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

European Parliament   -   Committee on Legal Affairs 

Head of Secretariat: Robert BRAY - Responsible Administrator: Alexander KEYS 

Editorial/Production Assistants: Marcia MAGUIRE and Natalia EWIAKOVA 

 

IMMUNITIES 

 

 

 

 

Béla Kovács 

Type of procedure: Waiver of immunity 

Procedure: 2014/2044 (IMM)  

Legal basis: RoP Rule 6 

Notice to Members: 31/2014 

Rapporteur: Tadeusz Zwiefka 

Administrator: Robert Bray 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE 

Hearing & Exchange of views:  

06.05.2015, 14.07.2015 (exchange of views 

with Péter Polt, Prosecutor General of 

Hungary) 

Possible adoption: 12.10.2015 

 

 

 

 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/ep-live/en/schedule/schedule
http://www.europarltv.europa.eu/en/home.aspx
mailto:juri-secretariat@europarl.europa.eu
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/ep-live/en/committees/search
mailto:lega-press@europarl.europa.eu

