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It is with pleasure that I hereby  launch the new tool of commu-
nication of the Petition’s Committee: the PETI Journal. It will
become a monthly appointment with which we will try to keep

updated the public on our activities. During this year and half as
Chairwoman of the Committee I experienced the direct contact
with EU citizens, who address us with their concerns and worries,
creating a fundamental bridge with the EU Institutions.

Citizens often reveal themselves as the main controllers of
the application of EU law in the member states, as well as
the source of the most interesting and stimulating sugges-

tions. This is the reason why on this first instalment I would like
to tackle the new  democratic instrument introduced by the Lisbon

Treaty: the European Citizen’s Initiative (ECI). I truly deem it a milestone in
the history of our Union. One million signatures are needed in order to invite
the European Commission to present a legislative proposal in matters that fall
within the competence of the European Union and that concern citizens di-
rectly.

The Committee that I chair played a very important role in the legislative procedure that led to
the approval of this Regulation - together with the Constitutional Affairs Committee -, especially
in the light of its long experience in dealing directly with EU denizens. I would also like to re-

member that, thanks to the intermediation of the European Parliament in the context of the legislative
negotiations amongst the institutions, the ECI has been conceived as an user-friendly tool of direct
democracy.

To conclude I would like to reiterate my commitment in trying to assure a fruitful and constructive
dialogue with citizens who too often still perceive the EU as
both a far and bureaucratic machine, with the aim to contribute

building up a European Union made up by, with and for the citizen.

Erminia Mazzoni

Background information:
Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the Citizens' Initiative

CHAIRMAN’s INTRODUCTION

“ECI is a
milestone in
the history of

our Union”

http://register.consilium.europa.eu/pdf/en/10/pe00/pe00065.en10.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
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In this newsletter it is the citizen petitioner and the committee member who must have pride of
place, demonstrating the essential link between the electorate and their representatives which the
Petitions Committee epitomizes. The role of the committee secretariat is therefore subsidiary, but

nevertheless essential to the smooth functioning of the com-
mittee. The secretariat is placed very often in the front line in
responding to questions from petitioners, and in assisting mem-
bers with their activity. Its officials have a duty towards both,
and towards the institution they serve. If the members are at
the heart of the committee, then the secretariat is its pulse, the
European citizen its oxygen.

The meeting of the committee is also the tip of an iceberg
to use a further allegory. Much of the preparatory and in-
vestigative work is done, in cooperation with the col-

leagues from the political groups, below the water line.
Naturally, every effort is made to ensure that all information is
provided to the Chairman and members in a way which is as
transparent as possible, notably by means of the ePetition
data base and electronic communication. The secretariat is

also receptive to the individual and specific contributions it receives from members and their parlia-
mentary assistants, especially when their constituency interests are at issue.

Petitions tend to reflect, imperfectly but essentially, the concerns and aspirations of European
citizens and it is therefore not surprising that issues related to the environment - its promotion,
protection and preservation, and to fundamental rights are core elements of our activity. The

internal market with its many dimensions, and the social responsibilities of the Union, are also promi-
nent in our regular work. Petitioners are not always right, neither are member states when they do
not apply EU law, and the committee is frequently caught between these parameters using its good
offices and its parliamentary influence to positive effect. It prefers non-judicial remedies to the weak-
nesses of the infringement procedure and the examples which will from now on be highlighted in the
committee's newsletter - the PETI Journal, will bear witness to our work in the interests, we earnestly
hope, of all European citizens and residents.

David Lowe

THE PULSE

About the Committee’s Activities

The Committee on Petitions is an investigative committee, not a legislative committee; it tries to ensure non-judicial
remedies are possible for citizens when their claims are substantiated. It can organise fact-finding visits and report
to plenary thus playing a vital role in reconnecting with European citizens and in reinforcing the democratic legiti-

macy and accountability of the EU decision-making process.

The right to petition, contained in the Treaty on European Union, is a fundamental right inextricably linked to its citizenship.
It is an important and often effective way for people to be directly involved in the Parliament's activity and to have their
concerns, proposals or complaints specifically addressed by the Committee members (M.E.P.s). 

The Committee often responds to petitions from EU citizens by working to resolve possible infringements of citizens'
rights under the Treaty and by cooperating with national, regional and local authorities on issues related to the application
of European laws on such subjects as the environment, social affairs, human rights, freedom of movement and so on.
The Petition Committee (often amicably referred to as PETI Committee) besides being responsible for the Petitions does
also liaise with the office of the European Ombusdman, currently Mr. P. Nikiforos Diamandouros, based in Strasbourg.

This newsletter, and its sister web-site, is where you will find updated contacts and current information about the work
and activities of the Committee.

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
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Next Committee’s Meeting

The Petition Committee’s next meetings will take place on:

Wednesday, 13 April, 15h00 -  18h30
Thursday, 14 April, 9h00 - 12h30

Both meetings will be held in room 4Q1 (4rd Floor) of the “Josef Antall” (JAN) building.  

Highlights from the Meetings

When the Committee convened in February many issues were on the table and a particularly important guest sat
by the Chairman, the Committee had in fact the honor, and pleasure, to welcome Ms. Viviane Reding - Vice-
president and commissioner responsible for justice, fundamental rights and citizenship - presenting her Citi-

zenship Report (point 22 on the Agenda of the Meeting that can be downloaded here). Ms. Reding took several questions
from the members of the Committee and most of them dealt with the Charter of Fundamental Rights, Human Rights and
European Citizenship at large. The answers that she provided were clear and dealt with the role and scope of the instru-
ments at hand and explored the direct impact the Char-
ter of Fundamental Rights and accession of the EU to
the European Convention on Human Rights will have for
the citizens. 

However she also stated clearly, once again, that the
Member States provided for themselves a way out
thanks to Article 51 (1) whereas it stipulates the field of
application of the Charter itself. Ms. Reding steadily
stated that “the Charter [of Fundamental Rights] does
not apply in situations where EU law is not involved and
it does not extend the powers of the Union as defined in
the Treaties”. She added then that she is “convinced that
EU institutions as well as the national authrorities must
clearly explain where the Charter applies, and where it
does not”. Ms. Reding also considered the meeting as
the right time to share her own intention to put forward
a proposal to the Commission to make 2013, the year
of European Citizenship which should try to put again at
the center of the Union what need to be regarded as its
most precious building block, the citizens. And this is a
vision that the PETI Committee fully shares with Ms.

Reding.

Another issue discussed in the february meeting is the one dealing with the Misleading Directory Companies that
the Commission itself - after hearing many members of the Petitions Committee calling upon the European Com-
mission to take prompt action to stop misleading directories of companies - urged to speed up in order to take ac-

tion against infractors (point 4 on the Agenda of the Meeting). Each year, several thousand businesses across Europe
fall victim to scams based on misleading advertising whereby they unintentionally sign up to a listing in a business di-
rectory at a yearly charge of some €1.000.

"Small businesses, NGOs, libraries and even schools are victims of these scams", pointed out the EP rapporteur for this
issue, Simon Busuttil (EPP, MT). In a resolution adopted by the European Parliament in December 2008, MEPs called
upon the Commission to introduce a blacklist of such misleading practices, and upon victims to report business scams. 
"Unfortunately, the problem has become worse as fraudulent industry keeps on damaging small companies in the sin-
gle

Speakers: Ms. Wallis, Ms. Ždanoka, Mr. Cashman,
Ms. Werthmann, Ms. Vălean, Mr. Martínez Martínez,
Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Auken, Ms. Băsescu

download the relevant files

FEBRUARY 2011

left: Ms. Mazzoni - Committee’s Chairman, Ms. Reding - Commission’s Vice-President

In a nutshell

continues on pag. 4

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110201_0930.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110201_0930.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110201_0930.htm
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Highlights ... continued

market", said Mr. Busuttil, who urged the Commission to take the necessary measures fast.

"These practices are already prohibited in the EU", said the Commission representative, who also
announced the EC's intention to review by the end of the year the directive on misleading adver-
tising to better protect European businesses. He also asked national authorities to improve co-op-
eration to avoid a legal vacuum. Gerald Häfner (Greens/ALE, DE) proposed to set up "clear
criminal sanctions" to dissuade infractors. According to Peter Jahr (EPP, DE), a possible solution
could be the creation of national contact points where citizens affected would receive all the infor-
mation they need.

Business-directory companies, in fact, usually approach by mail to businesses inviting them to
complete or update their business name and contact details and giving them the false impression
that they will be listed in a business directory free of charge. Signatories later discover that they
have, in fact, unintentionally signed up to a contract, normally binding them for a minimum of three
years, to be listed in a business directory at a yearly charge of around €1.000.

The Petitions Committee decided, therefore, to present to a forthcoming plenary an oral question (OQ) with resolution
on Misleading Directories Companies, in cooperation with IMCO (Internal Market Committee).

Others issues discussed at the february meeting were:

Recognition of same-sex couples by Polish autorities (point 18 on the Agenda of the Meeting) was at the core of
Petition 632/2008 on the Polish authorities’ unwillingness to issue certificates of civil status to Polish citizens wish-
ing to enter into a registered partnership with a person of the same sex in an another Member state.

Alleged breaches of EU environmental law in Bulgaria (point 6 on the Agenda of the Meeting) is what Petition
1534/2008 dealt with. In particular, the petitioner stressed the effects of certain plans and programmes on the en-
vironment, and Council Directive 92/43/EEC, in connection with a sports and tourist centre in the Rhodope

mountains.

The March meeting provided numerous insights. After the initial adoption of the agenda and the approval of the pre-
vious meetings’ minutes, the Committee was called upon to approve the report, by Mr. Rainer Wieland (EPP, DE),
of its Fact-finding Visit (point 5 on the Agenda of the Meeting) to Austria. The report dealt with four new ski lifts

in Damüls in Vorarlberg, Austria that had no environmental impact assessment (EIA). These visits are very important to
the nature of PETI, which is an investigative Committee. Visits “in loco” are often the only in-
strument the Committee has to gather first-hand evidence of the issue being debated.

Mr. Busuttil (EPP, MT)

l to r: Ms. Lichtenberger (MEP,
Greens/EFA, A), Mr. Beck, Mr.
Wieland (MEP, EPP, DE), Mr. Pischof,
Mr. Petter, Ms. Wicke

Rapporteur: Mr. Busuttil
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen

download the relevant files

PETI Journal

In a nutshell

Rapporteur: Mr. Wieland
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen

download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Geringer de Oedenberg, Mr. Cashman, Ms. Vălean, Mr. Martínez Martínez, Ms. Senyszyn, Mr.
Boştinaru, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Auken, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Bélier, Ms. Gutiérrez-Cortines, Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Meyer
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

MARCH 2011

ski lifts in Damüls in Vorarlberg, Austria

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110201_0930.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110201_0930.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110201_0930.htm
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After exchanging views on other point that will be touched upon at a later stage, the Committee went on to discuss
two petitions (respectively points 8 and 9 on the Agenda of the Meeting) which allegedly dealt with environmental
issues. Point #8, based on Petition 944/2004 and dealing with a failure of the UK to omplement the EU-Directive

on the landfill of waste, was introduced by the Petitioner herself (Ms. Sheila Ellis) and gave way to a lively debate where
several M.E.P.s voiced their worry and committed to develop further the discussions in order to reach a shared position.
An interesting point was made by the Commission’s representatives and it is important to stress it here as somehow
spelled out quite clearly the Committee’s key role as a democracy watchdog. Letter
was sent to the UK authorities of the Environment Agency. Petition 1367/2007,
introduced by Ms. Marie-Josèphe Mazure, maire de Merobert, followed suit, and dealt
with two plans for “mega-dumps” in France.

At the end of the first day of meetings the Coordinators went “in camera” for their meeting while the discussion of
the remaining point on the agenda, just as planned, was adjourned to the following morning.

The March 16 meeting started on schedule and with the discussion of a petition
bearing hundreds of signatures (point 17 on the Agenda of the Meeting) re-
garding a requested EU banning on the import of kangaroo leather and kan-

garoo meat put forward by a British citizen, unfortunately not present for the
discussion, on the behalf of the Australian Wildilife Protection Council. The point
was discussed in the presence of the Australian authorities and to the presence of
Mr. Creutzmann, a member of the IMCO Committee (Internal Market and Consumer
Protection), as per the European Parliament’s Rules of Procedure (RoP) 202.

The Committee later discussed two different issues (points 18 and 19 on the Agenda of the Meeting) about the ac-
tivity of the European Food Safety Agency (EFSA) in connection with Genetically
Modified food and, more in generale, with GMOs (Genetically Modified Organ-

isms). Both discussions took place in the presence of Mr. Brian John, the petitioner,
and proved very interesting and on the cusp of things to come, given that the very same
subject had just been discussed in the Strasbourg’s plenary merely few days before.
The Committee reached a consensus and the petition was voted to be kept open and
with a list of actions scheduled to develop the issue for further debate and the Chairman
is to write to the interested parties concerned.

PETI Journal

Speakers: Mr. Helmer, Mr. Callanan, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth & Mr. Heezen

download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Mr. Creutzmann, Mr. Chichester, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti

download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Auken, Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Evans
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth

download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Highlights ... continued

l to r: HoU Mr. Lowe, Chairman Ms. Mazzoni

l to r: Mr. Wakefield, Ms. Ellis

Mr. Brian John

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
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Aseries of petitions was later discussed that, from different point of
views (point 20 on the Agenda of the Meeting), dealt with the protec-
tion of the natural and cultural environment in Soria and Numancia in

Castilla y Leòn in northern Spain. The point was discussed in the presence
of the petitioners (Ms. Maria Jesus Perex Agorreta, Mr. Amalio de Marichalar
y Saenz de Tejada, Conde de Ripalda. The Committee, through its coordi-
nators will be evaluating the best way to give its support to the petitioners. 

Last but not least, the Committee considered an Irish petition concerning
pollution in Kilkenny county and its impact on local livestock farming.
The discussion was initiated by the petitioner himself, Mr. Dan Brennan,

that significantly raised the stakes, taking along two veterinaries and serious other witnesses that could provide further
scientific evidence about the case at hand. The Committee had also received other significant communications, namely
from other parties involved, and that made for a lively, thorough debate whose out-
come underlined that the citizen in this case, far from having reached any result,
had a point and based his petition on some mighty solid ground. We will keep you
posted on any developments on this petition and encourage you to check the back-
ground story consulting the “dossier” of the meeting.

The Committee took time then to discuss the Secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of
the EU Commission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except
points # 31; 32; 34; 35; 44; 60; 61; 62; 64 (the Agenda of the meeting can be downloaded here) which will be

kept open for further enquiry. The Committee also decided that a fact-finding visit (FFV) to Bulgaria should take place
before the summer to allow a delegation to assess the issues discussed in earlier meetings.

While the agenda of the April meeting has been not finalized yet, it is very likely that amongst the main issues
tackled a prominent role will be played by the 3rd exchange of views on the Annual Report on the activity of the
Committee on Petitions, more environmental issues (eg: wildlife parks in Spain, waste incinerators in Ireland)

and social affairs issues such as the opinion on Mobility and inclusion of people with disabilities, pensions rights and the
freedom of non-association.

PETI Journal

Speakers: Mr. Jahr, Ms. McGuinness, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Werthmann,
Mr. Kelly
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Highlights ... continued

Speakers: Mr. Meyer, Ms. Gutiérrez-Cortines, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr
Ms. Irigoyen Pérez
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Lecocq Perez
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

l to r: Ms. Maria Jesus Perex Agorreta, Mr. Amalio de
Marichalar y Saenz de Tejada, Conde de Ripalda.

l to r: Mr. Dan Brennan, Mr. Padraig Walshe
(President of COPA)

APRIL 2011

Schedule of Meetings 2011

Monday, 24 January, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday, 25 January, 9h00 - 12h30

Tuesday, 1st February, 9h00 - 18h30

Tuesday, 15 March, 15h00 - 18h30
Wednesday, 16 March, 9h00 - 12h30

Wednesday, 13 April, 15h00 -  18h30
Thursday, 14 April, 9h00 - 12h30  

Monday, 23 May, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday, 24 May, 9h00 - 12h30

Tuesday, 14 June, 15h00 - 18h30
Wednesday, 15 June, 9h00 - 12h00

Tuesday, 12 July, 15h00 - 18h30
Wednesday, 13 July, 9h00 - 12h30

Thursday, 8 September, 15h00 - 18h30

Monday, 3 October, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday, 4 October, 9h00 - 12h30
Tuesday, 4 October, 15h00 - 18h30

Monday, 21 November, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday, 22 November, 9h00 - 12h30

Tuesday, 20 December, 9h00 - 12h30
Tuesday, 20 December, 15h00 - 18h30

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110315_1500.htm
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Meet the M.E.P.s        (ENGLISH VERSION)

Mr. Peter Jahr has been elected for the first time in 2009 and he is now serving as an M.E.P. from his
native Germany. He is with the EPP group and his experience both as a former member of the regional
parliament in Saxony and the national parliament in Germany has allowed him to land the role of co-

ordinating the EPP Group within the Committee. His mediating ability proved very meaningful and important
in many a petition. The Secretariat took the occasion to ask Mr. Jahr a few questions and the following short
Q&A will prove what an interesting conversation it has been.

PETI: How do you regard the right to petition and how well do you think is being interpreted by the European

Parliament?
M.E.P. Jahr: First of all I would like to thank you for giving me the opportunity to deepening the dialog with
our colleagues, petitioners and stakeholders. The right to petition is one of the most important rights of the
European citizens. It gives them the opportunity to complain about possible violations of their fundamental
rights as European citizens. The same is true for us as MEPs, as it enables us to get in touch directly with
people and learn about problems, i.e. with the implementation of EU law, from first hand experience. The
Committee on Petitions understands itself as a lawyer of the European citizens and therefore tries to pay as
much attention as possible to every case, which has been submitted to the Committee. Through this way we
try to make the European decision-making process more transparent and citizens-friendly. Thus we might be
able to enhance the overall confidence in the Europe Union as such. From my point of view, we do a pretty

good job so far.

PETI: Have you participated in any fact-finding visit (FFV)? And if so

what are the main lessons learned from your experience?
M.E.P. Jahr: I have been on a FFV to Campania (Italy) last year, to
learn about the problems with the disposal and recycling of waste
in this region. The FFV is a very important tool of our committee, to
be able to see on-site what a petition is really about. Furthermore
they are good opportunities to get directly in touch with the European
citizens. Europe becomes literally touchable for the petitioners.

PETI: Often the object of the petitions stems from local original gov-

ernments´ behavior that is questioned by local citizens’ groups.
What would you think could be done to improve local-governments´
compliance to a correct application of EU Law?
M.E.P. Jahr: The European Commission is the guardian of the im-
plementation of the European law. What we do, together with the
petitioners, is to raise awareness for a certain problems and request
the commission to act in accordance with the European law to put
things right.

PETI: Is there anything you would do to expand the scope, and powers, of the PETI Committee?

M.E.P. Jahr: The committee is already doing its best to ensure that the citizens are able to exercise their in-
fluence. What we most certainly should look into, is the impact of the Lisbon Treaty and the Charta of funda-
mental rights, in particular the right of free movement and property, on our work, before we think about possibly
new instruments. But of course our influence is limited. Especially when the competence of the Member States
or the National/European court is concerned. But in the sense of a division of powers, this seems quiet rea-
sonable and appropriate to me.
PETI: What do you think are the best features of the PETI Committee’s activities?

M.E.P. Jahr: I can think of at least two elements, which are very important to raise awareness for a certain
issue. The first would of course be a report and debate in the plenary. The second is the FFV, to gather first-
hand information and to direct the attention of the public towards an important issue by simply going there.
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Meet the M.E.P.s        (GERMAN VERSION)

PETI Journal

Herr Dr. Peter Jahr wurde zum ersten Mal in 2009 ins Europäische Parlament gewählt und befindet sich
in seiner ersten Amtszeit als deutscher Abgeordnete. Er ist Mitglied der EVP-Fraktion und seine Er-
fahrung als lanjähriger Abgeordneter im sächsischen Landtag und Deutschen Bundestag hat sich als

sehr nützlich und wichtig im Rahmen seiner Tätigkeit im Petitionsausschuss erwiesen. Seine Rolle als EVP-
Koordinator im Petitionsausschuss besteht darin, gemeinsam mit den Koordinatoren der anderen Fraktionen,
im Ausschuss eine einheitliche Linie bei der Bearbeitung der vielen Petition, die den Ausschuss erreichen, zu
finden. Das PETI Journal hatte die Gelegenheit, Herrn Dr. Jahr einige Fragen zu stellen. Wir sind sicher, dass
der folgende kurze Fragen und Antworten Teil genauso interessant für Sie sein wird, wie er es für uns war.

PETI: Wie stehen Sie zum Petitionsrecht und wie gut wird dies im Europäischen Parlament umgesetzt?

M.E.P. Jahr: Zunächst einmal möchte ich Ihnen herzlich für die
Gelegenheit danken, auf dem Wege Ihres Newsletter den Dialog mit
den europäischen Bürgern und meinen Kollegen zu vertiefen. Das
Petitionsrecht ist eines der wichtigsten Rechte der Bürgerinnen und
Bürger der Europäischen Union, da sie damit auf mögliche Verstöße
gegen ihre Rechte als Unionsbürger aufmerksam machen können.
Auch für uns Abgeordnete ist dies wichtig, da wir dadurch aus erster
Hand erfahren, wo es möglicherweise Probleme bei der Umsetzung
von EU-Recht gibt. Der Petitionsausschuss im Europäischen Par-
lament versteht sich in erster Linie als Anwalt der Bürgerinnen und
Bürger. Wir versuchen jede Petition mit der ihr gebührenden
Aufmerksamkeit zu behandeln und wo möglich, Hilfestellungen und
Lösungen zu bieten. So können wir das Vertrauen in die Europäis-
che Union stärken und ihre Entscheidungsprozesse bürgernäher
und transparenter gestalten. Ich glaube, wir erledigen unsere Auf-
gabe bisher sehr ordentlich.

PETI: Haben Sie an FFV teilgenommen und was haben Sie dabei

gelernt?
M.E.P. Jahr: Ich war bereits auf einer FFV in Italien, um mir die dor-

tigen Probleme mit der Müllbeseitigung und -recycling zu betrachten. Diese Besuche sind wichtig, um einen
Überblick über die Probleme der Petenten vor Ort zu bekommen. Zudem bieten sie gute Gelegenheit, um
den Kontakt mit den europäischen Bürgern zu verbessern. Europa wird für sie dadurch buchstäblich greifbar.

PETI: Viele Petitionen beziehen sich auf Handlungen von nationalen Regierungen und lokalen Behörden.

Was, glauben Sie, kann getan werden, um die Einhaltung von EU-Vorschriften vor Ort zu verbessern?
M.E.P. Jahr: Für die Überwachung der europäischen Rechtsvorschriften ist die Europäische Kommission
zuständig. Was wir gemeinsam mit den Petenten tun können, ist auf Probleme bei der Umsetzung von
Rechtsvorschriften aufmerksam zu machen und die Kommission zum Handeln aufzufordern.

PETI: Würden Sie die Möglichkeiten und Handlungsspielräume des Ausschusses erweitern wollen?

M.E.P. Jahr: Der Petitionsausschuss des Europäischen Parlaments bemüht sich bereits jetzt, die Ein-
flussnahme der Bürgerinnen und Bürger zu sichern, indem wir jedes Anliegen gründlich behandeln. Wichtig
wäre es mir, zunächst zu klären, welchen Einfluss der Vertrag von Lissabon und die Grundrechtecharta, hier
insbesondere die Rechte auf Freizügigkeit und Eigentum, auf unsere Arbeit zukünftig haben werden. Natürlich
gibt es aber auch Grenzen für unsere Arbeit. Immer dann, wenn etwas in die Zuständigkeit der Mit-
gliedsstaaten oder nationaler und europäischer Gerichte fällt. Dies ist im Sinne einer Gewaltenteilung aber
auch richtig so.

PETI: Welche, ist ihrer Meinung nach, das beste Instrument das der Petitionsausschusses zur Verfügung hat?

M.E.P. Jahr: Hier sind zwei Elemente anzusprechen, die in erster Linie darauf abzielen, Öffentlichkeit für ein
Problem herzustellen. Zu einem natürlich die Anfertigung eines Berichtes und eine Debatte im Plenum. Zum
anderen aber die FFV, welche dazu dienen sollen, sich Informationen aus erster Hand zu besorgen, aber
auch die Aufmerksamkeit der Öffentlichkeit auf eine bestimmte Petition lenken können.
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PETI of Ages

The secretariat of the Petition Committee has been thinking long and hard about approaching the public
with the right communication tools. It is a tough task to meet the demands and the expectations coming
from many different publics and from different walks of life, but since we are starting from scratch, we

considered it appropriate to come up with a sort of crash-course in the right of Petition, or lack thereof.

The focus of this column will be to walk through the ages trying to comprehend how the right to petition came
to be, what goal it was supposed to reach and within which frame of reference. It will be seen where the word
“petition” comes from, how it was first conceived in the ancient times, how it fared through Middle-Age and
how it got enshrined in the Magna Carta first, and in the Declaration of Independence of the Unites States of
America later, thus finding itself to be quite honestly, and humbly if it can be said so, one of the corner-stones
of modern democracy. All the Members of the Petition Committee, and its Secretariat, obviously regard the
history of this right with a caring eye, perhaps with a hint of bias, and you will too after reading its path through
the ages, as the title suggests.

If you are a “petition” scholar or are very passionate about this fundamental right and want to contribute to
our newsletter, please contact us via email at:

peti-secretariat@europarl.europa.eu

Where "PETI of Ages" deals with the on-going development of the right to petition through the cen-
turies; the aim of this column will be to provide the readers with a real-time scenario of where and
how the Right to Petition is and has been granted through the world - a past and present look, right

now, as we speak, hic et nunc, ahora!

It will illustrate in a nutshell, while providing the readers with relevant material and links to quench their thirst
for knowledge: how the process works in Scotland, a nation that could certainly be singled-out as operating
one of the most transparent and inter-active process regarding this fundamental right, while providing an ad-
ditional overview of how petitions are viewed in EU member-states, in the US, Canada, China and other parts
of the world. It will be interesting to see where, whether and how e-petitions are considered, and even pro-
moted, and where perhaps the form still matters over the substance; the quantity over the quality.

It is not for the Secretariat to say but cross-referencing time and space will also provide new facts to ponder
upon, perhaps a means of enhancing one’s own contribution to participatory democracy.

Here, There and Everywhere: the right to “Petition” around the globe

TIPS of the Month

Time after which bus companies MUST
provide refreshments - or a hotel - if a

journey of over 250 km is delayed.

90
Minutes

is ENSHRINED in both art. 44 of the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights and 

art. 20-2(d) of the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the EU (TFEU).

The right to
PETITION

mailto:peti-secretariat@europarl.europa.eu
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Legal Disclaimer:
The items contained herein are drafted by the Secretariat of the “Petition Committee” and are provided for general information purposes only. The
opinions expressed in this document are the sole responsibility of the author(s) and do not necessarily represent the official position of the European
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PETI web-site

submit a Petition

An “outcome” meeting of the Secretariat, which follows each Committee meeting

PETI Journal

For real-time updates, links, stories and commentary join the “PETI Journal” on:

About the readers

The on-going efforts, at the Secretariat of the Petition (PETI) Committee and more in general at the European Par-
liament, head towards one single goal, that is both its mission and its vision: to serve the people of Europe effec-
tively and respectfully. This new communication tool that you have in your hands is fully serving its mission if it will

allow for two-way conversation.

If you picked up, or subscribed to, this newsletter it is because you want to know PETI’s activities better. The Secretariat
would like to get to know you better too. Yes indeed, you can petition the Parliament ONLY complying with the procedures
described on our web-site and yes indeed petitions can be considered only if they are submitted through the appropriate
channels but that does not mean that a dialogue with the readers would hurt. On the contrary the Secretariat believes
that the more the dialogue, the better it is for the Union.

Let the PETI Secretariat know who you are, where you are, what piques your interests and what you consider it might
be an useful addition to the editorial content. The Secretariat cannot promise it will abide but will certainly consider the
best suggestions.

e-mail:
peti-secretariat@europarl.europa.eu

browse through our thorough archives of PETI “meeting documents” - 7th Legislature (in all the languages of the EU)

stream or download to your PC the videos of all the PETI Committee meetings - 7th Legislature

videos and documents are offered in all the official languages of the EU

list of all Parliamentary Committees

WWW homepage
Facebook

Twitter

Follow us on:
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