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O
n the 15th June, it was a pleasure for me to participate, following

the invitation received from Commissioner Potočnik, a con-

ference on the Implementation of EU Environment Legisla-
tion, along with many stakeholders. I considered such a meeting very
useful to exchange experiences concerning the role that each of us
plays in order to insure that laws are properly drafted, enacted and im-
plemented.

The Petitions Committee receives more petitions on issues related to
environmental legislation than on any other subject and the proportion
is increasing every year. Among these, the ones on waste manage-
ment represent an important subgroup. This is one of the reasons why
the Committee decided to draft a Report for the plenary on the appli-
cation of the Waste Management Directive based upon petitions re-
ceived, for which Rapporteur is Mr. Iturgaiz MEP. During the meeting
of June 14, an exchange of views on this took place and in the July
meeting an external study titled "Waste management in Europe:
main problems and best practices" is to be presented.

On the basis of the petitions received, three main problems can be
identified: lack of a sound environmental impact assessment and

public consultation in the permitting procedure for landfills; improper operation
of waste management facilities and deficiencies in waste management sys-
tems. It is interesting, and maybe even more alarming, to consider that the
legislation for a functioning and environmentally sound waste management
system is already in place in Europe, while the main problems relate to im-
plementation issues in the Member States. In this case, the European Union
must play a fundamental role of control and guidance. Another major prob-
lem related to environmental issues that is often raised by petitioners is the
fact that the Environmental Impact Assessment Directive is considered to

be a mere 'formality' and an entirely procedural text, which in some cases can lead to a conflict of interest,
when the promoters of a project are also responsible for conducting what should be an objective
environmental study

A revision of this Directive is therefore in need of debate with the colleagues in the Environment Committee
(ENVI). Citizens have many expectations on the EU and its Institutions and we have to keep carrying out

our efforts to ensure the credibility of Europe's environmental regulations and directives.

Erminia Mazzoni

CHAIRMAN’s INTRODUCTION

“we have to
keep carrying out our
efforts to ensure the

credibility of Europe's
environmental regula-
tions and directives”

The Committee on Petitions’ Chair: Ms. Erminia Mazzoni

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
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W
hen people who live in the EU decide to petition the Parliament it is usually because they experience
or observe something, which in many cases they believe is wrong or should not be happening to
them, and for which they think the EU is responsible. Sometimes a petition is an appeal to the Par-

liament to take action about something, or urging Parliament to
take a particular line when considering new EU legislation.

The first categories are often the work of associations, local com-
munities or groups of individuals with a specific interest in pro-
tecting their individual rights, which they feel may be
threatened, or an area near where they live to which they are
particularly attached which, they feel, should be protected under
EU Directives. The second type may be much less detailed, but
nevertheless clearly targeted, and come over as an appeal signed
by many thousands of persons as part of an organised
campaign, probably on the net, but not necessarily so.

Not everybody knows that the right to petition the Parliament is
contained in the Treaty - a recent Eurobarometer survey1

conducted and financed by the European Parliament for the
European Ombudsman who investigates complaints against
maladministration in the EU institutions, found that only 20% of

respondents where aware of the right of petition. That is really not a
very good result for the European Parliament which quite clearly could do much more as an institution to
ensure that people are aware of this right. More people, 32% according to this survey, were apparently aware
that they could complain to the Ombudsman! However, when asked what the Ombudsman's most important
missions were, a majority, 52%, thought that they were to ensure that European citizens knew their rights
and how to exercise them. Only 27% correctly identified that his mission was to deal with complaints about
maladministration. On the Charter of Fundamental Rights, 13% of respondents had never heard of it and
72% considered themselves ill-informed. 

All of this requires some reflection and a lot of action before citizens and residents of the EU come to terms
with what the EU can do for them, and what they can do for the EU. The public hearing which the Petitions
Committee is organising with the European Commission, in particular with the services of Vivianne Reding,
Vice-President responsible for Citizenship, on October 6th in Brussels, is an important date in the citizens'
calendar.

David Lowe
1Eurobaromètre Spécial 75.1: 9 fév - 6 mars 2011; UE27 (26764 citoyens européens) TNS Opinion.

THE PULSE

About the Committee’s Activities

T
he 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 legitimacy 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 besides being in charge of the Petitions has also responsabil-
ities for organizing the election of the European Ombusdman and for reviewing and debating his Annual Report
and Special Reports. The European Ombusdman, currently Mr. P. Nikiforos Diamandouros, is based in Stras-
bourg and is responsible for dealing with complaints and maladministration.

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.

Head of Petitions’ Committee secretariat: David Lowe

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

The Committee on Petitions’ next meeting will take place on:

Thursday, 8 September, 15h00 - 18h30

The meeting will be held in room PHS P1A002 (1st Floor) of the “Paul-Henri Spaak” (PHS) building.

Highlights from the June Meeting

O
n June 14 and 15 the Committee on Petitions met in the Altiero Spinelli (ASP) building and discussed the many
issues on the Agenda of the Meeting. Ms. Erminia Mazzoni,the President of the Committee introduced the main
points and moved on to approve the minutes of the previous

meeting (May 2011). Before starting the debate Ms. Mazzoni addressed
the fellow members and announced that on the following day she would
be away for about an hour, as she had been invited by Commissioner
Janek Potočnik to deliver a speech at an important “Stakeholders Con-
ference” - promoted by the European Commission - about the “Imple-

mentation of EU
Environment Legislation” and
how it could be improved. The
Stakeholders’ conference
proved indeed highly engaging
and Ms. Mazzoni’s speech put
in line many of the experi-
ences - and to a certain extent frustrations - that the Committee on Petitions
deals with, when handling environmental-based issues. However, it shall be
noted that the delivered keynote was demanding and it is hoped to foster

and further improve the interinstitutional relationship between the PETI Committee and the European Commission.
A more in-depth coverage and relevant links will be provided on pages 10-11 in our “Out and About” column.

T
he first point (#4) on the Agenda of the Meeting called for the need by the European Court of Justice (ECJ) to
admit third-parties to the proceedings of the court deliberations, given the increasingly prominence of its rulings
for the application of Community law. Ms. Mazzoni took the floor and proposed to take note of the Opinion

produced by the Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI) and agreed to insert it in the recital of the Annual Report on the
activity of the Committee on Petitions, which incidentally was the next point on the Agenda as the Committee took the
vote on the 2010 Annual Report.

T
he 2010 Annual Report was adopted unanimously showing the very good work put forth by all the members,
the Rapporteur and the secretariat. 30 out of the 43 proposed amendments were approved and from the pages

of the PETI Journal, as it is customary, we felicitate the Rapporteur, and Vice-President of the Petitions Com-

mittee, Mr. Willy Meyer MEP for the successful adoption. 

U
nder point 6 of the Agenda, the Committee started tackling the debates about environmental issues. Petition
273/2010 by Mariagrazia Canuti, is further expanded upon by a representative of the petitioner, Mr. Piergiorgio
Benvenuti, whom expresses concern at the disposal of waste in the Roman suburb of Malagrotta. Leachate

seepage, toxic fumes and a more general situation of pollution endangers the entire ecosystem and poses a serious
health hazard to human beings as well. Representatives from Regione Lazio, Comune di Roma e Provincia di Roma
were invited to attend the meeting and while the first two authorities could not be part of the assembly because of previous
commitments, the Provincia di Roma was represented by Mr. Claudio Vesselli, the public Officer in charge of its Waste
Management operations. Mr. Vesselli did indeed state that the authorities are aware of the potential threats posed by
the Malagrotta dump but stated that no charges could be directly linked to the presence in the area of the site, which,

ENVIRONMENT

continues on pag. 4

VOTING TIME

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni
Rapporteur: Mr. Meyer (point 5 of Agenda)
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth
download the relevant files

a view of the meeting room - ASP A3G2

l to r: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Falkenberg, Mr. Montesano and
Mr. Wates

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110523_1500.htm
http://bit.ly/k5JGjZ
http://bit.ly/k5JGjZ
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
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Highlights ... continued

incidentally, seems to be the largest one in all of Europe. The lack of direct legal
linkage between the pollution and the dump does not allow the local institutions
to initiate legal proceedings to the Malagrotta’s managing company and leaves
the authorities at a loss when it comes to explain clearly the dynamics of the
pollution. However, Mr. Vesselli stated that a serious debate between all of the
interested institutions is underway to find new solutions and finally close Mala-
grotta for good, thus allowing the area to be considered for a more thorough
depollution plan. The European Commission representative and members of the
Committee stated their views and doubts and the assembly decided that the pe-
tition would be kept open while awaiting a more thorough reply from the Euro-
pean Commission while keeping an eye on the matter. It is possible that the
Committee will visit the area later this year.

F
ollowing the debate on Malagrotta, quite fittingly it shall be noted, it was the turn of an exchange of views about
the Report on the application of the Waste Management Directive, based upon the many petitions received by
the Committee. The exchange of views was particularly engaging and fostered relevant contributions from all

parties involved, thus laying a good foundation for an excellent report. It is worth noting that during the July meeting,
an independent study commissioned by the Committee will be presented and will then go on to enrich and find its rel-
evant way into the report itself. Moreover, the European Commission, significantly touched by the works of this Com-
mittee in the environmental domain, expressed its appreciation of the work done thus far and agreed on the
recommended need for a ceaseless and systematic improvement of the waste legislation and its implementation.

P
oint 8 of the Agenda of the Meeting, most of the members that were present would agree, was graced by an
outstanding presentation by the petitioner himself, Mr. Ivan Martin about petition 1617/2009. Mr. Martin on the
behalf of the organizations ADEVAC and “Stop Nuisances” objects to the projected deepening of the “Chaume

de la Bergerie” limestone quarry in La Couronne for which authorization is
being sought by the Lafarge cement company. Mr. Martin with a stringent
logic and a lucid and clear powerpoint presentation illustrated that as things
stand the quarry is already very close to two underground drinking water de-
posits and that the projected deepening would ultimately result in serious
consequences in terms of water supply in the area. As stated above,
everybody in the room appreciated the presentation and were there prizes
for good presentations and model-petitioners Mr. Martin would seriously be
considered for one. What it can be done, and it is being done, is to share
this presentation with our readers at the following address
(http://bit.ly/oPxdos). It should also be highlighted that our sentiment was
shared by the European Commission’s representative (as the photo above
testifies) that was favorably impressed and considered to have heard
enough to think that there would be serious ground, further analysis of the case notwithstanding, to back the petitioner’s
case.

U
nder the heading “Social Affairs”, the secretariat filed the petition 331/2010 and 651/2010 (point 9 on the Agenda
of the Meeting) submitted by two Spanish nationals on an alleged infringement of the right to freedom of as-
sociation, recognized under the EU’s Charter of Fundamental Rights. Basically both petitioners, of which one

wrote on behalf of the Union of Spanish Air Traffic Controllers, argue that the enactement of a Spanish’s Royal De-
cree (1/2010), later turned into law on April 14, 2010 with Ley 9/2010, overturning acquired rights and even imposing
a pay cut, is a serious threat to all that the European Union stand for. Particularly controversial has been the point
made by the petitioners to establish a link between the increasing number of accidents and the increased working
hours allowed by the disputed Decree. Points of view were traded back and forth by the Members and the petitioners

PETI Journal

SOCIAL AFFAIRS

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Iturgaiz Angulo, Ms. Merkies, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boulland
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Mussa download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Merkies, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Mr. Ivan Martin, David Lowe and Ms. Maria Brattemark

l to r: Mr. Benvenuti, Mr. Zerella, Mr. Vesselli

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://bit.ly/oPxdos
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
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T
he second day of the meeting, on June 15, was as lively as the first one and with its fair share of engaging and
compelling issues to address. As stated above the President, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni, went briefly away to deliver
a thought-provoking address at a Stakeholders Conference promoted by the DG Environment of the European

Commission (read it and download it here        http://bit.ly/oYmNr0). The meeting was therefore initially chaired by
Vice-President Ms. Chrysoula Paliadeli. The first points on the agenda (#11 and 12 of the Agenda) for this morning
session were a final exchange of views on both the Report on the European Ombudman’s 2010 Annual Report and
the Opinion on the Budget guidelines 2012 - all sections - Ombudsman as modified by the Council. Ms. Iotova, rap-
porteur of the Report, Ms. Auken and Mr. Jahr and Ms. Paliadeli herself all contributed constructive thoughts that will
certainly be reflected in the final texts which will be adopted during the July meeting.

T
he agenda was re-arranged to accomodate the needs of all parties involved. Points 15 and 16 of the Agenda
were discussed before 14. Point 13, in particular, is a petition signed by Mr. López Florencio on behalf of the As-
sociation of fish wholsesalers “El Barranco” that objected to the alleged monopoly on Seville’s central market

enjoyed by a company called Mercasevilla. The alleged, unfair, commercial practices, which Mercasevilla puts in place
because of its predominance on the market, would in turn inflate the final price of fish purchased by consumers. After
an opening remark by Ms. Paliadeli, one of the petitioner - Mr. Morillo Castro, and Mr. Dominguez (Chairman of Mer-
casevilla) voiced their concerns and expressed their somewhat conflicting views. When this happens, the secretariat
feels, even though the opposing positions might not easily reconcile, that a first step towards a public, transparent
confrontation usually helps both sides, and the members themselves, to frame the matter in a more objective way. After
the exchange of views of the interested parties, Mr. Meyer and Mr. Iturgaiz tried to sum everything up and proposed to
the Committee to investigate the matter further thereby keeping the petition open.

A
n interesting debate about public houses (so-called Pubs) in the UK followed suit. The petitioner, Mr. Bateman,
denounced the reported abusive and monopolistic clauses of the renting contracts for public houses in the
United Kingdom. High rents and compulsory purchase of drinks at exorbitant retailer prices being just few of

the vexing conditions imposed upon prospective leaseholders. The European Commission’s representative and the
preparatory work made by the Committee however, provided findings that were somewhat different from those
mentioned by the petitioner and therefore the Members decided to close the petition with this hearing.

A
s Ms. Mazzoni was back in the Chair she first addressed the assembly with announcements concerning the de-
cisions taken by the Coordinators’ meeting taking place the previous evening and then moved right ahead and
dealt with point 14 on the Agenda, or a petition by a German national, Ms. Eiler, on EU aid to an Italian NGO.

PETI Journal

Highlights ... continued

COMPETITION

and in the light of all that was said the Committee decided to keep the petition open while waiting for further information
from the European Commission and clarifications about the link between the Charter of Fundamental Rights and
the directives on working time and on safety air traffic. Eurocontrol is to be consulted on this matter.

O
n this topical issue, the first day of the Committee meeting came to an end and gave way to the Coordinators
of the political groups that went “in camera” for their meeting while the discussion of the remaining points on
the agenda, just as originally planned, would continue the following morning.

VOTING TIME

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Jimenez-Becerril Barrio, Mr. Meyer, Mr. Iturgaiz Angulo
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Mr. Meyer, Mr. Iturgaiz Angulo, Mr. Martínez Martínez, Mr. Boulland, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Iotova, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr
Rapporteur: Ms. Iotova (point 13 of Agenda)
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen
download the relevant files

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Jahr
Rapporteur: Ms. Koch-Mehrin (point 12 of Agenda)
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://issuu.com/peti_secretariat/docs/i_erminia_mazzoni_ep_peti_speech?viewMode=presentation
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://issuu.com/peti_secretariat/docs/i_erminia_mazzoni_ep_peti_speech?viewMode=presentation
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Petition 1109/2010 raises doubts about the EU-funded aid to an Italian NGO called
“Amici dei Bambini” dealing, amongst other things, wih projects aimed at the interna-
tional adoption of orphaned or abandoned children. The petitioner took the floor and
explicitly raised doubts about the mission of the Italian NGO and stressed particularly
the alleged lack of compliance with the provisions of the UN Convention on the Rights
of the Child. The petitioner also made clear references to the fact that she would like
to know on which basis is the European Commission granting funds (taxpayers’
money) to this NGO. A representative of the NGO, Mr. Alessandro Negro, was in
attendance to express the point of view of his association and opposed all alleged
charges on the activities of “Amici dei Bambini”. When the European Commission
took the floor, its representative highlighted that the funding from the Commission and
the activities of the ONG were regular and no misdeamenors were acknowledged/ac-
counted for. Both Ms. Zdanoka MEP and Mr. Boştinaru MEPs felt obliged to take the
matter further given the nature of the alleged charges against the Italian NGO and were
relieved to hear the European Commission stating with absolute certainty that no ir-
regularities were to be found. However, much to the offer or the European Commission
itself, members will be waiting on a written reply which would allow to study the case
further and making sure that no wrongdoing had been happening.

T
he main theme tackled by the Committee during its second day of the June meet-
ing deal with the extremely sensitive issue of taxation. It is known as one of the
most delicate subjects to deal with because the member states retain full authority

on their taxation schemes and often the problems stem from imposition from two or more
countries due to the nature of the petitioners’ activities. For the most part, these subjects
require bilateral agreements between member states and much of the activity that the
Committee sets in motion when considering these petions, is at the level of political-
pressure/moral-suasion. It is undeniable though, that some of the cases that were dealt
with during the meeting, pose a serious threat to the good understanding, let alone pos-
itive perception, of the European Union as an entity that increasingly calls for, and upon,
mobility of the workforce between the member states and a more general and larger con-
cept of European citizenship. The points discussed were #17, 18, 19, and 20 of the Agenda and they collectively dealt
with nine (9) petitions. The first one, 726/2010, saw Mr. Doherty, branch manager of the Irish Drivers’ Association,
taking issue against the Vehicle Registration Tax (VRT) in Ireland. After several testimonies, the President of the
Committee, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni, took the floor again and, supported by the assembly, decided to fully support the
concerns of the petitioner and invited the European Commission to address Ireland inviting it to conform its legislation
to the EU law and considered proposing to the Coordinators to decide on an Oral Question to submit in plenary.

P
etitions 1211/2009, 1053/2010, 1404/2010 and 1584/2010 stressed the very thorny subject of double-taxation.
All the cases considered were worthy of the highest attention, however Mr. Antonio
Cifelli, present in the room, took the floor and explained succinctly his case making

it emotional, yet dignified. Mr. Cifelli is a lorry driver and has fiscal domicile in Germany.
The nature of his work, though, makes him work throughout the EU. As things stand, and
as it results to the Committee as well, both the German and the Italian fiscal authorities
levy taxes on him and even in the face of relevant professional opinions, maintain their
respective positions, thus causing the Cifelli family to be taxed upwards of the 60% of its
income, and leaving them without enough to live. After hearing the European Commis-
sion’s Representatives, especially Mr. Roccatagliata, expressing their deepest sympathy
for the human cases at hand but without the ability to offer any real solution, the Com-
mittee called it upon himself, especially after an heartfelt intervention by Mr. Boulland, to
try and put some political pressure on the member states to agree on bilateral agreements that would allow in turn to
resolve these and other similar cases, in order to strengthen the image of the European Union in the process.

PETI Journal

Highlights ... continued

TAXATION

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Zdanoka, Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. de Brun, Mr. Jahr 
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boulland
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Mr. Antonio Cifelli

Mr. Doherty

Ms. Eiler

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
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Highlights ... continued

P
oint 19 was illustrated before the room by Mr. Pierre Gérard, chair of the “Comité
de Défense des Frontaliers belgo-français”, and raised complaints about the provi-
sions of the 2004 Belgian tax law which called for taxation on the French supple-

mentary pensions of the frontier-workers. Mr Gérard stated that the association he chairs
believes that the 2004 tax law created, de-facto, discrimination against older pensioners
and calls on the Committee to investigate the matter further in order to decide upon it. The
Committee, after hearing Ms. Armenia from the European Commission, decided to keep
the petition open and to address a letter to the national authorities in order to gather more
expertise towards a decision. It should be noted that point 19 of the Agenda also contained
petition 6/2011 whose discussion before the Committee was called off at a later date.

T
he last point dealing with the issue of taxation is #20 and addressed the cases raised by Ms. Henryka Magdalena
Andersen, a Pole that denounced the seemingly discriminatory rules under which
Denmark awards pensions, and by Ms. Britta Schulz on the Danish provisions gov-

erning reduced pensions and the subsequent failure to uphold the principles of Council
Regulation (EEC) 1408/71. The contested criterion has Denmark granting pensions on
the basis of the years a person had permanent address in Denmark, regardless of em-
ployment status and/or taxes paid. The European Commission’s view of these cases
seemed to highlight the taxation nature of the issue, therefore considering the whole case
more of a member state matter but the Committee, ever the champion of the citizens,
albeit not blindly, tried again to look through it and decided to keep the petitions open while
requesting further information to the European Commission and looking for an angle that
would allow the case to be made, albeit politically, with the Danish government.

H
ow could a Committee meeting be complete without yet another environment-related issue? As a matter of fact,
point #21 of the Agenda, considering petitions 1345/2009 and 46/2010 both put forward by Polish nationals, dealt
just with environmental concerns. The former, put forward by Mr. Michal Racki refers to a project for an open-

cast brown-coal mine in the Polish region of Lower Silesia and the point made by the
petitioner referred to the EU goal to reduce CO2 emissions and promotion of innovative
technologies that would allow less pollution and, more specifically, less pollutant forms
of energy production. The latter, by Ms. Irena Rogowska on behalf of the association
“Stop Odkrywce”, involves the same region - Lower Silesia - and the same rationale
behind it, adding that the competent authorities before putting this project in the pipeline
never held a public hearing nor provided any transparent and objective scientific or
socio-economic data. The Committee took note and after hearing the petitioners, the Eu-
ropean Commission and a number of relevant interventions by the Members, especially
by Ms. Geringer de Oedenberg, Mr. Borys, Mr. Boştinaru and Ms. Kolarska Bobinska
decided to keep the petition open while gathering further intelligence by the European
Commission.

T
he Committee ended its June meeting by discussing 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 ap-
proved except for points # 25, 26, 42, 45, 51 and 60 (the Agenda of the meeting can be downloaded here) which

will be kept open for further enquiry.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr 
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Geringer de Oedenberg, Mr. Borys, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Kolarska Bobinska
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Mr. Pierre Gérard

Ms. Andersen

Ms. Rogowska

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20110614_1500.htm
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Meet the M.E.P.s

PETI Journal

R
ecently appointed Vice-President of the European Parliament and outstanding member of
the ECR political group, Mr. Giles Chichester could not be reached at a better moment,
PETI Journal believes. As a matter of fact the British MEP expressed his appreciation of our “small

journal” and gave his consent to his imposing figure, both politically and physically, gracing our pages in
this candid Q&A session which highlighted, it is thought, both his proclivity to humor, as anybody who
ever witnessed one of his topical remarks could testify, and to a thoughtful, unassuming, yet effective,

approach towards the issues at hand. With the political group he
represents, Mr. Chichester can always be found spurring the Eu-
ropean Union in the direction of the efficacious rather than the con-
templative. PETI Journal caught up with him just hours before his

appointement as a Vice-President of the European Parliament and

this is what he had to say about the Committee on Petitions.

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. Chichester: I think the right to petition the European Par-
liament is an important and useful way for people to air their griev-
ances as an alternative to the Courts of Law. I see it also as a
way to draw attention to issues and find solutions. It seems to me
that it is well served by the Petitions Committee and the European
Parliament given that it is neither a legislative nor a judicial func-
tion.

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. Chichester: No, as a recently appointed member of the Committee, I have not yet had the
opportunity to go on a fact finding visit. I believe however, that there is no substitute for seeing oneself
the situation on the ground, and it is the best way to understand a situation and thereby be better in-
formed when suggesting solutions.

PETI: Often the object of petitions stems from local governments´ behavior that is questioned by

local citizens’ groups. What would you think could be done to improve local governments´ compliance

to correct application of EU Law?

M.E.P. Chichester: Obviously an important aspect of the Petition's Committee's work is on imple-
mentation and enforcement issues within Member States. However, I do not see it as the duty of the
Committee to somehow become a policeman and take on a part of the role of the Commission as
the Executive arm of the EU. I think what we already do, namely draws attention to problems in a
way that puts pressure on the national authorities to remedy problems.

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

M.E.P. Chichester: I would like to spend more time on the Committee before unburdening myself of
suggestions for change in the scope and powers of the Committee. I think it does quite well.

PETI: What do you think are the best features of the PETI Committee’s activities?

M.E.P. Chichester: Bringing petitioners to hearings in Committee and facilitating exchanges between
the petitioners and MEP's. Learning about a wide range of occupations and technologies through
the petitioners. Giving hope to individual citizens. Chasing the Commission and national authorities.

PETI Journal thanks Mr. Chichester for his time and affability, congratulates him, as it customary under

the circumstances, for his new role and wishes him all the best - hoping in an ever careful eye towards
the work of the Committee on Petitions and all the new challenges that lay ahead.

Mr. Giles Chichester

http://www.gileschichestermep.org.uk/
http://www.gileschichestermep.org.uk/
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P
art and parcel of the Committee on Petitions is, indeed, to resolve, wherever possible, the conflicts at the
base of a petition through redress, for example, of previous decisions by public administrations throughout
the European Union. Last month this column was graced by the successful redress story of a local com-

munity in France and this time around we have another positive story to share with the readers. As it was pointed
out several times before, most often the cause of a petition stems off environmental, or lack thereof, practices
and the following case is no exception to this rule.

This month’s case takes place in Bulgaria, where some areas, that would need to be declared “Natura 2000”, are
left without environmental protection. The area denomination “Natura 2000”, singles out an ecological network
of protected areas in the territory of the European Union (EU). In May 1992 the then-governments of the EU
adopted legislation designed to protect the most seriously threatened habitats and species across Europe. This
legislation is called the Habitats Directive and complements the Birds Directive adopted in 1979. These two di-
rectives, together, are the basis of the creation of the “Natura 2000” network of protected areas. Bulgaria, according
to a number of petitions (eg: 0997/2007; 0745/2007; 1082/2007; 1494/2007; 1503/2007; 0526/2008), lacked con-
sistency in the enactement of these special areas threatening, as a result, habitats and species. The Committee
on Petitions, ever the impartial eye, looked into the matters carefully and discussed, in certain cases on several
occasions, the instances brought to its attention.

Sometimes, it is a painstaking procedure to go through all the necessary steps to grant effective results and it
can take a long time to see the desired goals achieved; it can involve frustrations. One can imagine, then, the
glowing smile the Committee wore one unusually warm, for Brussels anyhow, morning in the month of July 2011
when facing a newly received missive by the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) and the Bul-
garian Society for the Protection of Birds (BSPB) thanking the PETI Committee for its support in securing ad-
equate and lawful protection for Bulgaria’ s natural heritage. The Bulgarian government had, indeed, confirmed
extensions to four Special Protection Areas (SPAs). Furthermore, the designation of these sites brought protec-
tion to Bulgarian’s key species such as the Egyptian vulture and Saker falcon and will eventually also lead to
the successful closure of one of the infringements opened by the European Commission. It is not easy for us
to assess our own outcomes, that would amount to bragging and that is not a trademark this Committee desires
to be associated with; however, fairness and equanimity are the keywords, it is thought, in acting as a much
needed buffer between the citizen and the institutions and we try to apply those qualities in each and any activity
of both the Committee and its secretariat and, so it seems, our actions do produce results. It is indeed a rewarding
result and not necessarily an obvious one.

Another “essential” task of the PETI Committee’s activities consists of fact-finding visits (FFV). One took place
in Bulgaria, fairly incidentally and serendipitously one may add, at the end of the month of June and while it can
be anticipated that it was an engaging and successful mission, some pictures and the impressions of the dele-

gation will be published in the following, post summer, issue of PETI Journal.

Part and Parcel

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
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Out and About: what goes on at the European Parliament

O
n June 15, 2011, PETI Journal had the chance to at-

tend the Stakeholders Conference, promoted by the
European Commission - DG Environment, titled:

“Implementation of EU Environment Legislation - How can
we do better”. First of all, it should be noted, a stakeholders 
conference, it is our opinion, is a very nodal activity that pro-
vide all the parties invited to attend, so-called stakeholders,
with the opportunity for communication and interaction. The
primary purpose of this kind of meeting is not to provide leg-
islation but to foster collaboration which in turn could provide

the European Commission with relevant feedback and clear objectives that might be included 
in future legislation.

T
he meeting took place in at the Charlemagne
building on Rue de la Loi in Brussels. The pro-
gram appeared very interesting from the onset.

The sapient way in which stakeholders were mixed and
the choice to hear from the whole spectrum of feed-
backs allowed for a debate which even when it became
parley never lacked depth and analysis. PETI Journal
is always partial to a good discussion, even an heated
one, as long as it keeps its eye on the objective and is
infused with constructiveness. The stakeholder con-
cept, deriving from the work of the great, late, Mr. W. Ed-
wards Deming, consists of considering all the parties
with an interest in a given policy and that through their
inputs and informed and pertinent commentary might shed new light or suggest new ways to a com-
mon goal. The day of conference was intense and featured on 6 different sessions a total of 27 speak-
ers. PETI Journal believes so much in the power of informed discussions that cannot be seriously

considering to condense the many enriching and topical issues that were treated at the conference in
such a limited space. More prosaically, we just wish to be a pointing finger, a bona-fide indicator of
good debates and provider of details and materials, in the innavigable maze of the information over-
load, which could allow all interested parties to watch the proceedings, read the presentations and

eventually, it is hoped, be informed citizens on relevant and sensible issues
such as the environment.

A
more complete overview of the proceedings, including the material that
was used by the speakers during their own presentations throughout
the six (6) sessions of the day can be consulted and downloaded here

(bit.ly/kspxQb). PETI Journal would like, more modestly, to bring your

attention to the first session of the day both because is the one that would
set the tone for the rest of the proceedings and because it featured the
President of the Committee on Petitions of the European Parliament:
Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP. After the opening address from Mr. Karl Falken-
berg, a DG with DG ENVI and a fearless speaker that called “a spade a
spade” and touched in a clear, plainspoken way on many issues that would
need to be tackled to do better on the implementation of EU Environment
Legislation. Mr. Falkenberg did not play down the many successful

initiatives and merits of the work undergone by its DG but at the same time considered very important
not to dwell on the its own best practices lest it would not improve on the many sectors where new
policies and better implementation might make a difference for generations to come. Amongst the
stickiest points raised by Mr. Falkenberg, PETI Journal, just like the other stakeholders in the room,

were flabbergasted to learn that one of the most important issues to tackle is the state of the soil of

a general view of salle Jean Durieux - Charlemagne bldg. EC

l to r: Mr. Kremlis, Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Falkenberg, Mr. Montesano, Mr. Wates

Mr. Karl Falkenberg

http://bit.ly/kspxQb
http://bit.ly/kspxQb
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Europe, it would seem matter-of-factly, that only 6% of the total soil is in good
shape, and that along with the threat of biodiversity loss and the quality of the
air we breath, the waters (both sweet and salty) are in dire need of attention both
for the high concentration of heavy metals present in the former and the very high
risk of overexploitation for the latter.

M
r. Falkenberg, at the end of his introduction, gave way to Ms. Mazzoni,
Chairman of the Petitions Committee, whose speech was much ap-
plauded and provided the meeting with the kind of direct knowledge of

the facts that becomes the Committee on Petitions and its own peculiar role. Ms.
Mazzoni made the audience aware that “... [the Committee] receives more peti-

tions from individuals - and in particular local communities and associations,

on issues related to the application of environmental legislation than any

other subject ... the proportion,” she added, “is increasing year on year”. The reality check, the
effort to adhere as closely as possible to the transparence objectives set by the Aarhus Convention
and the zealous attitude of the members of the Committee would all go to waste if a joint effort would
not be undergone in order to guarantee “... a more effective enforcement by member states ... [an

improvement] of the legal texts themselves ... and

a reinforcement of our cooperation”. The secre-
tariat believes that Ms. Mazzoni’s speech was
very engaging and to a certain extent an eye-
opener and for this reason it is hoped that as many
of you as possible will take the time to actually
download the speech and read it for yourself
h e r e (http://bit.ly/oYmNr0)
but most of all that you would venture on the
special page that the Euro- pean Commission set up
for the Stakeholders Conference (http://bit.ly/kspxQb) in order to watch the proceedings in web-
stream, to read all of the relevant speeches, speaker’s notes and presentations and indeed to have
a look at the final conclusions delivered by the European Commissioner for Environment himself:
Mr. Janez Potočnik (http://bit.ly/k6JIYK).

A
t PETI Journal, we thought it was an extremely engaging meeting to

tell you about and shall keep you company through the summer, as
this is a bump-issue, which means that we are going to resume the

publication in September after a brief summer pause. Much food for thought
has been gathered and it is hoped that it will be both stimulating and appre-
ciated. Do not forget that the secretariat also communicates through our
pages on both Facebook and Twitter. We think these new avenues to inform,
share and socialize are well worth a try and we will keep pursuing them. We
shall strive to get as much as we can from the enriching integration that this
two-way dialogue allows for and PETI Journal loves to share extra-content

and commentaries with its readers and suggests to try and continue this very
fertile debate on the Facebook page of the Petitions Committee, open 24/7.
We are also planning to make available the speech of the Petitions’ Committee
President, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni, both in French and in Italian and we will post these extra-links on our
social media’s pages

I
n the meantime, let the Committee and its secretariat express to each and any of you its most heart-
felt wishes for a serene summer break. PETI Journal shall grace your mailboxes again in Septem-
ber.

AD MAIORA!

Out and About ... continued

Ms. Erminia Mazzoni

Mr. Jeremy Wates

“[the Committee] 
receives more petitions ...

on ... the application of envi-
ronmental legislation than

any other subject”

https://www.facebook.com/pages/Committee-on-Petitions-of-the-European-Parliament/133216083416771?ref=ts
http://twitter.com/#!/PETI_EU
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Committee-on-Petitions-of-the-European-Parliament/133216083416771?ref=ts
http://bit.ly/k6JIYK
http://bit.ly/kspxQb
http://issuu.com/peti_secretariat/docs/i_erminia_mazzoni_ep_peti_speech?viewMode=presentation
http://bit.ly/mvvB41
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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
Parliament. The PETI Newsletter may contain links to external websites that are created and maintained by other organisations. The PETI Secretariat
does not necessarily endorse the views thereby expressed.
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About this publication

T
he 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 hold in your hands is fully serving its mission if it will

allow for two-way conversation. The PETI Journal is intended for both on-line and off-line fruition. The secretariat tried

hard to maintain the same characteristics but in order to avoid very lengthy and hard-to-remember links all of the external
websites references are intended in an on-line, click-through, fashion. As a general thumbrule, external links and docu-
ments are generally highlighted either by the presence of a discreet icon or through an underlining of the keywords/sen-
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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, let us be clear about this, petitions can be officially considered as such only if they are
submitted through the appropriate means. However, 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, our Union.
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