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After the successful seminar that took place on
October 6, on the Application of the Charter
on Fundamental Rights, that attracted repre-

sentatives of the civil society and the European and
local institutions, we will be back on the 21st and
22nd November with a stimulating agenda. We will
touch sensitive issues, very close to European citi-
zens, such as health and safety on the workplace
and collective redundancies; difficulties faced by
small and medium enterprises; and cross-border
taxation problems, that seriously jeopardise the ac-
tual realisation of the free circulation within the Eu-
ropean Union.

In light of the fact that the environment represents
the main issue on which citizens appeal to us, we
have decided to invite Commissioner Janez Po-

točnik to the Committee meeting in order to have a
direct exchange with him on the most problematic as-
pects of the implementation of EU environmental
law by Member States. The environment does not

protect itself and I feel that we as elected representa-
tives of European citizens have an extremely important responsibility to ensure that laws are properly drafted,
enacted and implemented. As Members of the Petitions Committee, in particular, we have the duty to mediate
between national authorities, citizens and European institutions, when such is-
sues are brought to our attention.

During the November meeting Members will also be invited to adopt the
Report of the fact-finding visit (FFV) that took place in Bulgaria at the
end of June and which mainly concerned environmental issues and

specifically the Suhodol landfill, just outside Sofia, and the construction of
tourist infrastructures in the Rhodope mountains that generated the concerns of
the citizens, especially in the light of the flora and fauna of that Natura2000 area.
Fact- finding visits represent a unique instrument for the Members of the Petitions Committee to see with their
own eyes the different realities that are subject of the petitions and to meet with citizens and local authorities.

We have two more important fact-finding visits scheduled for this year: one to Berlin to discuss with the
competent authorities the sensitive issue of the Jugendamt, on which we receive hundreds of petitions
by citizens from all over Europe, and another to Romania to address with the authorities delicate issues,

such as the press freedom, international adoptions, the Roşia Montană gold mine project and the windmill
park projects in the Dobrogea region.

Erminia Mazzoni

CHAIRMAN’s INTRODUCTION

“We MEPs have
an important respon-
sibility to ensure that

laws are properly
drafted, enacted and

implemented”

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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IN THIS ISSUE

Around the Corner

This month we take you behind the scenes, to the editorial meetings that allow for stimulating thoughts
and set the course of this newsletter. The meetings where it is, literally, decided what is “around the
corner” - at least as far as the PETI Journal is concerned. Every issue a new step, we ponder and eval-

uate your feedback and with that in mind we try and make it compelling. Sometimes, as it is often the case in
real life too, while we look hard for themes and issues to tackle, they manifest themselves, serendipitously
showing the way. Talking about muses and spur of inspiration!

It is not by mere chance, we reckon, that the Committee on Petitions is part of the Directorate for Citizens’
Rights (technically speaking Directorate C within DGIPOL). We are in fact trying hard every single day to be
true to the European citizenry and to reach out to the people to let them know that we are there for them

and we are not afraid, nor shy, to stand up when the occasion arises and the case at hand makes it necessary.
Overtime we are developing a relationship, a nurturing intimacy we would dare to say, which allows us to
gauge your interests, your complaints and your hopes, enabling us, in turn, to try and provide you with a trans-
parent, informed and hopefully thought-provoking petition’s process. And the best is yet to come.

The Committee, down to its last member, feels bound by its mission to serve in the sole interest of the
people and obviously feels reinvigorated by a simple pat on the back or frank recognition of its efforts.
In fact, that was exactly the feeling experienced when an invitation to share its own experiences and prac-

tices was put forward by the Irish’s Houses of the Oireachtas. We, of course, are aware we already told you
about it but one thing we wanted to share with you is the chance to actually watch the meeting in web-streaming
(bit.ly/qFiEjb) and read the integral transcript, enlightening in its straightness (bit.ly/pmKfOd). During the Oc-
tober meeting we were also singled-out by one of the several European Commission’s representatives as
one of the factors that bring to light member-states inconsistencies in the application of EU law and the Vice-
President of the European Commission - Ms. Viviane Reding - and one time chair of your very own Committee
on Petitions - addressed directly the Chair, the Members and the secretariat and stated: “... by the way the Com-
mittee on Petitions is the Committee - in the European Parliament - where one learns the most about what is
not going right in real terms in our European Union. The input the Committee provides is very important because
our shared responsability is one to give an answer to the citizen, a serious answer. The answer sorry, I am not
responible for your demand is a non-answer [and should not belong to our vocabulary]”. Enough said. We de-
lightfully thank and move on to our on-going mission.

Do not forget to visit our Facebook, Twitter and Google+ pages!

NOTES FROM THE CHAIRMAN (by Ms. Erminia Mazzoni)

THE PULSE (by Mr. David Lowe)

ABOUT THE COMMITTEE’s ACTIVITIES

NEXT COMMITTEE’s MEETING

HIGHLIGHTS FROM THE OCTOBER MEETING

MEET THE M.E.P.s (this month Q&A with Ms. Bairbre de Brún)

PETI of Ages

SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS - 2011

OUT AND ABOUT: what goes on at the European Parliament

ABOUT THIS PUBLICATION

_______ page  1

_______ page  3

_______ page  3

_______ page  4

_______ page  4

_______ page 10

_______ page 12

_______ page 12

_______ page 13

_______ page 17

https://plus.google.com/u/0/?hl=en
http://twitter.com/#!/PETI_EU
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Committee-on-Petitions-of-the-European-Parliament/133216083416771?ref=ts
bit.ly/pmKfOd
bit.ly/mPdKui
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The events of the last few months which, on the back of the global financial crisis and excessive levels of public
and private debt, have shaken the foundations of the European Union and undermined the confidence of many
European citizens in their single currency have also provoked strong reactions from many groups of young per-

sons in Madrid, Brussels, London, Athens and elsewhere. At the same time, individually and collectively, governments
and EU institutions, with the multi-lateral financial institutions, have ne-
gotiated a series of draconian measures which are designed to restore
confidence in the financial sector and permit the global economy to em-
bark on a period of financial consolidation, and it is hoped, sustainable
growth. Not surprisingly however, people remain deeply sceptical, con-
cerned and angered by what they perceive as a situation where they
are being asked to tighten their belts, forego their welfare entitlements,
in some cases pay out more in taxation and for many of them, lose their
jobs. Not surprisingly the Petitions Committee has been receiving peti-
tions precisely on these sorts of issues.

From Greece we have heard from those with concerns about the impact
of the crisis on the public sector, and on the newly imposed property
taxes; from France we have received criticisms about the role and the
objectives of the credit rating agencies and the impact on Euro-zone
stability; from Spain about the budget cuts in the education sector. Pe-
titions have also been received which are strongly critical of the proposal
to cut EU food aid to the many voluntary associations who are working
so hard to help people that are being forced into poverty and suffering

disproportionately as a result of the current crisis. And yet it is true, as we
read every day, that governments and political leaders are being seen as being more distant by Europe's citizens;
that the democratic institutions themselves are failing to respond to the concerns of their electorates; that the financial
institutions which were bailed out by public funds are still paying their traders astronomical bonuses. It is also true
that the efforts of the European Parliament through its debates and decisions in plenary and in committee, notably in
the Economic and Monetary Affairs Committee, the Budgets Committee, the Internal Market Committee are still insuf-
ficiently reported, and so it is not surprising that citizens are unaware of the extent to which the EU institutions - and
the Parliament in particular, are standing up for their interests during such difficult times.

The Petitions Committee, for its modest part, provides EU citizens and residents who are so directly impacted by the
crisis with a voice and a means to participate in the life of this democratic institution, and to be heard. So it is not just
in front of St Pauls, or in the parks of Brussels or in the Squares of Madrid that citizens have a voice; it is also within
their own European Parliament.

David Lowe

PS: Readers may wish to consult the following report by the French Senate, Finance Committee, on the application of EU
environmental laws in France:"Rapport d'Information sur l'application du droit communautaire de l'environnement" Rapporteur
Mme Fabienne Keller - 12 octobre 2011. (http://bit.ly/rqcQUd)

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 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 about maladministration in EU institutions and bodies.

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
http://bit.ly/rqcQUd
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Next Committee’s Meeting
The Committee on Petitions’ next meetings will take place on:

Monday, 21 November, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday, 22 November, 09h00 - 12h30

The meetings will be held in room PHS P5B001 (5th Floor) of the “Paul-Henri Spaak” (PHS) building.

Highlights from the October Meeting

The wave of energy that is the monthly Petitions Committee Meeting was even
higher this time around as Members reconvened to discuss the ever rich and
engaging Agenda on three consecutive half-days. The Chair, Ms. Erminia

Mazzoni MEP, addressed the assembly with her announcements and made sure
that the proposed Agenda would be adopted before leaping into it to try and untangle
some of the critical issues needing a frank and serious debate on the behalf of the
European people. One of this month´s most poignant moment was indeed the vot-
ing on the adoption of the Report on the application of the Waste Management
Directive; A sensitive work that was successfully completed by its appointed Rap-
porteur Mr. Carlos Iturgaíz Angulo MEP, coadiuvated by political groups and the
secretariat alike. When Mr. Iturgaíz took the floor he warranted a heartfelt thanks-
giving to all the political actors that made it possible to produce such a well-rounded,
widely praised Report on the subject at hand. A little escarmouche did indeed hap-
pen but could not detract from the strength and consensus built around the suc-
cessful adoption of this Report. The President of the Committee picked up the
invitation of the Rapporteur to look into the sub-

stance of the argument, however Ms. Mazzoni thanked Mr. Iturgaíz and the secretariat
and provided a much needed summary of the situation. She invited to differ the dis-
cussion to another time but made sure to state that the Committee seems indeed to
proceed on the right track to a functional and successful activity, occasional misun-
derstandings and political divergences notwithstanding. Cooperation, trust and con-
fidence between members, it was added, are becoming the norm and, especially when
putting national political agendas aside, the Petitions’ Committee is able to carry tan-
gible results. The voting operations could then start and, sure enough, the adoption
of the Report and its Amendments was successfully carried out and approved unan-
imously with several amendments having been agreed as a result of compromise pro-
posals. As it is customary on these occasions, PETI Journal congratulates Mr. Iturgaíz
Angulo MEP and will follow the path of this very theme-defining report through its fur-
ther stages until the final adoption, forecast for December’s Strasbourg plenary.
The Report highlighted several relevant aspects of the issue and garnered press cov-
erage for its bottom line: the cost of bad waste-management is high and exporting excess of waste is very costly.

Environmental, health and - not so surprisingly - economic reasons speak in favour
of focusing on prevention, reuse and recycling of waste. Landfills, when
adopted, should be reserved as a last-resort solution and compliance to the ex-
isting EU law should be pursued by all Member States.

Point 6 of the Agenda of the Meeting focused on petition 924/2011 by Dan Pescod, a British national, whom on
behalf of both the European Blind Union (EBU) and the Royal National Institute of Blind People (RNIB) petitioned
the European Parliament (EP) about the access, or lack thereof it should be said, by blind people to books and

other printed products. Talking about pièce de resistance, this time it came quite early in the October meeting. The
Chair of the Committee gave the floor to Mr. Christopher Edward Berkeley Friend - President of the World Blind
Union (WBU). Mr. Friend, speaking in his capacity of Chair of WBU, made a clear point for the visually impaired. His
account, very emotional yet energetic, of the many troubles in the cultural life of the blind was gripping and stated
tersely that blind people today are “condemned to a literary and cultural wilderness because the publishers ... fail to

DISABILITY

In a nutshell

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

a view of the room in the PHS building

The Rapporteur: Carlos Iturgaíz Angulo MEP

a topical moment in the voting procedure

http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
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Highlights October ... continued
produce and market [blind people] accessible formats of 95% of all the
works published”. Mr. Friend then continued and invited all the Members
“to pause for a moment and imagine that later this week, walking down to
the public library you would find that 95% of all the books were chained
and padlocked against you taking them down to read. Frustrated, angry,
discriminated against!” Mr. Friend pled that the only thing the petitioning
Associations long to achieve is the opportunity, which non-blind have, to
borrow or buy the latest best-seller that everybody in town is reading and
talking about. Both Mr. Friend and Mr. Pescod did eventually touch upon
an international copyright instrument which could represent an essential
component of an eventual solution to the blind people book famine but
many tortuous challenges seem to lay ahead especially considering the
stern statements addressed to some of the Institutions involved. When
the floor was given to the European Commission’s representative, the reply came from DG MARKT stressing that the
Commission is fully engaged in the effort to end the book famine referred by the petitioner both within the EU and outside
of its borders. However the statements were not matched, Members felt, by adequate actions or timetables and every-
thing about the issue at hand was referred to copyright-holders, editors, markets and concepts to which the Committee
could just not relate as, in its view, this would be a textbook case about Fundamental Rights. Ms. Bairbre de Brún
MEP (of whom you will read more at page 10), Ms. Auken MEP, Ms. Werthmann MEP, Mr. Boştinaru MEP and many more,
voiced their concerns and did not hide their delusion at how the representative of DGJUSTICE, technically the DG that the
Committee on Petitions invoked - and which they thought should be in the lead - dismissed the case for its involvement. A
sad back and forth between the parties started but did not bring forward any promising perspective and the Members of the
Committee on Petitions decided, and the Coordinators later agreed, to table an urgent Oral Question (OQ) to both
the European Council and the European Commission on access by blind people to books and other reading mate-
rials. It is important to state that this determination was only possible because the Committee holds dear the rights of
the European people and this case falls, it is felt, in the category of deeds that need to be done and pursued with the
utmost conviction.

Moving early on towards environmental issues is also another reason
why the first half-day of the meeting proved particularly enduring. So
much at stake, so much to do, to fully grasp the issue. Point 7 of the

Agenda of the Meeting had the Committee facing the recurring theme of the
high-speed rail link (T.A.V) between Turin and Lyon and between Trieste and
Divaca (900/2007). Members would love to see institutions collaborate with
citizens and viceversa though unfortunately many times they deal with bitter
parties distrusting one another. Thus requiring their work to be more topical

but also more delicate. The discussion dealt collectively with petitions 949/2003,
198/2005, 786/2007, 735/2008. It is the second time these issues, especially the Lyon-
Turin line, is discussed in the 7th legislature (2009-2014) and not surprisingly the sub-
ject lends itself to be very emotional and controversial, raising concerns about different
standpunkt. A first one deals with Val-di-Susa and its local ecosystem, allegedly
planned on an unfit territory. A second one is concerned with the real necessity, there-
fore profitability, of this new high-speed line and a third one raises doubts about
human-hazard’ s risks due to the heavy presence of asbestos in the railway lines. All
of these factors open up and enlarge the scope of the debate and highlight the need
to fully evaluate and address these concerns for populace’ s sake. Mr. Prieri and Mr.

Pastorutti made a clear point of their case and showed a poignant video-feed. However the Committee, always trying
to be fair and hear all parties involved gave the floor to a representative of the Italian Government. Mr. Ferrazza, provided
the Assembly with the rationale behind the developments that were underway although, for the record, his arguments
were vehemently opposed by the petitioners and, anyhow, further clarification will be needed from both parties. The
Members followed carefully the discussion and had a very lively debate of their own when evaluating the case. It was
decided, lest of inaction, to contact, in writing, the Italian Ministry of Transport, to address a letter to the Chairman of
the TRANS Committee, which is organizing a hearing on this very matter in November and, last but not least, to request
further independent environmental studies to assess any possible real threat to human health. It will not be long until
the Committee will discuss the issue again and in the most informed way.

PETI Journal

ENVIRONMENT

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Wils, Ms. Alfano, Ms. de Brún, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Mussa download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. de Brún, Ms. Auken, Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Wils,
Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Alfano
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant files

In a nutshell

l to r: Mr. Friend, Mr. Pescod

Mr. Roberto Ferrazza

l to r: Mr. Prieri and Mr. Pastorutti

http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
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Petition 1139/2010, discussed as point 8 of the Agenda of the Meeting, was brought forward by Mr. Gautron and
Mr. Duchateau on behalf of, respectively, Fédération Presqu´ile Environment and Association DECOS. The peti-
tioners are concerned about an alleged infringement of Directive 92/43/EEC in the French town of Batz-sur-Mer,

which is an area covered by the Natura2000 network. Although the petitioners could not be present and proceeded to
watch the meeting on the web-stream, the Committee looked carefully into the matter. The written reply was not con-
sidered fully satisfactory by the Members and, at this point, it would probably good to report that the Committee regards
the work of its sister-institution, the European Commission, with the utmost respect and integrity, it is no coincidence
that we turn to the EC to investigate matters. However, Members feel that oftentimes the Commission’s positions
would need to be expanded upon a bit more, in order to provide the rationale behind them. This was just one such case
and the Committee decided that it would be interesting to raise the question to the Commissioner for Environment
himself who, serendipitously, will be a much welcome guest of the Petitions’ Committee during the meeting of November.
In-depth discussion was therefore postponed until the next time.

Point #9 dealt with the petition by Mr. Navratil, an Irish national, denouncing
the negative impact of the reform of the Irish sugar industry and proposing
to put in place measures that would allow for a conversion of the industry

while providing some remaining sugar manifacture in Ireland. Mr. Navratil stated
clearly that both the Irish Government and the European Institutions should be
held responsible for the denounced situation but he also states that it is never too
late and welcomes the possibility of a collaboration towards a solution that, he
feels, could be a viable solution for all parties involved. The European Commis-
sion representative stuck to its version of the story and by confirming that all of
the necessary steps had been taken, declined all responsibilities by the Commission, and made it clear that no open-
ing was granted to the petitoner and its request. It is at situations like these that the Petitions Committee, more than
ever, grant the petitioner the benefit of the doubt and although unable to clearly take the matter into its own hands, the
Assembly decided to close the petition while addressing a letter to the Irish authorities and to the AGRI Committee
of the European Parliament, to make sure that all possible avenues would be investigated before the dossier at hand
gets ultimately filed away.

Petition 1557/09 or point 10 of the Agenda was postponed to the next meeting thus giving way to point 11 which
had the Committee considering the Report about the Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to Bulgaria that took place on
June 29 until July 2, 2011. The discussion was again one that saw the Committee stick to its main core and mis-

sion, that is to protect the European citizen. Thanks to the ever-inspiring accounts of Ms. Nedelcheva MEP, Mr. Boşti-
naru MEP and Ms. Auken MEP, it was made clear - once again - that for the sake of its vision the Members should try
as much as they can to put aside national political agendas and subtexts which do not help the works to move forward
and to be genuinely inspired. All of the speakers also raised the point that the European Commission should put spe-
cial care in the way it ponders and implements the recommendations because that does make a huge difference on
the end result. The in-depth debate ended the first half-day of the meeting and allowed for the Coordinators to go in-
camera to debate and take relevant decisions.

PETI Journal

Highlights October ... continued

SOCIAL AFFAIRS

FACT-FINDING VISIT

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken, Ms. Nedelcheva, Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Kelly, Ms. Prendergast, Ms. Auken, Ms. de Brún, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant filesIn a nutshell

Speakers: nihil
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Mr. Navratil

l to r: Ms Nedelcheva MEP, Ms. Auken MEP, Mr. Boştinaru MEP

http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
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The Petitions’ Committee reconvened on Oct. 4 and after the President, Ms. Er-
minia Mazzoni MEP, announced the decisions taken by the Coordinators at the
previous meeting, it gave way to a first exchange of views on the EU Citizenship

Report 2010: Dismantling the obstacles to EU citizens’ rights. The Rapporteur - Ms.
Adina Vălean MEP (the ALDE Coordinator featured in the "Meet the MEPs" column in
our issue #3 downloadable here http:bit.ly/tratrts) - sparked her colleagues whom
made this debate extremely compelling. The Assembly really felt that the Report is
set to be a very meaningful work, capable of truly reflecting that bi-partisan spirit en-
gendering the best works of the Petitions’ Committee. Ms. Prendergast MEP, Ms.
Ždanoka MEP and Mr. Boulland MEP all made remarkable contributions to the de-
bate and each raised points of utmost concern. It was clear that Ms. Vălean MEP had
been able, much to her merit, to hit the right keys and had everybody reacting in pursuit
of a greater goal. PETI Journal is convinced that that is good and future exchanges of
views, and the actual Report, will be outstanding.

It is back to the environment with point 15 of the Agenda of the Meeting. Petitions 622/2010 and 628/2011 were both
introduced by Romanian nationals and dealt with concerns about the Roşia Montană goldmine project. Ms. Mazzoni
MEP, the President of the Committee, gave the floor to the petitioners and what

the Members heard was an emotional account of the serious concerns at hand. The
petitioners seek a Parliamentary inquiry into the legality of the Roşia Montană gold-
mine project, maintaning that it would, allegedly, infringe Directive 2006/21/EC; Di-
rective 80/68/EC; Directive 2006/60/EC and Directive 2008/50. A veritable ecologic
bomb it would seem. The account of how the project came to be in place would lead
to believe that further information and, possibly, a Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) would
be in order, to assess on first-hand knowledge the situation in the Region. Doubts
were also raised about the accuracy of the reports drawn up thus far and it was high-
lighted how the sum negotiated as a regeneration guarantee would only seem con-
gruous at first sight (€ 150.000.0000) but would pale when compared to guarantees
of other mines in Europe - a case was made for a Hungarian mine whose regenerat-
ing costs reached a whopping € 500.000.000. The exchange was fierce but not with-
out hope. However, truth be told, the project is in the planning stage and the larger
exploitation has not started yet, thus allowing room for some formal exchange with the Institutions, the National gov-
ernment, possibly a visit in-situ by a Petitions’ Committee delegation and an eventual independent study on the project
itself ordered by the European Commission, this last one being a request voiced by some of the Members whom insisted
that it could provide much needed independent scientific data.

About Petition 672/2007, debated as the 16th point on the Agenda of the Meeting, the Committee followed through
on the case of projected ski-lifts and cableways in the Mellau and Damuls area in Austria. The cases, which
after careful consideration, a Fact-finding Visit (FFV) and an Oral Question (OQ), seem to have brought about

some changes, or so the members learned from the European Commission representative. A revision of the Directive
applicable in the case at hand is supposedly in the pipeline. The Committee after a quick exchange on this point just
decided to keep the petition open and wait for the European Commission to expand and detail on the revision and
how the modification of the Directive would impact the petitoner´s concerns.

PETI Journal

Highlights October ... continued

ENVIRONMENT

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Vălean, Ms. Prendergast, Ms. Ždanoka, Ms. Ludford, Mr. Boulland
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Sándor Tabajdi, Ms. Göncz,
Mr. Preda, Ms. Vălean, Mr. Boulland, Ms. Paliadeli

Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Wieland
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell

l to r: Mr. Voiculescu and Mr. Jurca

Ms. Vălean MEP

http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
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Highlights October ... continued

Ms. Ellis and Mr. Wakefield, the spokespersons for the British
Association Residents Against Toxic Site (RATS) were again
in attendance before the Committee to inform, unfortunately,

that the their concern about the poignant point made about the UK
Landfill Regulation issued in 2002 - contravening on several impor-
tant subjects the EU Directives - is still leaving British citizens to live
with landfill sites that are placed in geologically unstable environ-
ments and without proper measures to avoid contamination of the
surrounding environment. The case has been amply debated on pre-
vious occasions, however the petitioners, and the Members of the
Committee agreed that after seven years it would be about time to
give way to more stringent remedies such as the opening of an in-
fringement procedure against the UK. The European Commission
representative seemed genuinely ap-

palled by the course the case had taken
and, as PETI Journal can prove, it lingered with the petitioners, listening to relevant up-
dates about the case at hand and, at this point in time, the European Commission is se-
riously considering more stringent measures. A collaborative atmosphere was forged,
in the meeting room and outside, and even though the case seems to be a moving target,
it might finally be addressed by the Commission by formally initiating infringement pro-
cedures. We will, as usual, follow through and report about new meaningful, and hopefully
positive, developments. It might have taken a bit longer than the Committee originaly
aimed at but our kudos to the European Commission which the Members would like to
see more often wearing the cape of a do-gooder in the interest of the European people.
The Committee for his part will keep the pressure up by keeping the petition open and
addressing a letter to both UK’s Environment Minister and UK’s Environment Agency.

Point 18 of the Agenda of the Meeting was postponed to a later meeting and the Committee was very proud to
welcome Prof. Irena Lipowicz - the Polish Ombudsman. Her statement to the Committee on Petitions of the
European Parliament was clarifying and allowed Members to appreciate the broad mandate enjoyed by the

Polish Ombudsman. She detailed the way her Office is organized to respond as efficienty, and as fast as possible,
to concerns of the Polish citizens. Prof. Lipowicz covered many issues but one that struck the Committee as a real-
threat to the role of Ombudsmen all over Europe, is the trend initiated by Spain and Italy which, facing the crisis and
calling upon measures of austerity, have started slashing the budget to their respective Ombudsmen. The exchange
between Prof. Liepowicz and the Members of the Committee (amongst which PETI Journal shall mention Mr. Jahr, Mr.
Boştinaru, Mr. Cashman and Ms. Kolarska-Bobinska) was frank and showed a bi-lateral will to share experiences,
build best-practices and confirm once again that bodies/roles that have the citizen as their main mission usually de-

POLISH OMBUDSMAN

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

In a nutshell
l to r: Mr. Wakefield, Ms. Ellis

center photo: Prof. Lipowicz - the Polish Ombudsman - with Ms. Chrysoula Paliadeli MEP - Vice-President of the Petitions’ Committee and Mr. David Lowe - HoU 

EU officials with Mr. Wakefield and Ms. Ellis (center)

http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD
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Highlights October ... continued

Committee meetings are not an happenstance affair the secretariat had placed three petitions filed by Polish nationals
right after the statement of the Polish Ombudsman to promote constructive collaboration and to nurture exchange of
ideas. Such was the case with petitions 277/2010 and 1399/2010 both dealing with the application of Art. 1135 of the

Polish Civil Code which requires the appointment of a process-agent to handle the interests of a party residing anywhere
outside of Poland (including other Member Satates of the EU). Petitioners made a clear case of their trouble and what they
perceive as a clear breach of Regulation 1348/2000 and 1393/2007 (EC). While they called upon the European Parliament
to investigate, the Committee on Petitions decided, quite fittingly, to invest the Polish Ombudsman too in order to facilitate a
quick and effective response to the complaint. The petitions were kept open and further requests were made to the Euro-
pean Commission. Prof. Liepowicz, at the same time, stated that she would be following the matter with a careful eye.

The last petition of the morn-
ing did start with what could
be rightfully identified as a

batch of appeals regarding LGBT
(Lesbian-Gay-Bisexuals-Transexu-
als) issues, hence raising aware-
ness and addressing homophobic
and gender-discriminatory be-
haviors in many a member state.

Petition 632/2008 (also 892/2010;
155/2011; 381/2011; 1588/2010), by a Polish national, called upon the European
Parliament to intervene about the alleged discrimination of Polish authorities
refusing to issue civil status certificates to Polish citizens wishing to enter into
a registered partnership, with a person of the same sex, in another Member
State. The case was introduced to the Committee by a representative of the pe-
titioner, Mr. Lech Uliasz - accompanied by Mr. Bruno Sélun, the secretary of the
LGBT Parliamentary intergroup - and found a very supporting voice in Mr. Michael Cashman MEP who, amongst other
thought-provoking remarks, raised his concern about this kind of behavior instigating discriminatory and homophobic atti-
tudes in their citizens. The European Commission representative for the whole LGBT batch of petitions showed that the
Commission is indeed well aware of these discriminatory behaviors and goes after them whenever solid evidence of a fla-
grant breach comes to light. The Polish Ombudsman, Prof. Lipowicz, was also called upon to investigate on the matter
and assured the Assembly she will be looking into the theme of the petition and try to facilitate a solution. All the other cases
were very well illustrated by the European Commission’s representative and confirmed a clear understanding of the issues
at hand. Petition 1588/2010, by Ms. Nolasco, a Portuguese national, was the only one that was closed, but for all of them the
Committee decided to address a letter to the Permanent Representation to the EU of the Member States involved, to follow
through and to show the interest and attention of the Members of the Petitions Committee. The representative of the Euro-
pean Commission (EC) exhorted PETI Journal to let citizens know that petitions and complaints should be compiled in a
detailed way so that the EC is given a solid chance to challenge and engage contravening countries.

On this note the second half-day of meeting came to a halt and a small delegation of the Committee had lunch with Prof.
Liepowicz to thank her for her visit and her meaningful contribution to today´s meeting.

The 26th point of the Agenda was concerned with petition 492/2010 by Mr. Sanz Salvador, a
Spanish national, who expressed concern at the desiccation of the Quadro de Santiago, a
wetland area in the province of Castellón, in violation of Directive 97/62/EC. While the area

had undergone some development, eventually halted by a Supreme Court order, the representative
of the petitioner - Ms. Conde Montesinos, together with her accompanying parties, called for the
disconnection of the pumping plant in Coviles, used to drain the wetlands, and for the area to be
finally declared part of the Natura2000 network, to ensure the protection of nesting migrant birds,
as indicated by a number of University professors’ testimonies. The debate was lively and it involved
the Spanish Regional authorities (pictured on page 15) stating quite the opposite. When the floor
was taken by the European Commission’s representative, the remarks were very dismissive in
the face of what, mediating between the parties, seems to be a clear and genuine problem needing
some tact and will-power to be resolved. Members, as it is being the case a number of times in
every meeting, could just not relate to what the EC stated and decided to keep the petition open
while requesting further information and investigation by the European Commission.

continues on page 15

DISCRIMINATION

Ms. Maria Conde Montesinos

ENVIRONMENT

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Kolarska-Bobinska, Mr. Szymanski, Prof. Lipowicz
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Cashman, Ms. Ludford
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti, Mr. Heezen (155/2011), Mr. Pinto (1588/2010)
download the relevant files

l to r: Mr. Lech Uliasz with Mr. Bruno Sélun

l to r: Mr. Michael Cashman MEP and Mr. Lech Uliasz

http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/nOR2GD


10 PETI Journal

Meet the M.E.P.s

PETI Journal may as well be biased but we truly believe to be blessed with an excellent line-up of Coordinators and
as we approach the end of our first round, we believe you would agree too with this sentiment. As objective as we try to
be, they all seem to have fresh approaches and to be up to the delicate mission bestowed upon them. This month we

will get to know a bit better Ms. Bairbre de Brún MEP. She is the Coordinator for the GUE-NGL group (European United Left
- Nordic Green Left) and she purposefully imbues her work with the rich political history that conducted her here in Brussels
at the European Parliament. Originally from Dublin, Ms. de Brún has been particularly involved, both professionally and po-
litically, in the rich history of the north of Ireland and to developing a peaceful path towards Irish unity. Following the 2004
European elections Ms. de Brún had the indubitable honor to be the first Sinn Féin politician to represent the north of Ireland
in the European Parliament. Equally committed to her constituency and to the more general issues than need impetus and
guidance at the European level, in Ms. de Brún the European citizenry can count on, both to take issues to town and to take
Institutions to tasks. PETI Journal caught up with her and administered her the now-standard Q&A session we challenge our
MEPs with. Good fun it was. Let’s hear what she has to say about it.

PETI: How do you regard the right to petition and how well do you think is being inter-
preted by the European Parliament?
M.E.P. de Brún: The right to petition provides citizens and local groups with a simpli-
fied, non-judicial way to bring their issues and concerns to the attention of the EU in-
stitutions. People and groups describe their situation to us and we try to see if there
are possible solutions, often in dialogue with the European Commission and national
or regional authorities. Sometimes it's hard to decide what should come to us, what
should go to the European Ombudsman and what can be resolved with the aid of
SOLVIT, but I think we are interpreting the right to petition correctly by adopting a fairly
broad interpretation. The Parliament has taken a positive step in creating this com-
mittee and giving petitioners the right to address it directly. The PETI Committee can
often help people in their dealings with local, regional or national authorities concern-
ing inaction or incorrect action on matters of EU relevance.

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. de Brún: Unfortunately I haven't had an opportunity to participate in a fact-
finding visit since becoming a member of the PETI Committee. However, I know from
my experience in the previous mandate that it is important to get out of the 'bubble' of
the European Parliament, meet people where they live and work, and to see first hand
the very real problems which people bring to our attention.

PETI: Often the object of the petitions stems from local original governments’ 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. de Brún: Promoting exchanges of personnel, of experience and good practice would be important in order to ensure
that local government understands the necessary practical steps in implementing EU law, particularly in relation to the envi-
ronment. Some cross-border programmes can be used for this. Strong enforcement procedures can also encourage local gov-
ernment to seek such help and advice. For our part, the PETI Committee can highlight the need for such steps. Many of the
petitions we receive are related to environment and discrimination issues. In both of these areas there are good and clear EU
laws. Often the EU can't take formal action until there has been a been a breach of EU law. However, the European Commission
should be pro-active in contacting member states and local government where it appears that a breach is likely because the
correct preparatory steps aren't being taken.

PETI: Is there anything you would do to expand the scope, and powers, of the PETI Committee?
M.E.P. de Brún: It would be good to find a way to encourage other Committees in the European Parliament to work with the
PETI Committee on proposals for further EU action, such as the clarification of existing legislation or introduction of new leg-
islation. I would like to see a more streamlined way for the Committee to bring things to another level - perhaps a stronger
role in pressing the Commission to act where there is a clear legal basis for them to do so. And, of course, in addition to the
present right of petition, it will be interesting to see what new role the PETI Committee will have in relation to the new Citizens
Initiative.

PETI: What do you think are the best features of the PETI Committee’s activities?
M.E.P. de Brún: The direct contact between individuals or local groups, and MEPs and the European Commission is undoubt-
edly the best feature of the PETI Committee. In terms of how the Committee works, it is very good that it is mostly focused on
solving problems and finding solutions for the petitioners. Cooperation between the members of the committee regardless of
their political or national background is very important. Those petitioners that travel to Brussels quite often see that they are
not alone in dealing with such issues and that there are others who are in the same situation. The direct interaction with citizens
allows us to identify issues that might require a change of legislation and/or implementation procedures, very much based
on the lived experiences of individuals and local groups.

Ms. Bairbre de Brún

http://on.fb.me/qyPkPu
http://www.gileschichestermep.org.uk/
http://on.fb.me/qyPkPu
http://www.gileschichestermep.org.uk/
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Meet the M.E.P.s (Gaelic version)

PETI Journal

Tá sé chomh maith ag Iris PETI Journal bheith claonta ach is é an rud a chreidimid go fírinneach gur beannaithe muid toisc foire-
ann Comhordaitheoirí den chéad scoth a bheith againn agus sinn ag dul i dtreo dheireadh ár gcéad bhabhta, creidimid go n-
aontófá leis an dearcadh sin chomh maith. Agus sinn ag iarraidh bheith chomh oibiachtúil agus is féidir linn, is cosúil go bhfuil

cur chuige úr acu uile agus iad inchurtha leis an mhisean leochaileach a cuireadh orthu. An mhí seo is fearr an aithne a chuirfimid ar
FPE, An Iníon Bairbre de Brún. Is í an Comhordaitheoir ar ghrúpa GUE-NGL (An Clé Aontaithe Eorpach - An Clé Glas Nordach)
agus bíonn sé mar aidhm aici ligint don stair pholaitiúil shaibhir tionchar a imirt ar a hobair, a threoraigh í anseo sa Bhruiséil ag Par-
laimint na hEorpa. Is as Baile Átha Cliath ó dhúchas í agus bhí an Iníon de Brún bainteach go háirithe, go gairmiúil agus go polaitiúil,
le stair shaibhir thuaisceart na hÉireann agus le cosán síochánta i dtreo aontacht Éireannach a fhorbairt. I ndiaidh toghcháin Eorpacha
2004 bhí onóir ar leith aici nuair a toghadh í mar an chéad pholaiteoir Shinn Féin chun ionadaíocht a dhéanamh ar son thuaisceart
na hÉireann i bParlaimint na hEorpa. Tá sí geallta go cothrom dá dáilcheantar agus do shaincheisteanna ginearálta eile a bhfuil
spreagadh agus treoir de dhíth orthu ag leibhéal Eorpach, agus leis an Iníon de Brún is féidir leis na toghthóirí Eorpacha a bheith ag
brath air sin, tabharfaidh sí go dúthrachtach faoi shaincheisteanna agus tabharfaidh sí a ndúshlán d’Institiúidí. Tháinig Iris PETI Journal
uirthi agus cuireadh an gnáthsheisiún Ceisteanna & Freagraí uirthi, seisiún ina dtugaimid a ndúshlán do na FPEanna atá againn. Éis-
timis leis an méid a bhí le rá aici.

PETI: Conas a mheasann tú an ceart chun achainí a dhéanamh agus conas a shíleann
tú go bhfuil sé á léirmhíniú ag Parlaimint na hEorpa?
M.E.P. de Brún: Soláthraíonn an ceart chun achainí a dhéanamh bealach simplithe
neamhbhreithiúnach do shaoránaigh agus do ghrúpaí áitiúla chun a saincheisteanna
agus a n-imní a chur faoi bhráid institiúidí an AE. Míníonn daoine agus grúpaí a gcás
dúinn agus déanaimid iarracht réiteach a aimsiú más féidir, agus is minic sin trí idirphlé
leis an Choimisiún Eorpach agus le húdaráis náisiúnta nó réigiúnacha. In amanna tá
sé doiligh socrú ar cé acu achainí ar chóir teacht chugainn, cé acu díbh ar chóir dul
chuig an Ombudsman Eorpach agus cé acu is féidir a réiteach le SOLVIT, ach sílim
go bhfuilimid ag léirmhíniú an ceart chun achainí a dhéanamh mar is ceart trí léirmhíniú
measartha leathan a thabhairt isteach. Thug an Pharlaimint céim dhearfach tríd an
choiste seo a chruthú agus trí chead a thabhairt d'achainígh teagmháil dhíreach a
dhéanamh leis. Is minic is féidir leis an Choiste PETI cuidiú le daoine agus iad ag plé
le húdaráis áitiúla, réigiúnacha nó náisiúnta maidir le neamhghníomh  nó gníomh míc-
heart ar chúrsaí a bhaineann leis an AE. 

PETI: An raibh tú rannpháirteach i gcuairt faisnéise ar bith? Agus má bhí, cad iad na
príomhcheachtanna a d'fhoghlaim tú ó d'eispéireas?
M.E.P. de Brún: Ar an drochuair ní raibh an deis agam le bheith páirteach i gcuairt
faisnéise ó toghadh mé mar bhall de Choiste PETI. Bíodh sin mar atá, tá a fhios agam
ó mo thaithí féin leis an sainordú roimhe seo go bhfuil sé tábhachtach imeacht ó
'dhomhan' Pharlaimint na hEorpa, le bualadh le daoine san áit ina bhfuil siad ina gcó-

naí agus ina n-oibríonn siad, agus le feiceáil ar an láthair na fíor-fhadhbanna a thugann daoine faoinár mbráid.

PETI: Is minic gurb é cuspóir na hachainí iompar an rialtais áitiúil atá le tabhairt faoi. Cad é a shíleann tú is féidir a dhéanamh chun
comhlíonadh na rialtas áitiúil le Dlí AE a fheabhsú?
M.E.P. de Brún: Bheadh tábhacht le malartuithe pearsanra, eispéiris agus dea-chleachtias a chur chun cinn lena chinntiú go dtuigeann
rialtas áitiúil na céimeanna riachtanacha praiticiúla chun dlí AE a chur i ngníomh, go háirithe maidir leis an chomhshaol. Is féidir cuid
de chláir trasteorann a úsáid chun sin a dhéanamh. Is féidir le gnáthaimh láidre forfheidhmithe rialtas áitiúil a spreagadh chun a
leithéid de chuidiú agus de chomhairle a chuardach. I dtaca linn féin de, is féidir leis an Choiste PETI an gá lena leithéid de chéimeanna
a thabhairt chun solais. Tá baint ag cuid mhór dár n-achainíocha le ceisteanna comhshaoil agus leithcheala. Sa dá ábhar seo tá
dlíthe maithe soiléire AE ann. Is minic nach féidir leis an AE caingean fhoirmiúil a ghlacadh go dtí go sáraítear dlí AE. Bíodh sin mar
atá, ba chóir don Choimisiún Eorpach bheith forghníomhach ag déanamh teagmhála le ballstáit agus le rialtas áitiúil nuair is dócha
go sárófaí dlí toisc nach bhfuiltear ag tabhairt na réamh-chéimeanna cearta.

PETI: An ndéanfá rud ar bith chun scóp agus cumhachtaí Choiste PETI a mhéadú?
M.E.P. de Brún: Bheadh sé maith le teacht ar bhealach chun Coistí eile i bParlaimint na hEorpa a spreagadh le hobair le Coiste PETI
ar mholtaí do chaingean eile AE, amhail soiléiriú reachtaíochta atá ann cheana nó reachtaíocht nua eile a thabhairt isteach. Ba mhaith
liom bealach níos éifeachtaí a fheiceáil don Choiste chun rudaí a thabhairt chuig leibhéal eile - b'fhéidir ról níos láidre le tabhairt ar
an Choimisiún le gníomhú nuair atá bhonn soiléir dleathach ann dóibh chun é sin a dhéanamh.
Agus, ar ndóigh, mar aon leis an cheart chun d'achainí a dhéanamh mar atá faoi láthair, beidh sé suimiúil le feiceáil cén ról a bheidh
ag Coiste PETI maidir le Tionscnamh nua na Saoránach.

PETI: Cad iad na gnéithe is fearr, i do bharúil, de ghníomhaíochtaí Choiste PETI?
M.E.P. de Brún: Is é an gné is fearr de Choiste PETI gan dabht ná an teagmháil dhíreach idir daoine aonaracha nó grúpaí áitiúla
agus FPEanna agus an Coimisiún Eorpach. Maidir leis an dóigh a n-oibríonn an Coiste, tá sé iontach maith go bhfuil sé dírithe den
mhórchuid  ar fhadhbanna a réiteach agus ar theacht ar réitigh d’achainígh. Tá comhoibriú idir baill an choiste, beag beann ar a gcúlra
polaitiúil nó náisiúnta, an-tábhachtach. Is minic a fheiceann na hachainígh a thaistealaíonn go dtí an Bhruiséil nach bhfuil siad leo
féin agus iad ag plé lena leithéid de cheisteanna agus  go bhfuil daoine eile sa riocht céanna. 
Tugann an t-idirghníomhú díreach le saoránaigh faill dúinn saincheisteanna a aimsiú ina mbeadh seans ann go mbeadh athrú reach-
taíochta agus/nó gnáthaimh feidhmiúcháin de dhíth orthu, bunaithe den chuid is mó ar eispéiris daoine aonaracha agus grúpaí ái-
tiúla.

Ms. Bairbre de Brún
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From Athens, our beloved fundamental right, the petition, spread over to Italy, at
the time the epicenter of the spawning Roman Empire across the Mediterranean.
Just like the capital city of Rome, which an old English saying states it "... was

not built in a day", so the right to petition, within the very complex mechanisms of an
empire that for size and scope was believed to be almost as big as the known planet
of the time, was an exercise that took centuries to fully form and evolve in a way that
would be clearly identifiable to the eyes of historians. Certainly the first few centuries,
that saw Rome being no more than a city-state with big ambitions, ruled by the seven
kings and busy with wars that would increment its power, were not centuries that de-
noted significant advances in terms of citizens’ rights and organization of the state.

However, the historical period that from Tiberius to Julius Caesar laid the foun-
dations for the Roman Empire, which would reign for better or worse for about
700 years, and for the system of Laws that in many cases are still adopted

nowadays, though adapted where necessary. The right to petition is just such an example and it has the du-
bious honor to be center-stage for one of the most pivotal moments in world´s history: the assassination of
Julius Caesar. It is indeed a very well-known historical fact that then Roman dictator Julius Caesar could
be killed only after conspirators had gathered around him and the pretext used to get close to Caesar was,
as fate wants it and history tells it, to present him with a petition.

Interesting stories aside, with the rise of the Emperors, just following Caesar´s demise, the first Emperor,
Augustus, decided that his staff would need an office charged with assessing the cases and writing an-
swers to the petitions addressed to the emperor from cities, provinces or individuals. The hearing of peti-

tions was an important part of the governmental business and the "[procurator] a libellis" wielded considerable
influence in determining those requests that would actually be heard. In the early empire the post was held
by an imperial freedman. From the time of Hadrian, any such an official was an Equestrian . During the
late empire, Emperor´s staffs were known to feature a "magister libellorum" (‘master of petitions’)”, an officer
whose duty was to deal with written petitions from private persons to the emperor and draft replies to them,
that would be then known as rescripts. From Hadrian onwards the office was entrusted to an equestrian,
and, since many petitions concerned points of law, the holder was often a lawyer, such as Papinian or Ulpian.

On this new installment of our history-tracing trek through the centuries we have gone from “Ancient
Greece” to “Ancient Rome” and we, ourselves, deemed it very interesting. However we will leave the
final judgement to you as we get ready to start writing the next column, deepening the structure of

the Roman Empire’s handling of petitons. We certainly wish to take this fascinating voyage to our Facebook
page and would love to receive contributions on the matter by our our very esteemed readers.
Until the next time!

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

PETI of Ages

The cover of a very informative
book on the right to petition
during the Roman Empire

https://www.facebook.com/pages/Committee-on-Petitions-of-the-European-Parliament/133216083416771?ref=ts


13PETI Journal

Out and About: what goes on at the European Parliament

On Oct. 6, the Parliament premises hosted a Seminar on the Application of the Charter of Fundamental
Rights. The event was jointly organized by the European Commission - DG JUSTICE - and by the, ever
trustworthy yours, Committee on Petitions (PETI) of the European Parliament. It was evident right away,

then, that this month’s OUT and ABOUT would necessarily have to focus on the Seminar. There is a clear vested
interest and one that, as it is customary with anything PETI, benefits the European people and helps the Com-
mittee to do its job more effectively. There are problems regarding
the consistent application of the Charter, we do not beat around
the bushes, however the Committee, both its members and the sec-
retariat, is a forward-looking, positive-thinking entity, always look-
ing for the silver lining, hence setting this event in motion. It is
clear that this piece of reporting will not be able in itself to substi-
tute for the actual presence and it certainly does not have enough
room to cover all of the proceedings, on the contrary, it will have
to highlight the most meaningful accounts, hoping that your will
be piqued enough to warrant some much-needed web-streaming
inspection (watch it at bit.ly/tV67fW) where you will be able to see
and hear for yourself the urgency and the strength of many speak-
ers.

PETI Journal can testify that the first week of October the European Parliament was home to many great Sem-
inars, Hearings and Workshops. However, the event about Fundamental Rights was all it was expected to
be, and then some. PJ concedes that it might be slightly, and justifiably, biased about this event but we liked

the way it was promoted and the way in which it was plugged through the Institutions and in the real world, es-
pecially through the major social media. The list of speakers, the depth they brought
and the vision they illustrated was greater than the sum of the parts and the feedback
the Committee received would reinforce this feeling. In order to fully appreciate the
scope of the event though, it pays dividends to remember that the Seminar was not
happenstance. The Committee on Petitions and the European Commission had
long looked for a forum to debate and trade insights into the ways to appeal, imple-
ment and enforce the Charter of Fundamental Rights. The trans-national, pan-eu-
ropean covenant that became legally binding in most member-states (with the entry
into force of the Treaty of Lisbon on 1 December 2009) stipulates that the European
Union (EU) must act and legislate consistently with the Charter and the EU's courts
will strike down any legislation contravening it. However, the Charter, thanks to Art.
51 of the Charter itself, only applies to EU member states when they are implement-
ing EU law and does not extend the competences of the EU beyond those contained

in the treaties. In other words, and if PETI Journal can humbly suggest this definition, Fundamental Rights, and
their implementation, in some aspects are indeed a catch-22.

Following the publishing of the Annual Reports on their respective activities, Ms. Viviane Reading - Vice-
President of the European Commission and Commissioner for Justice, Freedom & Security - and Ms.
Erminia Mazzoni - Chairman of the Committee on Petitions - decided that something would need to be

done to address the large number of cases dealing with the alleged lack/breach of Fundamental Rights. When
Ms. Reding took the floor, officially opening the Seminar, she was quick to point out that the citizens’ "interest
and expectations about the enforcement of the Charter are high ... and that is one reason why we are here
today as we all agree that this situation is not satisfactory". A call to arms followed right after when she called
upon "national authorities, EU institutions and other bodies to make a common effort ... knowing that address-
ing this issue will not be a straightforward [or easy] task" but it will need to be done nonetheless.

l to r: Vice-President of the European Commission - Ms. Viviane Reding; the II panel (Mr. Lowe, Mr. Crabit, Ms. Hackspiel and Mr. Soloveytchik) and Prof. Tesauro

l to r: Mr. David Lowe (HoU) and Ms. Erminia Mazzoni - Chairman

Ms. Viviane Reding - Commissioner
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Out and About ... continued continued from page 13

Ms. Mazzoni, followed suit with a powerful speech (read it here in IT-EN-DE-ES-FR) voicing her concern at
the many petitions dealing with the application, or lack thereof, of the Charter of Fundamental Rights
and hoped that the Seminar might help, if not in raising the profile, at least in cutting the fog that surrounds

the Charter when it comes to its application. Ms. Mazzoni hoped that by trading best-practices, exploring pos-
sibilities and highlighting successful operations on how Fundamental Rights are being handled at both EU- and
Member State-level, it would be possible to identify successful keys to reinvigorate our daily public functions.
Something that could really allow the Institutions to provide the European people with consistent and effective
application of the Charter of Fundamental Rights.

The first panel featured a number of eminent experts (jurists, judges and practitioners) to provide a fruitful
and fertile debate on the application of the Charter in relation to specific problems. It would be inconsiderate
to overlook any of these very meaningful experiences and it would take, as many participants stated, a

scholarly study to go in-depth on these issues. However, one thing all the accounts on the first panel highlighted,
is that no matter how arduous the application of the Charter feels and how many haters it has, there is a void to

be filled in terms of plain-language, clear communications aimed at citizens
to empower them. Knowledge is power. A number of specific cases were
brought up including property rights and pension rights. The examples fo-
cused on the lack of implementation of EU Law (Charter included) and Prof.
Tesauro, Prof. Van Erp, Prof. Guild and Prof. Jacqué made sure that the
spurring was clear. Several Members of the Parliament wanted to thank the
guests and voice their concerns about some of the issues that bothered them.
Ms. Auken MEP went about her desire to more transparency, Mr. Boştinaru
MEP and Mr. Cashman MEP raised doubts about property rights and dis-
crimination rights. Ms. Diana Wallis MEP, Vice-President of the European
Parliament, remarked once more the thorny issues regarding property and
pensions rights with the strongest conviction and highlighted the need "to
work around the problems that are holding us back. We cannot tell the citi-
zen that their expectations are not going to be met, especially considering
that it was us who told them that they would have a better, more consistent
protection across the board with the Charter". Prof. Jacqué from the College
of Europe played along, picked up the challenge and went as far as suggest-
ing to the worried MEPs that if they are really fed up with the lack of impleme-
nation of EU Law, they should start invoking Art. 7 (Title I) of the consolidated
version of the Treaties (read it and download it here http://bit.ly/seJ11g) and

pushing for a broader interpretation of EU’s policies and values and activities’ scope.

The second panel, chaired by Mr. Nemitz - Director at DG Justice - featured the real-life accounts of Mr.
Baudis, Défenseur des Droits in France, Mr. Belda, Deputy Defensor del Pueblo in Spain, Mr. Hogan, Deputy
CEO of the Irish Human Rights Commission, Mr. Reading, Director for Legal Policy, Equality and Human

Rights Commission in the UK, Mr. Leonard, a Legal Advisor to the Délégué general aux droits de l´enfant in Belgium
and Dr. Butler of the Fundamental Rights Agency (FRA) of the EU. From the job descriptions of this second panel
PETI Journal does not feel the need to illustrate that this section was more focused on Member-States. The
Seminar tried to identify best practices regarding the handling of complaints, including follow-ups given to com-
plaints which were outside the scope of competence of the authority concerned. The exchange of ideas, views
and practices is, as usual, enriching and especially when considering the experiences in Spain and UK, it is
clear that whoever champions the citizen has got a full plate on his/her hands. National scenarios have a way
to be tipped on either side of the scale by politics that sometimes makes the work of the most sympathetic human
being hard to reconcile with civic missions. What was evident from this panel’s debate too, is that there is a clear
and present need for better communications and what it is meant by that is not just the production of a pamphlet
and flyers but consistent, constant and constructive two-way communication with the European citizens. This
seemingly straightforward necessity could lead to a plethora of reflections. Mostly, however, we can sum it all

Mr. Lotarski (EDPS)

l to r: Mr. Soloveytchik (European Court of Human Rights); Ms. Hackspiel (Court of Justice of the European Union); Ms. Tuite (DG Justice - European Commission)
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Out and About ... continued
up by highlighting the need for more meaningful interaction with citizens, from any Member-State and at every
level.

On this note the Seminar’s works took a short break and reconvened at
2pm for the third panel. Chaired by Mr. Carbit, Head of Unit at DG Justice,
the panel featured the account of Mr. Lowe, Head of Unit of the Petitions´

Committee secretariat, Ms. Hackspiel, Head of Unit at the European Court of
Justice, Mr. Soloveytchic, Head of Division at the European Court of Human
Rights, Mr. Lotarski, from the European Data Protection Service, and Ms. Tuite
- Head of Unit at DG Justice of the European Commission. This third panel was
mostly concerned with how we deal, and follow-up, with complaints/petitions/re-
dresses at the EU layer of the European citizen’s protection. Mr. Lowe moving
from the standpoint of the Committee on Petitions gave a very energetic ac-
count of how the Committee, and its secretariat, strives to give the European
people the level of protection it feels they are entitled to. Many obstacles are in
the way to an effective protection though. The Commitee is obvious not a court,
is not an executive body and it does not put forward legislation however it nurtures
positive and creative problem-solving through inter-institutional collaboration
and moral suasion and, sharing the same feeling about consistent and constant
communication with the citizens, it was pointed out that it has also started to out-
reach and engage the citizenry in a direct way. In conclusion, Mr. Lowe stated,
we are here to share our experiences and we are eagerly awaiting to hear what

other institutions are doing in order to constantly improve on ourselves in the interest of the Union. Ms. Tuite, in-
troduced the audience to a new e-Justice web portal that DG Justice had pursued to improve communications with
the public and Ms. Hackspiel, Mr. Soloveytchik and Mr. Lotarski followed suit by giving a very interesting accounts
of their activities and specifically recalled some of the very provoking thoughts offered in the morning by Prof.
Tesauro and Prof. Jacqué. They also singled out both the need for lawmakers to consider the scope of EU’s ac-
tivities and the one for a clearer jurisdiction regarding the Charter of Fundamental Rights.

The fourth, and last, panel, chaired just like the previous one by Mr. Crabit,
intended to serve as a moment for spotlighting case-histories in terms of
successful cooperation between the EU and the National-level Institu-

tions. Ms. Sonia Masini, President of the Province of Reggio Emilia, Mr. Ian
Harden, Secretary General of the European Ombudsman, Prof. Alan Miller,
Chair of both the Scottish Human Rights Commission and of the European
Group of National Human Rights Institutions, and Tamás Kádár, Policy Officer
at the European Network of Equality Bodies, all rendered very gripping and in-

sightful accounts of their activities and experiences to achieve true cooperation and partnership both at the EU
level and with their National counterparts. On their forward-looking note PETI Journal will bid goodbye, for now.
One thing is sure, there is a still a long way to go but, at least, it seems as though we are on the right road!
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Mr. Emmanuel Crabit (DG Justice - EC)

Prof. Alan Miller (Chair Scottish HR Commission)

Highlights October... continued continued from page 9

The following petitions, n° 111/2008 and 262/2011 (collectively discussed under point 27 of the Agenda) ad-
dressed the same problem: a windmill park in the Dobrogea region of southeastern Romania. The peti-
tioners could not make it to the meeting and followed the proceedings on the web. The Members were not

enthusiastic about the account of the European Commission and taking into consideration the fact that in No-
vember a delegation of the Committee should go to Romania for a Fact-Finding Visit, they proposed to keep
the petition open while considering the possibility to add a visit to the Dobrogea region, thus first hand knowl-
edge of the issue could be gathered and an educated position of the Committee could be issued at a later date.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Băsescu
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu download the relevant files

Speakers: Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

In a nutshell

l to r: Ms. Santamaria, Ms. Gurrea - 
Spanish Authorities representatives
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Highlights October... continued continued from page 15

Petition 1398/2008 just translated the same issue relating to windmills park
(a/k/a farms) and a Natura2000 site in the protected areas of Alava in Spain.
The petitioners were in the room to make their case, and they did, vehe-

mently and with good reason, Members thought. The European Commission
representative, rather dismissive of the case at hand, explained its position and
the Committee on Petitions decided to ask the European Commission for further
investigation and, as in this case, the petitioners stated that they had supple-
mentary info to submit, thus fully justifiying the petition to be kept open until a
later meeting.

Petition 1008/2010 by Mr. Kranz, a German national, petitioned about the proj-
ect, fiercely contrasted by spontaneous popular protests as well, of a wind-
mill farm in Wolfhagen/Hessen. The European Commission´s

representative reinforced the Members’ sentiment, hence deciding to keep the pe-
tition open while monitoring carefully the process and receiving written confirma-
tion about the state of the art by the European Commission.

Point 30 of the Agenda of the Meeting, was concerned with petition 1027/2010 by Mr. Rüd, a German na-
tional, complaining about alleged threats to the local fauna caused by a windmill park in Wiesmoor in the
German region of Lower Saxony. However, based on the European Commission’ s position, the path of

this petition could not be taken further at this point. Members then decided that the petition should be closed
while awaiting for the statement of the European Commission to be delivered in writing.

The last two final points of this month´s very extensive Agenda (#31 and
#32) dealt with petitions 929/2010 and 1315/2010 by two Danish nation-
als who brought to the attention of the Honorable Members the cases,

respectively, of a test-centre for large windmills in the Municipality of Osterild
and a construction of a windmills farm on the Danish island of Lolland. The
floor was given to Ms. Nielsen (petition 1315/2010) whom provided the As-
sembly with a short but effective Powerpoint presentation. The Committee de-
cided that both issues would be warranted further study and, possibly, further
information. Despite the business-as-usual account of the European Com-
mission’s representative, Members decided to keep both petitions open and
to look further into the matter.

The October meeting ended with the discussion on the Secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in
the light of the European Commission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were
approved except for points # 34; 40 and 51 (the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be

kept open for further enquiry.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

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

In a nutshell

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

In a nutshell

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

In a nutshell

Mr. Ortiz de Guinea

Mr. Kranz

Ms. Nielsen
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