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After an important and inclusive process carried out
over the course of several months in all European
Institutions, in February 2011 the Regulation on the

European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) was published and be-
came a law. Hence, achieving a significant goal towards the
construction of a fully democratic European Union. The
ECI is considered to be one of the major innovations of the
Treaty of Lisbon, enabling one million EU citizens to call
directly on the European Commission to propose legisla-
tion of interest to them in an area of EU competence.

The Petitions Committee was directly involved in the
legislative process, together with the Constitutional
Affairs (AFCO) Committee of the European Par-

liament. Innovative suggestions came from our Committee
aiming at making this instrument as user-friendly and in-
clusive as possible, considering for example the proposal,
not entirely followed up unfortunately, to give the chance to
all citizens, and legal residents alike, older than 16 years to
support an Initiative. The procedure in the ECI Regulation
also foresees the possibility for the promoters of an Initia-

tive to publicly present it in the course of a hearing, organised
by the European Parliament, involving the European Commission and the other EU Institutions potentially interested.

In the several discussions and meetings that took place during the legislative procedure
that lead to the adoption of the ECI Regulation, many parties and stakeholders, in-
cluding the Vice-President of the European Commission, Mr. Maroš Šefčovič,

openly acknowledged the Petitions Committee to be the best Committee to hold court in
the above-mentioned hearings, especially in the light of its long experience in dealing with
European citizens and their requests. The regulation for the European Citizens’ Initiative
entered into force on April 1, 2011 but only as of April 1, 2012 the Citizens’ Initiative
committees will be able to register an ECI with the European Commission and start col-
lecting signatures. More and more people across Europe are already preparing the first
ECI campaigns on a very diverse range of issues; EU member states are currently prepar-
ing the juridical and practical implementation of the ECI at the national level and the fine-tuning of the ECI process is under-
way, as I write this note.

We strongly hope that the Petitions Committee will see its natural role - as THE Committee in the European Par-
liament created to deal with citizens - recognised, thus becoming the responsible Committee to organise the public
hearings on proposed Citizens’ Initiatives, to strengthen and rededicate our daily efforts and works to the Euro-

pean citizenry.
Erminia Mazzoni

CHAIRMAN’s INTRODUCTION

“the European
Citizens’ Initiative (ECI)
achieves a significant goal
towards the construction
of a fully democratic and
participative European

Union”

The Committee on Petitions’ Chair: Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
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When this December issue
will grace your mailboxes it
will be about time to focus

on the spirit of Christmas (regardless of
personal persuasions, it is most cer-
tainly a time of the year when the pause
allows for more or less serious ponder-
ing) and we hope to be part of your
break with some relevant and engag-
ing reporting. Last September, the Eu-
ropean Commission officially proposed
the year 2013 as the “European Year
of Citizens” and, more likely than not,
it will be necessary to deploy means,
will and efforts to address what the Eu-
ropean Commission itself identified as
one of the key obstacles towards a bet-
ter and more complete integration: lack
of effective communication.

More and more, over the last
few years, we have seen gov-
ernments from various parts

of the world taking the lead towards a
better informed citizenry. Best practices
and dedicated projects abound and the
EU has decidedly taken this approach
(eg: bit.ly/sskmhq). PETI Journal
tries to do just that. It might not be al-
ways successful but striving to be clear,
informative and plainspoken PJ aims at
informing the European people while
piqueing their interest. We learn with

them, as we take our own little jigsaw
tile to the complex yet rewarding puz-
zle of the European identity. As the
Commissioner, and Vice-President of
the European Commission, Ms. Vi-
viane Reding stated herself (read it
here bit.ly/sskmhq): “only a known
right is an enforced right”. 

Next year is
a l s o
going to

be very interesting
because it will in-
troduce the Euro-
pean Citizens’
Inititative (ECI),
of which much

we have written about over the last few
months. As we write this very column,
we have come to know that a general
explanation of the procedures will be
given on a meeting on January 26
2012 (http://bit.ly/rFXBGF), before
entering into effect on April 1, 2012.
We plan on attending the event and
discovering more, and we most cer-
tainly intend to report it to you. It is
also hoped that our mission and expe-
rience to serve the European people
may be put to good use with a direct in-
volvement in the process but more
about it in the near future.

Enough of that though. Let the
secretariat use this last para-
graph to wish you and your fam-

ily a serene Christmas season and a
very happy and bright 2012. PJ does
not live in a vacuum and it is aware and
shares with the readers the uncertainties
and worries that these paradigm-shift-
ing times bring with them ... but ... we
are sure it will be alright!

Happy New Year!

Do not forget to keep in touch through
our Facebook, Twitter and Google+
pages!

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


3PETI Journal

Readers will have noticed the very wide range of subjects discussed by the members of the Petitions Committee in
recent months, which reflect the concerns of European citizens and residents. It is therefore perhaps time to point out
to those who wondered, that the deliberations of the Committee are not spontaneous occurrences and each meeting

requires a lot of background work and preparation by the mem-
bers of the Committee - as indeed it does by the petitioners who
are able to participate in our meetings.

The secretariat, which includes eight administrators and
several assistants, is responsible for the smooth function-
ing of the Committee, for the preparation and organisa-

tion of its activity, for advising the Chairman and members
on matters relating to the work of the Committee and, naturally,
for liaising with petitioners and responding to their inquiries at
every stage of the process. The secretariat is not a political body
in any partisan sense, and members can also count on the sup-
port of their respective political groups and their parliamentary
assistants for additional advice when this is required. Its role is
therefore one which involves frequent and regular contacts with
members of the Committee from all parties in an environment
of cooperation and confidence. 

We are all EU officials, in addition to two contract staff members, with a clear sense of responsibility towards the
Parliament itself and a duty to the citizens and residents of the Union. As for all EU officials we work according
to a Code of Good Administrative Practice and are subject in case of allegations of maladministration to inves-

tigation, ultimately, by the European Ombudsman. We have acquired a great deal of experience in investigating the many
areas subject to petitions, especially in the broad field of the environment and the single market, in social affairs and fun-
damental rights. We can call upon the assistance of the services of the European Commission and indeed on other parlia-
mentary services for additional support and information, and we do so frequently given the wide range of petitioners' concerns.

We do our best to inform petitioners and the public about the Committee's role and activity, reinforced in this by
Parliaments professional press officers, and more details of our work can also be found on Facebook and through
the official web-site of the European Parliament which has just been re-looked. Any comments or suggestions

concerning our work are welcomed. We wish all our friends well for the festive season, but more importantly we have a very
special thought for those who may not be able to take advantage of the traditional family gatherings because they are worried
about what the future holds. We believe that without the EU and the solidarity between its peoples, and a strong Parliament
to defend them, things could be much worse.

David Lowe

THE PULSE

About the Committee’s Activities

The Committee on Petitions is an investigative com-
mittee, 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 re-
connecting with European citizens and in reinforcing the
democratic legitimacy and accountability of the 
EU decision-making process. The right to petition, con-
tained 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, pro-
posals or complaints specifically addressed by the Commit-
tee 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 move-
ment and so on. The Petition Committee besides being in
charge of the Petitions has also responsabilities for organiz-
ing the election of the European Ombusdman and for re-
viewing and debating his Annual Report and Special
Reports. The European Ombusdman, currently Mr. P.
Nikiforos Diamandouros, is based in Strasbourg and is re-
sponsible for dealing with complaints about maladminis-
tration 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.

l to r: HoU, Mr. David Lowe, and the Chairwoman Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
http://www.ombudsman.europa.eu
http://www.ombudsman.europa.eu
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Committee-on-Petitions-of-the-European-Parliament/133216083416771?ref=ts
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Next Committee’s Meeting
The Committee on Petitions’ next meeting will take place on:

Monday, 20 December, 09h00 - 12h30
15h00 - 18h30

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

Highlights from the November Meeting

When the monthly meeting started on November 21, the Pres-
ident of the Committee on Petitions – Ms. Erminia Mazzoni
MEP, started by addressing the Honorable Members of the

Committee, to make sure the proposed Agenda and the minutes of the
two previous meetings were adopted. Once cleared the President made
her remarks about the meeting and gave way to the first case to be ex-
amined. Point 5 of the Agenda of the Meeting, and first petition to be
discussed for the evening, started on a high-note with an environmen-
tal-based case. Petition 396/2009 by Mr. Salvatore Fatone, and bearing
152 signatures, treated the issue of a water-purification installation in
Licola, a community outside Naples, in charge of the purification
process for a large part of the sewage water from the city of Naples it-
self. The installation, allegedly, emanates a nauseating stench and com-
plaints and protests go largely ignored by the local institutions. The

petitioner claims that the water-purification system is not working properly and also causes severe pollution of the nearby sea
water and for this reason calls upon the European Parliament to verify the allegations and try to exert some pressure to help
the local community to regain normal living conditions. It shall be noted clearly and loudly at the beginning of our reporting that
this time around the European Commission, did indeed do his homework and the Members were delighted and refreshed to hear
thorough reports on the state of the art, which would in turn allow them to take informed
decisions. The European Commission’s rep- resentative, Mr. Giuseppe Manganaro, con-
firmed that contacts had been initiated with the local government and indeed a problem
was at the heart of the stench afflicting the area surrounding the water-purification sys-
tem. Ever more detailed was the report on the first step of infringement procedures that
were initiated and, it was reported to the Com- mittee, there are signs that the local govern-
ment is about to engage in behaviors and acts heading towards a resolution of this long-
standing problem. Besides, a very interesting points was raised about the possibility of
transfering funds to administrations targeted by infringement procedures, although this
last point needs further examination and  and evaluation. The Members listened carefully
and voiced their satisfaction at the way things were proceeding, although stressing the fact
that the relevant petition dated back to 2009 and a swifter solution would be very wel-
come. The Committee decided to keep the petition open in order to watch with a care-
ful eye the following steps, while awaiting further, updated information by the Euro-
pean Commission.

Petition 1919/2009, by an Italian national, dealt with the serious allegations made
by the original petitioner as it regards the flawed Italian transposition of EU Di-
rectives 89/391/EEC and 2002/14/EC. While the original petitioner could not at-

tend the meeting but watched the proceedings through the live webstreaming provided
by the European Parliament, he was represented by Mr. Andrea Bagaglio. Mr. Bagaglio,
on behalf of the petitioner, recalled the genesis of the case and illustrated the Assembly
how during the month of September a complaint about the same subject caused the Eu-
ropean Commission to write a letter to the national authorities warning them about im-
pending infringement procedures. Mr. Bagaglio, a former PA Officer, rendered a very
emotional remark about the sheer numbers of “deaths on the workplace” in Italy and

how, according to his account, a great many of them would ultimately be filed without ascertaing responsibilities. 

SOCIAL AFFAIRS

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

a view of the meeting room

EC representative: Mr. Giuseppe Manganaro

Mr. Andrea Bagaglio

http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/k5JGjZ
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Highlights November ... continued

Mr. Bagaglio then went on to single out inconsistencies in the figures declared in this domain by the competent authorities
(by taking into consideration activities carried out off-the-book by many companies especially in recession times) which
make it impossible to throughly and consistently check existing companies. The European Commission stated that

the whole procedure thus far was being investigated by them and they are expecting data on information from the national gov-
ernment to reach legal conclusions, eventually leading to a full-fledged infringement procedure. Mr. Jahr MEP and Mr. Boşti-
naru MEP both made a point about how the issues raised by the petition at hand were present to different degrees in the other
member-states and invited the European Commission to put together a study that would allow to understand clearly and com-
paratively how these recession times were affecting safety at the workplace and conditions and protection of the workers them-
selves. The President of the Committee, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, invited the colleagues on the Committee and the European
Commission to proceed in a thorough and timely fashion on this sensitive subject and in the interest of all the citizens.

The case introduced by Mr. Gino Trevisanato under point #7 of the Agenda of the Meet-
ing unfolds in Italy and dates back to 2009, however it is very relevant today as well,
since it deals with collective redundancies. Petition 1153/2009 alleges, as a matter of

fact, that the Italian transposition of EU directive 98/59/EC - concerning collective redundancies
– had not been handled properly by the national legislator. In particular, Mr. Trevisanato fo-
cuses on redundancy applied to the management staff (the dirigenti category) claiming that
the procedure applied partially disregards EU law and has negative effects on redundancy pay.
The petitioner, accompanied by his son, made a quiet but informed and meaningful case and,
regardless of individual details, the Members of this Committee are obviously never happy
to hear about a redundancy procedure. The petitioner ended his account asking for support
from all EU institutions to ensure that the Italian legislation be aligned with Community law
regarding collective redundancies and invited the European Commission to be swifter and the
Committee on Petitions to continue exerting political pressure. The European Commission rep-
resentative started by thanking Mr. Trevisanato for the detailed work at the basis of the petition and confirmed that contacts had
been initiated by the Commission and they are expecting replies in order to proceed further. Members were happy to hear that and
so was the President and the petitioner. However, while Mr. Boştinaru MEP and Mr. Jahr MEP encouraged the European Com-
mission to continue on this path and to provide the Committee with information about the compliance to EU law of the member-
states, Mr. Trevisanato, when getting the floor again, remarked that the national government, according to his knowledge had been
slow to respond and spurred the representative of the European Commission to do more and as soon as possible.

Point 8 of the Agenda of the Meeting, petition 1557/2009 by a Hungarian national, deals
with issues raised not by employees but by employers. In fact the petitioner, on behalf of
Vallalkozasok Erdekvedelmi Szovetsege (Union for the Protection of Business Interests)

highlights the alleged discrimination towards small- and medium-sized businesses (SMEs). Hun-
garian SMEs, according to the petitioner, would be treated, by the national authorities, in a dis-
criminatory way especially relating to taxation, financing and participation in tendering
procedures, thus tipping the scale in favour of the monopolistic practices of multinationals. When
the President of the Committee – Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, gave the floor to Ms. Mészárosné
Györvári, members heard directly examples of practices that the petioner deemed not fair and
sparked a lively discussion between the Honorable Members of the Committee, notably Ms.
Hankiss MEP, Mr. Jahr MEP and Mr. Boştinaru MEP. The representative of the European
Commission, when given the floor, argued in a very clear manner what the beliefs and, sometimes
the limits, of the Commission were and it seemed that a complement d’enquete would be neces-
sary to fully investigate the problems raised and, eventually, to effectively address them. The

Committee after much consideration decided to keep the petition open while requesting further information to both the European
Commission and the national authorities before committing to any specific planning.

PETI Journal

ENVIRONMENT

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

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Hankiss, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

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

In a nutshell

Mr. Gino Trevisanato

Ms. Izabella Mészárosné Györvári

http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
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Point #9 of the Agenda, postponed at the 11th hour, gave way directly to point #10 which may thematically be linked with
point #11. The three petitions (726/2010; 1345/2010 and 1357/2010) dealt collectively with a number of anomalies of the
mandatory Vehicle Registration Tax (VRT) in Ireland. The levy, created under the Irish Finance Act of 1992, is imposed on

motor vehicles imported into Ireland. Mr. Doherty (petition 726/2010), Mr. McColgan (1345/2010) and Mr. Stewart (1357/2010)
all claimed, from different personal circumstances evidently, that the VRT does indeed hinder the free movement of goods within
the EU thus contravening fundamental principles of the EU. Members were very attentive to the points made and raised, as this was
the second time in 6 months that Mr. Doherty and Mr. Lernihan illustrated the case before the Assembly, on behalf of the Irish
Drivers’ Association (IDA). In PETI Journal’s previous report (issue #4 downloadable here bit.ly/vedsL5) it was stated clearly that
the Committee , referencing petition 726/2010, decided to invite the European Commission to address the Irish government to verify
some of the allegations and act accordingly. During this November’s meeting what the Committee discovered, straight from the Eu-
ropean Commission’s representative, is that the Commission did try to amend this issue by dealing directly with the member-states
concerned but that the national governments did not seem to wish to pursue the matter convincingly, therefore bearing no results as
consequence of its engagement. Mr. Stewart, illustrating in much detail the scenario of petition 1357/2010, detailed the conundrums
incurred by cross-border students and workers alike in a very simple and engaging way, so much so that Members started really
feeling for the injustice of the cases. The European Commission did not deny the “fundamental rights” angle of these petitions, how-
ever it was quick to point out that the main issue involved would be taxation and, from a strict interpretation of the Treaties, there
would be no leverage for the European Union institutions to intervene. It was too good an occasion, though, to try and put into
practice the findings of the recent joint-seminar on Fundamental Rights and therefore the Committee decided, after very concerned
and proactive remarks by Ms. Hankiss MEP, Mr. Jahr MEP, Mr. Boştinaru MEP and Ms. deBrún MEP (who could not attend
the meeting but sent a supporting message) to keep all three petitions open and to reflect on an institutional angle that could be
adopted to champion the European citizen and the fundamental principles of single-market and free movement of people and goods.
Besides, it was deemed appropriate (for petitions 1345/ 2010 and 1357/2010) by the Committee to address the Permament Repre-
sentations of both EIRE and the UK to try and promote an amicable and amiable resolution to the matter, especially in the light of
a recent green paper on taxation released by the European Commission. This, the Members felt, is an avenue worth pursuing to
strengthen the EU spirit, now more than ever, that engenders the works of this Committee. In addition, it was decided to ask ECON
(Economic and Budgetary Affairs) and TRANS (Transport) Committees for an Opinion, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure
of the European Parliament.

Before giving way to the Meeting of the Coordinators and adjourning the works of the Committee to the following day, the
Committee tackled point #12 of the Agenda of the Meeting, concerned with petition 1737/2008 by Lord Richard Ingle-
wood, a British citizen and hereditary peer in the House of Lords, the upper house of the Parliament of the United Kingdom.

Lord Inglewood’s petition deals with what he considers a discriminatory character of the European Parliament’s House of Lords
Disqualification Regulation of 2008, whose provisions make it possible to resolve the dual mandate issue for life peers of the House
of Lords but not for hereditary peers, such as himself. It should be noted that Lord Inglewood, who sat in the European Parliament
from 1989 to 1994 and again from 1999 to 2004, hopes for the Committee on Petitions to raise the problem to the competent national
authorities in order to provoke a welcome revision of UK’s House of Lords rules. The exchange, especially considering that it came
from a former fellow-MEP, was carried out in a lively fashion and and the Committee decided that it would keep the petition open
while addressing a letter to the Permanent Representation of the UK to the European Union, hopefully hastening the internal re-
vision procedures at the UK Parliament’s Upper House.

PETI Journal

Highlights November ... continued

TAXATION

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken, Mr. Chichester, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Hankiss, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator(s): Ms. Chioti (petition 726/2010)

Ms. Leffler-Roth (1345/2010 and 1357/2010)
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

l to r: Mr. John Lernihan, Mr. John E. Doherty, Mr. Peter Jahr MEP and Mr. Ryan Stewart

http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
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The morning of the second day of Committee meeting started with the announcements of the President, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni
MEP, on the conculsions reached by the Coordinators the previous evening and moved on to the first issue on the Agenda
for the day. Point #15 saw the Assembly taking a vote on the approval of the Report on

the Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to Bulgaria. As it was reported in previous editions of the PETI
Journal, the visit that took place from June 29 to July 2, 2011 allowed for first-hand knowledge
of many a topical issue raised by petitions and witnessed the Committee engendered by a true
bi-partisan spirit. The Report was satisfactorily concluded with an unanimous successful vote
that must have made the Rapporteur, Ms. Margrete Auken MEP, proud and provided for the
successful adoption of the amendment proposed by Ms. Nedelcheva MEP. As it has become
customary, PETI Journal congratulates the Rapporteur for the successful vote.

The November meeting, amongst the many high points, should also be highlighted for the inspiring and friendly presence pro-
vided by the Commissioner for the Environment Mr. Janez Potočnik (here is a link to his official webpage at the European
Commission bit.ly/v4BHUv). When the Commissioner started addressing the Assembly and the public that followed the

Meeting through the web-streaming provided by the European Parliament, it was clear that months of collaboration with DGENVI
- notably the constructive and amiable presence of the Chairman of the Committee on Petitions at the Stakeholders Conference in
Brussels on June 15 (read it on bit.ly/vedsL5)– allowed for a more in-depth knowledge of one another’s agendas and Mr. Potocnik
had very nice words about the Committee’s activities. He also, but it could not be any different, remarked that much had been done
by the Commission but more should be pursued and what lays ahead are indeed interesting and challenging times. The President of
the Committee, most Members and the Secretariat were pleasantly taken by the words of the Commissioner and a much tighter col-
laboration is welcome and pursued by the Committee too. Commissioner Potočnik, if PETI Journal may say so, was a “quiet storm”
so to speak. He stated very calmly what the state of the affairs was but, and we invite you to go listen for yourself at bit.ly/tFA1Fy,
called spade a spade and touched upon the weak links, the strong points, the limits and the scope of the DG’s activities that he is re-
sponsible for. The statement was very topical on many occurrences and quoting would force us to publish it in its entirety. PETI
Journal will then just quote the opening remark when Mr. Potočnik stated that “implementation [of EU environmental law] is a
clear priority and you - the Committee on Petitions - a strong partner and ally in improving it ... your knowledge and experiences
gained in your work are extremely important. We would certainly like to profit from them also through my personal active engagement
with your Committee”. The rest of the speech is available for our readers at the following link bit.ly/rGQCK9 and PJ would love
to hear relevant feedback from you. After a short exchange and a number of questions posed
to the Commissioner, Mr. Potočnik who had other pressing committment on his agenda, insisted
on answering all of the questions that the eager members had posed him, including some on
thorny issues such as the waste crisis in Campania, better governance in terms of Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) and Environment Action Programme (EAP), more control and col-
laboration with the member-states. Getting out of the room, reinvigorated by the tenor of his
speech, both the President, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, and Mr. Potočnik found a moment to
pose for PETI Journal and we feel that this collaboration is just starting. The Committee and
the Commissioner seem to see eye to eye on many issues and by teaming up, they are both
going to provide much more strength to their actions. The best is yet to come, PJ believes!

After the very eloquent and thorough presence of Commissioner Potočnik at this month’s
Committee on Petitions meeting, the Agenda of the Meeting went right ahead to treat
points #17, 18 and 19, collectively dealing with four petitions (551/2011; 804/2010;

483/2007; 1147/2008 and 1472/2009) referring to the same area, the one on the border between Italy and Slovenia. The discussion
started with  petition 551/2011, by Miha Regacar, a Slovenian national, whom along with some 2500 signatories, raised his worries
about Kras, a region of Slovenia containing limestone caves on the UNESCO’s list of World Heritage Sites (WHS).

PETI Journal

Highlights November ... continued

ENVIRONMENT

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

In a nutshell

Ms. Judith Merkies MEP

Ms. Margrete Auken MEP

l to r: EU Commissioner for the Environment Mr. Janez Potočnik with the President of the Petitions Committee Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP

http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/takYWh
bit.ly/rGQCK9
http://bit.ly/v4BHUv
http://bit.ly/takYWh
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Highlights November ... continued

The petitioner identifies three main points threatening the proper conservation of the sites
and ask the European Parliament to take measures to invoke safeguard clauses foreseen by
the Accession Treaty’s Article 37 and Annex XIII. Members listened carefully, trying to

find the right angle to action. However after the oral update provided by the European Com-
mission’s representative, it was clear that some of the goals the petitioner tried to achieve were
indeed out of the range of actions that the EU can legitimately pursue. The Committee and its
members though, are nothing short of persistent. Therefore it was decided to keep the petition
open while requesting some supplementary information and trying to exhert some pressure to
test the results. Petition 804/2010, or point 18 of the Agenda of the Meeting, followed suit and
introduced on the floor the issue of a ring road built around Mestre, in Italy, in order to alleviate
the heavy traffic that congested the surrounding areas. The petitioners, Mr. Doni and Mr. Donadel,
state that the original Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) should not be considered valid as
a number of modifications during the construction were put in place and not originally considered

and also inquired about European regional funds, allegedly, used to complete the works after said-
modifications had already been put in place. Members are very careful when it comes to mishandling of EU-funded projects but
when the European Commission’ s representative, without a shadow of a doubt, stated in his address that no European regional
funds whatsoever were used to complete the ring road, the Committee had to close the case as the main allegation was not sup-
ported. Point 19 of the Agenda deals with three different petitions raising the same concern. 483/2007 and 1147/2008, by Mr.
Giurastante, and petition 1472/2009 by Mr. Vojko, all object the projected construction of two regasification plants in the Gulf of
Trieste. The petitioners, amongst their most pressing concerns, enlist the lack of a strategic assessment, the alleged shortcomings in
the environmental impact assessment procedure, the infringement of rules on the safety of industrial plants and sea pollution and
the underestimation of geological risks. Needless to say that these allegations are, per se, enough to warrant thorough investigations,
let alone when the installation is in a border area between two member states. The petitioners, in addition, cited the Slovenian
Ministry for the Environment that, as an interested party in the capacity of neighboring state, delivered a negative opinion on the
project. Mr. Giurastante and Mr. Vojko asked the European Parliament to investigate and act on their allegations but they can
rest assured that with all of the information they have provided and with the account of the European Commission’s representative,
ultimately open to recognize potential weak links, the Committee on Petitions quickly decided to keep the petitions open to further
investigate the matter and while requesting a thorough check to the European Commission. Members pointed out that Liquified
Natural Gas (LNG) terminals such as the one envisaged in Trieste should carry out extensive and objective and Environmental
Impact Assessments (EIA) perhaps, it was suggested, not only to define what the effects of the potential installation would be but
also to better identify suitable alternative locations.

Petition 1139/2010 (point #20 on the Agenda of the Meeting) saw Mr.
Remy Gautron and Mr. Jean Philippe Gallon, on behalf of two respec-
tive Associations, protesting against what they perceive as an infringe-

ment of Directive 92/43/EEC taking place in the French town of
Batz-sur-Mer. The area is declared a Natura2000 area and also happens to
be the site of very historical and important salt marshes. Allegedly, the works
threatening the area which in itself would be serious enough to grant an in-
depth analysis of the case at hand, are being put forward by a company owned
by an individual holding public office. The petitioners were able to introduce
the case to the Members of the Commitee through a fascinating Powerpoint
presentation that by providing aerial highlights of the installation and showing
the beauties contained in the Natura2000 area just spurred the Committee to
wanting to know more about this ordeal. However, it shall be noted, that the

very politically-sensitive nature of the case raised by the petition shall be con-
sidered by the Committee only after receiving a thorough report. Only then the Assembly would be allowed to take educated decisions
without jumping to conclusions that might otherwise prove not entirely correct. The petition was therefore kept open while requesting
further information from the European Commission and the local authorities also in the light of a communication of the local pre-
fecture citing irregularities throughout the authorization process.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Bélier, Mr. Vajgl, Mr. Peterle, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth (551/2011); Mr. Mussa (804/2010);

Mr. Heezen (483/2007, 1147/2008 and 1472/2009)
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Bélier, Mr. Boulland, Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto download the relevant files

In a nutshell

European Commission’s representative - Mr.
WIlliam Floyd

l to r: Mr. Jean Philippe Gallon and Mr. Rémy Gautron

http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
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Highlights November ... continued

Point 21 of the Agenda of the Meeting dealt with the case (755/2010) raised by Mr. Tony Lowes, an Irish petitioner. In it, the
proponent argues that the Republic of Ireland would have failed to enforce EC Directive 92/43 (so-called “Habitats Direc-

tive”), Directive 2004/35, Directive 85/337 and Directive 2000/60, as well as
a number of rulings of the European Court of Justice (ECJ), in connection
with the extraction of peat. That the petitioner had a clear point, was clear to
the Members beforehand, but they could not have possibly imagined the depth
and detail with which the issue would be illustrated during the meeting by a
representative of the original petitioner. Mr. Andrew Jackson and Mr. Daithi
Ó hÉalaithe succeeded in what could be identified as the “communications”
part of the petitions’ process and aided by a brilliant Powerpoint presentation
were able to drew the Assembly in the issue. Pictures and details of the great
Irish countryside made the Members feel the scale of exploitation of peat and
the consequent high price on the Irish environment, that is to say of EU soil.
Mr. Jackson started his address, and made several references throughout, to
the necessity for the Honorable Committee on Petitions to send a delegation
to Ireland on a Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to see with their own eyes, unmiti-
gated by politics or partisanship the degree of damage already caused and the
need for the extraction of peat to be fully regulated, implemented and checked

upon regularly to make sure men would amend the negative consequences on biodiversity and serious risks for the environment
caused by their own foolishness and carelessness. Mr. Jackson called upon, in conclusion, the European Parliament’s Committee
on Petitions to investigate his allegations and, if verified, take the necessary steps to ensure enforcement and compliance to the
above-mentioned EU legislation. The Members felt reinvigorated by the call to arms though sorry to have seen pictures that showed
a clear lack of respect for mother nature. The reflections of the Members were all very poignant and some of them also reflected a
comprehensible national interest, notably Ms. Harkin MEP and Ms. Childers MEP. It was Mr. Jahr MEP, though, who came up
with a sort of “thinking out loud”-thought and wondered “how come member states [or they representatives] finalize legislation in
Brussels one day and then, the day after, go back home and forget to implement it homeside”. The Committee decided then to keep
the petition open, request further investigation into the matter to the European Commission and keep an eye on a chance to go and
check the state of things on a FFV.

After this lengthy series of environmental grievances, it was time for Ms. Vălean MEP to take the floor and introduce a new
draft of her Citizenship Report 2010. During the October’s meeting, the Committee witnessed an extremely engaging and
bi-partisan job that made a very good impression to the Assembly in general. PJ remarked that the Report seemed to be on

a very rewarding track and, most likely, on a successful adoption trail. While we are still not in the final phase, although a successful
positive adoption is still pursued in a timely fashion, the draft confirmed the earliest impressions and it is hoped to be voted upon
early in 2012.

The last item on the Agenda of the Meeting for November, dealt with petition 338/2010, a Spanish petition discussed under
the clause of confidentiality on a specific request of the petitioner (for the same reason no web-streaming was allowed).
The petitioner expressed concern at the unfavourable impact on groundwater in the Sierra de Cazorla natural park, re-

sulting from the sinking of many wells as part of the large-scale private profit-making irrigation project for 654 hectares of olive
groves being planned by the Beas del Segura irrigation association. Wells, the petitioner continues, that are being sunk in a location
declared a protected wildilife area by both the Andalusian government and UNESCO. Unfortunately, due to the gripping statement
of Commissioner Potočnik, the works of the Assembly ran late and it was not possible for the Committee to handle this case properly,
thus it was decided to postpone the discussion of this petition to the upcoming December meeting.

The November 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.

Meanwhile, outside the meeting room a group of petitioners expressed their desire to handout a petition on animal welfare directly
to the President. Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, whom is always very glad to meet European citizens and listen to their concerns and
ideas, consented and PJ was there and took the pictures featured on the “Part and Parcel” column (page 12). 

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Vălean, Ms. Ždanoka
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Sosa Wagner, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Harkin, Ms. Childers, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth
download the relevant files

l to r: Mr. Andrew Jackson and Mr. Daithi Ó hÉalaithe

http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/uxV6l4
http://bit.ly/ooCkTY
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
http://bit.ly/takYWh
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Meet the M.E.P.s

This last month of the year, it is Mr. Nikolaos Salavrakos’ turn to grace the pages of our PETI Journal. Mr. Salavrakos
MEP is a Greek member of the Parliament and Coordinator for the EFD (Europe of Freedom and Democracy) political
group. With his appointment to this delicate coordinating rolewithin the Committee on Petitions, it was clear that his

group opted to have an extremely experienced individual, well-versed in the area of working on behalf of the European citizen
and with a no-frills approach, enabling him to mark his political points in a clear, seasoned way to foster excellent bi-partisan
relationships and an across-the-divide attitude towards problem-solving. PETI Journal has seen it over and over again and can
testify the fairness of our political Coordinators. Born in 1946 in Kalamata, Mr. Salavrakos imbues his actions with the wisdom
that comes with experience and with the fairness gathered through the many years as a practitioner of law in Athens. In addition,
PETI Journal noticed that Mr. Salavrakos always strives to analyze things from all angles before committing to any final decision
and this allow for multi-faceted, balanced decisions; it must be that old-school, fair democracy that Greeks have helped perfec-
tioning several thousands years ago.

With this month’s column PETI Journal concludes the first round of inter-
views with the MEPs who also act as Coordinators of the Committee’s ac-
tivities on behalf of their respective political groups. Their work, alongside

the secretariat and the Presidency of the Committee gave way to many a meaningful
debate, challenging issue and sounding success and PJ hopes to be witnessing even
more of that in the near future. When PETI Journal caught with Mr. Salavrakos he
was busy with the November Strasbourg session but agreed on the interview and gave
us a dedicated time-slot to make sure he would be able to convey his feelings about
the work of this very enriching, yet complex, Committee.

PETI: How do you regard the right to petition and how well do you think is being in-
terpreted by the European Parliament?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: I appreciate the right to Petition as a very important right that
gains more value in an unstoppably developing European process. We ask from the
European citizens to participate in the political developments, while they have to go
through a labyrinthine construction. The European Parliament that comprises the most
direct expression of citizens' voice is obliged to function catalytically in the participa-
tory procedure. This is exactly what the Petitions Committee does and we are proud of
our mission.

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. Salavrakos: I regard the fact finding missions as necessary for our work. On the 24th of November I will be in Bucharest
for a mission of the Petitions Committee, to which I am a full member. I believe it is absolutely crucial to contact directly with
the petitioners during the mission to Romania. I strongly believe that cooperating with the Romanian Ombudsman, which will
be focused on exchanging experience for the efficient tackling of problems. I perceive such missions as refinement of our work
so to achieve a better implementation of acquis communautaire. It will be the very first time that I will visit one country with the
honorary status of Petitions Committee.

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. Salavrakos: Adopting and fully implementing the European legislation is a big challenge. Producing legislation in a
European level in a procedure of combining (often) colliding policies can only boost the dominance of the scientific contribution.
Nevertheless, local communities cannot give up their claims and special practices. The perpetual attempt to contribute to prac-
tically adopt the legislation is one big challenge, proving the utility of our decisions. The Committee of the Regions is up to play
an important role here.

PETI: Is there anything you would do to expand the scope, and powers, of the PETI Committee?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: I think that the cooperation with the ombudsmen of every State and the direct communication with the na-
tional courts will improve the contribution of the Petitions Committee.

PETI: What do you think are the best features of the PETI Committee’s activities?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: The Petitions Committee gives the floor to the European Citizen. In our Committee the Citizens are given
the right to address their claims and complaints, so they will be audited from us, who have to examine what is said thoroughly.
We have to judge in the first place if each case of Petition should be admissible or not. Additionally, the implementation of the
Charter of Fundamental Rights, for which there has been done a great deal of conversation with participants of other committees,
has not yet been completed and still has more facets. Furthermore, there have been several seminars but we have to face it. We
have a long way in order to fully dissuade the violation of Fundamental Rights. At the same time dealing with the protection of
Fundamental Rights is my personal challenge.

Mr. Nikolaos Salavrakos MEP

http://bit.ly/tZdRz1
http://bit.ly/tZdRz1


11

Meet the M.E.P.s (Greek version)

PETI Journal

Τον τελευταίο μήνα του χρόνου, είναι η σειρά του κ.Νικόλαου Σαλαβράκου να κοσμήσει τη σελίδα του περιοδικού της Επιτροπής
Αναφορών.  Ο κ.Σαλαβράκος,  είναι Έλληνας Ευρωβουλευτής, μέλος της πολιτικής ομάδας EFD (Ευρώπη της Ελευθερίας και της
Δημοκρατίας) και συντονιστής στην Επιτροπή Αναφορών εκ μέρους της πολιτικής ομάδας EFD. Με τον διορισμό του στον ευαί-

σθητο ρόλο του συντονιστή στην Επιτροπή Αναφορών, είναι σαφές, ότι το γκρουπ επέλεξε να έχει ένα εξαιρετικά έμπειρο μέλος, πεπει-
ραμένο στον τομέα των εργασιών για λογαριασμό του Ευρωπαίου Πολίτη, ένα μέλος με απλή προσέγγιση, το οποίο έχει την ικανότητα
να δώσει τις πολιτικές του θέσεις με σαφή και επίκαιρο τρόπο. Επίσης, διαθέτει την ικανότητα να καλλιεργεί εξαιρετικές σχέσεις με τους
γύρω του καθώς επίσης και να επιλύει εντέχνως τα προβλήματα. Το περιοδικό της Επιτροπής Αναφορών είναι σε θέση να μαρτυρήσει
την τιμιότητα, την αμεροληψία των συντονιστών της Επιτροπής, την οποία έχει άλλωστε συναντήσει κατ επανάληψη. Ο κ.Σαλαβράκος
γεννήθηκε στην Καλαμάτα το 1946. Διαποτίζει τις πράξεις του με  σοφία,  η οποία προέρχεται από την εμπειρία και την αμεροληψία τις
οποίες έχει συγκεντρώσει μέσα από την πολύχρονη εργασιακή του διαδρομή ως δικηγόρος στην Αθήνα. Επί πλέον, το  περιοδικό της
Επιτροπής Αναφορών έχει παρατηρήσει, ότι ο κ.Σαλαβράκος πάντα αγωνίζεται να αναλύει τα πράγματα από όλες τις σκοπιές πριν να κα-
ταλήξει σε οποιαδήποτε τελική απόφαση, κάτι το οποίο του επιτρέπει να έχει ισορροπημένες αποφάσεις, και το οποίο έχει να κάνει με το
γεγονός, ότι η αυτούσια δημοκρατία την οποία έχουν οι Έλληνες, είναι αυτή που έβαλε το θεμέλιο λίθο στην τελειότητα, πολλές χιλιάδες

χρόνια πριν.

Στην στήλη του περιοδικού της Επιτροπής Αναφορών αυτού του μήνα, περιλαμβά-
νεται ο πρώτος γύρος των συνεντεύξεων των Ευρωβουλευτών που δρουν ως συν-
τονιστές των δραστηριοτήτων της Επιτροπής, εκ μέρους των πολιτικών τους

ομάδων.  Η δουλειά τους σε συνεργασία με την Γραμματεία και την Προεδρεία της Επι-
τροπής άνοιξαν το δρόμο στη δημόσια συζήτηση, σε θέματα - πρόκληση. Το περιοδικό
ελπίζει να γίνει "μάρτυρας" ακόμα περισσότερων επιτυχιών της Επιτροπής στο άμεσο
μέλλον. Όταν το περιοδικό επικοινώνησε με τον κ.Σαλαβράκο, ο ίδιος ήταν απασχολη-
μένος με τις εργασίες της Ολομέλειας του Νοεμβρίου. Εντούτοις βρήκε χρόνο να μας
παραχωρήσει την συνέντευξη για να μας μεταφέρει τα συναισθήματά του και τις εμπει-
ρίες του για τη δουλειά του μέσα στην Επιτροπή Αναφορών, την επιτροπή που καταπιά-
νεται με πληθώρα καθημερινών ζητημάτων των ευρωπαίων πολιτών.

PETI: Πως αντιλαμβάνεστε το δικαίωμα στην αναφορά και πόσο καλά πιστεύετε, ότι  ερ-
μηνεύεται από το Ευρωπαϊκό Κοινοβούλιο?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: Εκτιμώ ότι το δικαίωμα στην αναφορά αποκτά διαρκώς μεγαλύτερη
αξία στην αδιαλείπτως εξελισσόμενη ευρωπαϊκή διαδικασία. Οι πολίτες της Ευρώπης,
από τους οποίους ζητάμε τη συμμετοχή στις εξελίξεις, βρίσκονται μπροστά σε μια πο-
λυδαίδαλη κατασκευή. Το Ευρωπαϊκό Κοινοβούλιο ως αμεσότερη έκφανση της φωνής
των πολιτών έχει υποχρέωση να λειτουργεί καταλυτικά στη συμμετοχικότητα. Αυτό ακρι-

βώς κάνει η Επιτροπή Αναφορών και είμαστε περήφανοι για τη δουλειά μας.

PETI: Έχετε συμμετάσχει σε διερευνητική αποστολή; Αν ναι, ποιά ήταν τα κύρια διδάγματα που πήρατε από αυτή σας την εμπειρία?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: Θεωρώ τις διερευνητικές αποστολές απαραίτητες. Στις 24/11 θα πραγματοποιηθεί μια αποστολή στο Βουκουρέστι
της Επιτροπής Αναφορών της οποίας είμαι μέλος. Δίνω μεγάλη σημασία στην άμεση επαφή με τους αναφέροντες κατά την διάρκεια της
αποστολής στη Ρουμανία καθώς και στην συνεργασία με τον Ρουμάνο Διαμεσολαβητή, η οποία θα έχει ως επίκεντρο την ανταλλαγή εμ-
πειριών για τη αποτελεσματική αντιμετώπιση των προβλημάτων. Αντιλαμβάνομαι τις διερευνητικές αποστολές κυρίως ως εξειδίκευση
της δουλειάς μας για τη καλύτερη εφαρμογή της νομοθεσίας. Θα είναι η πρώτη φορά που θα επισκεφτώ μια χώρα με τη τιμητική ιδιότητα
του μέλους της Επιτροπής Αναφορών.

PETI: Συχνά το αντικείμενο των αναφορών πηγάζει από την πρώτιστη συμπεριφορά των τοπικών αρχών η οποία χρειάζεται να αλλάξει. Τι
πιστεύετε, ότι πρέπει να γίνει για  να καλυτερεύσει η συμμόρφωση των τοπικών αρχών στους νόμους της Ευρωπαϊκής Ένωσης?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: Η υιοθέτηση της ευρωπαϊκής νομοθεσίας και η εφαρμογή της είναι μεγάλες προκλήσεις. Η παραγωγή νομοθεσίας
σε ευρωπαϊκό επίπεδο στη διαδικασία συνδυασμού αντικρουόμενων πολιτικών, δε μπορεί παρά να προτάξει την επιστημονική συμβολή.
Όμως οι τοπικές κοινωνίες δε παύουν να έχουν τις απαιτήσεις τους και τις ιδιαίτερες πρακτικές τους. Η διαρκής προσπάθεια να συμβάλ-
λουμε στη πρακτική υιοθέτηση της νομοθεσίας είναι το μεγάλο μας στοίχημα, αποδεικνύοντας τη χρησιμότητα των αποφάσεων. Η Επι-
τροπή των Περιφερειών έχει σημαντικότατο ρόλο εδώ.

PETI: Υπάρχει κάτι το οποίο θα  μπορούσατε να κάνετε ώστε να επεκτείνετε τα περιθώρια και την δυναμική της Επιτροπής Αναφορών?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: Νομίζω ότι η συνεργασία με τους διαμεσολαβητές του εκάστοτε κράτους και η αμεσότερη επικοινωνία με τα εθνικά
δικαστήρια θα βελτιώσουν τη συμβολή της Επιτροπής Αναφορών.

PETI: Ποια πιστεύετε, ότι είναι τα καλύτερα χαρακτηριστικά των δραστηριοτήτων της Επιτροπής Αναφορών?
M.E.P. Salavrakos: Η Επιτροπή Αναφορών είναι το βήμα του Ευρωπαίου Πολίτη. Στην Επιτροπή μας έχει την δυνατότητα ο Πολίτης να
απευθυνθεί με σκοπό να ακουστεί το πρόβλημά του, να εξεταστεί από εμάς και αναλόγως να κριθεί η αναφορά του παραδεκτή ή μη.
Ακόμη, η εφαρμογή του Χάρτη των Θεμελιωδών Δικαιωμάτων, για τον οποίο έχουν γίνει ήδη αρκετές ανταλλαγές απόψεων με άλλες
επιτροπές καθώς και σεμινάρια,  δεν έχει ολοκληρωθεί και έχει πολλαπλές εκφάνσεις. Οι υποθέσεις παραβίασης των θεμελιωδών δικαιω-
μάτων είναι δυστυχώς πραγματικότητα. Ταυτόχρονα η αντιμετώπιση τους έχει το μεγαλύτερο ενδιαφέρον.

Mr. Νικόλαου Σαλαβράκου MEP

http://bit.ly/vZtqAS
http://bit.ly/vZtqAS
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It is “part and parcel”
time again. The column
where PETI Journal

tackles the Committee’s ac-
tivities above and beyond
the meetings and the sheer
Parliamentary work. In pre-
vious installements we have
seen how results are indeed
achieved by the Committee
and we have provided rele-
vant data to back our
claims. The petitions
process, however, involves
a degree of openness to the

citizens and their claims. Sometimes a petitioner, or a group of them,
has worked so hard to have his voice heard that when the time comes to
deliver the actual petition, they like to do it in a good old-fashioned way;
that is to say meeting the President
of the Committee, Ms. Erminia
Mazzoni MEP, and introducing the
case in person so that newsbites
could be produced and some cover-
age, albeit local most of the time,
could be warranted.

The Committee, and its Presi-
dent, whenever possible has
never refused such an ac-

knowledgement, oftentimes warmly
welcoming the petitioners, listening
to the cases at hand and fostering
relevant information. Recently Ms.
Erminia Mazzoni MEP, in her capacity of President of the Committee
on Petitions, welcomed petition 1155/2011 about decent working con-
ditions of flower workers. The handout took place in Strasbourg and
focused on the request of the petitioners to put in place ways to ensure
that no exploitation of the workforce would be allowed on flowers later
sold within the European Union. As with all of the handouts of petitions,
the representatives come fully prepared and with very emotional back-
ground stories which allow the Committee, the secretariat, its Presi-
dent and all of the Honorable members to fully grasp the depth of any
given issue and its repercussions. On November 22, 2011, at the end of
the Committee’s monthly meeting the President made sure to meet with
representatives of the Ärtze fur Tier association (Ms. Mazzoni MEP is
here pictured with Mr. Hans Joachim Richter) who presented her with
a petition concerned with the welfare of the animals. The case, PJ can

testify, was made effectively by Mr. Richter and the petition has been
already registered with the number 1274/2011 and will be looked into it
carefully, and as soon as possible.

On November 30, a small Spanish delegation comprising,
amongst others, the Mayor of Nules, Mr. Mario Ángel García
Báscones and the head of Plataforma en Defensa de las Vivien-

das y Propiedades del Litoral Castellonense, Mr. Vicent Sales Mateu
presented the Committee with yet another petition about the thorny issue
of the Ley de Costas in Spain. Ms. Mazzoni MEP was glad to hear an-
other update on the subject and to receive a petition backed by more
than 14.000 signatures. Petition 1273/2011, this is the registration num-
ber, had been just received but the President of the Committee reassured
the interested parties on the fact that the Members are on a fast track to
tackle the issue once and for all, as the Coordinators have just green-
lighted a lean bipartisan working group which will no doubt come up
with effective recommendations and an action plan in the not so-distant
future.

As meeting with petitioners is so much the
part and parcel and main mission of our
Committee PETI Journal thought it

would be appropriate to share with our readers one
more handout which took place mere hours before
the issue you are holding went to press. In Brus-
sels, on December 7, 2011 a petition promoting
animal welfare was introduced to the Committee
by Mr. Massimo Pradella, the President of OIPA
(Organizzazione Internazionale Protezione Ani-
mali). The formal handout could not be attended
by the Chairwoman, due to previous conflicting
schedules, and Mr. David Lowe, Head of the sec-
retariat,
bore the

greetings of Ms. Mazzoni
MEP and officiated the hand-
out comprising more than
100.000 signatures. Also in at-
tendance was Mr. Andrea
Zanoni MEP, an Italian
member from Treviso very
forthcoming and active on
many issues, including the
welfare of animals. More in-
formation and pictures will be
available on our social media
pages (Facebook; Twitter;
Google+) and we hope to hear from you there too!

Schedule of Meetings 2012

Part and Parcel

l to r: Ms. Mazzoni MEP and Mr. Richter

l to r: Mr. Lowe, Mr. Pradella, Mr. Zanoni MEP,
Mr. Mussa

l to r: Mr. Sales Mateu, Ms. Mazzoni MEP and Mr. García Báscones

Thursday, 12 January, 09.00-12.30
Thursday, 12 January, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 27 February, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 28 February, 09.00-12.30

Monday, 19 March, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 20 March, 09.00-12.30

Tuesday, 24 April, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 24 April, 15.00-18.30

Tuesday, 8 May, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 8 May, 15.00-18.30

Tuesday, 19 June, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 19 June, 15.00-18.00

Thursday, 12 July, 09.00-12.30
Thursday, 12 July, 15.00-18.30

Wednesday, 19 September, 15.00-18.30
Thursday, 20 September, 09.00-12.30

Monday, 8 October, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday 9 October, 09.00-12.30

Tuesday, 6 November, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 6 November, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 3 December, 15.00-18.30

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
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submit a Petition

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

Closure date of the current issue: 8 December 2011

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

About this publication

The on-going efforts, at the Secretariat of the Petition (PETI) Committee and, more in general, at the European Parlia-
ment, head towards one single goal, that is both its mission and its vision: to serve the people of Europe effectively 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 documents are generally high-
lighted either by the presence of a discreet icon or through an underlining of the keywords/sentence.

If you picked up, or subscribed to, this newsletter it is because you want to know PETI’s activities better. The Secretariat
would like to get to know you better too. Yes indeed, you can petition the Parliament ONLY complying with the procedures
described on our web-site and, 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.

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

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

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

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

most videos and documents are offered in all of the 23 official languages of the EU

list of all Parliamentary Committees

WWW homepage Facebook
Google+
Twitter
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