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AT THIS MEETING, there will be a number of 
'special' events. Firstly, in chronological order, 
the Committee will be holding a hearing on 
procurement in connection with the opinions 
on public procurement and procurement by 
utility providers being prepared by Giuseppe 
Gargani. During the hearing, the Committee 
will listen to the points of view of contracting 
bodies, local authorities, trade unions and the 
sectors in question. The Committee is 
particularly interested in the legal aspects of 
the proposals for the purpose of issuing its 
opinion for the IMCO Committee.

Secondly, as part of the consideration of the 
regulation on the mutual recognition of 
protection measures in civil matters together 
with the FEMM Committee under Rule 51, the 
third joint JURI-FEMM committee meeting will 
be taking place. With a view to commencing 
negotiations with the Council, the joint 
committees will hold a vote on a detailed 
mandate for the co-rapporteurs, Antonio 
López-Istúriz White and Antonyia Parvanova.

Thirdly, the Committee will be welcoming 
Maroš Šefčovič, the Commissioner for 
Interinstitutional Relations and 
Administration. Mr Šefčovič is the third 
commissioner with which the Committee is 
holding an exchange of views this year as part 
of the annual structured dialogue with the 
Commission on its work programme. The 

main item under the responsibility of 
Mr Šefčovič which the Committee is interested 
in this year is the reform of the Staff 
Regulations.

Fourthly, the Committee is organising a 
workshop on the proposal for a Common 
European Sales Law, co-rapporteurs Klaus-
Heiner Lehne and Luigi Berlinguer. The topic 
of this workshop is unfair contract terms, both 
in contracts between businesses and 
consumers and in contracts between 
businesses. The purpose of the workshop is to 
work towards a Committee position on the 
issue of unfair contract terms as part of the 
overall sales law project.

The Committee is holding a number of 
important votes at this meeting. After 
extensive negotiations, Alexandra Thein is 
pleased to be able to present the Committee 
with a compromise with the Council on the 
reform of the Court of Justice, leaving the issue 
of additional judges for a later stage. The JURI 
Committee will also be holding its much-
awaited vote on whether to recommend 
approval or otherwise of the ACTA agreement. 
Depending on the progress made on the 
respective files, the Committee may also be 
voting on negotiating mandates for Klaus-
Heiner Lehne (Financial Statements), Arlene 
McCarthy (Transparency Requirements) and 
Tadeusz Zwiefka (Brussels I Recast).

THIS IS NEW



Number 5/2012-7L 2 Wednesday, 30.05.2012



1.  ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT AGENDA

2.  ANNOUNCEMENTS OF THE CHAIRMAN

3.  APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF 
THE MEETING OF:

 25-26 April 2012

HEARING

See the programme in Annex I.

4.  PUBLIC PROCUREMENT

Procedure 2011/0438 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)896
Rapporteur Giuseppe GARGANI 
Administrator respons. Pasquale Ciuffreda
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Marc Tarabella

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Public Hearing 30.05.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

18.06.2012

Deadline for amend. 25.06.2012
Adoption JURI 18.09.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 10.10.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The Committee on Legal Affairs is holding a 
public hearing whose conclusions will help to 
draft an opinion to the report of the 
Committee on Internal Market and Consumer 
protection on the Proposal for a Directive of 
the European Parliament and of the Council on 
public procurement.

Public procurement plays an important role in 
the overall economic performance of the 
European Union. In Europe, public authorities 
spend around 18% of GDP on supplies, works 
and services.

After 2004 a review of the public procurement 
directives is needed in order to simplify the 
rules, increase their efficiency and 
effectiveness and make them better suited to 
dealing with the evolving political, social and 
economic context.

The public hearing on the legal aspects of 
public procurement will structure the political 
debate in the EP on more efficient procedures 
that will increase flexibility for contracting 
authorities, benefit all economic operators and 
facilitate the participation of SMEs and cross-
border bidders.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ORDINARY MEETING OF 30 - 31MAY 2012

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/fr/juri/events.html?id=hearings


Number 5/2012-7L 3 Wednesday, 30.05.2012

5. PROCUREMENT BY ENTITIES 
OPERATING IN THE WATER, ENERGY, 
TRANSPORT AND POSTAL SERVICES 
SECTORS (UTILITIES DIRECTIVE)

Procedure 2011/0439 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)895
Rapporteur Giuseppe GARGANI 
Administrator respons. Pasquale Ciuffreda
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Marc Tarabella

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Public Hearing 30.05.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

18.06.2012

Deadline for amend. 25.06.2012
Adoption JURI 18.09.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 10.10.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The Committee on Legal Affairs is holding a 
public hearing whose conclusions will help to 
draft an opinion to the report of the 
Committee on Internal Market and Consumer 
protection on the Proposal for a Directive of 
the European Parliament and of the Council on 
procurement by entities operating in the 
water, energy, transport and postal services 
sectors.

It appears appropriate to maintain specific 
rules on procurement by entities operating in 
the water, energy, transport and postal 
services sectors, since national authorities 
continue to be able to influence the behaviour 
of those entities, including participation in 
their capital and representation in the entities' 
administrative, managerial or supervisory 
bodies.

Another reason to continue to regulate 
procurement in those sectors is the closed 
nature of the markets in which they operate, 
owing to the existence of special or exclusive 
rights granted by the Member States 
concerning the supply to, provision or 
operation of networks for providing the 
service concerned.

The public hearing on the legal aspects of 
procurement by entities operating in the 
water, energy, transport and postal services 
sectors will structure the political debate in 
the EP on how to ensure a real opening up of 
the market in those sectors and find a fair 
balance in the application of procurement 
rules.

6. AWARD OF CONCESSIONS CONTRACTS

Procedure 2011/0437 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)897
Rapporteur Raffaele BALDASSARRE 
Administrator respons. Pasquale Ciuffreda
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Philippe Juvin

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 30.05.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

17.09.2012

Deadline for amend. 24.09.2012
Adoption JURI 26.11.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 10.12.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The Committee on Legal Affairs is drafting an 
opinion to the report of the Committee on 
Internal Market and Consumer protection on
the Proposal for a Directive of the European 
Parliament and of the Council on the award of 
concession contracts.

The absence of clear rules at Union level 
governing the award of concession contracts 
gives rise to legal uncertainty and to obstacles 
to the free provision of services and causes 
distortions in the functioning of the Internal 
Market.

An adequate legal framework for the award of 
concessions would ensure effective and non-
discriminatory access to the market to all EU's
economic operators as well as legal certainty, 
favouring public investments in 
infrastructures and strategic services to the 
citizen.

The exchange of views on the award of 
concession contracts will structure the
political debate in the EP on how to provide 
for clarity about the legal framework 
applicable to the award of concessions, but 
also on how to clearly define the scope of this 
framework.

7. PERMITTED USES OF ORPHAN WORKS

Procedure 2011/0136(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0289
Legal basis See Item 34 below
Rapporteur Lidia GERINGER DE 

OEDENBERG
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

CULT/Sabine Verheyen, 
IMCO/Toine Manders
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PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 19.09.2011 (cancelled)
Consideration of draft 
report

11.10.2011

Deadline for amend. 25.10.2011 noon
Consideration of amend. 22.11.2011
2nd consideration of 
amendments

25.01.2012

Adoption JURI 1.03.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY September 2012

This long-awaited Commission proposal 
concerns the permitted uses of orphan works. 
A work is to be considered an orphan work if 
its right holder is not identified or, even if 
identified, cannot be found. This poses a 
problem for copyright-protected work, the use 
of which requires prior authorisation from the 
right holder. 

Parliament touched upon the issue of orphan 
works in its resolutions of 12 May 2011 on 
"Unlocking the potential of cultural and 
creative industries" and of 5 May 2010 on 
"Europeana - the next steps" (with JURI 
opinions duly delivered). Orphan works were 
also discussed by the Committee's Working 
Group on Copyright. In addition, in November 
2009 the Committee organised, in cooperation 
with the Swedish Presidency, a workshop on 
orphan works. 

170 amendments in total were tabled to the 
proposal in JURI, and the CULT and IMCO 
committees issued extensive opinions. The 
first consideration of amendments took place 
in November, followed by additional 
discussion in January. As a result the 
rapporteur proposed a number of compromise 
amendments, which were voted together with 
the draft report in March 2012.

In the meantime, following the efforts of the 
Polish Presidency undertaken in 2011, the 
dossier saw further progress in the Council 
under the Danish Presidency. 

Two trilogues were held in March and April
2012, and a final trilogue is scheduled for 6 
June 2012, with the aim of bringing the 
positions of the Parliament and the Council 
closer and successfully concluding the dossier.

At this meeting, the rapporteur, Mrs Geringer 
de Oedenberg, will report on the progress of 
the negotiations.

8. COMPLETING THE DIGITAL SINGLE 
MARKET

Procedure 2011/2030(INI)
Basic doc COM(2011)0942
Rapporteur Angelika NIEBLER
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Pablo Arias 

Echeverría

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 30.5.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

18./19.6.2012

Deadline for amend. 21.6.2012, noon
Consideration of amend. 9./10.7.2012
Adoption JURI 17./18.9.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 11.10.2012
Adoption Plenary November 2012

The own-initiative report drawn up by the 
IMCO Committee to which JURI will provide an 
opinion responds to the European 
Commission's Communication of 11 January 
2012 on "A coherent framework for building 
trust in the Digital Single Market for e-
commerce and online services". In line with 
the "Digital Agenda" and the "Single Market 
Act" and following a public consultation, the 
Communication sets out the Commission's 
vision for the potential represented by online 
services in growth and employment, identifies 
the principal obstacles to the development of 
e-commerce and online services, and 
establishes 5 priorities, accompanied by an 
action plan.

In detail, the priorities identified by the 
Commission are the following:
– developing the legal and cross-border offer 
of online products and services;
– improving operator information and 
consumer protection;
– assuring reliable and efficient payment 
systems;
– combating abuse and resolving disputes 
more effectively;
– deploying high-speed networks and 
advanced technological solutions.

With a view to achieving progress towards 
these priorities, the Commission commits to 
undertaking a number of actions in the 
different areas. It also commits to reporting on 
the success of the measures taken and to 
further monitor the implementation of the e-
commerce directive.
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At this meeting, the rapporteur for opinion, 
Angelika Niebler, will lead a first exchange of 
views on the issue.

9. STRATEGIC INNOVATION AGENDA OF 
THE EUROPEAN INSTITUTE OF 
INNOVATION AND TECHNOLOGY (EIT): THE 
CONTRIBUTION OF THE EIT TO A MORE 
INNOVATIVE EUROPE

Procedure 2011/0387(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0822
Rapporteur Alajos MÉSZÁROS
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead Comm./rapporteur ITRE/Marisa Matias
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

BUDG/Ivars Godmanis
CULT/Chrysoula Paliadeli

See item 10.

10. AMENDMENT OF REGULATION (EC) NO 
294/2008 ESTABLISHING THE EUROPEAN 
INSTITUTE OF INNOVATION AND 
TECHNOLOGY

Procedure 2011/0384(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0817
Rapporteur Alajos MÉSZÁROS
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead Comm./rapporteur ITRE/Philippe Lamberts
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

BUDG/Ivars Godmanis
CULT/Chrysoula Paliadeli

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 30.05.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

18.06.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

20.06.2012

Adoption JURI 10.07.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. October 2012

Within the framework of the Lisbon Strategy 
for Growth and Jobs, the European Institute of 
Technology (EIT) was established in 2008 by 
Regulation (EC) 294/2008, with the aim of 
reinforcing Europe's innovation capacity. It 
represents the first EU attempt to integrate 
the three sides of the so-called Knowledge 
Triangle (higher education, research and 
innovation). The EIT became operational in 
2010 and its headquarters are located in 
Budapest.
Principally through the creation and support 
to the activities of the so-called Knowledge 
and Innovation Communities (KICs), the EIT 
promotes closer interaction between 

universities, research centres and enterprises 
activities, with the objective of closing the gap 
between research, education, and the 
entrepreneurial world in order to enhance 
EU's innovation capacity. 
According to the provisions of Regulation (EC) 
294/2008, and based on a draft proposal from 
the EIT, the Commission shall adopt a 
proposal for adoption by the European 
Parliament and the Council of the EIT Strategic 
Innovation Agenda, which will define long-
term priority fields for the EIT, including an 
overview of the planned higher education, 
research and innovation activities, for a period 
of seven years. 

The Commission has therefore proposed a 
decision establishing the Strategic Innovation 
Agenda and is also proposing amendments to 
Regulation (EC) 294/2008 in order to further 
develop the EIT by integrating its scope under 
the Horizon 2020 Framework Programme 
2014-2020 and by backing its activities with a 
proposed tenfold budget increase.
A working document has been drawn up in the 
Committee on Industry, Research and Energy 
which proposes a number of topics for 
discussion, namely 1. Budgetary and financing 
questions (how are EIT/KICs effectively 
delivering today and are they mature enough 
to absorb such an increase in funding?); 2. 
Objectives, EU added-value and 
complementarity (what should be the focus of 
the EIT activities and how are the synergies 
with the other existing activities in Horizon 
2020 effectively foreseen?); and 3. Governance 
and participation (do the EIT/KICs function in 
an open, transparent and accountable way and 
provide for a positive return on investment for 
society as a whole?).
At this meeting the rapporteur for opinion, Mr
Alajos MÉSZÁROS, will present the proposals 
and a first exchange of views will take place.

11.  SAFETY OF OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS 
PROSPECTION, EXPLORATION AND 
PRODUCTION ACTIVITIES

Procedure 2011/0309 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0688
Rules of Procedure Rule 50
Rapporteur for opinion Eva LICHTENBERGER 
Administrator respons. Pasquale Ciuffreda
Lead Comm./rapporteur ITRE/Ivo Belet
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PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 30.05.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

10.07.2012

Deadline for amend. 19.07.2012
Adoption JURI 18.09.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 09.10.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The Committee on Legal Affairs is drafting an 
opinion to the report of the Committee on 
Industry, Research and Energy on the 
Proposal for a Regulation of the European 
Parliament and of the Council on safety of 
offshore oil and gas prospection, exploration 
and production activities.

Under Rule 50 of the Rules of Procedure the 
Committee on Legal Affairs will have exclusive 
competence to amend articles of the legislative 
text concerning liability for environmental 
damage.

The exchange of views on the safety of 
offshore oil and gas prospection, exploration 
and production activities will structure the
political debate by clarifying in what terms the 
holder of an authorisation to carry out 
offshore operations pursuant to Directive 
94/22/EC is liable for the prevention and 
remediation of environmental damage caused 
by offshore oil and gas activities. 

JOINT JURI/FEMM MEETING
(RULE 51)

12. MUTUAL RECOGNITION OF 
PROTECTION MEASURES IN CIVIL 
MATTERS

Procedure 2011/0130(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0276
Legal basis Article 81(2) TFEU
Rapporteurs Antonio LÓPEZ-ISTÚRIZ 

WHITE (JURI)
Antonyia PARVANOVA 

(FEMM)
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys (JURI)

Angela Balan (FEMM)
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

LIBE/Carmen Romero 
López

Draft Report 07.03.2012

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 10.04.2012
Exam of amend. 23.04.2012
Orientation vote 30.05.2012
Adoption joint 
committee

tbd

ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The proposal for a regulation on the mutual 
recognition of protection measures in civil 
matters has been referred, under Rule 51, to a 
joint committee bringing together the FEMM 
and JURI committees.

The proposal for this 'civil European 
protection order' follows the example of the 
criminal European protection order which 
was approved recently. The purpose is the 
same, but this new instrument will allow the 
mutual recognition of protection measures 
which are based on civil law rather than 
criminal law.

The two joint rapporteurs have worked 
together to produce the draft report, which 
addresses a number of issues where they 
consider that the proposal could be improved. 
In particular, the rapporteurs suggest that the 
European certificate should normally be 
transmitted by the issuing authority, not by 
the protected person. Other amendments aim 
to strengthen the parties' rights to 
information, translation and support. In 
general, the rapporteurs' aim is to align this 
instrument with the criminal European 
protection order.

At this meeting, the joint JURI-FEMM 
committee will proceed to hold an orientation 
vote, which will allow the co-rapporteurs to 
start negotiations with the Council on the 
basis of an informal Parliament position.
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13. EXCHANGE OF VIEWS WITH VICE-
PRESIDENT OF THE EUROPEAN 
COMMISSION, MAROŠ ŠEFČOVIČ, 
COMMISSIONER FOR INTER-
INSTITUTIONAL RELATIONS AND 
ADMINISTRATION, ON STRUCTURED 
DIALOGUE CONCERNING THE LEGISLATIVE 
PROGRAMME OF THE COMMISSION

EC Vice-President, Maroš Šefčovič,
Commissioner for Inter-Institutional Relations and 

Administration

14. ANTI-COUNTERFEITING TRADE 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE EU AND ITS 
MEMBER STATES, AUSTRALIA, CANADA, 
JAPAN, THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA, MEXICO, 
MOROCCO, NEW ZEALAND, SINGAPORE, 
SWITZERLAND AND THE USA

Procedure 2011/0167(NLE)
Basic doc COM(2011)0380
Legal basis Article 207(4), 1st 

subparagraph, in 
conjunction with Article 

218(6)(a)(v) TFEU
Rapporteur for opinion Marielle GALLO (EPP)
Administrator respons. Leticia Zuleta de Reales
Lead Comm./
rapporteur

INTA/David Martin (S&D)

Opinion 
Comm./rapporteur

DEVE
ITRE
LIBE

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 20.12.2011
Presentation of draft 
opinion

30.5.2012

Vote 31.5.2012

Further to the adoption of the negotiating 
directives by the Council on 14 April 2008, 
negotiations on the Anti-Counterfeiting Trade 
Agreement between the EU and its Member 

States, Australia, Canada, Japan, the Republic 
of Korea, Mexico, Morocco, New Zealand, 
Singapore, Switzerland and the USA (ACTA) 
were launched on 3 June 2008. The agreement 
was concluded on 15 November 2010 and the 
text was initialled on 25 November, after 11 
rounds of negotiations. The current proposal 
concerns the Parliament's consent to the 
conclusion of ACTA by the Council on behalf of 
the EU.

The EU Member States were kept informed of 
the negotiations orally and in writing.  The 
European Parliament has been kept informed 
on developments via its Committee on 
International Trade (INTA) and by 
Commissioner Karl De Gucht in three plenary 
debates in 2010. On 24 November 2010, the 
European Parliament adopted a Resolution 
supporting ACTA.

ACTA aims to establish a comprehensive 
international framework that will assist the 
EU in its efforts effectively to combat 
infringements of intellectual property rights 
(IPR), which undermine legitimate trade and 
the EU's competitiveness with negative 
repercussions on growth and jobs. 

Although ACTA does not aim at modifying the 
EU acquis it will introduce a new international 
standard, building upon the World Trade 
Organisation's TRIPS Agreement (adopted in 
1994). Thus, it will provide benefits for EU 
exporting right holders operating in the global 
market who currently suffer systematic and 
widespread infringements of their copyrights, 
trademarks, patents, designs and geographical 
indications abroad.

ACTA contains a number of provisions on 
criminal enforcement that fall within the scope 
of Article 83(2) TFEU. Those parts of the 
agreement, in contradistinction to those parts 
falling under Article 207, fall under the area of 
shared competences (Article 2(2) TFEU). 
Where a matter falls under shared 
competence either the European Union or 
Member States may legislate and adopt legally 
binding acts. 

The Commission's position as regards ACTA 
and Article 83(2) TFEU is without prejudice to 
the position of the Commission on the future 
exercise by the EU of the shared competences 

http://ec.europa.eu/commission_2010-2014/sefcovic/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/commission_2010-2014/sefcovic/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/commission_2010-2014/sefcovic/index_en.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/FindByProcnum.do?lang=en&procnum=RSP/2010/2935
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/FindByProcnum.do?lang=en&procnum=RSP/2010/2935
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foreseen by Article 83(2) TFEU as regards 
other initiatives.

Regarding the signature and conclusion of 
ACTA, the Commission has opted not to 
propose that the European Union exercise its 
potential competence in the area of criminal 
enforcement pursuant to Article 83(2) TFEU. 
The Commission considers this appropriate 
because it has never been the intention, as 
regards the negotiation of ACTA, to modify the 
EU acquis or to harmonise EU legislation as 
regards criminal enforcement of intellectual 
property rights. For this reason, the 
Commission proposes that ACTA be signed 
and concluded both by the EU and by all the 
Member States.

The Parliament's Legal Service has been 
requested by the INTA and JURI committees to 
provide legal opinions on ACTA. 

On 22 February 2012 the Commission decided 
to request the Court of Justice's opinion on 
whether ACTA is in line with European 
Fundamental Rights such as the freedom of 
expression and information or data protection 
and the right to property including that of 
intellectual property. On 4 April 2012 the 
College of Commissioners agreed on the 
following question: "Is the Anti-Counterfeiting 
Trade Agreement (ACTA) compatible with the 
European Treaties, in particular with the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the 
European Union?".

The committee held a first exchange of views 
on 20 December 2011. 

The European Data Protection Supervisor 
issued an opinion on 24 April 2012 raising
specific concerns about several provisions of 
ACTA.

As a result of that opinion, the Committee 
decided on 25 April to postpone its vote and to 
send a letter to Commissioner De Gucht with 
specific questions regarding the referral of the
question to the Court of Justice and the 
opinion of the European Data Protection 
Supervisor. To date no reply has been 
received.

At this meeting the committee will vote. 

15. INSIDER DEALING AND MARKET 
MANIPULATION (MARKET ABUSE)

Procedure 2011/0295 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0651
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/Arlene McCarthy

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.3.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

25.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 9.5.2012, noon
Exam of amend. 30.5.2012
Adoption JURI 18./19.6.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 9.7.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The Commission submitted its proposal for a 
regulation on insider dealing and market 
manipulation (market abuse) on 20 October 
2011. The proposal aims to update the Market 
Abuse Directive 2003/6/EC1 which introduced 
a framework to tackle insider dealing and 
market manipulation practices, jointly 
referred to as "market abuse". The 
Commission explains the objectives of the 
proposal as: keeping pace with market 
developments, strengthening the fight against 
market abuse across commodity and related 
derivative markets, reinforcing the 
investigative and sanctioning powers of 
regulators and reducing administrative 
burdens on small and medium-sized issuers.

The proposal includes the following changes:
– It is proposed to replace the former directive 
by a regulation.
– The scope of the market abuse legislation is 
extended to trading on all platforms and of all 
financial instruments, including instruments 
only traded on multilateral trading facilities, 
other trading facilities and over the counter 
(OTC), and to market abuse occurring across 
both commodity and related derivative 
markets.
– The reporting of suspicious transactions will 
be extended also to cover suspicious 
unexecuted orders and suspicious OTC 
transactions. In case of a reasonable suspicion, 
regulators will be granted the power to obtain 

                                               
1 Directive 2003/6/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 28 January 2003 on insider dealing and market 
manipulation (market abuse) (OJ L 96, 12.4.2003, p. 16).
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telephone and data traffic records from 
telecommunications operators or to access 
private documents or premises (upon prior 
judicial warrant). Member States are required 
to provide for the protection of 
whistleblowers. The proposal further sets 
common rules where incentives are offered 
for reporting information about market abuse. 
A new offence of "attempted market 
manipulation" is introduced. Furthermore, 
common principles for (administrative) 
sanctions are proposed (for criminal 
sanctions, see the parallel proposal for a 
directive under item 16. of the agenda).
– The disclosure requirements for issuers on 
SME markets will be adapted and simplified in 
order to reduce administrative burdens.

At this meeting, the committee will discuss the 
amendments tabled to the draft opinion, with 
a view to voting the opinion at its next 
meeting. 

16. CRIMINAL SANCTIONS FOR INSIDER 
DEALING AND MARKET MANIPULATION

Procedure 2011/0297(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0654
Legal basis Article 83(2) TFEU
Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/Arlene McCarthy

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.3.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

25.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 9.5.2012, noon
Exam of amend. 30.5.2012
Adoption JURI 18./19.6.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 9.7.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The Commission proposal for a directive on 
criminal sanctions for insider dealing and 
market manipulation of 20 October 2011 
complements the proposal for a regulation on 
market abuse of the same date (see item 15 of 
the agenda), by proposing to establish 
minimum rules for criminal sanctions for 
insider dealing and market manipulation, 
known together as market abuse.

The proposal requires Member States to 
consider insider dealing and market 
manipulation as criminal offences when 
committed intentionally. Member States will 
also be required to criminalise inciting, aiding 

and abetting market abuse, as well as attempts 
to commit such offences. Member States will 
be further required to extend liability and 
sanctions to legal persons.

With the proposed directive, the Commission 
makes use for the first time of the new Article 
83 (2) TFEU, introduced by the Lisbon Treaty, 
which provides for the adoption of minimum 
rules for the definition of criminal offences 
and sanctions through directives if this proves 
essential to ensure the effective 
implementation of a harmonised Union policy. 

At this meeting, the committee will debate the 
amendments tabled to the draft opinion, with 
a view to proceeding to the vote in the next 
meeting.

17. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION 
FOR CONSUMER DISPUTES AND AMENDING 
REGULATION (EC) NO 2006/2004 AND 
DIRECTIVE 2009/22/EC (DIRECTIVE ON 
CONSUMER ADR)

Procedure 2011/0373 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0793
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Cristian Silviu BUŞOI
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Louis Grech

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 1.3.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

25.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 8.5.2012, noon
Exam of amend. 30.5.2012
Adoption JURI 18./19.6.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 10.7.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY September 2012 (tbc)

The Commission submitted its proposal for a 
directive on alternative dispute resolution for 
consumer disputes on 29 November 2011, 
together with the proposal for a regulation on 
consumer online dispute resolution (see item 
18).

The benefit provided by ADR is connected 
with the basic issue of access to justice faced 
by European businesses and citizens, owing to 
the increasing number of disputes, lengthy 
and costly proceedings, and the technical 
obscurity of legislation which is becoming 
more and more difficult for the "average user". 
ADR is of particular relevance to cross-border 
disputes.
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Certain measures already exist at EU level, 
such as Commission Recommendation 
98/257/EC of 30 March 1998 on the 
principles applicable to the bodies responsible 
for the out-of-court settlement of consumer 
disputes. There is also the European Extra-
Judicial Network, FIN-Net and Directive 
2008/52/EC of the European Parliament and 
of the Council of 21 May 2008 on certain 
aspects of mediation in civil and commercial 
matters. Parliament has repeatedly given its 
support to ADR, most recently in its resolution 
of 25 October 2011 on alternative dispute 
resolution in civil, commercial and family 
matters (2011/2117(INI)) which was a 
response to last year's Commission 
consultation paper.

The Commission explains that the aim of the 
proposed Directive is to eliminate gaps in ADR 
coverage and ensure that quality out-of-court 
entities exist to deal with any contractual 
dispute between a consumer and a business. 
The proposed Directive establishes general 
principles for ADR which all ADR entities will 
need to respect, including suitable 
qualifications, impartiality, transparency, 
effectiveness, and fairness. Compliance with 
these principles will be monitored by national 
authorities. Furthermore, traders will be 
required, under the proposal, to provide 
consumers with relevant and complete 
information about the relevant ADR entities 
available.

The Legal Affairs Committee will be associated 
with the leading IMCO Committee on this file 
under Rule 50.

At this meeting, the rapporteur, Cristian Silviu 
Buşoi, will lead a debate on the amendments 
tabled to the draft opinion. The vote on the 
draft opinion is foreseen for the next meeting.

18. ONLINE DISPUTE RESOLUTION FOR 
CONSUMER DISPUTES (REGULATION ON 
CONSUMER ODR)

Procedure 2011/0374 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0794
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Luigi BERLINGUER
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Róza Gräfin Von 

Thun und Hohenstein

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 1.3.2012
Consideration of draft 
opinion

25.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 8.5.2012, noon
Exam of amend. 30.5.2012
Adoption JURI 18./19.6.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 10.7.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY September 2012 (tbc)

The Commission proposed a regulation on 
online dispute  resolution for consumer 
disputes on 29 November 2011, together with 
a Directive on consumer alternative dispute 
resolution (see item 17).

The Commission puts the two proposals on 
ADR and ODR in the context of efforts to 
improve the functioning of the retail Internal 
Market, in particular by enhancing consumer 
redress linked to cross-border e-commerce 
transactions.

The idea behind the proposal on ODR is to 
create a single EU-wide online platform for 
consumers who make online purchases from 
another EU Member State and traders to 
resolve their contractual disputes online. The 
ODR platform will provide an interactive 
website which will be accessible in all EU 
languages and free of charge for users. It will 
be linked electronically to the national ADR 
entities and help identify the competent ADR 
body for a given dispute. Consumers and 
traders will be able to submit their complaints 
via an electronic complaint form. The platform 
will check if a complaint can be processed and 
seek the agreement of the parties to transmit 
it to the ADR scheme which is competent to 
deal with the dispute. Furthermore, a network 
of online dispute resolution facilitators will be 
established which will provide support for the 
resolution of disputes submitted via the ODR 
platform.

The proposed ODR regulation was mentioned 
in the statement of the Members of the 
European Council of 30 January 2012 
"Towards growth-friendly consolidation and 
job-friendly growth" as one of the proposals 
having the greatest growth potential, which 
should be agreed by June 2012.

At this meeting, the rapporteur, Luigi 
Berlinguer, will lead a debate on the 
amendments tabled to the draft opinion. The 
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vote on the draft opinion is scheduled to be 
held in the next meeting. 

19. ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, 
CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
AND RELATED REPORTS OF CERTAIN 
TYPES OF UNDERTAKINGS

Procedure 2011/0308(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011) 0684
Legal basis Article 50(1) TFUE
Rapporteur Klaus-Heiner LEHNE

(EPP)
Administrator respons. Leticia Zuleta de Reales
Lead Comm./rapporteur JURI
Opinion Comm./
draftsperson

ECON / Wolf Klinz 
(ALDE)

INTA / Helmut Scholz 
(GUE/NGL)

DEVE / Fiona Hall (ALDE)
AFET / Franziska 

Katharina Brantner
(Verts/ALE)

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 19.12.2011
Draft Report 26-27.3.2012
Deadline for amend. 8.5.2012
Consideration of amen. 
and vote on a general 
mandate for informal 
trialogues

30-31.5.2012

Adoption JURI 10.7.2012

On 25.10.2011 the Commission published a 
proposal for a Directive on the annual 
financial statements, consolidated financial 
statements and related reports of certain 
types of undertakings.

The proposal repeals the current Accounting 
Directives (4th and 7th company law 
directives), replacing them and their 
subsequent amendments with a single new 
Directive.

The proposal introduces a specific regime for 
small companies in order to reduce their 
administrative burden when they prepare 
their financial statements. It also harmonises 
thresholds to ensure that the administrative 
burden reduction actually reaches all small 
companies in the EU.

The Commission proposes new reporting 
requirements for large companies and public 
interest entities active in the extractive 
industry or in the logging of primary forests. 
These companies shall now disclose the 

payments they make to governments in each 
country where they operate and for each 
project, where the payment has been 
attributed to a certain project and when 
material to the recipient government. 
The rapporteur, Klaus-Heiner Lehne 
presented his draft report on 26.3.2012.
On 26 April the Committee held a hearing on 
the "Review of the Accounting and 
Transparency Directives: the new country by 
country reporting requirements", which gave 
the opportunity to Members to listen to the 
point of view of the civil society and the 
industry.
At this meeting the 166 amendments which 
have been tabled to the draft report will be 
discussed and a general mandate for 
negotiations with the Council and the 
Commission will be voted.

20. AMENDMENT OF DIRECTIVE 
2004/109/EC ON THE HARMONISATION OF 
TRANSPARENCY REQUIREMENTS IN 
RELATION TO INFORMATION ABOUT 
ISSUERS WHOSE SECURITIES ARE 
ADMITTED TO TRADING ON A REGULATED 
MARKET AND COMMISSION DIRECTIVE 
2007/14/EC

Procedure 2011/0307 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0683
Legal basis Arts 50 and 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Arlene McCARTHY
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

AFET/Franziska Brantner, 
ECON/Sirpa Pietikäinen, 

DEVE/Fiona Hall, 
INTA/Helmut Scholz

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 19.12.2011
Draft report 27.3.2012
Hearing 26.4.2012
Deadline for amend. 8.5.2012, noon
Consideration of amend. 30.5.2012
Negotiating mandate 31.5.2012
Adoption JURI 9/10.7.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The proposal for amendment of the 
Transparency Directive2 forms part of the 
package of measures to support 
entrepreneurship and responsible business 

                                               
2 Directive 2004/109/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 15 December 2004 on the harmonisation of 
transparency requirements in relation to information about 
issuers whose securities are admitted to trading on a regulated 
market (OJ L 390, 31.12.2004, p. 38).
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presented by the Commission on 25 October 
2011.

The existing Transparency Directive requires 
issuers of securities traded on regulated 
markets within the EU to ensure appropriate 
transparency through a regular flow of 
information to the markets, in particular by 
publishing periodic financial information and 
ongoing information on major holdings of 
voting rights. In a report of 2010 on the 
operation of the Transparency Directive, the 
Commission identified a number of issues 
where the existing regime could be improved: 
it was seen as desirable to simplify certain 
issuer's obligations with a view to making 
regulated markets more attractive for small 
and medium-sized issuers, and to improve the 
legal clarity and effectiveness of the existing 
regime, notably with respect to the disclosure 
of corporate ownership.

Against this background, the Commission has 
proposed to modify the Transparency 
Directive as regards the following main 
elements: in order to reduce the 
administrative burden linked to listing on 
regulated markets and to encourage long-term 
investments, the requirement to publish 
interim management statements and/or 
quarterly reports would be abolished, the 
publication of such information not being 
considered necessary for investor protection 
and therefore being left to the market. 
Furthermore, as regards notification of major 
holdings, the proposal would now require the 
aggregation of holdings of shares with 
holdings of financial instruments for the 
calculation of notification thresholds in order 
to close an identified notification gap. The 
proposal would, at the same time, provide for 
greater harmonisation for notification of 
major holdings, with a view to improving legal 
certainty, simplifying investments and 
reducing underlying costs.

In parallel to the proposals to amend the 
Accounting Directives, the proposal to revise 
the Transparency Directive also includes a 
country-by-country reporting requirement, i.e. 
a new obligation for large extractive and 
logging companies to report the payments 
they make to governments. Thus, the proposal 
to revise the Transparency Directive 
complements the proposed amendments to 
the Accounting Directives in order to include 

all companies which are listed on EU regulated 
markets.

The rapporteur, Arlene McCarthy, presented 
her draft report on 27 March 2012. On 26 
April 2012, the Committee held a hearing on 
the new country-by-country reporting 
requirements included in this proposal and 
the proposals to amend the Accounting 
Directives. At this meeting, the committee will 
debate the 46 amendments tabled to the draft 
report, and will also confer a general mandate 
for negotiations with Council and the 
Commission.

IN CAMERA

21.  DISPUTES INVOLVING PARLIAMENT 
(Rule 128)

Procedure Rule 128(4)
Standing rapporteur Antonio LOPEZ-ISTURIZ 

WHITE
Administrator Pasquale 

Ciuffreda/Susanne 
Knöfel

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 30.5.2012
Adoption JURI 30.5.2012

The Committee will discuss in camera the 
possible intervention of Parliament in Case C-
196/12 Commission/Council, which concerns 
the method for adjusting the remuneration 
and pensions of officials and other servants of 
the European Union and the correction 
coefficients applied thereto.

The Committee is called upon to decide 
whether to recommend to the President under 
Rule 128(4) that Parliament should intervene 
in the proceedings.

The Committee will also decide in camera
whether to recommend to the President under 
Rule 128(4) that Parliament should intervene 
in Case C-137/12 Commission/Council.
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The possible intervention of Parliament before 
the Court of Justice in this latter Case concerns 
the European Convention on legal protection 
of services based on, or consisting of, 
conditional access. 

IN CAMERA

22.  VERIFICATION OF CREDENTIALS
(Rule 3)

Rapporteur Klaus-Heiner LEHNE
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 30.05.2012
Adoption JURI 30.05.2012

The President has announced to the plenary 
that the competent national authorities have 
given notice of the appointment of the 
following as Members of the European 
Parliament, with effect from the dates shown 
below:

Ms Alda SOUSA, (to replace Mr Miguel Portas), 
as from 9 May 2012;

Ms Minodora CLIVETI (to replace Ms Rovana 
Plumb) as from 18 May 2012.

According to Rule 3 of the Rules of Procedure, 
on the basis of a report by the JURI Committee, 
Parliament shall verify the credentials without 
delay and rule on the validity of the mandate 
of each of its newly elected Members. 
Parliament will also rule on any dispute 
referred to it pursuant to the provisions of the 
Act of 20 September 1976, except those based 
on national electoral laws.  It is not possible to 
confirm the validity of the mandate of a 
Member unless the written declarations 
required on the basis of Article 7 of the Act of 
20 September 1976 and Annex I to the Rules 
have been made.  Until such time as a 
Member's credentials have been verified or a 
ruling has been given on any dispute, the 
Member shall take his seat in Parliament and 

on its bodies and shall enjoy all the rights 
attaching thereto.

23. CHAIR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
CONCERNING COORDINATORS’ DECISIONS

WORKSHOP

See the programme in Annex II.

24. COMMON EUROPEAN SALES LAW

Procedure 2011/0284 (COD)
Basic doc COM (2011)0635
Legal basis Article 114 TFEU
Rapporteur Klaus-HeinerLEHNE
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

IMCO/Evelyne Gebhardt, 
Hans-Peter Mayer

ECON/Marianne Thyssen

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 22.11.2011
Hearing 1.3.2012
Workshop (I) 31.5.2012
Workshop (II) 19.6.2012
Workshop (III) 9./10.7.2012

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/fr/juri/events.html?id=workshops
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The initiative on European Contract Law 
which seeks to address internal market 
problems created by diverging bodies of 
contract law has been under discussion for 
many years, with the European Parliament 
most recently reacting to the Commission's 
Green Paper of 1 July 2010 (COM(2010)0348) 
in its resolution of 8 June 2011 on policy 
options for progress towards a European 
Contract Law for consumers and businesses 
(2011/2013(INI)).

On 11 October 2011, the Commission 
presented a proposal for a Common European 
Sales Law. The overall objective of the 
proposal is to improve the functioning of the 
internal market and to facilitate trade by 
offering a single set of rules in Member States 
for cross-border contracts. The proposal puts 
forward, in the form of a Regulation, a set of 
contract law rules which is intended to be self-
standing and to co-exist, within each Member 
State's national law, alongside the pre-existing 
rules of national contract law, as a second 
contract law regime which is identical 
throughout the EU.

The Common European Sales Law is proposed 
as an optional instrument for contracts within 
is personal and material scope, i.e. for cross-
border contracts on sales, supply of digital 
content as well as related services in B2B and 
B2C relations. In B2B trade the new regime is 
proposed for use only if one of the parties is an 
SME. Parties would have to agree on the use of 
the Common Sales Law; in B2C relations, 
explicit consent would be required and the 
consumer would receive a standard 
information notice summarising the main 
features of the Common European Sales Law. 
Member States could opt to also apply the 
Common Sales Law to domestic transactions 
and B2B transactions which do not involve an 
SME. The Commission further aims to set up a 
database for the exchange of information on 
final judgments within Member States.

In its Annex, the proposed regulation contains 
a set of rules which follows the life-cycle of a 
contract, including provisions on making a 
binding contract, assessing what is in the 
contract, obligation and remedies of the 
parties, damages and interest, restitution and 
prescription. To prepare the proposed rules, 
an expert group established by the 
Commission delivered, on 3 May 2011, a 

feasibility study on a future initiative on 
European contract law, and informal 
consultations with stakeholders were held.

In the accompanying communication 
(COM(2011)0636), the Commission commits 
itself to setting up, as a flanking measure, a 
Group of Experts in order to develop 
‘European model contract terms’.

On 1 March 2012, the JURI committee held a 
first hearing on some fundamental questions 
raised by the Commission's proposal, in 
particular how it should function within the 
existing legal framework and whether its 
coverage and content meet the needs of its 
users. In the remaining months before the 
summer break, the Committee will now be 
organising, together with its Policy 
Department, three workshops on main 
chapters of the Annex to the proposal. The 
workshop to be held at this meeting opens the 
series with a discussion on the unfair contract 
terms chapter. Speakers include 
representatives of business and consumers, 
practitioners and academics. 

VVOOTTEE

25.  PROPOSAL FOR A REGULATION OF THE 
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE 
COUNCIL AMENDING THE STATUTE OF THE 
COURT OF JUSTICE OF THE EUROPEAN 
UNION

Procedure 2011/0901A (COD)
Basic doc 02074/2011
Legal basis Art. 257 first and second 

paras, and Art. 281 
second para, TFEU

Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

AFCO/Morten 
Messerschmidt; BUDG/ 

Angelika Werthmann 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 21.06.11; 10.10.11
Deadline for amend. 10.01.2012
Consideration of 
amendments

25.01.2012

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 03.07.2012
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The Court of Justice has submitted proposals 
for the amendment of the Statute of the Court 
of Justice. 

As regards the Court of Justice itself, the 
proposal aims to establish the office of Vice-
President of the Court of Justice and to amend 
the rules relating to the composition of the 
Grand Chamber. 

At present, the President of the Court and the 
Presidents of the Chambers of five Judges have 
a very heavy workload, whereas other Judges 
sit in relatively few cases assigned to the 
Grand Chamber.

As regards the General Court, the Court of 
Justice has come to the conclusion that an 
increase in the number of Judges is required. 
However, as no political agreement has been 
reached in Council on the appointment system 
for the additional judges, the institutions have 
agreed to split the proposal, leaving the 
additional judges for a later stage and only 
voting on the remaining elements of the 
proposal at this stage.

At this meeting, the committee will vote on the 
regulation, which should allow it to come into 
force in time for the upcoming renewal of the 
judges in the Court of Justice in October 2012.

VVOOTTEE

26.  PROPOSAL FOR A REGULATION OF THE 
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE 
COUNCIL RELATING TO TEMPORARY 
JUDGES OF THE EUROPEAN UNION CIVIL 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Procedure 2011/0902 (COD)
Basic doc 02074/2011
Legal basis Art. 257 TFEU
Rapporteur Alexandra THEIN
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Draft Report 21.11.2011

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 21.6.11; 10.10.11; 
21.11.11

Deadline for amend. 10.01.2012
Consideration of 
amendments

25.01.2012

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY 03.07.2012

The Court of Justice has submitted a proposal 
for a regulation relating to temporary judges 
for the EU Civil Service Tribunal. These 
temporary judges are to replace permanent 
judges who are temporarily prevented from 
performing their duties.

The basic innovation is that the Council of the 
European Union is to draw up a list of three
persons to be temporary Judges to be chosen 
from among former Members of the Court of 
Justice of the European Union who are able to 
place themselves at the disposal of the Civil 
Service Tribunal.

The committee will vote on the report at this 
meeting, which will allow the Civil Service 
Tribunal to implement the changes this 
autumn.

VVOOTTEE

27.  ANTI-COUNTERFEITING TRADE 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE EU AND ITS 
MEMBER STATES, AUSTRALIA, CANADA, 
JAPAN, THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA, MEXICO, 
MOROCCO, NEW ZEALAND, SINGAPORE, 
SWITZERLAND AND THE USA

See item 14

VVOOTTEE

28.  CONSUMER PROGRAMME 2014-2020

Procedure 2011/0340(COD)
Basic doc COM(2011)0707
Impact assessment SEC(2011)1320

SEC(2011)1321
Legal basis Article 169 TFEU
Rapporteur for opinion Cecilia  WIKSTRÖM
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Robert Rochefort
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

BUDG/José Manuel 
Fernandes
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PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 26.03.2012
Consideration of draft
report

25.04.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

08.05.2012, 12.00

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. June 2012

In the Communication "A budget for Europe 
2020" (COM(2011)0500), the Commission 
allocated EUR 197 million in current prices to 
the Consumer Programme for the period 
2014-2020, to succeed the 2007-2013 
Programme of Community Action in the field 
of consumer action.

The general objective of the new programme 
is to "place the empowered consumer at the 
centre of the single market", with a focus on 
safety, information and education, rights and 
redress and enforcement of consumer rights. 
The Commission stresses four main changes 
compared to the preceding programme: 1. 
More focus on enforcement, 2. Increased EU 
co-financing for the European Consumer 
Centres, 3. Introduction of online dispute 
resolution platforms, and 4. Revamping of 
education tools.

The Commission made a presentation of its 
proposal and the impact assessment at the 
IMCO meeting on 6 February 2012.

The rapporteur for opinion, Mrs Cecilia 
WIKSTRÖM, considers that it is essential that 
consumers should be able confidently to 
exercise their rights under Union law and that, 
when something goes wrong, they should be 
able to count both on the effective 
enforcement of those rights and on easy access 
to efficient redress.

Against this background the rapporteur 
welcomes the current proposals on online 
dispute resolution for consumer disputes 
(Regulation on consumer ODR) and on 
alternative dispute resolution for consumer 
disputes (Directive on consumer ADR), and is 
therefore proposing a number of amendments 
to the proposal for a consumer programme in 
order to ensure that these initiatives will be 
sufficiently funded. The rapporteur also 
considers that action should be stepped up 
when it comes to administrative and 
enforcement cooperation with third countries 
which are not participating in the programme, 

in particular by also promoting further 
cooperation with international organisations 
on consumer enforcement issues.

At this meeting, the committee will vote.

VVOOTTEE

29.  20 MAIN CONCERNS OF EUROPEAN 
CITIZENS AND BUSINESS WITH THE 
FUNCTIONING OF THE SINGLE MARKET

Procedure 2011/2044(INI)
Basic doc SEC(2011)1003
Rapporteur Evelyn REGNER
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel
Lead Comm./rapporteur IMCO/Regina Bastos

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Presentation of draft 
opinion

26.4.2012

Deadline for amend. 27.4.2012, noon
Adoption JURI 31.5.2012 
Adoption Lead Comm. 21.6.2012
Adoption Plenary September 2012

The own initiative report drawn up by the 
IMCO committee to which JURI will provide an 
opinion has as a basis a report presented by 
the Commission services in August 2011 
i d e n t i f y i n g  the 20 m o s t  frequently 
encountered problems faced by EU citizens 
and businesses when travelling, moving or 
working abroad. The report is based on an 
analysis of complaints handled by the 
Commission and its assistance services 
(SOLVIT, Your Europe Advice, Enterprise 
Europe Network, European Consumer Centres, 
Europe Direct Contact Centre, EURES-
European Employment service), combined 
with Eurobarometer results and focus group 
surveys. For each concern, the Commission 
services have described the issue and those 
concerned, identified one or more possible 
root causes and have also quoted a real life 
example.

The following issues appear particularly 
relevant to JURI's competences:
– "Obtaining a residence card in another 
Member State for non-EU family members is 
too complex"; the fact that civil status 
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certificates and other official documents 
relating to people's personal and family 
situations are often not recognized abroad is 
mentioned as an aggravating factor; 
– "Europeans do not feel comfortable 
shopping on-line in other Member States"; as 
possible root causes the Commission services 
identify the lack of information about EU 
consumer rights, lack of proper application of 
the relevant rules, difficulties in obtaining 
redress for cross-border purchases, and 
remaining differences in consumer protection 
rules amongst the Member States;
– "Burdensome rules and procedures prevent 
entrepreneurs and investors from doing 
business in another country"; among the 
possible reasons the Commission services 
mention the misapplication of EU law in some 
Member States as well as legislative and 
administrative barriers which foreigners have 
greater difficulty meeting;
– "Fighting for your intellectual property 
rights in a cross-border context remains very 
difficult"; differences between and the 
complexity of national legal systems are 
mentioned as causes.

The rapporteur, Evelyn Regner, presented her 
draft opinion on 26 April 2012. At this 
meeting, the Committee will vote.

VVOOTTEE

30.  THE FEASIBILITY OF INTRODUCING 
STABILITY BONDS

Procedure 2012/2028 (INI)
Basic doc COM(2011)818
Rapporteur Raffaele BALDASSARRE
Administrator respons. Pasquale Ciuffreda
Lead Comm./rapporteur ECON/Sylvie Goulard

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. 20.09.2012
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

The Committee on Legal Affairs will vote an 
opinion to the own initiative report of the 
Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs 
on the feasibility of introducing Stability 
Bonds.

The ECON's own initiative report is based on 
the Green Paper by which the Commission 
launched a public consultation on the 
feasibility of introducing Stability Bonds.

Common issuance of bonds by the euro-area 
Member States would imply a significant 
strengthening of the Economic and Monetary 
Union.

The draft opinion emphasises the need for a 
solid legal framework with a view to providing
financial market stability by means of 
provisions that are compatible with the EU 
Treaties, while reducing the risks of moral 
hazard and enhancing fiscal discipline.

VVOOTTEE

31.  ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, 
CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
AND RELATED REPORTS OF CERTAIN 
TYPES OF UNDERTAKINGS

See item 19

VVOOTTEE

32.  AMENDMENT OF DIRECTIVE 
2004/109/EC ON THE HARMONISATION OF 
TRANSPARENCY REQUIREMENTS IN 
RELATION TO INFORMATION ABOUT 
ISSUERS WHOSE SECURITIES ARE 
ADMITTED TO TRADING ON A REGULATED 
MARKET AND COMMISSION DIRECTIVE 
2007/14/EC

See item 20
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VVOOTTEE

33.  JURISDICTION AND THE RECOGNITION 
AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS IN 
CIVIL AND COMMERCIAL MATTERS 
(RECAST)

Procedure 2010/0383 (COD)
Basic doc COM(2010) 748 
Legal basis Articles 67(4) and 

81(2)(a), (c), and (e) 
TFEU

Rapporteur Tadeusz ZWIEFKA
Administrator respons. Robert Bray 

Alexander Keys
Opinion Comm./
rapporteur

EMPL/Evelyn Regner 

Draft Report 11/07/11

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 24/05/11, 11/07/11, 
10/10/11

Deadline for amend. 5/10/11
Exam of amend. 21/11/2011
Vote of general mandate 31.05.2012
JURI vote tbd
Plenary vote tbd

Parliament adopted a resolution on the 
implementation and review of the Brussels 
Regulation on 7 September 2010 on the basis 
of a report drawn up in this committee3 on 29 
June 2010. 

The Commission's intention is to repeal the 
Brussels Regulation (Regulation (EC) No. 
44/2001 on jurisdiction and the recognition 
and enforcement of judgments in civil and 
commercial matters4) and replace it by a 
recast version.  That regulation lays down 
detailed rules on which courts have 
jurisdiction in civil and commercial disputes 
and on the recognition and enforcement of 
judgments from other Member States.  It is 
generally regarded as being a great success in 
so far as it has promoted the free movement of 
judgments, increased legal certainty and 
enabled parallel proceedings to be avoided. 

In view of the progress made in Council on the 
regulation, the rapporteur, Tadeusz Zwiefka, is 

                                               
3 A7-0219/2010.
4 OJ,16.1.2001, L12, p. 1.

asking the committee to confer a mandate 
upon him to start negotiations with the 
Council with a view to reaching a first-reading 
agreement.

VVOOTTEE
LLeeggaall bbaassiiss ((RRuullee 3377))

34.  PERMITTED USES OF ORPHAN WORKS

Procedure Rule 37
Rapporteur Axel VOSS
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead committee/
rapporteur

JURI/Lidia GERINGER DE 
OEDENBERG

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of a legal 
basis

31.05.2012

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012

See item 7 for the background to this dossier.

The legal bases proposed by the Commission 
for the above proposal were Articles 49 and 
56 TFEU together with 114 TFEU. 

In the context of trilogue negotiations, the 
Council took the position that the legal bases 
should be changed to Articles 53(1) and 62 
TFEU together with 114 TFEU, since the 
originally suggested legal bases did not 
include any explicit competence for the 
legislator to adopt legislative acts. This 
position was also supported by the 
Commission.

The rapporteur, Mrs Lidia Geringer de 
Oedenberg, therefore asked the Committee on 
Legal Affairs, pursuant to Rule 37(3) of the 
Rules of Procedure, to verify the legal bases of 
the proposal and the suggested alternative 
legal bases.



Number 5/2012-7L 19 Wednesday, 30.05.2012

VVOOTTEE
LLeeggaall bbaassiiss ((RRuullee 3377))

35.  IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BILATERAL 
SAFEGUARD CLAUSE AND THE 
STABILISATION MECHANISM FOR 
BANANAS OF THE ASSOCIATION 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE EU AND 
CENTRAL AMERICA

Procedure Rule 37 
Rapporteur Axel VOSS
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of a legal 
basis

31.5.2012

Adoption JURI 31.5.2012

The proposal for a regulation implementing 
the bilateral safeguard clause and the 
stabilisation mechanism for bananas of the 
EU-Central America Association Agreement 
was presented by the Commission on the basis 
of Article 207(2) TFEU and was accordingly 
submitted to Parliament under the ordinary 
legislative procedure. The Committee on 
International Trade (INTA) is currently 
considering the proposal.

By letter of 2 May 2012, INTA asked the 
Committee on Legal Affairs, pursuant to Rule 
37 of the Rules of Procedure, to give its 
opinion on the possibility of adding Article 
349 to Article 207(2) TFEU as a legal basis.

JURI will give its opinion at this meeting.

VVOOTTEE
LLeeggaall bbaassiiss ((RRuullee 3377))

36.  IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BILATERAL 
SAFEGUARD CLAUSE AND THE 
STABILISATION MECHANISM FOR 
BANANAS OF THE TRADE AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE EU AND COLOMBIA AND 
PERU

Procedure Rule 37 
Rapporteur Axel VOSS
Administrator respons. Susanne Knöfel

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of a legal 
basis

31.05.2012

Adoption JURI 31.05.2012

The proposal for a regulation implementing 
the bilateral safeguard clause and the 
stabilisation mechanism for bananas of the 
Trade Agreement between the European 
Union and Colombia and Peru was presented 
by the Commission on the basis of Article 
207(2) TFEU and was accordingly submitted 
to Parliament under the ordinary legislative 
procedure. The Committee on International 
Trade (INTA) is currently considering the 
proposal.

Two amendments adding Article 349 to Article 
207(2) TFEU as legal basis have been tabled in 
INTA. The proposal in question is largely 
parallel to the one implementing the bilateral 
safeguard clause and the stabilisation 
mechanism for bananas of the EU-Central 
America Association Agreement, where JURI, 
upon request from INTA, will be giving its 
opinion on the appropriateness of the legal 
basis or a change to it at this meeting (see item 
36 of the agenda).

JURI will thus give its opinion at this meeting 
also as regards the possibility to include 
Article 349 TFEU in the legal basis of this 
proposal.
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37.  18TH REPORT ON BETTER 
LEGISLATION - APPLICATION OF THE 
PRINCIPLES OF SUBSIDIARITY AND 
PROPORTIONALITY (2010)

Procedure 2011/2276(INI)
Basic docs COM(2011)0344,

COM(2011)0803
Rapporteur Sajjad KARIM
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Opinion AFCO/Evelyn Regner

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 25.01.2012
Consideration of draft 
report

31.05.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

June 2012

Adoption JURI July 2012
ADOPTION PLENARY September 2012

In the 18th annual report on better 
lawmaking, covering the year 2010, the 
Commission emphasises that decisions about 
whether to propose action at EU level 
(subsidiarity) and about the extent of any such 
action (proportionality) are fundamental to 
smart regulation, and sets out how these 
principles have been applied under Article 5 
TEU and Protocol (No 2) to the TFEU by the 
EU institutions and the national parliaments of 
the Member States.

The report for 2010 therefore follows on from 
last year's smart regulation communication 
(COM(2010)0543), on which Parliament 
pronounced itself in its resolution on the 
Better Lawmaking Report for 20095. While it 
welcomed the fact that the improvement of 
regulation in the EU had been lifted to a higher 
political level, and gave support to the new 
global approach to the whole policy cycle and 
evidence-based policy-making, Parliament 
nevertheless identified several areas where 
more action needs to be taken, notably 
concerning administrative burden reduction, 
gold plating and correlation tables. It also 
called for a new Interinstitutional Agreement 
on Better Law-making to be negotiated with 
the Council and the Commission.

Concerning the new mechanism introduced by 
the Lisbon Treaty for control by national 
parliaments of the principle of subsidiarity, 
the Commission reports that by the end of 
                                               
5 European Parliament resolution of 14 September 2011 on 
better legislation, subsidiarity and proportionality and smart 
regulation (P7_TA(2011)381).

2010 it had sent out 82 draft legislative 
proposals, falling under the Protocol, to which 
the mechanism applied and received 211 
opinions, 34 of which were reasoned opinions 
which raised subsidiarity concerns. There 
were more than one reasoned opinion for 5 
legislative proposals, but none reached the 
threshold for a "yellow card". It could also be 
noted that the Court of Justice has not yet 
annulled any measure for breach of 
subsidiarity.

On 23 November 2011, the Commission 
presented a report on minimising the 
regulatory burden for SMEs and adapting EU 
regulation to the needs of micro-enterprises 
(COM(2011)0803). Where a large company 
will on average spend one euro per employee 
to comply with a regulatory duty, a medium-
sized enterprise will spend four and a small 
business up to ten Euros. The Commission 
therefore proposes to strengthen the use of 
exemptions or specific, lighter legislative 
regimes for SMEs and micro-companies, and 
will work with Member States in order to 
minimise regulatory burdens when 
implementing EU legislation.

An exchange of views was held in January 
2012 with the participation of the 
Commission. In April 2012 a workshop was 
organised with the participation of the Danish 
Presidency.

At this meeting, the rapporteur will present 
his draft report and a deadline for 
amendments will be set.

38.  ACCESSION OF MOROCCO TO THE 1980 
HAGUE CONVENTION ON THE CIVIL 
ASPECTS OF INTERNATIONAL CHILD 
ABDUCTION

Procedures 2011/0441(NLE), 
2011/0443(NLE), 
2011/0444(NLE), 
2011/0447(NLE), 
2011/0448(NLE), 
2011/0450(NLE), 
2011/0451(NLE), 
2011/0452(NLE)

Basic documents COM(2011)0904, 
COM(2011)0908, 
COM(2011)0909, 
COM(2011)0911, 
COM(2011)0912, 
COM(2011)0915, 
COM(2011)0916, 
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COM(2011)0917
Legal basis Articles 81(3) and 218 

TFEU
Rapporteur Eva LICHTENBERGER
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Draft Reports 21.02.2012

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Deadline for amend. 02.04.2012
Adoption JURI tbd
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

Bei diesen Berichtsentwürfen geht es um die 
Zustimmung der Europäischen Union zum 
Beitritt von acht Staaten zur Haager 
Konvention von 1980 über die internationale 
Kindesentführung.

Bei diesen acht Staaten handelt es sich um 
Gabun, Andorra, die Seychellen, Russland, 
Albanien, Singapur, Marokko und Armenien.

Die Entscheidungsentwürfe fordern die 
Mitgliedstaaten auf, diese Beitritte zu 
akzeptieren, und somit das Inkrafttreten des 
Abkommen zwischen den acht Staaten und der 
Europäischen Union zu ermöglichen.

Die Abstimmung ist vertagt, da der Rat die 
Unionskompetenz in dieser Sache ablehnt.

In dieser Sitzung wird der Ausschuss die 
Einschätzung des Juristischen Dienstes des 
Parlaments zur Kompetenzfrage  debattieren.

––––––––––––

These draft reports concern the acceptance by 
the European Union of the accession of eight 
states to the 1980 Hague Convention on 
International Child Abduction.

These eight states are Gabon, Andorra, the
Seychelles, Russia, Albania, Singapore, 
Morocco and Armenia.

The draft decisions call on the Member States 
to accept these accessions, thereby allowing 
the convention to enter into force between the 
eight states and the European Union.

The votes are postponed as the Council is 
contesting the Union's competence.

At this meeting, the committee will hold a 
debate on the assessment of Parliament's 
Legal Service regarding the competency issue.

39.  CONSULAR PROTECTION FOR CITIZENS 
OF THE UNION ABROAD

Procedure 2011/0432(CNS)
Basic doc COM(2011)0881
Legal basis Article 23(2) TFEU
Rapporteur Tadeusz ZWIEFKA
Administrator respons. Alexander Keys
Lead Comm./rapporteur LIBE/Edit Bauer

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Exchange of views 27.03.2012
Draft opinion 31.05.2012
Deadline for amend. 15.06.2012
Adoption JURI 19.06.2012
Adoption Lead Comm. tbd
ADOPTION PLENARY tbd

This Commission proposal is of considerable 
importance for EU citizens. EU citizens travel 
and reside across the world. However, no 
Member State is represented in all third 
countries. Many Member States – particularly 
smaller Member States – have relatively few 
consulates.

This is why the Charter of Fundamental Rights 
(Article 46) gives EU nationals the right to 
consular protection from other Member States 
where their own Member State is not 
represented in the place where they need 
protection.

This proposal for a Council regulation replaces 
and modernises Decision 95/553/EC, going 
further in encouraging consular cooperation 
between Member States' diplomatic services.

The proposal bears considerable scope for 
savings. For example, it provides for the 
possibility of appointing a 'lead Member State' 
which will coordinate consular work in a 
specific third country. This synergy means 
that, by working together, Member States can 
achieve savings – the lead Member State will 
be able to take on work previously done 
separately by each consulate.

Ultimately, the proposed directive could 
create the scope for slimming down the 
consular part of national diplomatic services.

At this meeting, the rapporteur will present 
his draft opinion, which is broadly supportive 
of the Commission proposal.
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40.  THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF 
SHALE GAS AND SHALE OIL EXTRACTION 
ACTIVITIES

Procedure 2011/2308(INI)
Basic doc COM(2011)0885
Rapporteur for opinion Eva LICHTENBERGER
Administrator respons. Magnus Nordanskog
Lead Comm./rapporteur ENVI/Bogusław Sonik
Opinion DEVE/ Catherine Grèze 

PRELIMINARY TIMETABLE

Consideration of draft 
report

31.05.2012

Deadline for 
amendments

 01 .06.2012, 12.00

Adoption JURI 19.06.2012
Adoption lead 
committee

July 2012

ADOPTION PLENARY September 2012

In the Commission`s Energy Roadmap 2050 
(COM(2011)0885) shale gas and other 
unconventional gas sources are described as 
potential important new sources of supply in 
or around Europe and critical for the 
transformation of the energy system by 
helping to reduce emissions until at least 2030 
or 2035. A number of Member States have 
therefore permitted shale gas exploration and 
are preparing for extraction if discoveries 
allow.

In its draft report, the Committee on 
Environment, Public Health and Food Safety 
stresses the importance of monitoring 
worldwide regulatory regimes and practices, 
and to recognise and address concerns about 
the environmental effects of shale gas and 
shale oil extraction, in particular the potential 
consumption of large volumes of water, the 
potential chemical pollution of groundwater 
bodies, especially of drinking water, the 
treatment of waste water and risks to surface 
waters, the storage of waste drill cuttings, site-
specific impacts, seismic effects, and the 
possible implications for greenhouse gas 
(GHG) emissions. The draft report also 
emphasises that no human activity can be 
wholly risk-free and that the aim of regulation 
in this area must be to minimise 
environmental impact and strike a reasonable 
balance in the light of science, statistical data 
and of a full consideration of the risks and 
rewards.

In her draft opinion, the rapporteur Mrs 
Lichtenberger notes that shale gas exploration 
and extraction are covered by several pieces of 

EU environmental legislation, and therefore 
calls on the Commission to bring forward 
proposals to ensure that existing Directives 
would cover the specificities of shale gas 
exploration and extraction, require 
compulsory financial security or insurance to 
cover environmental damage, and made 
subject to the requirements regarding Best 
Available Techniques. She also asks the 
Commission to issue guidance, without delay, 
on the establishment of both the baseline 
water monitoring data necessary for an 
environmental impact assessment of shale gas 
exploration and extraction and the criteria to 
be used for assessing the impacts of hydraulic 
fracturing.

At this meeting, Mrs Lichtenberger will 
present her draft report and an exchange of 
views will take place.

41.  RULE 38A: SUBSIDIARITY:

Since 25 April 2012 Parliament has 
received the following reasoned opinions 
from National Parliaments raising 
concerns about subsidiarity:

Reasoned opinion
by the Austrian Parliament on the proposal for a 
Directive of the European Parliament and of the 
Council relating to the transparency of measures 
regulating the prices of medicinal products for human 
use and their inclusion in the scope of public health 
insurance systems
(COM(2012)0084 –C7-0056/2012– 2012/0035(COD))
by the Luxembourg Chamber of Deputies on the 
proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament 
and of the Council relating to the transparency of 
measures regulating the prices of medicinal products 
for human use and their inclusion in the scope of 
public health insurance systems
(COM(2012)0084 –C7-0056/2012– 2012/0035(COD))
by the Danish Parliament on the proposal for a Council 
Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Swedish Parliament on the proposal for a 
Council Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Belgian Chamber of Representatives on the 
proposal for a Council Regulation on the exercise of 
the right to take collective action within the context of 
the freedom of establishment and the freedom to 
provide services

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meps/en/28299.html
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meps/en/96745.html
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(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Finnish Parliament on the proposal for a 
Council Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the French Senate on the proposal for a Council 
Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Luxembourg Chamber of Deputies on the 
proposal for a Council Regulation on the exercise of 
the right to take collective action within the context of 
the freedom of establishment and the freedom to 
provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Latvian Parliament on the proposal for a 
Council Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Maltese Parliament on the proposal for a 
Council Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Netherlands House of Representatives on the 
proposal for a Council Regulation on the exercise of 
the right to take collective action within the context of 
the freedom of establishment and the freedom to 
provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Polish Diet on the proposal for a Council 
Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))
by the Portuguese Parliament on the proposal for a 
Council Regulation on the exercise of the right to take 
collective action within the context of the freedom of 
establishment and the freedom to provide services
(COM(2012)0130 – 2012/0064(APP))

42.  ANY OTHER BUSINESS:

43. DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING

Brussels

Monday 18 June 2012
3:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.

Tuesday 19 June 2012
9:00 a.m. to 12:30 a.m.

The library website provides direct access to many documents and sources related to the work of the 
JURI committee:

 Legal affairs policy area page

 Case law portal

 Upcoming conferences and seminars

 Useful databases

To learn more about the use of these pages and databases, register for a training.
In addition a team of information specialists is always available to help you with specific requests. Do 
not hesitate to ask the library.

****

LIBRARY NEWS

http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/search.form?src=0
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/policyAreaPosts.form?policyAreaId=23
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/rep/05-LegalandInstitutionalaffairs/05-02-LegalAffairs/Case-law/lega-page-intro.htm
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/policyAreaPostDetail.form?selectedCategoryId=103&postId=29825&policyAreaId=23
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/cmsContent.form?pageId=104
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/infosession.form
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/site/ems.form
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Annex I

Programme for the public hearing 

"Legal aspects of public procurement and procurement by entities operating in 
the water, energy, transport and postal services sectors"

Brussels - 30.5.2012 - Room ASP 1G2

09.00 - 09.05 Opening by Klaus-Heiner Lehne - Chair of the Committee on Legal Affairs

09.05 - 09.50 Public Procurement and Procurement by entities operating in the water, energy, 
transport and postal services sectors - Legal aspects of the new proposal 

 The contracting authority perspective

09.05 - 09.10 Ms. Martina Beneventi, Director of the Legal Service, Italian Public 
Procurement Agency

 The local authorities perspective

09.10 - 09.15 Ms. Eva Sveman, Swedish Association of Local Authorities and 
Regions

 The trade unions perspective

09.15 - 09.20 Ms. Kathleen Walker-Shaw, European Officer, GMB - Britain's 
General Union

 The specific sector perspective

09.20 - 09.25 Ms. Alessandra Fratini, PostEurop, Public Procurement WG Chair

09.25 - 09.50 Q & A

09.50 - 10.00 Summing up by the Rapporteur for Opinion on Public Procurement and 
Procurement by entities operating in the water, energy, transport and postal services 
sectors: Giuseppe Gargani.
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Annex II

Directorate-General for Internal Policies
Directorate C - Citizens' Rights and Constitutional Affairs

Workshop on Common European Sales Law (CESL)
Committee on Legal Affairs 

31st May 2012
9.00 - 10.30

Room ASP1G2, European Parliament, Brussels

Opening remarks by Klaus-Heiner Lehne MEP and Luigi Berlinguer MEP
Co-Rapporteurs on the proposal for a Regulation on CESL

9.10- 9.25 An overview of unfair contract terms provisions in B2C relations
Mr Martijn HESSELINK, University of Amsterdam, Netherlands

9.25 - 9.40 Unfair contract terms in B2C relations: a viewpoint from consumers
Ms Ursula PACHL, BEUC

9.40 - 9.55 Unfair contract terms in B2C and B2B relations: a viewpoint from industry
Ms Tiziana POMPEI, UnionCamere, Italy

9.55 - 10.10 Unfair contract terms in B2B relations: a practitioner's viewpoint
Mr Gerard Patrick McMEEL, Guildhall Chambers, United Kingdom

Q&A and concluding remarks 
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