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FROM THE DESK OF THE RAPPORTEUR
As our Chairperson wants it, PJ devotes the first page to the Ms. Adina-

Iona Vălean MEP , Rapporteur of the Report on “EU citizenship and
ways to remove the obstacles to the full exploitation of its associated

rights”. We reserved the same treatment to Mr. Carlos Iturgaíz-Angulo MEP
and we will do so every time a Report based on Petitions goes to Plenary and
receives the approval of the House. Ms. Vălean MEP is a very focused and
incisive political actor and she proved it over and over again through the
preparation of this long, detailed Report. She was able to take on board many
different political inputs and by dovetailing them, succeded in earning a very
horizontal respect and approval. PETI Journal, having had the chance to ex-
change views with her several times since its inception, is not surprised in the
least to see her political endeavours gaining momentum, and her persona to
stand tall. We caught up with her in-between sessions, on three different oc-
casions, and what follows is the very essence of our conversations. It is hoped
you find it as interesting as we did, and the editorial board surely welcomes
feedbacks and reactions to it, either through emails or on our social-media
channels.

PJ: Congratulations on the successful adoption of your report. From the de-
bate in plenary and from the path the report went through in PETI, it is clear
that you had to do a lot of work building a broad consensus and taking differ-
ent sensitivities to merge as seamlessly as possible. How did you manage it?
Vălean MEP: I am very happy with the outcome of the report and the support

I had from all the political groups. Yes, it was not an easy task to achieve a compromise but in the
end I managed to get on board all the important issues I was fighting for. Let's not forget that the
Citizenship report touched upon sensitive issues, such as mutual recognition of civil status doc-
uments and their effects, discrimination against certain minority groups, as well as transitional
arrangements which limit the access to labour market to Romania and Bulgaria. I am particularly
proud that the amendment I tabled calling to the Member States to ensure freedom of movement
for all EU citizens and their families, without discrimination on grounds of their sexual orientation
or nationality was adopted with a large majority. After many weeks of negotiations and many
meetings with the shadow rapporteurs, we managed to reach consensus and pass an important
message: the Citizenship report is based on the petitions received from our citizens, and their
rights should be respected by all, no matter the political family we Members belong to or the
country we come from.

PJ: Could you briefly outline what you think are the most powerful proposals to promote EU citizenship? And what are the main obstacles
to it?
Vălean MEP: One of the recurring problems with the enforcement of European citizens' rights is the lack of awareness of the existence
of those rights and what they entail. The 2010 Eurobarometer survey showed that only 42% of Europeans know their rights, while the
special Eurobarometer 2011 revealed that 85% of Europeans lack sufficient information about the Charter of Fundamental Rights! A Cit-
izens' Europe – a Europe for and by the people – will only be successful when we ensure that people can exercise their rights, in full
knowledge of what those rights are and how to benefit from them. In this context, I welcome the Commission's proposal to declare 2013
as the "European Year of Citizens", aiming at enhancing awareness of their rights and advantages attached to the Union citizenship. I
salute the establishment of the physical and online one-stop shop, "Your Europe", for citizens seeking advice or redress. Along with Europe
Direct and Solvit, should help citizens better understand their rights. However I feel these services are not properly promoted, and therefore
more work needs to be done in this direction. Over the last years, an increasing number of petitions have been registered with respect to

continues on page 2

“I believe that the
right to petition is under-
used ... and I salute the

decision taken by the Eu-
ropean Parliament to de-

velop a more user-friendly
petitions portal ... to facili-
tate access for citizens to

the petitions process”

Ms. Adina Ioana Vălean MEP

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
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problems encountered by EU citizens who exercise their right to
free movement, accounting for approximately 25% of the total num-
ber of petitions received. Although some progress has been
achieved, following the adoption of my report on the Application
of the free movement Directive, and the publication of the Com-
mission's guidelines for implementation of the free movement di-
rective, numerous petitions bear witness to the fact that there are
still many problems related to the implementation of the directive.
There is a large gap between the expectations of citizens who in-
creasingly take free movement for granted expecting the spirit of
the Treaty and the legislation to be respected, and the practice of
national authorities persisting more on the conditions and excep-
tions! To achieve effective free movement, as well as EU citizen-
ship, Member States need to be pushed to do it, to change their laws
and administrative practices. And here the Committee on Petitions
can play an important role, by asking the European Commission to
conduct investigations, by requesting the national or local authori-
ties in Member States additional information, and by organizing
fact-finding visits in those Member States in breach of EU law, and
therefore putting extra pressure on the authorities to solve the prob-
lem. 

PJ: The Committee on Petitions can sometimes help, and it does in-
deed, citizens that lament some of the most flagrant breaches of EU
legislation or Fundamental Rights, as enshrined by the Charter. For
this very reason PETI is seen to act as some kind of front-office for
the EU citizen. How do you think its role could be enhanced?
Vălean MEP: Every citizen has the right to address a petition to
the European Parliament on a matter that "is within the Commu-
nity's fields of activity and which affects him, her or it directly."
The advantage of addressing a petition is that the procedure is free,
transparent, open to the public at all stages, and often effective in
removing barriers to the exercise of European rights. However, in
order to be more effective, citizens should be more aware of the
grounds on which they can submit a petition. In this direction, I
salute the decision taken by the European Parliament to develop a
more user-friendly petitions portal on its website, which will facil-

itate access for citizens to the petitions process, and provide them
with information on other forms of redress available at European
and national level. I also believe that the European Parliament,
through its offices in the Member States, should organise informa-
tion campaigns on the right to petition. I believe that the right to pe-
tition is underused and that it is better known in some countries than
the others. For example, German citizens continue to submit the
highest number of petitions, followed by Spanish and Italian peti-
tioners while the petitions received from Greece and Bulgaria are
substantially less. I don't think that the citizens of these latter coun-
tries come across less breaches of fundamental rights. It is more
likely that they don't signal those breaches to us because of a lack
of information about the right to petition.

PJ: How do you and the Petitions Committee intend to follow up
on the recommendations of this Report. Do you envisage the Com-
mission to take on board some or all of the suggestions put forward
by this Report? And how would you want to see them implemented
on a practical level?
Vălean MEP: Many of the recommendations put forward by the
"Citizenship" report are already on the table of the European Com-
mission, who already identified 25 proposals for short- and
medium-term initiatives to tackle the obstacles to citizens' enjoy-
ment of their rights. Modernising the current rules for the protection
of consumers buying package travel, facilitating easier access to
cross-border healthcare, facilitation of the free circulation of civil
status documents are just a few examples of proposals that will take
the shape of legislative instruments by the end of 2013. The PETI
Committee will give its opinion on most of these legislative pro-
posals, so we will be able to bring our input in order to shape the
legislation in the best interest of our citizens. However, a gap still
remains between the applicable legal rules and the reality con-
fronting citizens in their daily lives. We are not lacking European
legislation, but proper implementation of the legislation. All the
tools are in place, we just need action now. And we shall certainly
push for this.

continuing from page 1
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This column communicates the ongoing activities of the Committee and its members and gives the interested observer a sort
of strategic commentary on the activities related to the work we do on behalf of the citizens and residents of the European
Union. In the previous issues we have pointed to the extent which citizens are able, in many cases, to become directly involved

in Committee meetings to present their petition, and each edition of
PJ highlights such involvement, emphasising the Parliament's en-
gagement on their behalf.

Yet of course, not all activity takes place in the spotlight of
public meetings, and indeed most of the work is done very
much out of view - the research and investigation, the plan-

ning, the negotiations, the drafting, and the interaction with many
petitioners and interested parties who do not appear necessarily at
the meetings of the Committee itself. Adina Vălean's interview de-
scribes how much members from the various political groups meet
to refine and improve their proposals and negotiate amendments to
reports, under the impulsion of the Committee Rapporteur, in order
to achieve as broadly based a majority as possible, on the key issues
facing Europe today.

It has been in this context that in recent weeks the Committee
Chairman has been actively engaged, with the colleagues from
her political group and with the other groups, in ensuring that

Parliament's role under the terms of the Regulation on the European Citizens' Initiative (ECI) will ensure a level playing field when
it comes to the organisation of "Public Hearings" during which the organisers of successful initiatives present their case to the Par-
liament. The Petitions Committee was united behind its Chairman, Erminia Mazzoni, in her efforts to ensure that the plenary
session adopted new rules based upon her amendments. It did so by a resounding majority in the May plenary in Strasbourg. As
soon as the European Commission (EC), to which each ECI must be addressed1, formally acknowledges that the one million signa-
tures from several member states has been achieved, the Parliament must proceed to the organisation of a Public Hearing. The new
rule change stipulates how that must be done when the first hearings are organised, no doubt from early next year.

The Committee Coordinators have been discussing with the Chairman in more detail how the rule changes would work in prac-
tice and will be seeking to ensure that the role of all participants is fully respected. For each public hearing a specific role is
attributed to the Vice-President of the European Parliament responsible, Mr Giorgios Papastamkos, to the legislative com-

mittee responsible for the subject at issue which is designated as the lead committee, and to the Petitions Committee which has a
permanent place for each hearing. In addition to the European Commission, which must be represented at a high level, other insti-
tutions and bodies of the Union such as the Committee of Regions, and the Economic and Social Committee, may also participate.
It is the intention of the Petitions Committee to provide a single point of contact, in close liaison with the Vice-President and all
actors involved, and ensure the regular functioning of the hearings. Better public visibility and scrutiny is to be ensured as a result.

David Lowe

1: Note that the ECI procedure is quite distinct from the Petitions procedure - all petitions should be addressed to the European Parliament of course.

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: Head of Unit -- Mr. David Lowe

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
http://www.ombudsman.europa.eu
http://www.ombudsman.europa.eu
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Next Committee’s Meeting
The Committee on Petitions’ next meeting will take place on:

Tuesday, 19 June, 09h00 - 12h30
Tuesday, 19 June, 15h00 - 18h30

The meeting will be held in room ASP A3G-2 (3rd Floor) of the “Altiero SPinelli” (ASP) building.

Highlights from the April Meeting

The schedule of the monthly meetings
provided for a rather intense period
concerned with very challenging

Agendas: carefully studied, wisely assem-
bled and always thought-provoking. When
Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP -- Chair-
woman of the Petitions Committee --
opened the April meeting up, she provided
the Members and the audience with a quick
summary of the main points that would be
debated. Cordial but sober felicitations were

extended to the Commit-
tee’s Vice-President Ms.
Elena Băsescu MEP, as
it was made known that it
was her birthday and,
without much ado the As-
sembly started plucking
the items on the Agenda
of the Meeting.

First two points to
be debated were
both Opinions: the

first one was on Water (Rapporteur: Niko-
laos Chountis) while the latter dealt with
the 20 main concerns  of European citi-
zens and businesses (Rapporteur: Simon
Busuttil). They were both very well-
adopted, showcasing again the excellent
work put forth by the Members, the groups
and the secretariat. As old habits want,
PETI Journal would like to congratulate

both Mr. Chountis
MEP (which unfortu-
nately could not pres-
ent but excused himself
before the meeting)
and Mr. Busuttil MEP,
while at the same time
stressing how happy it
is to see voting ses-
sions illustrate the full
depth of the extensive
work logged in.

Soon after voting time, the Committee intently listened to Mr.
Gilles Chichester MEP introducing the excellent work
which is producing a very articulate and informative Annual

Report on the Activities of the Committee on Petitions. "To assist
and facilitate citizens in the petitions process and to promote and
defend citizens´ fundamental rights", stated Mr. Chichester MEP,
is the mission of the Committee on Petitions of the European Par-
liament and the numbers, and activities, put in place seem to point

in that direction. Ms. Auken
MEP, Mr. Wieland MEP, Ms.
Băsescu MEP and all the other
speakers were all very happy with
the results reached and provided
very relevant feedback that Mr.
Chichester MEP, in his typical
fashion, took note of and prom-
ised to take on board to provide
the largest possible identification
of the Members with the resulting
Report. The representative of the
European Commission, Mr.
William Floyd, equally satisfied
with the report, spared a few nice

and supportive words on all the outreach activities put forth by the
Committee on Petitions and hoped to see the same outreaching
spirit engendering the Annual Report, thus portraying the Commit-

tee it in a more lively way. This
obviously set off a rather amusing
exchange between the two Eng-
lishmen and sealed on a cheerful
note this very fruitful exchange of
views.

Another moment for trad-
ing views was provided
by points #8 and #9 of

the Agenda of the Meeting,
where the Rapporteur Ms. Mar-
grete Auken MEP introduced the work she is logging in towards
the Opinion on the Law of Administrative Procedure of the Eu-
ropean Union. Here. Once again, the Members of the Committee
showed how fruitful their cooperation can be and how consensus
can be strongly obtained across the table, when efforts to leave na-
tional politics and Agendas on the side are being put in place.

Point #9, closed the tri-fecta of debates about Opinions and
Reports on a particularly fitting and propositive note. The
Agenda of the Meeting would swiftly give the floor to a se-

ries of petitions about "Animal Welfare" and the Opinion by Rap-
porteur Mr. Victor Boştinaru MEP deals precisely with the need
for a "European Union Strategy for the Protection and Welfare
of Animals". The debate was constructive and dedicatedly followed

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Triantaphyllides, Mr. Busuttil
Responsible Administrators: Mr. Pinto (Opinion Chountis); Mr. Mussa (Opinion Busuttil)
download the relevant files

Mr. William Floyd

Mr. Gilles Chichester MEP

Mr. Lowe (HoU) and Ms. Mazzoni MEP (President)

Mr. Simon Busuttil MEP

an instant of the voting session

http://bit.ly/If8JFO
http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
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PETI Journal

by all the people in the meeting
room thus allowing the excellent
work to shine forth as common po-
sitions across the full political
gamut were explored and stricken.

Amendments dates were then announced for the two Opinions and
they will be considered and voted on respectively in the June and
May meetings.

Points #10; 11; 12; 13 comprised 6 petitions denouncing
soulless mistreatment of animals, as far as all of these pe-
titions are concerned, in the domain of pets and stray ani-

mals (mostly dealing with cats and dogs therefore). The
petitioners in attendance had a chance to state their cases and so
Mr. Massimo Pradella -- President of the Organization for An-
imal Protection -- for petition 1321/2011 and bearing 112.000
signatures; and Mr. Hans Joachim Richter for petition 1274/2011
(a petition that was also covered in our of our early "Part & Par-
cel" columns) took full advantage of that and provided images
and stories that were able to open up the collective conscience
and provide that emotional stimulus that the French philosopher
Blaise Pascal would call "the reasons of the heart". When the
European Commission representative, in turn, had the floor, al-
though providing emotional empathy, went on to enumerate rea-
sons and rationale behind what is perceived as a lack of proper
reaction. To a committed and hungry heart, all the reasons given
seemed a bit flimsy and makeshift, to say the least. Members,
corroborated by the vibrant atmosphere, rose to the occasion and
starting with the President of the Committee -- Ms. Erminia Maz-
zoni MEP -- decided that the issue would warrant decisive ac-
tions. PJ will skip the extensive discussion in favor of a more

general view which saw,
amongst other Members,
Mr. Zanoni MEP, Ms.
Auken MEP and Mr. Jahr
MEP pushing for a Mo-
tion for a Resolution
(Rule 202 of the Parlia-
mentary Rules of Proce-
dure) that would take the
heat, the burning questions
and the sense of urgency
straight to the Plenary floor
for the Parliament to pro-
vide a jolt of motivation
and purpose to the Euro-
pean Commission to act upon. PJ, taking full advantage of edi-
torial schedules, can also report that in the May meeting, the
Coordinators did decide to promote a joint-debate in Plenary,
foreseen for July, with the Report drawn up by the AGRI Com-
mittee on the same issue and this goes to show once again the
enormous amount of commitment with which Members imbue
their discussions.

After the Coordinators meeting and a quick break for lunch,
Members reassembled and the afternoon session started with
point #16 of the Agenda of the Meeting. Two petitions were in-
troduced, 886/2011 by a Bulgarian national and 1378/2011 by a
Polish citizen and both dealt with the rather momentuous issue
of "shale gas exploration and exploitment". The debate was rather
poignant and the petitioner -- Mr. Dimov -- came in the good
company of whilom Member of the Committee on Petitions and
former MEP -- Ms. Dushana Zdravkova. Shale gas, it should
be mentioned by PJ, is one very controversial issue because on
one hand it seems to provide greater energy independence to am-

bitious countries that have no oil reserves (as is the case with
other Member-States whose position seem to be largely favorable
to this kind of exploitation) while on the other it comes with a
series of risks, still needing to be thoroughly and independently
assessed, for earth micro-tremors (a/k/a micro-tectonics), possi-
bly caused by the sheer activity of fracking, and the potential
harm to water sources due to the powerful blend of chemicals,
some of them still classified in nature, needed to be injected into
the rocks to spur gas-producing activity. While Ms. Zdravkova
did explain that thes ectaivities in Bulgaria were forecast in an
area considered the "granary of Bulgaria", thereby highlighting

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Zanoni, Ms. Băsescu, Ms. Miranda
Responsible Administrators: Mr. Mussa (825/2011); Ms. Chioti (1613/2010, 1321/2011,
1274/2011); Ms. Sandu (595/2011, 1234/2011)
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

In a nutshell
Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Chichester, Ms. Auken, Mr. Wieland, Ms. Băsescu,
Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Taylor
Responsible Administrators: Ms. Leffler-Roth (Annual Report); Mr. Mussa (Opin-
ion on EU Administrative Law); Ms. Chioti (Opinion on Welfare of Animals)
download the relevant files

Mr. Andrea Zanoni MEP

Mr. Victor Boştinaru MEP

l to r: Mr. Keith Taylor MEP, Ms. Ana Miranda MEP, Ms. Margrete Auken MEP, Mr. Massimo Pradella, Mr. Hans Joachim Richter

http://bit.ly/If8JFO
http://bit.ly/If8JFO
http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
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Highlights April ... continued

The 17th point on the Agenda of the Meeting, it was reck-
oned, would have provided a generous amount of heated
debate as it was always the case when States, allegedly,

decide, over an ethnic minority. In addition, the theme of the two
bundled petitions (358/2011 and 942/2011 both proposed by a
Polish national) was the Polish minority’s language and education
rights in Lithuania, two notorious competences of Member-States
... until one frames the whole issue within the guiding light of the
"Charter of Fundamental Rights". The Committee always
makes the case, opposing vehemently and for a reason the strictly
legalistic approach of the European Commission, that although
Art. 51 of the Charter is usually invoked to assume a more Pon-
tius Pilate-like approach, the Members of the Committee on Pe-
titions thanks to their high-level of engagement, always call upon
the combined prescription of Art. 2 and Art. 7 of the Treaty on
European Union (TEU) to take amore actively political stance.
This rather straightforward, though forceful, approach was also
a key-recommendation stemming from various European experts
during the supremely insightful Hearing on the Charter of Fun-
damental Rights jointly organized in October 2011 by DGJUS-
TICE of the European Commission and PETI. That is exactly
the angle invoked by Mr. Snarski, one of the petitioners in at-
tendance to express the case. His allegations towards the Lithuan-
ian Government are serious and relate to the fundamental values

that the European Union is based upon. Particularly poignant
were the contributions by Mr. Snarski himself and by Mr.
Krzystof Drzewicki
(Minister-Counsellor
at the Polish Ministry
of Foreign Affairs).
Less inspiring, for
many reasons, was the
contribution to the de-
bate by the representa-
tive of the European
Commission whom, as
foreseen, washed its
hands clean and very
emotional, though
from a different viewpoint was the account of Mr. Vytautas
Landsbergis MEP, fellow-Member of the European Parliament
and he himself one of the noble fathers of the Lithuanian Repub-
lic. When the Members of the Committee exchanged views and
added to the debate, the energy of their views, beliefs and visions
became very tangible. Many of them provided meaningful con-
tributions and PJ decided that the interventions were so many
that we won´t name any here. They all moved the debate forward,
though the problems that were outlined are now left for the Eu-

the criticality of the issue, she also said that
a moratorium has been issued and it is of the
utmost importance that the debate would
move forward, looking for independent sci-
entific evidence that woudl provide Bulgaria
and Europe in general to assess once and for
all, the degree of adoption of this new re-
source within the Union itself. The European
Commission representative took the easy

way out
from the heated discussion, stat-
ing that they wrote to the Bulgar-
ian government and only
recently received a reply which
they are therefore assessing in
the light of the "Environmental
Impact Assessment Directive".
The petitioners, however, and the
Members of the Committee

themselves hoped for a more conclusive,
comprehensive position, allowing to assess
the issue in Bulgaria but also providing an
answer to the general scenario. When the
Members had their chance to voice their
concerns it became obvious that the issue
polarized the views and following a pro-
posal of Ms. Bélier MEP and Ms. Auken
MEP, it was decided to keep the petitions
open awaiting further information from the

European Commission and at the same time taking a proposal to
the Coordinators about the possible organization of a Hearing or
a Workshop on the issue, based on the petitions received and with
the participation of petitioners and representatives from the af-
fected communities in order to hear the true voice of the Mem-
bers´ main concern: the European citizen.

l to r: Mr. Tomasz Snarski, Mr. Vytautas Landsbergis MEP, Mr. Krzystof Drzewicki, Mr. Ryszard Antoni Legutko MEP

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken, Mr. Sonik, Ms. Kolarska-Bobińska, Ms. Bélier, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Boşti-
naru, Ms. Iotova
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth download the relevant files

In a nutshell

l to r: erstwhile MEP Ms. Zdravkova and Mr. Dimov

Ms. Sandrine Bélier MEP

Ms. Morkũnaitė-Mikulėnienė MEP

http://bit.ly/If8JFO
http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
http://www.flickr.com/photos/peti_eu/
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Highlights from the April/May Meeting

Petition 660/2011 by Ms. Anna Spyra, a Polish national,
enabled the proponent to state her case and advocate ve-
hemently, based on her personal story, a more advanced

and comprehensive, pan-European, fully trans-national, EU-wide
sets of standards for perinatal care. Ms. Spyra, accompanied by
Ms. Mader, demanded the implementation of maternal and new-
born standards of care and the discussion did not go unnoticed.
The issue was given careful attention by the Members of the
Committee on Petitions whom as finely-attuned politicians and
political men, tout court, connected the dots and realized how
much does this issue mean to millions of mothers and families
across Europe. PJ is delighted to inform our readers that the Com-

mittee decided to keep
the petition open
while receiving a more
comprehensive review
by the relevant serv-
ices. We are also very
glad to provide our
readers with the link to
watch this debate, for
the inquiring minds,
http://bit.ly/NuUb95

After an unusually short break, the Committee on Peti-
tions reconvened on May 8 for its meeting. The monthly
appointment proved trying but satisfying, as usual, and

witnessed a very complimentary, and unexpected thus all the
more enjoybale, speech by Commissioner Maroš Šefčovič. What
could PJ say about that without blushing remains to be seen and
the account will be touched upon in a short while. The morning
proceedings started with the Chairwoman -- Ms. Erminia Maz-
zoni MEP, wishing all the best, personally an on behalf of the
whole Committee and secretariat, to whilom PETI Member Ms.
Bairbre de Brún (a chat with PJ can be read in issue #5), an oth-
erwise very committed Member from the group GUE/NGL
whom for personal reasons decided to resign.

Right after that the Assembly moved right along to deal
with petition 1268/2010 by Mr. Cristóbal Aguado Laza
on behalf of the ASAJA Valencian Farmers´ Associa-

tion. The petitioner, who was in attendance, had a chance to elab-
orate and expand on the issues raised and took up the precious
occasion provided by the Committee on Petitions, to engage
both with the Members themselves and with the European
Commission´s representative. It is very important, PJ believes,
to highlight this occurrence because it is one of the most impor-
tant trademarks of the petitions process. Regardless of the at-
tained results, the chance for petitioners who attend the meeting

to present their cases and to
express their points of view
directly to the interested par-
ties lends always itself to
meaningful, dynamic debates
and sparks of problem-solv-
ing by the likes of the Com-
mittee´s Members. The case
at hand is no exception. On
one side the petitioner called for stricter rules governing plant
products from third countries and lamented the perceived uneven
application of the “import tolerance” principle (ex Regulation
396/2005). Mr. Aguado Laza did not stop there though and went
about enouncing the cases that, in his opinion, would warrant a
second careful look. The European Commission’s representative,
while thanking the petitioner for his account, could not help but
coming off a bit patronizing as sometimes it has been known to
be. The Members of the Committee putting on display again that
free-thinking spirit engendering them, decided that the petition
would be kept open while at the same time exerting a friendly
pressure on Commission’s own DGSANCO and DGAGRI,
whose Commissioners will soon receive a letter requesting more
substantiated information, in writing. The Members also decided
to request an Opinion to both TRADE’ and AGRI’s Parliamen-
tary Committees 

ropean Parliament to consider as the Committee decided to keep
the petition open while awaiting further information from the
European Commission, notably on possible action to undertake
on the basis of the many articles of the Treaties allegedly
breached by the Lithuanian government. PJ would also like to
record the very active participation of the petitioner on the social

media outlets of the Committee where he shared documents and
press-coverage of his debate. Sharing and fostering conversation is
certainly one of the Committee’s goals though, it does not signify
endorsement, by any mean. We thank Mr. Snarski for that and for
the possibility it provided us to set the record straight.

The April meeting ended with the secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of the European Com-
mission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except for points # 22; 40; 47;
53; 54 and 62 (the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Walesa, Mr. Landsbergis, Mr. Tomasevski,
Ms. Auken, Mr. Legutko, Ms. Vălean, Mr. Kalinowski, Ms. Morkunaitė,
Mr. Sonik, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Cashman
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

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

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Herranz García, Mr. Garcés Ramon, Mr. Iturgaíz, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Mr. Cristóbal Aguado Laza   (photo by E. Carrano)

Ms. Anna Spyra

http://bit.ly/IWxM0P
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http://bit.ly/If8JFO
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http://bit.ly/LaWlVI
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Highlights May ... continued

Point #5 of the
Agenda of the
Meeting deal

with petition 338/2010
which the Committee
knows very well for
having discussed it De-
cember 2011. The case
is concerned with the
alleged ruthless ex-
ploitation of water re-
sources (water
catchment facilities

and the sinking of natural wells, in particular) within the “Sierra
de Cazorla” wildlife park in Segura y las Villas, Jaén. The pe-
titioner was represented by Mr. Galvez Via who in no uncertain
terms stated that the Intitutions had failed to honor their commit-

ments and called upon the Committee on Petitions, and its Hon-
orable Members, to step in and provide momentum for much-
needed action. He then added that given the situation, that would
seem to include three different infringements on three different
Directives, and the fact that EU Institutions, by design, move on
a different speed than privates or even national governments, a
“cease and desist” order would be much welcome and probably
effective in contaning the on-going violation perpetrated to
Mother nature. The Members, all of them but with a strong lead-
ership of the Spanish ones, decided to keep the petition open and
to address a letter to both Commissioner Janez Potočnik -- mak-
ing sure he’d be aware that inaction, in this particular case, may
result in ulterior, severe environmental damage -- and to the An-
dalucia government and the Spanish Permanent Representa-
tive to the EU. The Committee will be very vigilant on this one
and committed itself to reassess the issue on a short-term basis
to evaluate the adopted strategy.

The following point on the Agenda of the Meeting, #6,
was linked to petition 1132/2009, by a Portuguese na-
tional, and it exposed what the proponent perceived as

nepostic, power-abusing behavior by the Portuguese authorities
in managing the funds allocated to a number of operational pro-
grammes within Portugal’s National Strategic Reference Net-
work (QREN). The petitioner, stating the case in a very clear and
urgent fashion, made sure to state that the EU Institutions should
feel duty-bound to, at the very least, investigate the allegations
and verify for themselves any potential wrongdoing in a field as
delicate as the (mis)handling of EU funds. The Members of the
Committee, for their part, felt galvanized to provide a thorough
assessment of the case, thus clearing any eventual doubts about
a proper management of public EU funds. Precisely for this rea-
son, Members felt rather appalled by the dismissive and vague

nature of the EC’s representative reply to the issue. More needs
to be done in the name and interest of the European citizen, the
President of the Committee stated towards the end of the discus-
sion, and it would be hoped that, especially at this critical time,
more commitment would be devoted to the handling of these
kinds of issues by the executive Commission. The Committee,
quite evidently, decided to keep the petition open while awaiting
more relevant and appropriate feedback by the European Com-
mission, especially in the interpretation of the case in the light
of “competition” and “regional policy” domains. Members also
decided that liaisoning with Portuguese authorities might help
this case to be put on the right track and it was therefore decided
to send a letter to the Portuguese Permanent Representation
to the EU to voice the Parliament’s concerns.

The rest of
the morn-
ing session

was concerned
with presentation
to the Assembly,
by the respctive
Rapporteurs, of
two Opinions and
a further exchange
of views on the
Report of the
Fact-Finding Visit
to Romania. The

first one was introduced by Ms. Norica Nicolai MEP on behalf
of Rapporteur Ms. Adina-Ioana Vălean MEP. The Opinion on
“establishing the ‘Rights and Citizenship Programme’ 2014-

2020” allowed the good work put forward so far to shine forth
and nurtured a particularly brilliant statement by Mr. Michael
Cashman MEP. The second Opinion, by Ms. Lidia Joanna
Geringer de Oedenberg MEP, on the “28th Annual Report on
Monitoring the application of European Union Law 2010” high-
lighted a very high standard of work and attention to details. The
Rapporteur focused on the “Charter of Fundamental Rights”
and the need for the Institutions to explain more effectively and
in a capillary fashion the Charter to the European citizen. Last
but not least, the debate on the Romania Fact-Finding Visit
(FFV) provided further stimuli and was adjourned to the Coor-
dinators Meeting, before seeking validation by the Assembly in
one of the Committee’s forthcoming meetings. It should also be
noted that while the Vălean Opinion is forecast for a July adop-
tion, the second one, by Ms. Geringer de Oedenberg, is fore-
seen to successfully reach the adoption stage in the course of the
June meeting.

continues on page 11

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Sosa Wagner, Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Auken, Mr.
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Mr. Rafael Galvez Via (photo by Eleonora Carrano)

Ms. Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg (photo by E. Carrano)

http://bit.ly/IWxM0P
http://bit.ly/IWxM0P
http://bit.ly/IWxM0P
http://bit.ly/LaWtoe
http://bit.ly/LaWtoe
http://bit.ly/LaWtoe


9PETI Journal

Meet the M.E.P.s

When PJ set
out to meet
with out-

standing Member and
long-time Vice-Presi-
dent of the European
Parliament Mr. Ed-
ward McMillan-
Scott, we knew that
the venture would not
be easy. He is, after
all, an extremely
committed MEP, a
Vice-President of the
European Parliament
and a staunch sup-
porter of human-
rights at home and
wherever they seem at

risk in our, sometimes cruel, terraqueous globe. Mr. McMillan-
Scott MEP, PETI Journal will not be the first nor the last to define
him this way, is a true iconoclast and some of the pictures that grace
this piece show that quite clearly we think. His love for truth,
human-rights and that sense of respect that human-beings should
always have for one another, coupled with his natural penchant for
an understated humour -- that typical trademark of Englishmen the
world over -- makes him a very informed, efficacious and entertain-
ing speaker of all things European. With these things in mind, PJ
was finally able to sit him down, figuratively that is, and spend
some time in his company, and what a jolly time it was. Frank in
his remarks but always keen to find common positions and exert
good judgement, we have greatly enjoyed the meeting and it is
hoped you can find it entertaing and informative too. Do not forget
to visit his webpage and Facebook profile, which are directly
linked to the pictures, and while you are at it do not overlook the
chance to come to PETI’s own webpage and
Facebook page for more news, comments
and mighty fine interaction.

PJ: What do you think of the right to petition
the European Parliament as a general and
fundamental principle included in the
treaties? Do you think its potential is fully
utilized or would you rather see things done
differently?
McMillan-Scott MEP: The right to petition
is a fundamental right for European citizens
and residents, and aids transparency of the
institutions. Not only this, but the petition
process helps the EU work more efficiently as it acts as a monitor
for problems experienced with the implementation and applica-
tion of community law. We're here in this Parliament as demo-
cratically elected representatives of our constituents, and it is vital
for the credibility of this House that we give the citizens a right
to be heard.

PJ: As a singular Committee, the Committee on Petitions also
employs singular tools. One of them is the possibility to run Fact-
Finding Visits (FFV), the instrument of choice to gather first-
hand evidence on many burning questions. What do you think
about them and how do you judge the new rules that have recently
come into force to regulate them?
McMillan-Scott MEP: Fact-finding visits are an integral part of

our work due to our closeness with the public. Unlike the other
committees, our stakeholders are the people living by the rules
that we in the Parliament implement, so these fact-finding visits
enable us to better understand the problems that we are presented
with during our meetings and to engage with the public on a per-
sonal level. The recent changes to the rules surrounding fact-find-
ing visits were approved by the Parliament's Bureau - of which I
am the only British member - after also going through the Con-
ference of Presidents, and they were made in line with cuts to the
2012-2013 EP budget.  The new rules mean there are a reduced
number of languages covered by interpreters as the costs were
huge, and assistants can no longer accompany their Members.
Given the financial crisis and austerity measures that so many of
our citizens are forced to live by, I don't think it is unreasonable
to make these changes in order to cut our costs.

PJ: Besides being a long-standing Member of the European Par-
liament, you are also a long-serving Member of the Bureau. How
is the crucial role of liaisoning with the European citizens seen
by the Presidency? Are the efforts of the Petitions´ Committee to
continually engage and serve the European citizenry properly as-
sessed by the Presidency?
McMillan-Scott MEP: It's very timely that you should ask this
question, because actually the activities of PETI have been much
ignored by the EP in previous years, but President Schulz set out
to the Bureau in the first month of his presidency that improving
the prominence of the committee is near the top of his agenda.
He recognises the importance of the committee and that, in pre-
vious years, it has not received the kind of attention it deserves,
particularly as the right to petition is clearly outlined in the Treaty.

PJ: Given that many petitions stem from original transposition
of EU legislation by the Member-Sates, and based on your ex-
tensive personal experience, would you have any advice to give

to the Member-States when it comes to
implementing EU law?
McMillan-Scott MEP: Yes, but I would
also aim this advice back at the EU: we
need better co-operation. Obviously the
EU can't intrude too much on the transpo-
sition of EU legislation in Member State
- it's impractical and wouldn't be welcome
at any rate - but we definitely need to im-
prove communication between the EU
and Member States, and that goes for re-
gions and local authorities too. In issues
such as the Ley de Costas and other prop-
erty issues, we see that different regions

have different practices, and while I'm by no means suggesting
that a country like Spain should homogenise its local authorities,
they must guarantee that each authority applies Union law in the
correct way, no matter how they go about it. This is the only way
we can assure our citizens' rights are protected.

PJ: Some of our readers might ignore that you have a vested in-
terest in one particular petition which deals with the seat of the
European Parliament. Would you care to sum up the state-of-play
for our readers?
McMillan-Scott MEP: Well in fact it's not only a vested interest
of mine, but I believe also it's a vested interest of EU citizens and
residents who expect a certain level of efficiency and common
sense in our work. I don't know how anyone can claim they are

Mr. Edward McMillan-Scott MEP chairing a Plenary

continues on page 10

Mr. Edward McMillan-Scott MEP in a PETI meeting
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using common sense when defending the two-seat arrangement,
which costs €180 million each year and 19,000 tonnes of CO2.
Fortunately the enforced silence on Strasbourg has been broken
due to a report called 'The Tale of Two Cities' commissioned by
the Brussels-Strasbourg Seat Study Group, and MEPs are finally
voicing their desire to exercise their right to decide on their own
working arrangements. The cause has steadily been gathering
more momentum, as we saw during the May mini-plenary vote
where three amendments to the 2010 discharge supporting a Sin-
gle Seat of the European Parliament were adopted. This would
have been unthinkable during the last mandate, but the Lisbon
Treaty has given us the possibility to make proper progress on
this issue. The petition that you refer to was collected by the One-
Seat campaign, and our PETI chair Erminia Mazzoni took the
initiative to bring this petition to light again as it was never
closed. President Schulz has confirmed that it can be resurrected
and we hope that soon we can give the views of 1.27 million cit-
izens the recognition that is so deserved and so overdue. Our end
goal is a resolution in the plenary which will then go to the Coun-
cil to be discussed - finally!

PJ: You are very vocal about your support for Fundamental
Rights, in general, and of kids in particular. The Petitions´ Com-
mittee, albeit not almighty, can do something about Fundamental
Rights and it is no coincidence that more and more petitions deal
precisely with that. How incisive do you think the Committee on
Petitions should be about this?
McMillan-Scott MEP: If anything I think it's our duty to be in-
cisive on fundamental rights. The right to petition is a fundamen-
tal right and so by default we must be incisive with all of the work
we do, whether this in turn deals with fundamental rights, or the
environment, or the internal market, or transport. We're the fore-
most committee dealing with the people, and it is because of this
we must be decisive, act quickly and ensure that no stone is left
unturned in our efforts to find an agreeable solution to petitions.
In my role as EP Vice-President responsible for Democracy and
Human Rights, I do tend to have more involvement in those is-

sues which come under the
category of 'fundamental
rights', particularly property
rights and children's rights
which are two of my key
areas of interest, and which
I'm often contacted about by
my constituents in Yorkshire
& Humber. I'm happy that
PETI continues to make

progress in these areas and am looking forward to working with
the working group on property rights, and also to the next steps
following the committee's fact-finding mission to Berlin to dis-
cuss the reproachable activities of the Jugendamt, which has a 90
year history of discriminating against non-German parents and
letting nationality come before the best interest of the child.

PJ: One last question we asked to our previous interviewee and
fellow English Member Mr. Cashman MEP. How hard it is to be
a Member of the European Parliament at a time that is marked
by a strong backlash to the European Union project in England?
McMillan-Scott MEP: As a strong pro-European I'm deeply
concerned about the growing euroscepticism in the UK. For once
I find myself agreeing with Peter Mandelson, former Labour cab-
inet minister and ex-EU Trade Commissioner, who recently said
that the "burden is now on the pro-Europeans to make the case".
I think that part of the reason that euroscepticism has been al-
lowed to run riot in the UK is because the pro-European lobby
has never been in a position where it has had to defend member-
ship to the EU; now there's talk debates and referendums in al-
most every mention of the EU in the UK, it's time for
pro-European complacency to end. By properly informing the
public of the benefits of the EU and the dire consequences for
the UK if it were to leave, we can expose David Cameron's Con-
servatives euroscepticism for what it is - unfounded and in the
best interests of the City, which has ripped off British taxpayers
and stripped savers of their assets for decades.

Mr. McMillan-Scott MEP’s Facebook profile pic

Schedule of Meetings 2012

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

continues from page 9

Meet the M.E.P.s

https://www.facebook.com/emcmillanscott


11 PETI Journal

Highlights May ... continued

Apalpable enthusiasm
was in the air for point
#13 of the Agenda of

the Meeting. Mr. Maroš Še-
fčovič, Vice-President of the Eu-
ropean Commission and
Commissioner for inter-insti-
tutional Relations and Admin-
istration, was in fact a guest of
honor in the Assembly and when
two heavy-weight, seasoned

politicians such as Mr. Šefčovič and Ms. Mazzoni MEP are, PETI

Journal would suggest, one would better be ready to savor every
single word and nuance as there is always more, much more, than
meets the eye. We were not surprised in the least to listen to Ms.
Mazzoni’s welcoming noted which though imbued with sincere
warmth and human touch called upon Mr. Šefčovič to provide a
precise commentary on a number of issues on Committee’s hands
that would greatly benefit from a frank answer by the relevant
Commissioner. Mr. Šefčovič, he himself a very skilled orator,

provided the
Members with
many insightful
remarks and, for
those willing to
look harder and
between the
lines, clues on
things to come.
The European-
school system
was touched
upon in a very

detailed way, and thanks to some punctual and clarifying question
from the Members. Mr. Šefčovič stated with no uncertainty that
the European Commission believes firmly in the quality of the
European-school project and that cuts, which may be inevitably

necessary given
the economic crisis
that EU is facing,
will be carefully
considered in order
to avoid any dis-
rupture to the aca-
demic program.
Providing his
thoughts as regards
the European Citi-
zens’ Initiative
(ECI), the Vice-
President was also very complimentary of the then-new article
published by President Mazzoni in the weekly newspaper “New
Europe” and of the general outreach strategy that the Committee
on Petitions pursues with vigor and spirit of service. That was
the time when, as one can imagine, PJ felt particularly proud of
its mission and reinvigorated to proceed further in the direction of
more inclusive communication tactics. The exchange was so frank,
interesting and complimentary that we cannot resist the temptation
of sharing many interesting items with you. While the Ms. Maz-
zoni’s article on “New Europe” can be found at bit.ly/JzfN1h, we
would also like to share her contributions to the London School of
Economics’ blog on European matters called EUROPP LSE.
There, at the following link you will be able to read our President’s
latest reflections on the ECI and what it means to the EU, to the
Committee on Petitions and to the European citizen
(bit.ly/L7l4Qd). The direct link to watch Vice-President Šefčovič
stating he is “very keen to see how PETI and ECI will complement
each other and improve communication with citizens” is available
at bit.ly/L7n5fa while a copy of his speech (always to be checked
against the actual delivery) is posted on bit.ly/IMCKy5. We remain
confident that long-lasting and highly-effective collaborations will
be put in place with Mr. Šefčovič and his team, as he showed the
kind of attention to the citizenry that is at the very heart of the
Petitions Committee’s own core mission.

With point #16 of the Agenda of the Meeting, we are
back into the familiar territory of very controversial
and timely issues capable of polarizing the public

opinion in many a Member-State, and often abroad as well.
Today’s case stems from petition 197/2012 by two Italian nation-
als: Mr. Francesco Saltini and Mr. Martino Tony Miele (both of
them in attendance). The Coordinators already deliberated that
the petition should be dealt with according to internal urgent pro-

cedures, thus warranting it momentum in the light of the very se-
rious consequences that a delayed handling may have meant. In
a nutshell, the petition is concerned with the urgent need for the
Lazio Regional government and the Rome Province Governor
and Mayor to find a solution in a timely manner to the waste-
management crisis about to hit the city of Rome and its surround-
ing area, following the exhaustion of the decades-old landfill of
Malagrotta. Finding a solution, the Committee and all of its

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Auken, Ms. Kinga-Göncz, Mr. Häfner, Mr. Becker
download the relevant files

In a nutshell

l to r: Mr. Giuseppe Pecoraro, Mr. Francesco Saltini, Mr. Claudio Vesselli, Mr. Guido Milana MEP (photos by Eleonora Carrano)
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Highlights May ... continued

Point #14 of the Agenda of the Meeting saw the Committee
taking a very successful vote on the Opinion on the “Eu-
ropean Strategy for the Protection and Welfare of An-

imals”. PJ, as it has now become customary, congratulates the
Rapporteur -- Mr. Victor Boştinaru MEP -- for the work that he

has been able to facilitate, effectively taking on-board different
views and different Agendas while providing a sense of urgency
and coherence to the adopted Opinion. We salute this kind of pos-
itive outcome and we wish we could congratulate every month,
possibly, oustanding Rapporteurs of the Committee on Petitions.

Member reckon, is not an easy feat however national authorities
have been known for some very creative “lateral thinking” which
every now and then results in what Shakespeare would certainly
call “questionable choices”. Here is, therefore, another mission
for those familiar faces and names who are part of the Committee
on Petitions roster and that in this case would help making rea-
soned choices regardless of the “spade of Damocles” represented
by the looming waste-refusla crisis which, for dimension and im-
portance of the city threatened, has the potential to be the mother
of all waste crisis. The Members know it and the President of the
Committee -- Ms. Mazzoni MEP -- tackled without hesitation
the issue inviting the petitioners to voice their concern at the
planned project. It called for a temporary landfill to be sited in
the proximity of the world-famous Hadrian Villa, a UNESCO-
protected world heritage site, in the village of Corcolle and with-
out considering, the petitioners alleged, both the projected
negative impact on water resources and the increased air-pollu-
tion (especially PM10 particle dust) that such a localization
would inevitably mean. The discussion was fierce and it saw the
Prefect of Rome -- Mr. Giuseppe Pecoraro -- and many other
main actors express their views about the greatly exhagerated

preoccupation of the citizens with this kind of very temporary,
and limited in scope, identification of a landfill. PETI Journal
much as the Members of the Committee on Petitions of the Eu-
ropean Parliament, always striving to reach and mantain a high
standard of objectivity, listened carefully to all the accounts: the pe-
titioners’, Mr. Pecoraro’ and Mr. Vesselli’s (the Director of the En-
vironment Department at the Province of Rome). When the
Honorable Members started debating and posing questions, espe-
cially Mr. Milana MEP, it was clear that a closer look, possibly
even an urgent Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) would have been the only
way to orient the debate in a meaningful and unbiased direction.
However, before PJ launches into pure unadulterated reporting on
the heated debate and the burning questions it carried with it, it
would be useful to say that based on editorial deadlines, we are able
to tell our readers that the friendly attention of the Committee on
Petitions, along with other factors, took the petition home as the
Italian national government made its mind up and decided not to
pursue anymore the projected landfill in Corcolle. We are certainly
happy about it although we are aware that the new projected loca-
tion has become the subject of a petition too and we will talk about
it as soon as it’ll grace one of our forthcoming Agendas.

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

In a nutshell

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

In a nutshell

The last issue debated in the May meeting was point #17
of the Agenda of the Meeting. The petition, proposed by
Mr. Alexander Karakachanov on behalf of the “Bulgar-

ian Green Party”, brings to the attention of the European Par-
liament a number of cases of land-swapping in Bulgaria in which
attractive state-owned land is swapped for less valuable land
owned by private individuals who, the petitioner claims, seem to
be very close to the Government. The attractive, potential, tourist
areas are mostly to be found along the Black Sea coast and in
the mountainous regions, often appearing in Natura2000 pro-
tected lists. An unofficial estimate place the value of this land-
swapping practice at a whopping € 3-4 billion, which in turn are
lost to the Bulgarian Treasury. Mr. Karakachanov also points
that the Bulgarian Constitutional Court does not allow third par-
ties to lodge appeals with the Supreme Administrative Court thus
forcing the case to be brought up to the Honorable Members of
the Committee on Petitions in order to look into it thoroughly.
The case was discussed in the presence of representatives of the
Bulgarian authorities -- Mr. Kyumyurddziev for the Bulgarian
Ministry of Agriculture -- and did focus, as far as the European

Commission and the national authorities were concerned, on non-
controversial issues rather than the most burning questions that
were before the Members. The Committee was not happy to wit-
ness another case of the European Commission not pushing for
a careful investigation of the petition deciding that the case be
seen under the light of State-Aid and EU Competition doctrine,
leaving on the sideways the more substantiated allegations that
would have warranted, the Members felt, an investigation for
fraud, corruption and more severe hypothesis. Mr. Boştinaru
MEP and Mr. McMillan-Scott MEP were fiercely critical of the
both the Commission and the Bulgarian account and recalled the
so-called “Sapareva” case which was concerned with similar is-
sues. Ms. Iotova MEP, along with Ms. Kolarska-Bobínska
MEP, although pointing out that it would be mighty wrong to
generalize and attach a country-label to this case, called for a
more comprehensive investigation, enabling any wrongdoing to
be exposed and singled-out. The Members of the Committee de-
cided then to keep the petition open while requesting further,
more comprehensive and focussed investigation to be carried out
by the European Commission on behalf of the EU Institutions.

Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Iotova, Mr. McMillan-Scott, Ms. Kolarska-Bobińska
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti download the relevant files

In a nutshell

The May meeting ended with the secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of the European Com-
mission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except for points # 19; 23; 33;
37; 38; 41 and 53 (the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 
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