
PETI Journal

The newsletter of the Committee on Petitions of the European Parliament

PETI JournalYear II

Issue # 14

(quasi)
Monthly

January
2013

CHAIRMAN’s NOTES

During the Strasbourg’s Plenary session of November 2012,
the Parliament approved the 2011 Annual Report on the Ac-
tivities of the Petitions Committee. The Report, which

every year takes stock of the challenges and achievements of this pe-
culiar parliamentary Committee, in portraying the state of play pro-
vides also an important key to interpret and envisage the level of
engagement and participation of European citizens within the frame-
work of the greater European project. Every year the Committee has
a different Rapporteur who brings his/her own cultural, personal and
political approach in the picture and oftentimes, much as in a therapy
session, the Committee ends up re-discovering and re-owning more
of its own processes.

Mr. Chichester MEP’s turn was no exception and the bril-
liant work of this very experienced Member of the Euro-
pean Parliament allowed for some serious and stimulating

reflections filtered through the lens of his political persuasion and ex-
perience. The task at hand was not simple, it should be noted, in fact
Members from all countries, and political parties, tend naturally to
see things differently. The Rapporteur, armed only of his insight, and
trademark British humour, tackled every issue on the Agenda and suc-
ceeded in finding a common ground where every contribution was
welcome and thoughtfully considered. The end result was a vibrant,
fully satisfactory, one, providing statistics and critical considerations
(ed: remarkable is the assessment of the Committee’s communications
plan) which will undoubtedly serve as a benchmark for future Annual

Reports. PETI Journal, fully exploiting its role, took the time to sit
down with Mr. Chichester MEP and is happy to share with the readers the ensuing conversation.

PJ: First of all, as it is customary, let us PJ congratulate you on the successful adoption in Plenary of your
Report. It felt good right from the start and it was clear that the direction the Report was going in was a suc-
cessful one and could only result in a unanimous adoption. No other plenary outcome was possible. Can you
single out the most interesting aspects which our reader should know about PETI´s activities?
Chichester MEP: I think the sheer number of petitions that we deal with each month is the most important
aspect of our work. It is rather invidious to attempt to choose the most interesting, we all have our own opin-
ions in such matters, but perhaps I would point people toward the statistical information in the explanatory
statement because I have found it most interesting.

PJ: How do you personally think that our Committee is doing. Do you see the need for any supplemental power to help the Committee achieving
its goals?
Chichester MEP:I think we do quite well. If I had any reservation it is about our tendency to get bogged down in procedural debates. We should
do all we can to give petitioners speaking time to air their concerns.

PJ: Do you think that the right to petition the European Parliament, heavily anchored to the great democratic Anglo-Saxon tradition, is sufficiently
known or shall the EU, and the EP in particular, do more to narrow the gap with its natural constituency and be seen as trustable ally? For example,
as a senior Member of the Committee, whilom Vice-President of the House and Coordinator of your political group, how vital do you think it is to
help the citizens reach the Committee through a modern, collective tool such as the new web-portal who is in the making?
Chichester MEP: No, of course it is not well known enough but all MEP's face this challenge individually as to how to communicate our work.

“No, of course
[the right to petition] is
not well known enough
[and] all MEPs face the
challenge ... on how to

communicate our work”

The Rapporteur: Mr. Giles Chichester MEP

continues on page 2

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=EN&body=PETI
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IN THIS ISSUE

Nevertheless the number of petitioners would suggest that people are
making use of this valuable facility. We do live in the electronic media
age, yet there are millions who are not comfortable with email and in-
ternet, and I think we should not fall into the trap of thinking technology
can provide all the answers. For example, during my brief time as Vice
President of the Parliament, with responsibility for STOA, I received the
report of a study into how or whether remote electronic voting would
make democracy more accessible and encourage a greater voter partic-
ipation in the form of a higher turn out. The conclusion seemed to be
no, and that there was a negative side effect of increased possibility for
electoral fraud. Voting in person is a vital part of democracy, an event
with human dimension which would be debased by just sitting at a key-
board. so its good we provide a portal but it is not a be all and end all.
PJ: One last question that we pose to all PETI’s British Members. As a

Member of the European Parliament in dire times such as this, and con-
sidering the national sentiments about the EU, how do you manage your
role in your own constituency in England?
Chichester MEP: I manage my role at home by responding to every let-
ter and email from constituents, by sending out a newsletter roughly
every month, by sending letters to the local and regional press; by mak-
ing visits throughout the region; by maintaining my website 
gileschichestermep.org.uk which receives hundreds of hits a month. I
am particularly proud of the content and design of the website as it gives
a full picture of what I do. I make it a priority to see every constituent
who asks to meet me. I organise visitor groups in Brussels, and confer-
ences in the region with a particular focus on small businesses. And if
anyone complains about the EU, I encourage them to submit a petition!

RAPPORTEUR’s NOTES (a brief Q&A with Mr. Giles Chichester MEP)
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Schedule of Meetings 2013
Monday, 21 January, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 22 January, 09.00-12.30

Joint Hearing PETI-LIBE :
Tuesday, 19 February, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 19 February, 15.00-18.30

Wednesday, 20 February, 09.00-12.30
Wednesday, 20 February, 15.00-18.30

Wednesday, 20 March, 09.00-12.30
Wednesday, 20 March, 15.00-18.30

Wednesday, 24 April, 15.00-18.30
Thursday, 25 April, 09.00-12.30

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

Wednesday, 19 June, 09.00-12.30
Wednesday, 19 June, 15.00-18.30

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

Monday, 16 September, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 17 September, 09.00-12.30

Wednesday, 9 October, 09.00-12.30
Wednesday, 9 October, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 25 November, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 26 November, 09.00-12.30

Thursday, 5 December, 09.00-12.30
Monday, 16 December, 15.00-18.30

RAPPORTEUR’s INTRODUCTION
continuing from page 1
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It is that time of year when the Committee is scrambling to finish its work before the short vacation period begins and a new
annual calendar opens, this time onto the European Year of the Citizen where we expect to play a prominent role in Parliament's

multiple activities. Indeed, in some ways I wish I could say that we
will be finishing all we are supposed to do on behalf of all those
who petitioned us during the course of this year, that all petitions
received and registered had been processed and analysed already -
but that is not the case. It will no doubt take us until March before
we are able to publish more substantive facts and figures - and they
will all be included in next year's annual report. Nevertheless until
now Parliament has registered about 1500 petitions which have been
forwarded to the Committee secretariat, and members of the Com-
mittee have decided on the admissibility or inadmissibility of 1100
of them - 795 admissible and 305 inadmissible so far.

Since the autumn the secretariat has said goodbye to three of
its seven experienced administrators who have either retired
or left to further develop their professional activity elsewhere.

They are yet to be replaced and we therefore apologise if certain
tasks are currently taking rather longer than they should as we are
obliged to translate more documents before dealing with them and
each remaining staff member of course has more to do as a result.

Hopefully things should be back to normal in the first part of next year. We will certainly be starting up rapidly as fact-finding visits
are scheduled to Spain, subject to final approval by Parliament's authorities in order to further investigate issues related to the revision
of the Ley de Costas, on which so many petitions have been received, and also to look at severe problems of coastal pollution in
Galicia, notably in Vigo and La Corruna. Later in the year the Committee will be sending small fact-finding visits to Greece regarding
problems of waste management and to Ireland next autumn, where, in addition to visiting the new Petitions Committee of the Irish
Parliament we will no doubt be returning to Limerick and Cork as well as Kilkenny. A visit to Poland is also not to be excluded fol-
lowing the last-minute cancellation of a visit scheduled for last October which severely disappointed our petitioners and for which,
once again, we give our apologies.

Later in the year we shall also be involved in the organisation of the Public Hearings for successful European Citizens' Initiatives
and we are looking forward to fulfilling these new responsibilities very much. There are 14 ECIs currently open - you can see
the excellent ECI website for more details. Last but not least, on February 19th we shall be co-hosting with the European

Commission and with the LIBE & JURI Committee a public hearing on EU Citizenship which will be looking at such things as
voting rights, free movement issues, and other matters. How about a real official European Identity Card which member states would
be obliged to deliver to those EU citizens wishing to own one? Petitioners and civil society associations who are interested in par-
ticipating can contact the secretariat for more details.

David Lowe

THE PULSE

About the Committee’s Activities

The Committee on Petitions is an investigative committee, not
a legislative committee; it tries to ensure non-judicial reme-
dies are possible for citizens when their claims are substanti-

ated. It can organise fact-finding visits and report to plenary thus
playing a vital role in reconnecting with European citizens and in re-
inforcing the democratic legitimacy and accountability of the 
EU decision-making process. The right to petition, contained in the
Treaty on European Union, is a fundamental right inextricably linked
to its citizenship. It is an important and often effective way for peo-
ple to be directly involved in the Parliament's activity and to have
their concerns, proposals or complaints specifically addressed by the
Committee members (M.E.P.s). 

The Committee often responds to petitions from 
EU citizens by working to resolve possible infringements of citizens'

rights under the Treaty and by cooperating with national, regional
and local authorities on issues related to the application of European
laws on such subjects as the environment, social affairs, human
rights, freedom of movement and so on. The Petition Committee be-
sides being in charge of the Petitions has also responsabilities for or-
ganizing the election of the European Ombusdman and for
reviewing and debating his Annual Report and Special Reports. The
European Ombusdman, currently Mr. P. Nikiforos Diaman-
douros, is based in Strasbourg and is responsible for dealing with
complaints about maladministration in EU institutions and bod-
ies.

This newsletter, and its sister web-site, is where you will find up-
dated 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 meetings will take place on:

Monday, 21 January 2013, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday, 22 January 2013, 09h00 - 12h30

The meeting will be held in room A1G-3 (1st Floor) of the “Altiero Spinelli” (ASP) building.

Highlights from the November Meeting

No v e m b e r
came and
went, tick-

ing inexorably away
and preparing the
Committee on Peti-
tions for the final
one-two punch of
the year. The
Agenda of the
Meeting -- which
can be had in all of-
ficial languages of
the EU at the fol-
lowing address

(http://bit.ly/UpqSqY) -- reflects the traditional end-of-the-year
flurry of activity and the typical Committee’s commitment to the
European citizen. The first half of the intense one-day meeting
opened up with Ms. Elena Basescu MEP in the Chair, as Ms. Maz-
zoni MEP tendered to another official commitment. The works

started with
item # 5 and
the consider-
ation of a
draft opinion
which stimu-
lated a very
lively and
much wel-
come debate.
Mr. Giles
Ch iches t e r
MEP, has too
much experi-
ence under his belt to turn in anything less than well-done and al-
though some political sentivities asked for more firm
recommendations, it can be said that the opinion which will be up
for adoption on December 3, 2012, is going to be a very thorough
work, that strikes many balances and calls for more cooperation,
providing a canvas that could only be improved upon. 

Soon after that, the As-
sembly moved on to
discuss point # 6: a

Report curated by Ms. Mar-
grete Auken MEP on a spe-
cial inquiry of the European
Ombudsman into a com-
plaint concerning the expan-
sion of the Vienna Airport.
The debate was moved for-
ward by very active Mem-
ber, and ad-hoc Rapporteur,
Ms. Margrete Auken whom
wasn’t shy about broadsid-

ing the European Commission’s representative stating that “[the
European Commission] showed a lack of creativity, imagination
and innovation” referring to the ways adopted in situations when
sticking to the rulebook proves over and again detrimental to the
role of the EU Institutions as Watchdog of the citizens againts po-
tential wrongdoing. Another excellent living embodiment of the
Committee on Petitions’ spirit was to be found in the presence of
a delegation of the Committee on Petitions of the Austrian Parlia-
ment. Their presence was beneficial in so many ways. First, it en-
abled the Committee to show again that its mission is not to
sanction Member-States or poiting the finger, quite the contrary,
Members of PETI look for best practices and collaboration to over-
come problems at hand without being judgemental in the least. Sec-

ondly, although the
delegation was
ushered in towards
the end as the flight
from Vienna had
been a bit late, it
was good to have
our role studied
upon and acknowl-
edged graciously
by the leader of the
Austrian’s delega-
tion. Last, but not
the least, Ms. Mazzoni MEP -
- Chair of PETI -- together
with Mr. Bostinaru MEP and
Ms. Auken MEP had the
chance in the afternoon to
deepen this newly-acquired
collaboration in a more inti-
mate meeting where MEPs
provided details on PETI’s
functioning, the Austrian del-
egation did the same and to-
gether they agreed to keep the
momentum going by collabo-
rating more and openly. So much for EU distrust!

In a nutshell
Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Mr. Chichester, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida-Soler download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Ms. Auken, Mr. Martínez Martínez, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Becker
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

Ms. Elena Băsescu MEP in the Chair (morning session) Mr. Walesa MEP, Mr. Chichester MEP, Mr. Jahr MEP

Ms. Margrete Auken MEP

Mr. Heinz Becker MEP

l to r: Ms.X, Ms. Y, Mr. Becker MEP, Ms. Z, Ms. Ursula
Haubner (Chairperson of the Austrian Petitions Commit-
tee)

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
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Highlights November ... continued

PETI Journal

Point #
7 of
t h e

Agenda of
the Meeting
was as topical
and trendset-
ting to be al-
m o s t
avant-garde
in nature. Pe-
t i t i o n
759/2011 by
E l i s e

Michaud, a French national, was introduced by Ms. Sandrine Bélier
MEP, one of the most active Members of the Committee and anot-
ther true champion of the European citizen. The reason this petition
could be defined “cutting-edge” is crystal-clear. The petition main-
tains that the French oil company TOTAL, obtained a permit for the
storage of 120.000 tonnes of CO2 in Jurançon (Pyrénées Atlantique)
while the site seems to be situated in a seismic area, in the heart of
a wine-growing region. Moreover, the signatory raises awareness
about three similar projects (one in Germany, one in the Netherlands

and yet another in the United States of America) which were halted
on account of the potential risks for the environment and human-
health. The discussion was very lively and by taking place, mainly,
at the intersection between politics and science resulted at once, en-
gaging, zeitgeisty and a bit arcane. PETI Journal, very happy to wit-
ness it, will avoid getting too technical or scientific about it but will
highlight that most of the confrontation happened on the basis of the
Members’ request to the European Commission to follow through
this case, possibly gauging the and assessing whether TOTAL had
abode to the allotted limit of CO2. The Commission, ever the guide-
lines-compliant actor stated that within that threshold there would
be no reasons for the Commission to go and check the site. This may
as well be a schoolbook example on the frictions between the Euro-
pean Parliament and its sister-Institution. The House, and its Mem-
bers, reserve the benefit of the doubt to the petitioner and maintain
that there is nothing wrong with checking things -- at the very least
one could find a case of compliance and rejoyce about it. The Euro-
pean Commission, on the other hand, embracing its own epistemic
closure, would rather not be too nosy about issues. PETI’s stance re-
spectfully differs and Members decided to keep the petition open,
while addressing a letter to the French Authorities inviting them to
take every necessary measure, and control, to guarantee the security
of the local population.

The issue at the heart of point 8 of
the Agenda of the Meeting was in-
troduced to the Honorable Mem-

bers of the Committee by the petitioner
herself. Ms. Noeleen McManus took the
floor and, with the aid of a very strong vi-
sual presentation, addressed the Members
and the fellow-Europeans connected to the
webstream with a no-frill, straight-to-the-
fact argumentation whose honest weari-
ness but hopeful outlook reinforced the
mission that the Members of the Petitions
Committee stand by. In a nutshell, the pe-
titioner on behalf of an association called
SWAP, denounced a high-density building project on a flood-prone
plain which was given the greenlight by Irish Authorities in ex-
change for the construction of appropriate flood defenses. This,
local residents argue, would put homes upstream to become threat-
ened by eventual floods. Access to justice and reconsideration of
the project, the petitioner add, is out of the association’s economic
reach and by petitioning the European Parliament, they hope to

gain enough momentum and political
support to put the issue again on the
zoning/planning table, so to speak.
PETI Journal, much like most Mem-
bers, was very touched by the narrative
of Ms. McManus. The debate clearly
sanctioned the “sheer audaciousness”
permeating the project, as it was intro-
duced before the Committee and called
upon both Directive 2007/60/EC -- on
the assessment and management of flood
risks -- and the lofty ideals enshrined i
the Charter of Fundamental Rights to
steer the debate towards more responsi-

ble, and carefully laid-out, solutions. The EC representative was not
able to add anything substantial to the debate and therefore the Com-
mittee deliberated to keep the petitions open while addressing a letter
to the Irish Authorities and considering a visit in County Wicklow
during next year’s Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to Ireland. Members
also asked the European Commission to follow closely any devel-
opment, reporting to the Committee if and when necessary.

Petition 1311/2010, brought forward by Mr.Alejandro
Sánchez García, a Spanish national, dealt with the environ-
mental impact of the “Sovereign Bay” property development

project. The petitioner, who incidentally is also Major and Chair of
the Línea de la Conceptíon Municipal Council calls for an environ-
mental impact survey in respect on infill operations on his municpal
territory and indicates that no information had been provided on
the carrying out of the impact assessment prescribed by the Direc-

tive 97/11/EC and especially considering that the project would
seem to fall on four different Natura2000 sites. The case at hand
was concisely, but clearly and thoroughly, resumed by the European
Commission’s representative and it showed that the homework had
been properly executed. In the light of the commentary and of the
previous written reply, the Committee could not do much and the
petition was closed. 

Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Murphy
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto download the relevant files

In a nutshell

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Ms. Bélier, Mr. Martínez Martínez, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

Ms. Sandrine Bélier MEP

l to r: Mr. Paul Murphy MEP, Ms. Noeleen McManus

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
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Highlights November ... continued

After the Meeting of the Coordinators and a short lunch
break, the Committee reconvened more focused than even
to meet the gripping issues planned for the afternoon ses-

sion. No time for post-prandial lassitude! First off, right after the
Chairman announcements, the floor was taken by point # 13 of the
Agenda of the Meeting. The two petitions bundled together raised

the veil on a very dra-
matic and iconic air
disaster which took
place on June 27,
1980 off the coast of
Sicily. It cost the lives
of 81 passengers and
to this day, though
many rumours and al-
legations have been
made over the years,

remains shrouded in mistery. The petitioners, many of them rela-
tives of the victims, call upon the European Parliament to ease in-
ternational collaboration between Member-States as, the petitions
state, investigations have met a certain degree of resistence. In par-
ticular, many international rogatories issued by the Italian judiciary
have not been fully adhered to, especially by the Belgian, French
and German national authorities and, it is felt and hoped, that a sig-
nificant key to help solving the Ustica riddle might be found there.
The ensuing debate embodied the definition of gripping, as the Eu-
ropean Commission offered a very bland, legalistic view of what it
can and cannot do. Sometimes, and PETI Journal already reported

this, Members feel that the dismissive, condescending replies of the
European Commission’s representatives do more harm than good as
conflicts are not addressed properly: this case was no exception.
Members were very vocal about their support and Ms. Mazzoni
MEP, Mr. BOstinaru MEP and Mr. Caronna MEP went inequivoca-
bly on record stating that “the veil of secrecy needs to be lifted” and
that the “European Commission should do more than simply stating
not to be competent ... like convincing the Member-States to play
ball with Italy and take a sound and clear pro-European bureaucratic
stance, deciding to side with the citizens”. Many other things were
said and though PJ does
not have the room, nor
the mission, to report
entire exchanges, it can-
not help but stating that
Members recalled a
time when there was a
clear axis of conflict
which would run east-
west and caused many a
misunderstanding and
mistrust in international
relations. The Commit-
tee decided therefore to keep the petitions open while addressing a
letter to Ms. Catherine Ashton -- EU High Representative for Foreign
Affairs and Security Policy. 

Point # 10 which would ef-
fectively close the matinée
session of the November

meeting of PETI, was concerned
with the recent Fact-Finding Visit
(FFV) to Italy of a small but san-
guine delegation. Much more will
be said about it both in the in-

depth article and on the reporting on the December meeting, here PJ
would just like to say that this very rough first reporting was intro-
duced to the Members by Ms. Margrete Auken MEP and provided
very many interesting reflections while singling out a new promising,
positive trend that the delegation identified in the Campania Region
about its long-standing problems with Waste-Management issues.

When the time came for Point # 14 of the Agenda of the
Meeting, everybody in the room, and very possibly
our webstream audience too, knew that the Committee

would be facing a very emotional, soul-searching issue which
stirred up the debate with a lot of political subtexts with much

human touch too! Petition 1347/2011 by Anselma Guillermina
Gòmez Angulo is the request of a daughter to investigate about
her father’s disapperance, and alleged abduction and assassina-
tion, at the hands of the Nationalist faction during the Spanish
Civil War (1936-1939). The location where the petitioner’s father

l to r: Mr. Guido Milana MEP, Mr. Roberto Gualtieri MEP, Mr. Victor Boştinaru MEP, Ms. Roberta Angelilli MEP, Mr. Salvatore Caronna MEP

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

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Băsescu, Ms. Auken, Mr. Gualtieri, Mr. Milana, Ms. Angelilli, Mr.
Boştinaru
Responsible Administrators: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Ms. Daria Bonfietti (petitioner)

Mr. Philippe Boulland MEP

Observers from Italy’s Permanent Represen-
tation to the EU

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.flickr.com/photos/peti_eu/
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Highlights November ... continued

is buried remains unknown and subsequently his possessions
confiscated. While trying to discover the whereabouts of her fa-
ther’s burial, the petitioner stumbled upon numerous bureacratic
obstacles that effectively impede her access to information and
documentation. Her requests to the European Parliament, there-
fore, were firstly to ease access to documentation and information
in the hands of National judiciary, police and military bodies and
secondly to implement a plan to identify those who remain in
mass graves from the Spanish Civil War (including DNA testing
if necessary). Her requests were voiced at first very emotionally
by the petitioner and later restated in a calmer fashion by the
petioner’s daughter. The Charter of Fundamental Rights, partic-
ularly Art. 1 (on human dignity); 8 (personal data’s protection);
and 42 (on right of access to documents). The debate, as PETI
Journal hinted at before, perfectly embodied the multi-faceted
nature of the issue. Although many Spanish Members represent-
ing the whole political gamut were in attendance and partook the
discussion, an external observer would have been very happy to
highlight once and again the level of empathy, understanding and
compenetration displayed and exercised by the European Parlia-
ment. Unfortunately the same thing cannot be said about the Eu-
ropean Commission (EC) which, it should be respectfully noted,
blew an occasion to show that the EU is made of human beings

of goodwill. A laconic, legalistic platitude offered no insight into
the life of the Commission and showed little of no interest in un-
derstanding the life of the people that made Europe up. TV crews
and the press in attendance were badly impressed and so were
the Members and the President of the Committee. When dealing
with the public, and in a public forum as the Parliamentary work
certainly is, Members strongly believe that all representatives of
the Institutions should do their best to exercise a more caring and
empathetic bedside manner. The Committee took the matter in
its own hands, though, and in its typical creative and colorful
fashion it even offered, through PETI Vice-President, Mr. Car-
los Iturgaiz Angulo MEP, to act as an informal goodwill liaison
with the local administrations thus facilitating a result that, for
its own nature, transcends party boundaries, political persuasions
and legal formulations. The conclusions of the discussion was
well-received by the petitioner and her family and the Committee
decided to keep the petition open while addressing a letter to the
Spanish Minister of Justice and to the competent local authorities
which would also see all the Members participating in the debate
providing some national political cachet to the issue. 

With point # 15 of the Agenda of the Meeting postponed
at the requests of the signatory who wished to partic-
ipate at the Meeting, the Committee moved swiftly to

discuss points # 16; 17 and 18. The three cases were bundled to-
gether under the appropriate heading of “Education” as they
looked at it from different angles. The first one, petition
1032/2010 by Manuel Altemir Mergelina -- a Spanish national
working for the EU Institutions -- raised a very legitimate worry
about an alleged discrimination taking place in Spain against
pupils from European Schools entering Spanish universities, aris-
ing from the calculation of the average grade. The petitioner, who

obviously looked personally into the matter in a competent and
thorough way, stated in unstaggering terms that a downgrading
of the European Schools final grades takes place, thereby limiting
those students’ choice in the Spanish system, giving way to an
effective discrimination against EU students. Following this case
was the turn of Mr. Aldert Jan de Haan -- a Dutch national -- on
behalf of the Fédération de la Fonction Publique Européenne.
His, was another case tied to the education sector and raised at-
tention on the staff of the European Patent Office (EPO). It would
seem, in fact, that the staff having the nationality of the country
where they are stationed, do not have the right to educational al-

l to r: Mr. Miguel Angel Martínez Martínez MEP, Ms. X, Ms. Anselma Guillermina Gómez Angulo, Mr. Willy Meyer MEP, Mr. Raul Romeva i Rueda

l to r: Mr. Manuel Altemir Mergelina, Mr. Albert Jan de Haan (behalf of FFPE), Ms. Caroline Persons (Member Brussels’ Regional Parliament), Mr. Luis Yanez Garcia Barnuevo MEP

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Auken, Mr. Yanez Garcia Barnuevo, Mr. Meyer, Mr. Romeva i Rueda,
Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo

Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida-Soler download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm


8 PETI Journal

Highlights from the November Meeting
lowance (Article 71 of the Statutes of the EPO). Mr. de Haan, in
a carefully rehearsed and balanced account, recalled that Article
71 contravenes both the case-law of the Court of First Instance .
and Articles 18 and 45 of TFEU. The Fédération de la Fonction
Publique Européenne therefore calls upon both the European Par-
liament and the European Commission to instruct the delegations
of the EU Member States in the Administrative Council to pro-
vide information on their obligations under TFEU (Article 18)
and to request these EU Member States to present a proposal for
revision of the Statute of the EPO with respect to the educational
allowance. Tying the bundle together was left to petition
1031/2010 by Christophe Moens, a Belgian national. The peti-
tioner could be in attendance but was fiercely represented by Ms.
Caroline Persons -- a Member of the Regional Parliament of
Bruxelles -- whom on his belhalf objected to discrimination in
respect of education fees charged by the Agency for French Ed-
ucation Abroad (AEFE) in certain African countries, indicating

that French nationals or the nationals of the countries in which
these schools are situated, are charged significantly lower fees
than the nationals of other Member States. The petitioner objects
to this form of discrimination, indicating that the AEFE is a pub-
lic body operating under the responsibility of the French Foreign
Ministry and maintaining that discrimination of this kind does
not exist in other countries of Europe, Asia or America where the
AEFE is established. The discussions ensuing each of the points
raised was very frank and engaging, even confronting at times,
and the Members of the Committee, though acknowledging the
high level of discussion, resented the approach of the European
Commission’s representatives who do not approach a Committee
hearing bearing in mind that PETI deals with real people and real
problems and therefore real solutions every now and then would
be much welcome in reinforcing the legitimate role of our Euro-
pean Union.

Following the discussion on “Education” the Committee
turned its careful eye to the last four points of the November’s
Agenda of the Meeting. Ms. Mazzoni MEP -- the Chair --

having to attend to a conflicting meeting, left the Chair in the very
experienced hands of PETI Vice-President Mr. Willy Meyer MEP
and Mr. Meyer conducted fearlessly the Meeting to its conclusion.
Point # 19 dealt with petition 358/2003 and the proponent -- a Por-
tuguese national by the name of Nelson Nunes -- indicated that he
worked for 16 years for a Dutch company on a North Sea platform
and that his employers failed to register him with the social security
authorities, thereby depriving him of his own entitlements. The case,
which according to the European Commission was also at the base
of an infringement procedure, may have moved slowly but moved
forward nonetheless and, based on the ruling of the European Court
of Justice which effectively sanctioned the behavior at the heart of
this case, Members could not help but feel optmistic and content
while at the same time deciding to close the petition as its process
had come to its much sought-after conclusion. Point # 20 concerned
petition 76/2012 by a British national -- Mark Austin. Petitioners
were not in attendance for these final points but it did not prevent
the Committee to treat the discussions thoroughly and to hear the
position of the European Commission’s representatives before de-
ciding on the next political actions to take. On the case at hand the
signatory raised a legal issue with a view to knowing whether or not

there is arbitrariness in applying Article 30 of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union (TFEU) to the acquisition of
works of art and their transfer from one Member State to another
Member State. Mr. Austin finds it particularly hard to reconcile the
aforementioned provision with Council Regulation (EEC) 3911/92
of 9 December 1992 on the export of cultural goods. During the dis-
cussion Members were reminded that since its adoption, Regulation
(EEC) 3911/92 of 9 December 1992 on the export of cultural goods
has been amended on several occasions and that for reasons of ra-
tionality and clarity, it was then repealed and replaced by Council
Regulation (EC) 116/2009 of 18 December 2008 on the export of
cultural goods. The European Commission did also touch upon the
circumstance that while not arbitrary much about the case at hand
is left with the possible interpretation, or incorrect application, of
national provisions which may themselves comply with EU law.
The European Commission, sometimes satisfactory in its accounts,
made it clear beyond any shade of doubt that there was nothing that
it could be done other than this general inquiry that the petition stim-
ulated. Members duly took notice and based on this evidence, and
without new elements raised by the petitioner, decided to close the
petition. 

Point # 21, petition 1386/2011 by Antonio Javier Rodriguez
Castillo (quite evidently a Spanish national PJ would argue)
rolled on the floor quite swiftly. The petitioner -- who is the

Mayor of Ayamonte, Huelva, Spain -- is opposed to the mandatory
tolls the Portuguese Government has recently imposed on users of
the motorway in the Algarve. He states that this decision runs
counter to the spirit of cross-border cooperation that exists between
the two regions and creates an obstacle to the free movement of peo-
ple and goods. Members learned from the European Commission’s
representative that following this petition, a number of inquiries had

been brought forward and that, at this time, no evident sign of mis-
conduct or misapplication was evident against the decisiong of Por-
tugal’s government. However, the EC stated that it continues to
carefully monitor the functioning of the different tolling systems in
the EU in the light of its own reflection on possible initiatives to
further harmonised road charging policies, as envisaged in the 2011
White Paper on transport. The Committee decided that with this
promising lead and the chance to raise this case as the Commission
furthers its consideration, the petitions would need to stay open and
a letter should be sent to Portuguese authorities to highlight the at-

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo
Responsible Administrators: Mr. Pinto (1032/2010); Mr. Heezen (1031/2010 and 1097/2011)
download the relevant files

In a nutshell
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Mr. Nikolaos
C h o u n t i s
MEP, be-

sides being an out-
standingly active
Member of the Com-
mittee on Petitions of
the European Parlia-
ment is also the politi-
cal coordinator of his
own group
(GUE/NGL) succeed-
ing to Ms. Bairbre de
Brun who graced
these very pages about
a year ago. Mr.
Chountis MEP, a
Greek Member stem-
ming from the leg-
endary Arcadia
region, may as well on
his first experience in
the European Parlia-

ment but is a seasoned national politician who takes with him his
engineering background and the ensuing knowledge of complex
structures and its processes. His activity within the Committee is
consonant to his vision and he always strives to provide sensible
points of view and to work out shared solutions capable of taking
on board wide, representative majorities. Over the meetings PETI
Journal has grown a significant appreciation of his work and our
chance to have a candid talk with him was very welcome. We are
sure that you will like it too!

PJ: What do you think of the right to petition the European Parlia-
ment as a general principle included in the Treaties? Do you think
its potential is fully utilized or would you rather see things done dif-
ferently?
Chountis MEP: I believe that the Committee on Petitions is the one
that it is closer to the European citizens. Mainly because it enables
citizens to address the Committee for important local, and not only,
issues. The thousands of petitions submitted by citizens throughout
the Union, give also a good idea of the problems that people are fac-
ing and the way that these problems are treated by the European in-
stitutions and national governments.
However, I think that our Committee is not enough known to the
people and there is a need to strengthen its role and to maximize its
potential, even more now that the austerity policies in the European
Union are spreading, leading to breaches of Community law and to
the increase of actions and situations that are aimed to profit against
the protection of citizens' rights.

PJ: Let’s move on to the singular tool used by the Committee on Pe-
titions to gather first-hand evidence of “on-the-ground” situations:
the Fact-Finding Visits (FFV). In the light of the new rules and
through your personal experience would you like to see FFV car-
ried out differently than they are today and, if so, why? 
Chountis MEP: I think the Fact Finding Visits of our Committee
are a very important part of its operation as they allow a detailed
and "on the grounds" monitoring of the situation for which the cit-
izens complain. It is a positive practice for the additional reason that
the MEPs go out of the "narrow world" of the European Parliament
and come into contact with the citizens and the real problems which,
unfortunately, I would say, does not happen too often. When reply-
ing to your question, the new regulations for the conduct of missions

is not in decided yet but, the important thing is to maintain their ob-
jective character and the possibility of representation of all political
groups, bigger and smaller, as these missions are dealing with sen-
sitive local issues with eventual political implications and the reli-
ability and effectiveness of missions, and therefore of the Petitions
Committee, should be a priority.

PJ: Given that many petitions stem from original transposition of
EU legislation by the Member-Sates, and based on your extensive
personal experience, would you have any advice to give to the Mem-
ber-States when it comes to implementing EU law?
Chountis MEP: I could not give any specific advice because each
Member State formulates its legislation differently even when it
comes to transposition of a positive EU legislation. The most im-
portant, in my point of view, is that, altogether, the EU legislation,
its transposition into national law and its implementation must be
done in favor of the public interest and the equality against the law
of all citizens in each Member State and, also, at EU level.

PJ: How vital do you think it is to help the citizens reach the Com-
mittee through a modern, multi-lingual collective tool such as the
new web-portal who is in the making?
Chountis MEP: In my opinion, it is important to provide the widest
possible access to European citizens at the EU institutions and more
specifically to the Committee on Petitions of the European Parlia-
ment. The correct information of the public is crucial so that they
are aware of their rights and able to claim them at the same time. In
this sense, I believe that the creation of the web-portal is in the right
direction and will greatly facilitate the communication between cit-
izens and the Committee on Petitions. 

PJ: One last question we are asking during our interviews in this
time of crisis. How hard it is to be a Member of the European Par-
liament at a time that is marked by a strong backlash to the Euro-
pean Union project?
Chountis MEP: An MEP certainly must listen carefully to the mes-
sages, but also, to the discontent of the citizens. The European
Union, in the context of the neoliberal policies that implements,
mainly through the austerity policies, provokes a lack of confidence
of the citizens towards the EU. Especially in southern European
countries and my country, Greece, the vast majority of the citizens
are questioning the policies of the Union based on the dramatic de-
terioration of their living standards. From my perspective, as a
GUE-NGL MEP and not responsible for those policies, I am trying
to convey to the European Parliament the citizens' desire for differ-
ent kinds of policies that will not rely on austerity but on social de-
velopment thus prizing people over profits.

Mr. Nikolaos Chountis MEP

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meps/en/26851/NIKOLAOS_CHOUNTIS.html
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meps/en/26851/NIKOLAOS_CHOUNTIS.html
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Οκ. Νικόλαος
Χ ο υ ν τ ή ς ,
εκτός του ότι

είναι ένα εξαιρετικά
ενεργό μέλος της Επι-
τροπής Αναφορών του
Ευρωπαϊκού Κοινο-
βουλίου είναι επίσης ο
πολιτικός συντονιστής
της δικής του ομάδας
(GUE / NGL), διαδέχ-
θηκε την κα Bairbre
de Brun που κο-
σμούσε τις σελίδες
μας πριν ένα περίπου
χρόνο . Ο κ. Χουντής,
ευρωβουλευτής,Έλ-
ληνας βουλευτής που
προέρχεται  από τη
περιοχή της θρυλικής
Αρκαδίας, μπορεί να
έχει την πρώτη εμπει-
ρία του στο Ευρω-

παϊκό Κοινοβούλιο, αλλά είναι ένας έμπειρος πολιτικός, ο οποίος
φέρει μαζί του υπόβαθρο 'μηχανικής' και την επακόλουθη γνώση
των πολύπλοκων δομών και των διαδικασιών της. Η δραστηριότητά
του στο πλαίσιο της επιτροπής είναι σύμφωνη με το όραμά του και
προσπαθεί πάντα να παρέχει λογικές απόψεις και να συνεισφέρει
σε από κοινού λύσεις έτσι ώστε να είναι αντιπροσωπευτικές στην
πλειοψηφία. Κατά τη διάρκεια των συναντήσεων PETI Journal έχει
αναπτυχθεί μια έκδηλη εκτίμηση του έργου του και η ευκαιρία να
έχουμε μια ειλικρινή συζήτηση μαζί του έγινε πολύ ευπρόσδεκτα.
Είμαστε σίγουροι ότι θα την απολαύσετε.

Ερ: Ποια είναι η γνώμη σας για το δικαίωμα αναφοράς προς το Ευ-
ρωπαϊκό Κοινοβούλιο ως μια γενική και θεμελιώδη αρχή που περι-
λαμβάνεται  στις Συνθήκες; Πιστεύετε ότι το δυναμικό του
χρησιμοποιείται πλήρως ή θα προτιμούσατε να δείτε τα πράγματα
διαφορετικά.
Οκ Χουντής: Θεωρώ ότι η Επιτροπή Αναφορών είναι η πιο κοντινή
στον Ευρωπαίο πολίτη.  Κυρίως γιατί, μέσω της Επιτροπής Αναφο-
ρών, δίνεται η δυνατότητα στους πολίτες να απευθύνονται στην επι-
τροπή για σοβαρά τοπικά, και όχι μόνο, ζητήματα. Οι χιλιάδες
αναφορές που έχουν κατατεθεί από πολίτες όλης της Ένωσης,  δί-
νουν επίσης μια καλή εικόνα για τα προβλήματα που απασχολούν
τους πολίτες και για τον τρόπο με τον οποίο αντιμετωπίζονται από
τα ευρωπαϊκά όργανα αλλά και τις εθνικές κυβερνήσεις.
Θεωρώ όμως ότι δεν είναι αρκετά γνωστή στους πολίτες και πως
χρειάζεται να ενισχυθεί ο ρόλος της, να αξιοποιηθούν οι δυνατότη-
τες που προσφέρει και πολύ περισσότερο σήμερα που η γενικευ-
μένη πολιτική λιτότητας στην Ευρωπαϊκή Ένωση οδηγεί σε
παραβιάσεις του Κοινοτικού δικαίου και στην αύξηση ενεργειών
και καταστάσεων που αποβλέπουν στο κέρδος και όχι στην προ-
στασία των δικαιωμάτων των πολιτών.

Ερ: Ως μοναδική επιτροπή, η Επιτροπή Αναφορών απασχολεί επίσης
μοναδικά εργαλεία. Ένα από αυτά είναι η δυνατότητα να μετέχει σε
διερευνητικές επισκέψεις (FFV), εργαλείο επιλογής ώστε  να συγκεν-
τρώσει από πρώτο χέρι στοιχεία για πολύ καυτές ερωτήσεις. Τι πι-
στεύετε γι 'αυτές και πώς κρίνετε τους νέους κανόνες που έχουν
πρόσφατα τεθεί σε ισχύ για να τις ρυθμίσει.
Οκ Χουντής: Θεωρώ πως οι συγκεκριμένες αποστολές της Επιτρο-
πής Αναφορών είναι πολύ σημαντικό κομμάτι της λειτουργίας της
μιας και δίνει τη δυνατότητα ενδελεχούς και εκ του σύνεγγυς ελέγ-

χου της κατάστασης την οποία καταγγέλλουν οι πολίτες. Είναι μια
πρακτική θετική και για τον επιπλέον λόγο ότι οι Ευρωβουλευτές
βγαίνουν από τον "στενό κόσμο" του Ευρωκοινοβουλίου και έρ-
χονται σε επαφή με τους πολίτες, βρίσκονται στον χώρο των πραγ-
ματικών προβλημάτων πράγμα που, δυστυχώς θα έλεγα, δεν
συμβαίνει και τόσο συχνά. Την στιγμή που σας απαντώ δεν υπάρ-
χουν ακόμη οι νέοι κανονισμοί για τη διενέργεια των αποστολών,
το σημαντικό όμως είναι να διαφυλαχθεί ο αντικειμενικός χαρακτή-
ρας τους καθώς και η δυνατότητα εκπροσώπησης όλων των πολι-
τικών ομάδων, μικρότερων και μεγαλύτερων, στις αποστολές αυτές
καθώς αφορούν ευαίσθητα τοπικά θέματα με πολιτικές προεκτάσεις
και η αξιοπιστία και η αποτελεσματικότητα των αποστολών, και
άρα της Επιτροπής Αναφορών, είναι προτεραιότητα.

Ερ: Δεδομένου ότι πολλές αναφορές προέρχονται από την αρχική με-
ταφορά της νομοθεσίας στη ΕΕ από τα κράτη-μέλη, και με βάση την
εκτεταμένη προσωπική εμπειρία σας, θα έχετε κάποια συμβουλή να
δώσετε στα κράτη-μέλη, όταν πρόκειται για την εφαρμογή του κοινο-
τικού δικαίου.
Οκ Χουντής: Δεν θα μπορούσα να δώσω κάποια συγκεκριμένη
συμβουλή γιατί κάθε Κράτος Μέλος διαμορφώνει τη νομοθεσία του
με διαφορετικό τρόπο ακόμα και όταν πρόκειται για τη μεταφορά
θετικών ρυθμίσεων της Κοινοτικής Νομοθεσίας. Το πιο σημαντικό,
κατά την άποψή μου ζήτημα, είναι η κοινοτική νομοθεσία, η μετα-
φορά της στο εθνικό δίκαιο και η εφαρμογή της να γίνονται με γνώ-
μονα το δημόσιο συμφέρον, την ισονομία των πολιτών στα πλαίσια
κάθε Κράτους Μέλους ξεχωριστά αλλά και σε επίπεδο Ένωσης.

Ερ: Πόσο ζωτικής σημασίας νομίζετε ότι είναι να βοηθήσετε τους
πολίτες να προσεγγίσουν την επιτροπή μέσα από ένα σύγχρονο, πολυ-
γλωσσικό συλλογικό εργαλείο όπως είναι η νέα δικτυακή πύλη που
είναι στα σκαριά.
Οκ Χουντής: Κατά τη γνώμη μου είναι σημαντικό να υπάρχει όσο
το δυνατόν μεγαλύτερη πρόσβαση των ευρωπαίων πολιτών στα όρ-
γανα της Ευρωπαϊκής ¨Ένωσης και πιο συγκεκριμένα στην επι-
τροπή αναφορών του Ευρωπαϊκού Κοινοβουλίου. Η σωστή
ενημέρωση των πολιτών είναι πολύ σημαντική έτσι ώστε να μπο-
ρούν να μπορούν να γνωρίζουν τα δικαιώματά τους και ταυτόχρονα
να τα διεκδικούν. Με αυτή την έννοια θεωρώ πως η δημιουργία του
web-portal κινείται στη σωστή κατεύθυνση και θα διευκολύνει σε
μεγάλο βαθμό την επικοινωνία των πολιτών με την επιτροπή ανα-
φορών.

Ερ: Μία τελευταία ερώτηση που ζητάμε κατά τη διάρκεια της συνεν-
τεύξεις μας σε αυτήν την περίοδο της κρίσης.
Πόσο δύσκολο είναι να είναι κάποιος μέλος του Ευρωπαϊκού Κοι-

νοβουλίου σε μια εποχή που χαρακτηρίζεται από μια ισχυρή αντί-
δραση στο εγχείρημα  της Ευρωπαϊκής Ένωσης.
Οκ Χουντής: Ο Ευρωβουλευτής ασφαλώς πρέπει να αφουγκράζε-
ται τα μηνύματα αλλά και τη δυσαρέσκεια των πολιτών. Η Ευρω-
παϊκή ¨Ένωση στα πλαίσια των νεοφιλελεύθερων πολιτικών που
εφαρμόζει κυρίως μέσω των πολιτικών λιτότητας οδηγεί στον κλυ-
δωνισμό της εμπιστοσύνης των πολιτών προς αυτήν . Ιδίως στις
χώρες του ευρωπαϊκού νότου και τη χώρα μου την Ελλάδα η τερά-
στια πλειοψηφία των πολιτών θέτει σε αμφισβήτηση τις πολιτικές
της ¨Ένωσης εξαιτίας της δραματικής πτώσης του βιοτικού της επι-
πέδου. Από την πλευρά μου ως Ευρωβουλευτής της GUE / NGL
που δεν ευθύνεται γι αυτού του είδους τις πολιτικές προσπαθώ ακρι-
βώς να μεταφέρω στο Ευρωπαϊκό Κοινοβούλιο την επιθυμία των
πολιτών για άλλους είδους πολιτικές που δεν θα στηρίζονται στη
λιτότητα αλλά στην κοινωνική ανάπτυξη που θα θέτει τους ανθρώ-
πους πάνω από τα κέρδη.

Οκ. Νικόλαος Χουντής

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meps/en/26851/NIKOLAOS_CHOUNTIS.html
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The last
meeting of
the year

2012 -- which if
the Mayas were
right would also
have been the lat-
est ever -- was as
usual a labour of
love and respect
to the European

citizens. As it resumed its works the Committee knew all too well
that this would have been an indoor firework kind of affair. With
the growing love of the citizens which can be felt all around the
Members -- and can be explicitly found on the endorsements and
témoignages on PETI social-media pages -- they knew it would
have been a tough half-day. The Assembly started with a lively
and sparkling meeting of the political groups’ Coordinators,
which taking slightly longer than originally forecast provoked a
bit of frustration but left most of the Members ready for an ac-
tion-packed evening. At around 16h00 the room opened its doors
and the music started, so to speak. First on the Agenda of the
Meeting (point # 6) was the adoption of the Opinion on “Improv-
ing the delivery of benefits from EU environment measures: build-

ing confidence through better knowledge and responsiveness”.
PETI Journal is well aware that these longish titles can scare some
of our readers off but they need to be explicitly quoted for the record.
The long and short of it is that once again the Committee exercise
what it does best and that is the scrutiny of existing and upcoming
legislation based on the extensive and varied experience provided
by our citizens. Mr. Giles Chichester
MEP, who this month opens this very
newsletter, was a usual a pleasure to listen
to and provided much insight while keep-
ing the mood sweet and light. The adop-
tion, just as one could have imagined by
reading this far, was a successful one,
showing -- PJ hates repeating itself but
there is no other option available here --
what an effective work can be done when
politics of inclusion and ownership are
played on the floor and behind the scenes,
as opposed to blind-clashing which in the
end leaves everybody losing and under-
mines the work of the Members. As it is customary PETI Journal
congratulates the excellent result and Mr. Chichester MEP and can-
not help but thinking that this was precisely the best month to have
him grace our frontpage.

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Chichester
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida-Soler download the relevant files
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tention of the
H o n o r a b l e
Members on
this particular
matter. Last, but
not least evi-
dently, was
point # 22, or
p e t i t i o n
923/2011, raised
by a Lithuanian
national and

centered on the application, or lack thereof, of Directive 2004/38/EC
in Gibraltar, which we remind our readers, is effectively British ter-
ritory in the southernmost part of the Iberic peninsula. The peti-
tioner, of Lithuanian nationality, and the partner, who is Ukrainian,
have both a residence permit issued by the authorities in Gibraltar
but the Lithuanian Embassy informed them of the need for the part-
ner to require a visa to reside in Lithuania. However, the petitioner
considers that the partner, lawfully married, is not required to apply
for a visa for Lithuania under Directive 2004/38/EC on the right of
citizens of the Union and their family members to move and reside
freely within the territory of the Member States. The petitioner asks
the European Parliament for clarification.

Mr. Willy Meyer MEP in the Chair concluding the meeting

The November meeting ended with the secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of the European
Commission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except for points # 20; 26;
31; 34; 42; 45, 46 and 49 (the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

Point # 7, which followed right away, presented a draft re-
port for consideration, which means that most likely the
Report will be up for adoption in the meeting of January

2013. PETI Journal can’t see any other option bu repeating itself,
in fact the consideration of the draft Report was exremely successful
and Ms. Margrete Auken MEP -- the Rapporteur -- stressed several
times that she may have been the leading figure on it but she only
put together the excellent work logged in by all Members of the
Committee, regardless of their own political persuasion and geo-

graphical provenance. As a matter of fact Mr. Heinz Becker MEP
and Ms. Angelika Werthmann MEP, both Austrians dealing with
an Austrian alleged flaw, offered endless support and openness. and
this is something that needs to be noted and spread around. Along
with Ms. Auken MEP, the debate featured prominently the accounts
of Mr. Boştinaru MEP, Mr. Jahr MEP and Ms. Werthmann MEP
and all of them expressed their gratitude and satisfaction for a work
balanced, inclusive and well done. Kudos to the Members and let’s
wait on the Adoption to congratulate the Rapporteur.

left: Mr. Victor Boştinaru MEP

Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP - Chairperson of the Committee

Speakers: Mr. Meyer download the relevant files
Responsible Administrators: Mr. Pinto (1386/2011); Mr. Heezen (923/2011)

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121106_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/917/917179/917179en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121203_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121203_1500.htm
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When point # 8 on the Agenda of the Meeting hit the
floor with first draft about the recent Fact-Finding Visit
(FFV) to Italy, of which much is written about on page

14, it was clear why the visit was fruitful, the tensions eased and
much as it happens in th elife outside the House, a bit of venturing
outside the comfort zone can go a long way in hindsight. The head
of visit, Ms. Judith Merkies MEP articulated an all-encompassing
draft that several times showed the will to voice the delegation’s
concerns without necessarily launching into a jeremiad. The way
in which this first draft of the report was presented moved in a
balanced way between the two stops of the delegation and aimed
at including all of the welcome, much needed stimulus, coming
from the several ex-officio Members who partook the visits. A spe-
cial note of of appreciation was sent out to the President of our
Committee -- Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP -- who has actively
weaved all kinds of conncetions to ensure that the visit could be
as successful as it proved to be. The main point that PETI Journal
would like to stress is that contrary to all expectations, the PETI
delegation was appalled by the situation it found in Rome, and in
Lazio more in general, while at the same time it was pleasantly
surprised by the bold steps ahead put in place by the Campania

region at all levels of public administration. It is with this in mind
that the Report called for a clear and present danger in Lazio in
relation to the prorogation of the Malagrotta landfill and the
clumsy moves of both the central government and the
regional/provincial structures as they struggle to find a new site,
slily defined temporary, to make up for the waste-churning capac-
ity of the old, and highly debated, site of Malagrotta. In Campania
on the other hand, apart from some facts and figures given out by
the Regional Commissioner for the Environment, the delegation
is willing to take a bold step itself and reverse the 2-year old de-
cision to ask for the European Commission to block Campania’s
EU funds. Members are now thinking that a part of those funds
could be best used to significantly enhance the waste cycle and
provide that economic momentum that could, effectively, make
all the difference between a promise kept and a promise betrayed.
Many Members chimed in and almost all of them were extremely
satisfied with the direction the report is taking. At this point, as it
always the case, the ball in the Rapporteur’s court and, as far as
PETI Journal can tell, it would seem that a very inclusive process
is being put in place and the Report could go on to become a very
successful, and largely shared, one.

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Merkies, Ms. Auken, Ms. Angelilli
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Miranda, Mr. Garcés Ramón
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Garcés Ramón, Mr. Seeber, Ms. Miranda
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

l to r: Ms. Margrete Auken MEP, Ms. Judith Merkies MEP, a snapshot of room during the discussion, Mr. Gabriel Mato Adrover MEP (Chair of the PECH Committee).

Point #9 of the Agenda of the Meeting consisted of an old
acquaintance of the Committee and one that Members have
taken to their heart. Petition 338/2010 is a Spanish petition

that denounced unfair practices in the Sierra de Cazorla wildlife park
in Segura y las Villas, Jaén. The proponent made it known that in
order to build water catchment facilities, many natural wells were
sunk, amongs other things, putting the whole ecosystem of the nat-
ural park at risk. The European Commission, whose rappresentative
was in attendance, was called upon as Members had intimated it sev-

eral months ago a more thorough investigation but, above all, a more
timely response to exploitations that, if proved true, could be disas-
trous and irrimediable. The Committee on Petitions Members de-
cided therefore to keep the petition open, pending further
information from the European Commission while at the same time
forwarding the whole case to the Spanish permanent Representation
in hope of deliverance of an educated Opinion that could possibly
trade more immediate action against a more inclusive discussion
which would inevitably entail longer times.

Point #10 of the Agenda of the Meeting dealt collectively
with three different petitions 813/2008; 305/2010 and
436/2010. While the second one could not be introduced

by the petitioner herself -- Ms. Carola Twardella -- the other two
cases benefited from the presence in the room of main initiator
Mr. Brian John, a British national who confronted the European
Commission on the alleged bias of the European Food Security
Association (EFSA) in connection with the examination of the
applications for Genetically Modified Organisms (GMO). The
debate was frank, fierce and fruitful as Mr. John expanded on
his doléances and the European Commission’s representative re-
butted them all in a forceful, vehement way. Members witnessed

the exchanges and realized how sensitive the all discussion is.
PETI Journal feels that the Committee decided to act, as usual, pro-
EU citizens when it deliberated to keep the petition open, forecasting
a rescheduling of the debate when oft-cited French scientist Gilles-
Eric Séralini (author of a very controversial study about the risks
pertaining to the adoption of certain GMOs) could be invited to par-
ticipate in order to illustrate some of the points he raises. The meeting
would also envisage invitations to the EFSA, to the European Par-
liament’s Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food
Safety and, possibly, to the Health and Consumer Policy himself --
Mr. Tonio Borg. All petitions were therefore kept open and as soon
as a reschedule is happening, our readers will be informed timely
both here and through our social media operations.

http://bit.ly/UGhiRT
http://bit.ly/UGhiRT
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121203_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121203_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20121203_1500.htm
http://bit.ly/UGhiRT
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That the Petitions Committee and its continue pulse-check-
ing activity of the European citizenry would have ulti-
mately lead to this, it was no surprise at all. As a matter of

fact, when on October 9 2012, works were started in the PETI-
organized workshop on the subject of Shale Gas in Europe, based
on the petitions received, many petitioners, regular citizens, Mem-
bers of the Parliament, experts and interest-groups were eager and
happy to have finally found a proper outlet to provide and receive
information, in a more inclusive and less top-down fashion. Many
kudos need to be given out to the upbeat, responsible and pro-ac-
tive role of the Policy Department C (Citizens’ Rights and Con-
stitutional Affairs) of the European Parliament, which sustained
the mission, vision and scope of this workshop and contributed
substantially to its success. Building on the experience accumu-
lated in 2011, when the Parliamentary Committee on Environ-
ment (ENVI) commissioned a study on the “Impacts of Shale Gas
Extraction on the Environment and on Human Health” (further
revised and updated in 2012), the European Parliament was able
to release a dedicated cahier titled: “Workshop on Shale Gas in
the EU and its impact on the environment and energy policy, from
the perspective of petitions received”. The panels were designed
to be all-encompassing and very inclusive, providing a voice and
a counter-voice, based on evidences that could foster and enable
sensible personal choices. The workshop was brilliantly chaired

by the President of the Committee on Petitions – Ms. Erminia
Mazzoni MEP – and witnessed gripping accounts and informative
presentations that can be read, explored and shared at
http://bit.ly/1030doP. Matthias Altmann, Kevin Anderson,
Marta Ballesteros, Florent Pelsy, Nicolae Anastasius, Michael
LaBelle and John Broderick all gave informed accounts on the
state-of-play surrounding “Shale Gas” extraction and what the
process entails for communities, public health and geo-stability.
Some myths were debunked, some others were left open and a lot
of attention was rightly deserved to the cases/petitions that fos-
tered the whole exercise to start with.

The workshop focused on 9 outstanding petitions: 3 from
Poland, 2 from Romania, 2 from Germany, 1 from France
and 1 from Bulgaria. Petition 504/2012 from France and

introduced by the initiator Ms. Danièle Favari, set the workshop
in motion and provided, along with the other cases on the Agenda,
many stimuli to the discussion. In particular, Ms. Favari by coor-
dinating the citizens' actions in several Member States, opposing
to the exploration and exploitation of shale gas was able to pro-
vide a very substantial series of documents thus shedding a help-
ful light. Even taking into account the different frameworks
sparking the petitions in each country, all of them more or less
explicitly claimed that present EU legislation is incomplete and

too weak, and does not provide a well-informed framework for
this new technology. There is no comprehensive legislation on re-
source mining, it is felt, and legislation on the use of water re-
sources includes too many exceptions for industrial purposes,
while the population pressure on existing resources increases ex-
ponentially. For example, the Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA) Directive 85/337/EEC, and subsequent amendments,
Annex I, Art 1, fixes the threshold for gas extraction and Art 12.
for the use of groundwater resources. In both cases the bar has
been placed very low, thus making an impact assessment non-
compulsory. The petitioners, the many associations on behalf of
which many have spoken and several Members themselves, call
on the Parliament to exercise its authority in the co-decision pro-
cedure to take account of the arguments raised by these petitions,
that is to say by the European people. The proceedings and the
many topical exchanges can be seen through the Video-on-De-
mand offered by the European Parliament and through the link to
the presentations of the experts published just above.

What PETI Journal would like to add at this point is its
impartial point of view which happens to be slightly
optimistic, as far as one could possibly be. Let’s try

and see why in few easy steps. The Members were told that the
EIA Directive is subject to a substatinve overhaul and the Par-
liament will be able to take a more people-oriented stance in the
fold, Members and petitioners also discovered that the European
Commission has issued official statements stating that it intends
to address in a timely manner the question of regulating the shale-
gas extraction industry and thirdy, by promoting workshops such
as this one we are reporting about, the Committee on Petitions is
effectively acting and providing a trustable, official liaison to try
and participate in the European Commission’s dialogue with civil
society. The issue is still on the table and is far from being re-
solved, it is agreed, but the feeling is that the Committee on Pe-
titions is indeed moving in the right direction, helping the voices
and the worries of the layman to be heard and addressed by the
European Institutions.

Highlights from the Workshop on SHALE-GAS

l to r: Mr. David Lowe, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, Ms. Danièle Favari, Ms. Teresa Wojda, Ms. Maria Wojda, Ms. Dushana Panajotova Zdravkova, Mr. Matthias Altmann

l to r: Ms. Elena Băsescu MEP, Mr. Konrad Szymański MEP, Ms. Sabine Wils MEP, Ms. Lena Kolarska-Bobińska MEP, Mr. Victor Boştinaru MEP
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On October 29, 2012, the Committee on Petitions em-
barked on a Fact-Finding Visit to Campania (FFV) which
ended up being even more enriching and topical than

Members would have expected. Fact-Finding Visits, is fundamen-
tal for us to stress this over and over again, are not an inquisitive
mission and their ultimate meaning is to understand better what
goes on, on the scene depicted and detailed in outstanding peti-
tions. With that in mind a small, but well-determined, delegation
consisting of Ms. Judith Merkies MEP and Ms. Margrete Auken
MEP -- and led by the former -- ventured itself on Italian territory
to gather first-hand knowledge about the landfill site of Mala-
grotta (to date, the largest landfill in Europe) and its saturated
state which triggers a whole set of problems on the localization
of a new site while the Regional authorities of Lazio repurpose
their efforts to step up compliance to EU legislation on Waste
management. Yes, the discerning reader will certainly have un-
derstood that the task of a Fact-Finding Visit´s delegation is very
delicate and could certainly be filed under the "diplomacy" file
as one needs to be curious, even nosey at times but only with the
intent to gather knowledge in order to effectively tackle the issue
back in Brussels, Not an easy feat!

Back to the actual visit, on Monday the delegation went to
see some of the alternative sites identified thus-far by the
relevant authorities, including the Prefect of the Republic

Mr. Goffredo Sottile, a special Commissioner appointed by the
national government to sort out the near-emergency state of Lazio
vis-à-vis the waste management. The delegation was then joined
by a number of ex-officio Members of the delegation, a latin word
that is meant to describe the status of Italian Members of the Eu-
ropean Parliament that are not on the delegation roll but that ac-
company and exercise their political role in their country of
election. Especially poignant, in this case, was the presence of the
Chairperson of the Committee, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP,
whom committed as ever to her institutional mission and role
helped actively the visit moving forward, albeit officially taking
a back seat. On the first day another sizable result obtained by the
delegation was to go and see with their own eyes the Malagrotta
landfill, supposed to be the largest, and possibly the oldest too,
operating in Europe. There the delegation had the indubious ho-
nour to be given a brief account by Mr. Manlio Cerroni himself,
the owner of the Malagrotta plants and a waste-management guru.

The Tuesday, or Day 2 of the visit, the delegation spent
morning and afternoon in Rome before heading out to
Naples in order to meet regional and local authorities and

petitioners from Naples. First things first, though, and it is im-
portant to state clearly that the meeting with the Minister for the
Environment -- Mr. Corrado Clini -- was all that the delegation
could have hoped for. He frankly assessed the past, explained the
present and envisaged future actions with a sense of urgency.

When the petitioners, during the public phase of the debate, ques-
tioned the Ministere with burning interrogatives, Minister Clini
called for "responsible solidarity from all Institutions involved".
The citizens and the MEPs (and by that time the ex-officio joining
in had become quite extensive and included one oustanding Vice-
President of the European Parliament -- Ms. Roberta Angelilli)
called for clearer criteria for landfill selection, better monitoring
and full respect of waste-management hierarchy, emphasizing duti
to select waste and to recycle first. Minister Clini heartily agreed,
citing the need to use separated seection and mechanical biolog-
ical disposal first, envisaging landfills only as last resort solutions.
However, Minister Clini continued, the situation is currently in
dire straits after many years of lack of respect for environmental
priorities and he and his colleagues would need more time, than
one meager year, to turn things around. The meeting also served
the other fundamental purpose to bridge the gap between the EU
and the citizenry, especially when meeting them in public hap-
penings capable of creating momentum and facilitating above-
the-board conversation between citizens and authorities at any
level. After a visit to the Italian Parliament, a light snack and a
short but informative exchange of views with the Italian Bicam-
eral Committee on Organized Crime in the Environment sector
(which were to continue a month later when the former travelled
to Brussels to met with high-ranking EU officials and MEPs), the
delegation went on to take the train and commute to Naples where
it would spend the evening and on the following day would meet
petitioners and authorities on its last day of activities.

In Naples, on the Wednesday morning, the delegation was
again joined by the President of the Committee on Petitions -
- Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP -- and several others ex-officio

Members who gave a much-welcome support to Ms. Judith
Merkies MEP -- leader of the delegation -- and Ms. Auken MEP.
In particular, it helped that both Members were on the previous
Fact-Finding Visit to Naples in 2010 as this really allowed them
to master the issue and appreciate the improvements, even when
minor, which seem to underline an inversion in the trend. Infor-
mation, data and clear timetable on infrastructures and initiatives
were offered by the Regional Minister for the Environment -- Mr.
Giovanni Romano --, by the former MEP and current Mayor of
Naples -- Mr. Luigi De Magistris -- and by other Institutional in-
terlocutors that were met back-to-back and with the typical de-
votion and dedication that becomes the Members of the beloved
Committee on Petitions of the European Parliament. A special
place was reserved to the petitioners, led by the clergyman Don
Maurizio Patriciello, which had recently brought forward an in-
stance about the phenomenon of toxic waste bonfires in the areas
between the provinces of Naples and Caserta. Their points were
vehemently made, as it was the faith and last-resort hope in some
seasoned political pressure that the EU as such could exert on Ital-
ian administration, both at national and regional level, to tackle

l to r: Ms. Judith Merkies MEP, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, Ms. Margrete Auken MEP, Italian Minister for the Environment - Mr. Corrado Clini, and two snapshots of the very successful
public meetings that the Petitions Committee delegation held with the public (many petitioners) and Italian authorities (national, regional and local) both in Rome and Naples.
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These just in

this issue effectively to preserve the health of the citizens.

The delegation disbanded in the afternoon on Wednesday
and everybody went back home to ponder of what had
been seen but when the meeting of November came

around, PETI Journal learned that its impression was officially
confirmed by the preliminary findings of the delegation. Rome
and its landfill-ridden dilemma  is what worried the Committee,
and the Italian authorities, the most while the situation in Naples,
while far from being optimal, reverberates a decisive change of

trend and the hope that things are turning for the best after a num-
ber of hopeless years. PETI Journal likes to believe that a small
fraction of merit goes to the action of the Petitions Committee as
well and, as it was made clear by Ms. Auken in the Meeting, the
Committee is now very much in favor of releasing, selectively,
the money necessary for the best practices in Campania to gain
momentum.

Until the next delegation! 

Last on the Agenda for this last meeting of the Committee
for 2012 was a series of petitions dealing with a serious
danger of these modern times: the abuse of fixed-term con-

tracts and relative alleged infringement of Council Directive
1999/70/EC. The three petitions discussed -- 1278/2010;
1302/2010 and 1525/2010 -- were all very personal and universal

at once,
giving a
voice to
an issue
that with
all due
d i f f e r -
ences, is
evidently
trans-na-
t i o n a l
and pan-
European
in its
form, as

the accounts of Ms. Ana Miranda MEP and Mr. Peter Jahr MEP

signify. PETI Journal can report that the Members were genuinely
sympathetic to the essence of the petitions discussed and possibly
because as MEPs, that is Members chosen and elected by the people
they have all heard stories that can easily turn into tales of despair
and unfairness. But a meeting of our own PETI cannot end on a
down note for it won’t reflect the utmost commitment of its Members
and therefore after the account of the petitioners, the Chair of the
Committee gave the floor to the EC Representative -- Mr. Timm
Rentrop -- who without beating around the bushes announced that
just a few days before he could confirm that the European Commis-
sion had launched an infringement procedure aimed precisely at cor-
recting the elements described up to that point. Let’s state this clearly,
PETI is not happy abou the infringement procedure per se, that is
clear, but it shows the veracity and impact on real citizens of the is-
sues at the heart of petitions and show, yet once again, how important
PETI’s mission is vis-á-vis the European citizens with its aspirations,
troubles and shortcomings. It is obvious that after hearing those ac-
counts, the interest of the MEPs, and the ground-breaking news
about the recently launched infringement procedure, Members de-
cided to keep the petition open pending further information and
close scrutiny of the proceedings, in order to effectively address these
petitions and others that may very likely be in the pipeline about the
same grievances.

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

The December meeting ended with the secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of the European
Commission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except for points # 18,
38, 39 and 45 (the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

As we are closing this issue, right after the winter recess, we received three important information that PETI Journal would
like to share with its affectionate readership. First of all, it is vital to spread the word about the fact that the Committee on Petitions
(PETI), along with the Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI), the Committee on Civil Liberties, Justic and Home Affairs (LIBE)

and the DG JUSTICE of the European Commission, is jointly organizing a special hearing on EU Citizenship. It is open, it is free, it is in-
clusive, therefore you are all invited to take note and take stock. All the information can be had by directing your browsers to tiny.cc/4wipqw
Secondly, for our Spanish-inclined friends, the very active PETI Member Ms. Ana Miranda MEP has been interviewed for a radio show
in Spain and PETI Journal is able to provide you all with the direct link to hear the segment at tiny.cc/81ipqw. Finally, we would like to
make you all aware of a new citizen-friendly platform launched by ECAS (European Citizen Action Service) and deserving of your unfet-
tered attention at www.citizenhouse.eu

l to r: Mr. Vicente Miguel Garcés Ramón MEP, Mr. Richard Seeber MEP, Mr. Brian John (petitioner), Mr. Eric Poudelet (EC Representative)

Ms. Chiara Patanè (petitioner)

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/920/920267/920267en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/920/920267/920267en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/920/920267/920267en.pdf
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