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CHAIRMAN’s NOTES

As Europe goes through 2013 -- the European year of citizens
– a number of esteemed observers, and many citizens them-
selves, are not shy about commenting the shape the European

project is in. As the President of the Committee on Petitions of the
European Parliament, however, I always feel a bit uneasy about it.
Why, the reader may wonder. It is with that in mind that I am writing
this note to try and sort my feelings out.

While I do not turn a blind eye to the strategies deployed here
and there by, which can occasionally be out of focus, and
I do acknowledge that there are mechanisms, tools and,

very possibly, a culture to eradicate in order to fully embrace a more
participatory democracy within our Union, I would like to go on
record stating that many criticisms are not very generous, or construc-
tive. Many, just seem to rest on utopic assumptions, overlooking that
the complex fabric of which the EU is made of, does not happen in a
vacuum and is susceptible to a great deal of national pressures which
ultimately weigh it down, impeding it to soar and address issues at a
supranational level as it would, as it should really, and as most citizens
comprehensibly would like it to.

It is within this context, therefore, that the choice to dedicate 2013
to European citizenship needs to be framed and it is not just a
symbolical or a lexical embellishment either but a “fundamental”

one. “Fundamental”, in these dire times Europe is going through, is
an evocative word underpinning what I think, what the Parliament
thinks, and

what the EU
feels on the verge of the upcoming 2014 European elections: the need to engage citizens and
increase participation to the greater European political process. The most severe financial
crisis in roughly a 100 years and a lack of trust in political authorities, have not been of much
help, I must confess, causing the gap between EU citizens and its institutions to deepen
against all the best intentions. However, without launching into a debate about “European
polity” and its legal and philosophical implications, I would like to state clearly, loudly and
without misunderstandings that Europe needs its citizens as much as they need the EU. Only
reinforcing each and every aspect of the singular relationship with the citizens, the European Union may hope to get out of the Doldrums it finds
itself in right now.

If the target is to be centered, the EU Institutions will need to make a serious effort to step up tools like the “European Citizens Initiative” by
making it more user-friendly and binding, while providing momentum and granting a higher profile to the nosy, uncomfortable and, at times,
downright inquisitive, powers of the Committee on Petitions of the European Parliament. The citizens, on their part of this “covenant” shall

participate more forcefully in the political life of the European Union, thereby lending it once again popular consensus and a spark of life. All of
this, while speaking in no uncertain terms to their National governments, telling them to stop playing mind-games about Brussels and the EU, for
only standing together Europe, as we know it today, will be able to compete in the global chessboard. This is the goal EU should pursue and the
way in which we shall speak to the citizens in order to reform, innovate and project our peculiar “economic Union” into its grown-up years of “po-
litical Union”.

“2013, I was saying before, is
a decisive year ... The citizens shall

participate more forcefully in the po-
litical life of the European Union,

thereby lending it once again popular
consensus and a spark of life”
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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 Ombudsman and for
reviewing and debating his Annual Report and Special Reports. The
European Ombudsman, 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.

The Committee on Petitions, in its own little way, and under the
impetus my collesagues and myself wanted to engender its oper-
ations with, have worked hard over the last few years to reach

out and profile our operations not for the sake of it but to show how EU
can, and most likely will, act on behalf of the citizens and their worries.
The rate of awareness of the petition’s process, as per the Eurobarometer
survey unveiled by the European Commission in March, points at a very
sustainable trend, showing clearly that there is more work to do but also
that when one does make the effort to engage, results are within reach
(these days 89% of Europeans know what a “petition” and it is a dra-
matic improvement over previous surveys). At this point, I strongly in-
vite to read the latest PETI’s Annual Report (it is available at the
following address in any of 23 official languages of the Union and I find
it particularly informative in the way in which it strives to explain what
the petition’s process can do for the citizens through two success-stories
http://bookshop.europa.eu/en/2011-annual-report-pbBH3113788/).

The Petitions Committee received, only in 2011, 1414 petitions of
which 998 were accepted as of EU interests. The majoirity of eu-
ropean citizens used the petition's instrument to call for an action

mainly into issues concerning the environment, but also concerning the
internal market and citizenship’s rights. It was through a petition, for ex-
ample, that it became possible to shed a light on the controversial ACTA

International Treaty proposal, which would eventually be stopped by
Members in Strasbourg on July 4, 2012. The “European Citizens Initia-
tive” (ECI), which I briefly touched upon before, is an important instru-
ment to promote a more participatory democracy in the EU but it will
need, as PETI and the European Parliament have said from the get-go,
a serious revamping aimed at bridging distances and easing its use. For
all its shortcomings, though, the first ECI has been presented and is on
track for the next steps. The “initiative”, promoted by a trans-national
movement called “Fraternite 2020”, calls upon guaranteeing and enhanc-
ing exchange programs such as the Erasmus and the European Voluntary
Service. A clear sign, I like to think, that Europeans do feel for the true
advancement of the European spirit and project.

2013, I was saying before, is a decisive year. Next year the European
citizens will be called upon to renovate the European Assembly and we
will all have to fight against low turnouts - which should be avoided and
would be a blow to the EU project for years to come. The EU Institu-
tions, I truly, strongly, believe this, are doing all they can and, although
some tightening up and repurposing will be in order, it is my feeling that
they are on the right track!

Erminia Mazzoni

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

Thursday, 17 October, 09.00-12.30
Thursday, 17 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

CHAIRMAN’s NOTES
continuing from page 1
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IN THIS ISSUE
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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.
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Next Committee’s Meeting
The Committee on Petitions’ next meetings will take place on:

Monday 8 July 2013, 15h00 - 18h30
Tuesday 9 July 2013, 9h00 - 12h30

The meeting will be held in room P4B001 (4th Floor) of the “Paul-Henri Spaak” (PHS) building.

Highlights from the March Meeting

As the saying
goes, March
did come in

like a lion and the
very inventive
Members of PETI
showed their forti-
tude as they tamed it
down over the all-
day petitions galore.
After the opening re-
marks, needed to set
the meeting on its
course and to allow

for last-minute agenda’s alterations, the Assembly moved straight to
point # 13 (element # 5 of the Agenda of the Meeting was - in point
of fact - postponed to a subsequent reunion while 6 through 12 were
shifted to the afternoon session). Point # 13, which was in fact carried
over from the previous meeting, tried to shed some light on an issue
that was already debated late last year. The core of the petition is
easy to explain and deals with principles that PETI knows intimately.
The petitioner, who was not in attendance but watched carefully
through the webstreaming, is the Mayor of the municipality of
Rechenberg-Bienenmühle and on behalf of his community he peti-

tioned the
E u r o p e a n
Par l i ament
about the
construction,
at this point
only planned,
of two wind-
mill parks in
Czech terri-
tory, but in
close prox-
imity (~ 100
meters) of
the German border. PETI Journal at this point would have to duly
report that the European Commission’s representative was rather
uninspiring. The issue is not, as one could erroneously imagine, a
lack of explanations but rather replies -- though correct in letter --
which surely are not moving forward the greater European project
in spirit. Members kept the pressure up though and raising the stakes
invited in a very polite, yet firm, way the European Commission to
look into the matter with a bit more of insight, possibly even shed-
ding some general light on likewise cases.

Point # 8 is as easy to lay
down as it is richly tex-
tured, effectively giving

way to a plethora of consider-
ations and assessments which,
in fact, was the case. You
couldn’t imagine a more
lively outlet that PETI for
such an issue to be raised, de-
bated and cared after. The ide-
ological premises from which
the petitioners move are fairly
clear. They think that the EU,

and its Member States, have an obligation to ensure that the Euro-
pean taxpayer money they invest -- ofetntimes in the form of Struc-
tural Funds -- be invested in a manner that respects human rights and
fundamental freedoms. The petitioners make their case, by providing
ample evidence and very strong argumentation, that some Member
States act contrary to EU law by using European money to renovate
existing institutions and build new ones regardless of the fact that
most of the time these structures contravene the United Nations Con-
vention on the Rights of People with Disabilities (ed: CRPD) and
violates the fundamental human rights of peole with disabilities. PJ
felt, once again, honored  to assist to such a debate from its own van-
tage point and the many Member that engaged in the discussion en-
abled the Committee to decide to keep the petition open, while

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida-Soler download the relevant files

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
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Highlights March ... continued

PETI Journal

awaiting more precise info from the European Commission on indi-
cators of the use of structural funds for the transition from institu-
tional- to community-based care in the Member States. The petition

would also be forwarded to sister-Committees CONT and REGI for
relevant information.

Point # 9 of the Agenda of the Meeting is concerned with a
new law passed in Hungary which, the petitioner fears -- by
completely reforming the pension system for people with dis-

abilities, retroactively and warranting new medical examinations --
could be just a lawful disguise for the national administration to
withdraw, or reduce, the existing social benefits. In addition, the pro-
ponent states, the re-evaluations of the single cases could be influ-
enced more by politics than by sheer medical criteria. Once again
the petitooner moves into a delicate territory but one that becomes
the engaged and active Members of the Committee on Petitions. The
debate was very engaged and showed the degree of closeness that

characterizes the action of PETI’s Members. In particular, the Com-
mittee decided to keep the petition open, pending the usual further,
and possibly truly comprehensive, information from the European
Commission while wholly endorsing the suggestion put forward by
Miguel Angel Martínez Martínez MEP to address a clear question
to the European Commission in order to receive an objective assess-
ment on the extent to which the crisis is affecting people with dis-
abilities or living on a disability pension, not only in Hungary but in
all Member States. A far-reaching proposal and one spurred by
PETI’s human charge and hunger for truth.

That petition
1273/2010, by
Lorenzo Torto, be on

the Agenda today is another
living proof of the careful-
ness the Committee adopts
in delivering Agendas that
are as much diverse as they
are coherent, trying to pro-
vide for any issue tackled to
express itself in a holistic
way. Mr. Torto’s account was

emotionally charged and moved more than one Member in ways
that it is hard to commit to words. In a nutshell, and toning down
the emotional complexity of the issue (more info and excerpt of
Mr. Torto’s account can be found at bit.ly/ZEsjVi), the petitioner
makes a vibrant case about the EU Lisbon Strategy, a comprehen-

sive and audacious declaration of intent which stipulates, amongst
other things and lofty goals, the need for an increase in the employ-
ment levels amon persons with disabilities in order to envìcourage
their active integration and full participation in the society. Unfor-
tunately, Mr. Torto continues, the level of unemployment in Europe,
for people with disabilities is almost twice as high as the level of
unemployment elsewhere. The case was vibrantly picked up by
several Members whom spiced up the ensuing debate with the Eu-
ropean Commission’s representatives and led the Committee to
keep the petition open, while awaiting more info by the European
Commission. In addition, though, it was decided to send a letter to
the Court of Justice of the European Union to inquire about the rea-
sons why the infringement case against Italy for not having fully
transposed Directive 2007/78/EC is taking so long while at the
same time addressing another missive to the relevant Italian au-
throrities urging them to fully transpose and implement the Direc-
tive.

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

In a nutshell

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Ždanoka, Mr. Iturgaíz, Ms. Göncz, Ms. Estarás Ferragut, Mr. Bago,
Mr. Martínez Martínez, Mr. Pašca, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz, Ms. Göncz, Mr. Bago, Mr. Martínez Martínez
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Sandu (1353/2011) download the relevant files

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/923/923976/923976en.pdf
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Highlights March ... continued

Follow-
ing the
French

debate was
not an easy
task: petition
1256/2012 by
M i c h e l e
Thew, and
b e a r i n g
220.000 sig-
natures, did
the deed. The
E u r o p e a n

Coalition to End Animal Experiments (ECEAE) through Ms. Thew
calls on the EU to swiftly and thoroughly implements without fur-
ther delay or derogations, the Cosmetics Directive (76/768/EC)
banning any testing of cosmetic ingredients and finished products
on animals within the EU. They also invite to enforce the clause
that would have seen the same requirement apply for products

whose testing happens outside of the EU borders. This, the peti-
tioners argue, should be the stance of a Europe that is not afraid to
make a real global difference. Ensuing debate was far-reaching and
stimulating, including some true words of wisdom by the likes of
Ms. Werthmann MEP and Mr. Taylor MEP, amongst others, of
course. The European Commission representative was not particu-
larly helpful in her remarks, offering some truisms that PETI Mem-
bers want to see
implemented on the
ground. The Committee
decided therefore to
keep petition open, re-
quest more stringent in-
formation to the
European Commission
and forward the petition
to our sister-Committee
ENVI for information
and relevant use in its activities and dossiers.

And as every meeting does, here is the pièce de résistance dis-
guised as point # 14 of the Agenda of the Meeting. For the
first time in the history of the Committee, Members will ac-

tually have to deal with petitions that both fought, and led support,
to the relocation of the Nantes Airport to the new Notre Dame des
Landes. On one hand the Members listened to a very articulated case
about how the transfer to Notre Dame des Landes would contravene
a number of EIA Directives (85/337/EC and 2001/42/EC) and the
Water Framwwork Directive (2000/60/EC) as the relocation would
destroy 98% of the wetland habitat of the area. On the other hand
Members were also treated to petition 1632/2012 which says a clear
yes to the transfer of the Nantes Airport to Notre Dame des Landes.

The latter petitoner argues, in fact, that the transfer is justified by ex-
isting legislation, is in one of the most suitable options available and
would provide for a sustainable solution to the existing, over-
crowded, Nantes Airport. PETI Journal believes in the highly dem-
ocratic value of such an open-ended discussion and welcomes the
truly non-ideological, agnostic approach which will eventually lead
to a Fact-Fanding Visit to gather first-hand facts. A recap would then
be to say that petitions were kept open, more info were requested to
the European Commission and a letter was addressed to National au-
thorities in France. Political Coordinators will soon decide about a
FFV in loco.

After a short break the works of the Committee resumed in
the afternoon and offered many other glimpses into the
way the Committee works and its Members pursue the in-

terest of the European citizen at large. The proceedings opened with
Point # 6 of the Agenda of the Meeting, postponed from the morn-
ing evidently, which was an exchange of views on the Chountis
Opinion (by the name of his Rapporteur Nikolaos Chountis MEP)
about the review of the Environmental Impact Assessment. What
a comprehensive and well-job done is this Opinion going to be,

PETI Journal can’t help noting. A number of frictions with the Eu-
ropean Commission remain in place especially in areas such as Shale
Gas, filling the gaps of the actual Directive, Annexes about allowed
thresholds and clearer provisions for art. 48 but in general the Euro-
pean Commission’s representatives were appreciative of the qwork
that had been done and the Members participated actively and will
certainly accompany the successful adoption of this Opinion to the
June meeting of the Committee.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Taylor
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Schonard download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Bélier, Mr. Boulland, Mr. Jadot, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Ždanoka,
Mr. Cadec, Mr. Bové, Mr. Bennahmias
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Iturgaíz, Ms. Bélier, Ms. Vălean, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Ždanoka
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/923/923976/923976en.pdf
http://www.flickr.com/photos/peti_eu/
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Highlights March ... continued

Point 17, in a necessary reshuffling of the Agenda reflecting
the ever welcome presence of petitioners and their needs,
saw the Committee tackle a whole series of petitions point-

ing out a number of unlawful schemes carried out unscrupolous
real-estate developers. These schemes involve a less than full dis-
closure on a number of law requirements, or lack thereof, about
the properties being sold, requirements that unfortunately become
dramatically known to the incoming owner soon after the act
takes place. Some of these schemes may imply extra-money to
resolve the issues but on other occurrences the sale is entirely un-

lawful and would most likely result in unlawfulness of the whole
property. The debate was emotionally charged as it entailed peo-
ple losing all of their savings on moot investments. PETI Journal
humbly thinks that Members were very good at handling the situa-
tion, though it is hard to imagine how that would impact the everyday
problems of the petitioners. After an agitated discussion Members
decided to keep the petition open and address a letter to Cypriot Au-
thorities to have an official feedback from them, while requesting a
firmer and more authoritative reaction by the European Commission
in order for it to frame the case with a special focus on consumer
protection and misleading advertising practices.

Point # 17, or petition 0336/2012, deals with a case brought for-
ward by a Danish national, concerning an alleged breach of
Council Directive 2008/120/EC -- laying down minimum

standards for the protection of pigs -- by Denmark. The petitioner
points out the widespread practice, in Denmark, of docking the tails
of piglets without any reason and causing significant concequences
for the welfare of the animals. The petitioner also adds that providing
an oral excuse stating tail-biting problems within any one stock shall
not be sufficient reason for this cruel behavior. The petitioner calls

upon the European Parliament, through its petition, to intervene
bringing about two main changes: proper implementation of Council
Directive by Denmark and an immediate halting to the tail-docking
routine. Members after a debate which was highly enriched with
philosophical elements about ethics expected the European Com-
mission to adopt a tougher attitude toward non-complying pig farm-
ers and even went as far as suggesting to launch an infringement
procedure against Member States which do not uphold the relevant
EU legislation.

Point # 18, which bundled together about 8 petitions on the
same topic, deal with an act adopted by the Hungarian Parlia-
ment in November 2011 and that goes by the name of Act

CLXVII. In it, the Hungarians lawmakers amended the national Con-
stitution, stipulating a number of significant changes to the retire-
ment schemes for several categories, including armed forces and
police personnel. The petitioners feel that these retroactive changes
breach their fundamental rights and proceed to provide examples of,
allegedly, potential conflicts within the Hungarian Constitutional

Court. The European Commission was not particularly brilliant on
the point and the Members jumped, justifyingly, into the heart of the
matter with both feet. At the end of the debate the Committee de-
cided to keep the petitions open, requesting more infor from the Eu-
ropean Commission, sending a letter to the Hungarian Permanent
Representative as well as to Commissioner Andor (DG Employment,
Social Affairs & Inclusion) and forwarding all petitions to our sis-
ter-Committee EMPL for information.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Ms. Sinclaire
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Mussa download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Taylor, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Sándor Tabajdi, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Göncz, Mr. Bagó, Mr. Becker
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
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Highlights from the April Meeting

While all the petitions bundled at the point # 7 of the
Agenda of the Meeting were unanimously postponed to
a later meeting to allow for a more widespread peti-

tioner’s participation, point # 8 dealt with yeat another emotional
case. Such is the nature of petitions and complaints by the European
citizens and if there ever was a “bedside manner” prize to award to
a Committee in the European Parliament, it shoukd most certainly
be handed out to PETI fantastic Members. The case dealt with the
inadequate maintenance of the Vizcaya Bridge -- a UNESCO World
Heritage Site -- in Galicia. The proponents, the parents of a young
man passed away in a car accident happened also for the lack of

maintenance the structure has been subject to. The debate was in-
tense, respectful, enlightening and put all the political gamut to-
gether to try and get some real results. The European Commission’s
representative on the other hand, as it is sometimes the cause,
seemed to come from another planet, framing the debate in a surreal
way, therefore missing the opportunity to add anything substantial,
the Members felt. The petition was kept open and it was decided to
ask the European Commission to reconsider things i the light of Di-
rective 2008/96/EC while also addressing a letter to the relevant Au-
thorities managing the bridge (Port Authority, Local and Regional
Institutions).

Th e
A p r i l
m e e t -

ing opened
with a bang as
after the cus-
tomary intro-
duction by the
Chair, the
C o m m i t t e e
dealt with a
w h o p p i n g
number of pe-
titions high-
lighting two

dramatic and emotional issues from Spain. The first one put center-
stage the dilemma of mortgage practices based, in Spain and some
other countries in all fairness, on the datio in solutium scheme,
under which a client defaulting on his/her mortgage payment, not
only loses the relative property but needs also to honor the debt, a
case of “breaking the camel’s back” adding more drama to the oth-
erwise already escalated internal situation in Spain. The debate, gal-

vanized by the pathos of the testimonies, soared and it took the best
part of PETI’s very skilled President and Members to keep it on
track and out of toxic national dynamics (bit.ly/13u8aBg). The
same thing could be said about the second batch of petitions which
dealt with banks, allegedly, selling high-risk financial instruments
to citizens eventually finding themeselves broke without even
knowing how and why. The testimonies were highly emotional in
this cases too and involved descriptions of alleged ruthless practices
by financial institutions. The ensuing debates were hot, momentous,
highly topical and entirely zeitgeisty. Members, PJ feels, rose to the
occasion and in so doing provided a viable outlet to channel the
angst and anger of the
citizens in a controlled
and Institution-friendly
way. All petitions were
therefore kept open and
a great deal of collabo-
ration and way more ef-
fort has been requested
of the European Com-
mission. Coordinators
will consider further action and will forward to ECON Committee.

The March 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 # 31; 34 and 46
(the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

The meeting would then move forward to the last case for
the day, still based in Hungary but this time hinging on
the concept that small- and medium-sized businesses

(SME) in Hungary, are being treated in a discriminatory manner
by the national Authorities in their implementation of legislation
concerning taxation, financing and participation in tendering pro-
cedures. The petitioner also criticized the banks for their attitude
towards local SMEs indicating than many of them, unable to ob-
tain funding, are being driven to bankruptcy. What the signatory
asks of the European Parliament is to gather evidence and con-
firmation of the malpractices denounced in order for the House
to adopt a resolution calling on the national Authorities to comply
with European standards concerning with the treatment of SMEs.

The Members of PETI, feeling the democratic bond with the con-
stituencies and their real-life problems show always a lot of at-
tention for petitions highlighting problems directly linked to the
financial crisis and its impact on the lives of the EU citizenry and,
to be fair, this was no exception. The European Commission did
not add anything substantial but fostered the debate just enough
to warm up some of the fiercest criticisms by the Members who
unanimously decided to keep the petition open while assigning
some more homework to the European Commission and forward-
ing the petition to our relevant sister-Committee EMPL. On this
very empathic note the monthly meeting came to an end and
Members adjourned themselves to the following one.

Speakers: Mr. Meyer, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Garcės Ramón, Ms. Garcia-Hierro Caraballo, Mr. Itur-
gaíz Angulo, Mr. Martínez Martínez, Ms. Miranda, Mr. Naranjo Escobar, Mr. Romeva i Rueda, Mr.
Salavrakos, Mr. Sanchez Presedo, Mr. Zalba Bidegain, Ms. Ždanoka, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida Soler download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Boulland, Ms. Gutiėrrez-Cortines, Mr. Meyer,
Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Werthmann download the relevant files
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida Soler

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Szilagyi
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Mussa download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130320_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130424_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130424_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/930/930410/930410en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/930/930410/930410en.pdf
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Meet the M.E.P.s (version française)

Philippe Boulland
MEP est dans le
radar de PETI

JOURNAL depuis un
bon moment. Ce Mem-
bre Français, du PPE,
incarne un authentique
non-conformiste. At-
taché à ses idéaux et à
ses positions il ne perd
jamais l’opportunité
d'écouter le point de vue
des autres et dès qu’il
les a convaincu il les in-
vite à le rejoindre. Les
différences politiques
mineures, l’accent sur
des aspects plus tech-
niques et la planifica-
tion du Parlement
Européen sont si co-
hérents avec sa vision et
son approche politique
que M. Boulland aurait
apprécié les embrasser
bien avant son élection

de 2009. Fut un temps d’autres fonctions et rendez-vous politiques ont
occupés son esprit, mais quand il a finalement décidé de se porter candi-
dat, il a parcouru le chemin jusqu’au bout. Depuis sa nomination à notre
chère et tendre, et sincèrement vôtre, la Commission des Pétitions du Par-
lement Européen, il a suivi deux questions spécifiques: celle des divorces
transnationaux et du sentier amer qu'ils ouvrent en particulier pour les
enfants, et les causes environnementales qui affectent négativement les
communautés locales, c’est ainsi qu’il a mené et dirigé une récente visite
d'information en Galice en Espagne. PJ apprécie donc beaucoup de con-
verser personnellement avec M. Boulland et admire son approche analy-
tique, qui dérive sans aucun doute de son expérience en tant que médecin.
Nous espérons que vous apprécierez aussi!PETI Journal

PJ: Que pensez-vous du droit de pétition devant le Parlement européen
comme principe général et fondamental inscrit dans les traités? Pensez-
vous que son potentiel est pleinement utilisé ou préfériez-vous voir les
choses différemment?
Boulland MdPE: Je suis convaincu que le droit de pétition constitue un
droit fondamental des citoyens européens. Les traités de l'Union Eu-
ropéenne garantissent à tout citoyen qui est confronté directement à un
problème concernant un domaine de compétence de l'UE, le droit d'être
entendu par la commission des pétitions du Parlement européen. C'est un
formidable mécanisme de démocratie directe, puisqu'il permet aux
citoyens de dialoguer avec leurs élus européens. Je regrette tout de même
que le droit de pétition ne soit pas plus utilisé, même si son recours est
en hausse constante depuis des années. Cette sous-utilisation est la con-
séquence directe d'un manque d'information autour de ce droit. Les
citoyens ne savent que rarement qu'ils possèdent un accès privilégié à
leurs députés. L'Union Européenne a compris qu'elle devait se rapprocher
de ses citoyens et multiplie de ce fait les mécanismes de communication
directe avec les institutions. Ainsi, le traité de Lisbonne a crée le concept
d' "initiative citoyenne européenne" qui autorise tout citoyen à déposer
une "pétition géante" qui, dès qu'elle recueille 1 million de signatures,
permettra d'inviter la Commission européenne à faire une proposition sur
un sujet lié à cette initiative.

PJ: En tant que commission singulière, la commission des pétitions em-
ploie également des outils singuliers. L'un d'eux est la possibilité d'exé-
cuter des missions d'enquête, instrument de choix pour recueillir des
témoignages de première main sur de nombreuses questions. Que pensez-
vous d'eux?
Boulland MdPE: Cet instrument singulier que représente la mission
d'enquête permet aux parlementaires de la commission des pétitions de
se rendre directement auprès des pétitionnaires, de les écouter, de con-

stater par eux-mêmes la situation afin d'apporter les réponses que leurs
autorités nationales n'ont pas su ou voulu leur fournir. Ces missions sont
l'occasion de restaurer le lien direct entre les élus et les citoyens, et de
leur faire sentir qu'ils sont véritablement écoutés par leur Parlement eu-
ropéen. Une mission d'enquête est décidée devant l'ampleur d'un prob-
lème allégué. J'ai moi-même participé à deux missions d'enquête, une à
Berlin dans des affaires de divorces transnationaux et une en Galice sur
un problème environnemental résultant d'une accusation de non respect
de la directive eau de 1995. Ces missions sont toujours extrêmement en-
richissantes pour nous, députés européens, pour constater la réalité des
faits allégués et d'essayer de trouver la meilleure solution pour les péti-
tionnaires. Je voudrais toutefois rappeler que la commission des pétitions
n'a aucun pouvoir juridique, elle n'a ni le pouvoir de juger une affaire, ni
celui d'adopter des actes contraignants pour un Etat membre. Elle peut
cependant exercer une pression politique sur un Etat en lui demandant
des informations sur la situation constatée pendant la mission et en
dénonçant publiquement son comportement. Cette pression politique a
souvent un impact fort sur la résolution du problème du pétitionnaire au
point parfois de faire appliquer correctement une directive par un Etat.

PJ: Etant donné que de nombreuses pétitions proviennent de la mauvaise
transposition initiale de la législation européenne par les pays-membres
et en fonction de votre profonde expérience personne, auriez-vous un
conseil à donner aux responsables des Etats/régions/départements quant
à la mise en œuvre du droit communautaire?
Boulland MdPE: Je pense que le problème réside dans le fait que les au-
torités locales ne se sentent pas impliquées dans le processus décisionnel
européen, et ne savent que très rarement lorsque la réglementation qui
leur est imposée vient de Bruxelles. Ce manque d'information est de ce
fait source de stress et de procédures inutiles pour les citoyens. J'aimerais
voir se constituer un organe de veille européen, pourquoi pas par le biais
d'un site internet, par lequel chaque citoyen aurait accès à un calendrier
d'application des règlementations européennes. Tout citoyen pourrait
alors suivre l'évolution d'un projet et savoir à partir de quand l'Etat sera
en infraction pour non transposition de la législation européenne. Il serait
temps que les citoyens soient au courant des obligations des Etats en
matière de conformité avec les législations européennes. Un tel calendrier
public permettrait aussi aux Etats d'arrêter de se cacher derrière l'excuse
de "c'est la faute de Bruxelles" pour justifier leur retard. Un exemple em-
blématique est l'attitude de la France dans la transposition d'une directive
sur la standardisation des cages à poule, la France a transposé à la dernière
minute en critiquant les

PJ: Une dernière question. Trouvez-vous difficile d'être un membre du
Parlement européen à un moment qui est marqué par une réaction au
projet d'Union européenne en France comme ailleurs. Envisagez-vous
des outils pour mieux communiquer tout ce que l'Europe, et le Parlement
européen, mettent en œuvre dans l'intérêt des citoyens européens?
Boulland MdPE: Je crois au contraire que c'est en temps de crise et d'in-
certitude que mon rôle de représentant des citoyens européens prend toute
son ampleur, c'est à ce moment là que je me sens le plus utile. C'est main-
tenant que le plus beau défi de l'Union Européenne est à relever, à savoir
faire comprendre aux citoyens que l'UE incarne la solution à la crise et
non uniquement sa cause. Les Etats mentent souvent à leurs citoyens en
blâmant l'Europe, et il n'y a que très peu de voix pour la défendre. Mon
rôle en tant que député européen est d'expliquer que, certes l'Europe peut
légiférer contre les intérêts des Etats membres, mais le Parlement eu-
ropéen travaille à les modérer et prend en compte l'avis des citoyens dans
l'élaboration des stratégies et des lois européennes. L'année 2013 est l'an-
née européenne des citoyens, il faut donc en profiter pour remettre le
citoyen au cœur de l'Union Européenne et cette mission nous revient aussi
en tant que représentants dans les institutions. Je souhaite une meilleure
communication sur le fonctionnement de l'Union Européenne, pour une
plus grande visibilité et transparence. Il faudrait que dès l'école primaire,
l'enfant soit au contact de l'Europe, découvre ce qu'est l'identité eu-
ropéenne. En France, il a fallu attendre 2001 pour que l'éducation civique
soit inscrite dans les programmes scolaires, nous ne devons pas laisser
l'éducation civique européenne accuser autant de retard. Rappelons-nous
que les enfants d'aujourd'hui incarneront l'Europe de demain.

M. Philippe Boulland MdPE

http://www.rogerhelmermep.co.uk/
http://www.rogerhelmermep.co.uk/
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Meet the M.E.P.s

Philippe Boulland
MEP has been on
PETI Journal’s

radar for a long time.
This French Member,
from the EPP, embodies
a true maverick, holding
ideals and positions but
not tramping the oppor-
tunity to listen to others’
points of view and tak-
ing them on board when
convinced. The less di-
visive party quarrels
and the more technical
and far-sighted ap-
proach of the European
Parliament became him
so much that he in-
tended competing for it
long before his 2009
election. Other political
duties and appointments
took his mind off of it
for a while but when he

finally decided to run, he went all the way. Since his appointment on our
beloved, and truly yours, Committee on Petitions of the European Par-
liament, he pursued two specific issues: transnational divorces, and the
bitter trail they leave behind especially on kids, and environmental causes
adversely affecting local communities, thus heading a recent Fact-Finding
visit to Galicia in Spain. PJ greatly enjoyed this chance to engage per-
sonally with Mr. Boulland MEP and appreciated his analytical approach,
which must stem off of his background as a medical doctor. PETI Jour-
nal hopes you will enjoy this too!!

PJ: What do you think of the right to petition the European Parliament
as a general principle included in the Treaties? Do you think its potential
is fully utilized or would you rather see things done differently?
Boulland MEP: I am convinced that the right to petition is a fundamental
right of European citizens. The treaties of the European Union ensure
that every citizen is directly invested with it and, consequently with the
right to be heard by the Committee on Petitions of the European Parlia-
ment. It is a great mechanism of direct democracy in that it allows citizens
to interact with their European representatives.
I still regret that the right to petition is not used in a more powerful way,
although its use has been steadily increasing over the last decade and
through these last years. This under-utilization of its potential, I believe,
is the direct result of a lack of proper information. The citizens do not
think that they this privileged access and relationship with their MEPs.
The European Union, realizing that it needed to get closer to its citizens,
sought out avenue to promote mechanisms of direct communication with
the institutions. Thus, the Lisbon Treaty came up with this concept of
"citizens' initiative" that allows any citizen to file this "petition on
steroids" which by gathering one million signatures (in certain ways and
fulfilling certain requirements) will invite the European Commission to
make a proposal on a topic related to its cause.

PJ: Let’s move on to the singular tool used by the Committee on Petitions
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 per-
sonal experience would you like to see FFV carried out differently than
they are today and, if so, why?
Boulland MEP: This unique instrument, the FFV, allows parliamentari-
ans on the Committee on Petitions’s roster to go directly to the petitioners,
to listen to, and see for themselves, the situations “on the ground” in order
to provide the answers that their national authorities were unable or un-
willing to provide. These missions are an opportunity to restore the direct
link between elected officials and citizens, and to make them feel they
are truly listened to, and cared after, by their European Parliament. A

Fact-Finding Visit is determined by the magnitude of the alleged problem.
I myself participated in two Fact-Finding Visits -- one in Berlin inquiring
about transnational divorces and one in Galicia on an environmental
emergency resulting from potential breaches of the 1995’s Water Direc-
tive. These missions are always extremely rewarding for us, MEPs, to
find out the facts alleged and to try and find the best solution for the pe-
titioners. However, I would like to remind here that the Committee on
Petitions has no legal authority, it has no legal power to decide on a case,
nor to adopt binding acts to a Member State. However, what it does and
we strive to do always better, is to exert political pressure on Member-
States by requesting information on its findings during the mission and
publicly denouncing its (mis)behaviors. This political pressure often has
a strong impact on solving the problem of the petitioner, to the point
sometimes to facilitate proper directives implementation by a State.

PJ: Based on your extensive experience would you have any advice to
give to the Member-States when it comes to properly implement EU leg-
islation?
Boulland MEP: I think the problem lies in the fact that local authorities
do not feel involved in the EU decision-making, and know very little on
the issues when the regulations imposed come from Brussels. This lack
of information is therefore a source of stress and unnecessary procedures
for citizens. I would like to see, I would welcome it really, a mechanism
through which every citizen has access to a timetable for the implemen-
tation of European regulations, in these times of internet transparency it
could be a forum, a social network or a website. Every citizen could then
follow the evolution of a project and learn when the state is in violation
for failure to transpose EU legislation. It is time that citizens be aware of
the obligations of Member-States vis-à-vis the European legislation. Such
a public calendar would also allow states to stop hiding behind the excuse
of "it's the fault of Brussels" to justify their delays. A prime example is
the attitude of France in the transposition of a directive on the standard-
ization of hen cages, France has implemented it at the very last minute
criticizing the constraints imposed by Brussels. If the transposition had
been undertaken step by step and in an orderly manner, however, there
would have been a period of adaptation and compliance for farmers. Eu-
rope gives time to Member-States, but they do it too often at the last
minute.

PJ: One last question. Do you find it hard to be a member of the Euro-
pean Parliament at a time marked by a strong reaction to the greater Eu-
ropean project, both in France and elsewhere? Do you envisage new tools
to communicate more effectively all that Europe, and the European Par-
liament, implements in the interest of European citizens?
Boulland MEP: On the contrary, I believe that it is in times of crisis and
uncertainty that my role as a representative of European citizens takes on
its full mission, this is the moment that I feel more useful. Now the most
momentous challenge the EU is facing is to make citizens understand
that the EU represents the solution to the crisis, not its cause. Member-
States often lie to their citizens by blaming Europe, and there are very
few voices that raise up defending it. My role as an MEP is to explain
that while Europe may seem, at times, to legislate against the interests of
Member-States, the European Parliament, through the work of all MEPs,
works to moderate proposals, taking into account the opinion of citizens
in the development of strategies and European laws. The year 2013 is the
European Year of Citizens, we must fully seize the opportunity to put the
citizen at the heart of the European Union and we MEPs should do that
even more forcefully considering that we are the only Institutions that
has a real, solid link with the citizens. As a Member, I pretend, and will
fight for it when necessary, a better communication about the Functioning
of the European Union, for maximum visibility and transparency. I think
for all the money spent and great minds that we lag a bit behind in that
respect. Had we had kids in elementary schools in greater contact with
Europe, we would probably have a true European identity by now. In
France, it was not until 2001 that civic education was officially included
in schools’ curricula. Finally, I think it is worth remembering -- and this
also embodies my peculiar mission to protect kids all over Europe -- that
today's children are the future of Europe.

Mr. Philippe Boulland MEP

http://www.rogerhelmermep.co.uk/
http://www.rogerhelmermep.co.uk/
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Highlights from the April Meeting

The morning after the
Committee reassembled
and had a very lively

Meeting of the Political Coordi-
nators, in-camera as usual, in
which, amongst other things,
they agreed to several reshuf-
flings of the Agenda of the
Meeting. In particular, when the
proceedings restarted publicly,
points 12 and 14 were postponed
and the Committee went on to
discuss the very well-appreciated

draft Opinion presented by Mr. Chountis MEP about the review
of Directive 2011/92/EU on Environmental Impact Assessments.
The Members themselves were particulrly proud of the level of
depth achieved by the work and, though considering amendments,
they backed the draft. The European Commission’s representa-
tive, on the other hand, while paying tribute to the good work tried
to reduce potential criticisms of its own work. While it is under-
standable, PETI Journal humbly thinks that Members have not
liked much that attitude and it may, in fact, even backfire. The
Committee moved on anyhow and it shall adopt the Opinion at
its June meeting when it will become clear how Members have
indeed judged the whole process.

Following the debate on the Chountis Opinion it was time
for a very lively update and debate about the Committee
on Petition’s 2012 Annual Report. After the efforts put to-

gether by the Members in order to raise visibility, impact and
strategic profile of PETI’s role, which culminated in the highly
praised and largely distributed (18.000 copies to this date,
throughout Europe and in exra-EU liaison offices) 2011 Annual
Report (available at the Europa Bookshop in any of the 23 offi-
cial languages of the EU bit.ly/11vCgT5). This year’s Rappor-
teur, and Vice-President of the European Parliament, Mr. Edward
McMillan-Scott MEP brought his own sharp wit, critical views
and engaging narrative and proved his experience in achieving
the kind of overarching, all-encompassing work that Members
from the whole political gamut requested of him. The European

Commission’s representative clearly approved the working doc-
ument which was presented and a point was made on the ever-
growing role of multi-channel communication strategy which
PETI’s political Co-
ordinators agreed
upon and adopted
over the last few
years. PETI Journal
thinks the work
done thus far is ex-
cellent and looks
forward to adoption
and deployment of
its results.

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Boulland, Ms. Striffler, Ms. Bélier
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Angourakis, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Chountis, Ms. Ždanoka
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

Before the
short lunch
b r e a k

kicked in the Com-
mittee leaped into
the preliminary
oral presentation
of the Report on
the Fact-Finding
Visit to Madrid (it

took place on March 21 & 22, 2013) and its findings, sweet- and
hard-spots and the many meetings had with local petitioners, various
environmental NGOs and the National Ministry of the Environment.
The Members who participated in the delegation exchanged their
views and shared what their impressions were, especially as it re-
gards the planned modifications to the Ley de Costas. Based on
what was heard, the Assembly also decided that the internal Ley de
Costas’ working-group shall convene a meeting to discuss the con-
clusions in more depth.

The environment comes in big chunks during this meeting
and within that field of action Members deal with a num-
ber of so-called “landfill petitions”, that is a bundle of re-

quests from citizen to take into EP’s hands issues dealing with
non-application or incorrect application the Waste Management
Directive, among others. Petition 573/2011 about the proposed
landfill site at Mavro Vouno Grammatikou; 1152/2010 about envi-
ronmentaly damaging activities in the Ermioni Municipality of the
north-eastern Peloponnese; 1177/2012 about Monti dell’Ortaccio
waste disposal site in Italy and last, but not least, petition 944/2004
on alleged failure of the UK to implement the Directive on the land-
fill of waste took the floor and, as they never fail to do, provided a

jolt of energy to the meeting. PJ has witnessed many, thus far, and
there is always some intriguing mixture of ingredients that warrants
closer inspection of the cases and, oftentimes, the need for a Fact-
Finding Visit (FFV) in loco to gather first-hand knowledge of the
issue. Just as it was imagined, in fact, the debates ended with all of
the petitions kept open, a number of checks with the National au-
thorities and the exortation to the European Commission to look into
the matters with the clear mandate from the Members to find clues
and resolving problems, not just treading water. PETI Journal is
happy to report that with the notable excpetion of Rome (where a
FFV has just taken place), times were all ripe for Fact-Finding Visits
to Greece and possibly United Kingdom.

l to r: Mr. Philippe Boulland MEP, Ms. Striffler MEP

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Werthmann
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida Soler download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Chountis
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130424_1500.htm
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In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Zanoni
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Anderson, Ms. Harkin, Mr. Higgins
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Ms. Anderson, Ms. Harkin, Mr. Higgins
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

The last
p o i n t
t a c k -

led in April
was point #
21 of the
Agenda of
the Meeting
which acted
as a follow-
up to the Oral
Question and
R e s o l u t i o n

put forward to the Plenary in February 2012 -- by the Members
of the Committee on Petitions. The two petitions deal with the
very sensitive cases of the European Blind Union and of the Euro-
pean Dyslexia Association and yet once again they plead the Euro-

pean Parliament to exert a clear and urgent action both on the Euro-
pean Commission and on the Council to allow the European Com-
mission to participate, with a full mandate, in the last round of
negotiations at the WTO in Geneva. A full mandate would enable,
the petitioners made the point, to engage forcefully and to deal in
the interest a much more widespread access to books for blind per-
sons, those with dyslexia and other people with disabilities. The dis-
cussion, though handled already before, was very momentous and
the Members deployed all their best tools to mark their points. In the
case at hand, that implied a presence by many relevant, authoritative
Members lending their wise words and gravitas to the case hopefully
delivering the kind of political pressure that PETI has been known
to when the goings get tough. On a more formal level, the Assembly
decided to keep the petition open, to possibly submit another Oral
Question (OQ) to the Plenary and to request an urgent meeting with
Commissioner of Internal Market and Services Michel Barnier.

Point #20,
the penulti-
mate, of the

Agenda of the
Meeting was
brought forward
by Martin Cun-
niffe, an Irish na-
tional, on behalf
of “West On
Track” denounced

an alleged practice to claim EU funds from cohesion policies

which unfortunately do not necessarily benefit the regions which
need cohesion projects the most. The petitioners made their point
forcefully and Members were by their sides pointing at possible
points of tension which could indeed byisolated in Ireland as else-
where. After a fierce but very correct debate, Members decided
to keep the petition open, to consider a visit to the region in the
light of the upcoming Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to Ireland, to send
a letter to the Irish Minister of Transport, to request a written
opinion from the Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
and, last but not least, to ask the European Commission (EC) to
provide detailed figures on the breakdown of funds disbursed by
the EU, in relation to the cases analyzed.

Points #18 and 19 of the Agenda of the Meeting was con-
cerned with 8 petitions which can be bundled because of
their thematic affinity. They tackled, and Members were

very quick to pick the issue up, the issue of illegal bird-hunting
especially in Malta and Cyprus. The Assembly learned a number
of cruel details about those two locations serving as a prime hunt-
ing spot during migration times as birds travel back and forth be-
tween Europe and Northern Africa. It would seem, particularly
at that time, that hunters and, possibly hobbyists too, take an un-

ethical advantage causing a carnage which may in fact even en-
genders a number of rarer species. Members were touched by
what they heard and saw on a Powerpoint presentation and de-
cided to take the matters into their hands. Firstly they criticized
the weak answer of the European Commission’s representative
deciding therefore to keep the petition open but forwarding the
batch of petitions to the Committee on Environment, Public
Health and Food Safety (ENVI) for urgent discussion and rele-
vant ensuing actions.

The April meeting ended with the secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of the European Commis-
sion’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except for points # 41 (the Agenda
of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/933/933893/933893en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130424_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130424_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130424_1500.htm
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In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

Point # 7 of the brilliant Agenda of the Meeting tackled an
issue which was touched upon previously and one that, as
it stands, requires an ulterior effort from all parties in-

volved. In anutshell, the case deals with the setting up of two
windmill parks in a Czech region bordering with Germany, whose
local residents maintain it would have an adverse effect on their
nature areas. The gist of the debate here is not energy or anything
directly linked to the windfarms, it is rather the method prescribed
(?), followed (?) by Member-States when certain projects cann
effectively be considered cross-border, given the physical prox-
imity of borders. It is by mo means an isolated case and that is

precisely what the Members have been grilling the European
Commission’s representatives about. The last couple of times the
issue was debated Members requested more info by the European
Commission, though its representatives keep coming back basi-
cally explaining that since the project has not started yet there is
no worry to be had or any action to be taken. MEPs, of course,
strongly disagree with this view as they would rather impede
problems than allowing them to be tackled later on with mixed
results. This month’s debate was no exception. PETI decided
therefore to keep the petition open while awaiting a deeper as-
sessment of the issue.

Highlights from the May Meeting

The May
meeting of
the Com-

mittee on Petitions
engendered that
real maverick
spirit inhabiting its
Members. In fact
right after the in-
troduction, the
President -- Ms.

Erminia Mazzoni MEP -- opened the floor of the Assembly to the
testimony of Prof. Séralini which was at once the first point of the
Ageda, and its pièce de résistance. PETI Journal does not feel nec-
essary to get into the nitty gritty of the debate, especially considering
that points 5 and 6 had been extensively covered in previous issues,
but what needs to be highlighted is that the Committee on Petitions
boldy walked where few are unafraid to thread. It opened up the de-
bate about GMOs, powerful multinationals and potential conflicts
of interests including, but not limited, to EU’s own food safety
Agency and all of this was done  ... yes, you guess that right ... in
the name of the European citizen, its worries and its expectations of
transparency. Prof. Séralini’s exposition was clear and put the finger
right where it needed to. The ensuing debate reflected this and wit-
nessed a long series of reciprocal reinforcement between the Euro-
pean Commissions’ representative (DGSANCO) and the “European
and Food Safety Agency” (EFSA) representatives. Many points of
tensions were raised and PETI Journal would have probably needed
a whole monographic publication to go extensively through all that
was raised: GMOs, herbicides, pesticides, toxicity on mammals just
carried out on short-term and not on a medium-/long-term, criticisms
of Prof. Séralini’s study counterpointed by Prof. Séralini’s own offer
to provide full disclosure of his study if and when EFSA/EC would
do the same with theirs, conflicts of interests, need for comprehen-
sive carcinogenicity studies were some of the heated and jolting mo-

ments gracing the floor which, it shall be noted, was masterly man-
aged by PETI’s Presidency and its Members. The number of MEPs
taking the floor, furthering the intellectual stimulus received by the
academic/political discussion proved yeat again that PETI is no place
for dull moments, or the weak of heart, and that fighting for the rights
of the citizens, if done properly, warrants a certain edge and a repu-
tation to go with it (to watch the webstream, PJ humbly suggests, is
to fully appreciate the nuisances of the debate and the complexity of
the topic bit.ly/10v9Mvo). The decision of the Committee reflects
the complexity, or richness if you will, of the debate and is accord-
ingly multi-layered. PETI decided to keep the petitions open and to
forward them to our sister-Committees AGRI and ENVI for relevant
information. Furthermore, Members decided, without taking neces-
sarily sides, that EFSA, and the EC through it, did prove a lack of
transparency, giving way to doubts and the understandable request
from the citizens to their right to be fully informed. For this reason
further info was requested to the European Commission, especially
concerning petitions 343/2012 and
807/2012 (food labelling), while
EFSA, and the European Commis-
sion itself, were requested to rapidly
disclose all the raw-data behind their
studies and the necessary back-
ground information to properly as-
sess its results, as a stand-alone and
in the light of Prof. Séralini’s work.
Not an easy start and not one that
won’t, most likely, require some
wrangling but PETI, as it often does,
rose to the occasion and PETI Jour-
nal was proud to be there and a part
of it. As usual, we will keep you
posted as new developments will un-
fold.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Auken, Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Garcės Ramón,
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/936/936521/936521en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
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Highlights from the May Meeting

After a
brief and
l i g h t

lunch break the
Committee on Pe-
titions was hon-
ored to have its
floor graced by
none other than
the European Om-
budsman himself

- Prof. Nikiforos Diamandouros. He came and brought with him
a valuable trove of data, a number of copies of its latest publica-
tion and its always effervescent, yet measured, ways to launch
new ideas and address the Members of PETI with the kind of in-
formation that is sure to hit the headlines in a few months’ time

when its Report is tentatively due in Plenary. The kind of work
he has launched, and then kept up, about profiling his office  --
and all the bodies that deal directly with citizens -- is commend-
able. It moved forward the EU Institutions and showed the way
out of the doldrums of low citizens’ participation and confidence.
His web-site, with its filter-questions, and the focus on quality
more than quantity is a legacy that provided much momentum to
his most recent Annual Reports and will act as a vital source of
inspiration for years to come. The ensuing debate was frank and
straightforward and though some Members asked, rightfully, a
number of relevant questions, PETI Journal needs to report the
general feeling of mutual satisfaction when it comes to the col-
laboration between PETI and the EU Ombudsman office, and the
ways in which one worked as an echo-chamber for the other’s
visibility and reputation. The Report will be taken care of by Mr.
Salavrakos MEP and it sure will be another searing success.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Salavrakos, Mr. Chountis, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Auken, Mr.
Boştinaru, Mr. Garcės Ramón, Mr. Martínez Martínez, Mr. Boulland
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

Speakers: Ms. Paliadeli, Mr. Boulland, Mr. McMillan-Scott, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell

In a nutshell

Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. McMillan-Scott, Mr. Garcės Ramón, Ms. Ždanoka, Ms. Băsescu
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida-Soler download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Mr. Nikiforos Diamandouros (European Ombudsman)

The morning session of the May meeting hit another highmark
with points 8 and 9. As the discussion happened “behind
closed doors” PETI Journal is not in the position to report

thoroughly about the discussion but let’s just say that it was a very
lengthy, heated debate, perhaps a bit too politically-charged at na-
tional levels but a case that will eventually allow to clear once and
for all the fiedl of action for PETI, and/or other political bodies, to

deal with events that predate the accession of any Member-State to
the European Union, especially when it comes to “fundamental
rights” which the Union, and particularly PETI, hold dear. The Com-
mittee decided to keep the petition open and to forward the cases to
our sister-Committee JURI and LIBE, in the hope of providing more
insight into the very complex cases at hand.

The Agenda of the Meeting moved right on to the next point
and the “One Seat” petition turned up on the floor within
the context of an Opinion PETI is working on for the col-

leagues at AFCO (the Constitutional Affairs sister-Committee).
The Rapporteur -- Mr. Giles Chichester MEP -- in its own trade-
mark tongue-in-cheek remarks did not fail to provide a series of
reasons that should, at the very least, provide some meaningful

pondering before deciding which way to go. Members discussed
in a lively and pleasant manner the issue of the single seat raising
mostly socio-economic and environmental issues and PETI Jour-
nal believes that the Opinion, considering the experience and the
balance of Mr. Chichester MEP, which will come down the road will
most certainly not fail to foster debate and provoke engaging
thoughts.

Debating the 2012 Annual Report of the Committee on Pe-
titions’s Activities followed suit right away as the meet-
ing moved a bit behind its schedules time-slots. Another

British Member -- Vice-President Mr. Edward McMillan-Scott
MEP -- applied his own understated style to this discussion and
showcased again a natural predisposition to strike working com-
promises capable of conveying the main ideas though providing

an outlet to all political views and sensibilities. PETI Journal
strongly believes that the 2012 Annual Report is going to be a thor-
oughly enjoyable and informative piece of work and through the
communication efforts put in place by PETI, which are amply ac-
knowledged and appreciated, the aim is to get it out of the House,
and special-interest readers, and into the hands of citizens wherever
they are.

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

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
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Highlights from the June Meeting

Last, but not least,this hefty issue of PETI Journal will deal
with the meeting of June and its proceedings. The session
started on the tail end of a very dynamic and forward-looking

meeting of the political Coordinators. After the customary opening
remarks by PETI President – Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP – the As-
sembly launched into voting frenzy in order to adopt the Chountis
Opinion on the Environmental Impact Assessment review. PJ has re-
ported several times about this issue and every time it did, it re-
marked the excellent work carried out by the Rapporteur – Mr.

Nikolaos Chountis MEP -- and by the shadow-Rapporteurs. The final
Committee vote confirmed just that and through the intricate, yet
fascinating, ballet of raised hands and downed thumbs, the Members
tributed a large majority to this very articulated and complex docu-
ment. As it is customary, PETI Journal pays its heartfelt compli-
ments to Mr. Chountis MEP and acknowledges that the task at hand
was not easy, by any means, and as Mr. Chountis MEP said it him-
self, this “happy ending” was a tribute to the work of all political
and administrative parties involved.

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

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boulland, Ms. Miranda, Ms. Werthmann, Mr. Iturgaiz, Mr. Millan Mon,
Mr. Preda, Mr. Sanchez Presedo, Ms. Ždanoka, Mr. Boştinaru, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida Soler download the relevant files

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 # 30 and 33
(the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

In a nutshell Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Chountis, Ms. Auken, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Boulland, Ms. Miranda, Ms. Werthmann, Mr. McMillan-Scott, Mr. Iturgaíz An-
gulo, Mr. Sánchez Presedo, Ms. Ždanoka
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Tarrida Soler download the relevant files

With time ticking away ever so fast, the President gave
the floor to Mr. Chountis MEP who presented his po-
sition on the many amendments tabled to his Opinion

on the proposed Amendment of Directive 2011/92/EU. The Rap-
porteur, and the shadows, worked hard on it and PETI Journal

believes that a succesful adoption will ensue, to the satisfaction of
the whole political gamut for the compromises stricken. As usual PJ
will keep you updated and will report from the June meeting when
the Opinion is up for adoption at the Committee level.

The last two points on the May’s Agenda of the Meeting
saw our peculiar tool -- Fact-Finding Visits (FFV) -- taking
centerstage. Though there was no time (and no other lan-

guage available other than the English version) for the Madrid
visit, which was therefore called off to the month of June, the de-
bate did start on the FFV’s Report from Galicia. As it is the case

in a supremely political forum, such as the European Parliament,
not all Members had the same views and sometimes they even
had opposing ones. However, the debate was launched and PJ re-
mains optimistic about the outcome of this, or any other, Report,
given the maturity that PETI’s Members have always shown in the
face of the greater interest of European citizens.

Fact-Finding Visits (FFV) galore came right after that, on
points 7 and 8 of the Agenda of the Meeting. The discus-
sions on both the FFV to Galicia (in February) and Madrid

(March) were rather tense. Critical views were expressed by
Members and not everything was agreed upon but that is exactly
what give the Committee on Petitions its edge and character. Party
lines, national interests and sensible policies all go in a frenzy to
serve the ultimate goal to serve the interest of the citizens and de-
liver the level of engagement and attention that, especially after
a Fact-Finding Visit, the petitioners expect of us. No doubt some

adjusting and some wrangling will be needed but the President -
- Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP -- held the meeting together in a
brilliant way and showed that, as the saying goes, “when the
going gets tough, the tough gets going”. With a very high local-
media attention and the resoluteness that PETI shows when fac-
ing difficulties, the Reports will be discussed at informal level
(the former to Galicia), within the “Ley de Costas” working-
group (the latter to Madrid) and in the next few meetings a work-
able solution will most certainly be found. After all do not forget
that “parliament” is the name of the game!

The case discussed now has been reported before and PETI
Journal is saddened to report that original proponent Mr.
Robert Pocock, an Irish national with a big heart and thirst of

justice, suddenly passed away few months back. Mr. Pocock’s
daughter -- Iva Pocock -- was there to carry the torch and we can as-

sure our readers that if there ever was something emotional to wit-
ness, this moment must have been up there. It shall be reminded here
that the petitions debated raised more than a very educated concern
about the practice, for the most part carried out by the Irish and UK
governments, to fluoride drinking water. The literature in this field

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/936/936521/936521en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130527_1500.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/936/936521/936521en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/936/936521/936521en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
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Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Ms. Mazzoni
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell

Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Mr. Chountis, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Boştinaru, Ms. Auken
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Mussa download the relevant files

In a nutshell

is by now
quite clear
about it and,
although the
f luor ida t ion
p r o g r a m
started with
the best of in-
tentions, it has
become abun-
dantly clear by
now that it
may bring
about serious

health concerns in the long run, considering amongst other things
that the amount of fluoridation is the same for the whole population

(newborns, adults and older people). Ms. Pocock brought forth her
father’s ideas and case with panache and a friendly, will-not-back-
down, attitude that made her presentation, her style and her argu-
mentations very hard to decline or dismiss. Members, who
remembered very well, Mr. Pocock’s passion for his petition, jumped
in and highlighted most, if not all, of the idiosyncracies of the Euro-
pean Commission’s defense (mostly stemming from DGSANCO).
PETI, based on the stringent logic of the argumentations and on the
objective space to for manoeuvring and investigating, decided to
keep the petition open, pending further information from the Euro-
pean Commission. A letter would also be sent to the Irish Govern-
ment seeking clarifications with respect to the inclusion of the
addition of hydrofluosilicic acid (H2SiF6) into drinking water supply
in Ireland, particularly in light of Directive 2001/83/EC (a/k/a Me-
dicinal Products Directive).

Point # 10 of
the Agenda
of the

Meeting dealt
with three peti-
tions from Bul-
garia, raising
about 30.000 citi-
zens’ concern
about air-pollu-
tion in, and

around, the Bulgarian town of Stara Zagora. According to the Di-
rective on Ambient Air quality and Cleaner Air for Europe, the
Republic of Bulgaria is under the obligation to meet the limit
value for nitrogen dioxide by January 1, 2010. The petitioner --
Mr. Vasil Ivanov -- also raised serious concerns about the objec-

tivity of the Bulgarian authorities and called upon the European
Parliament to defend the interest of all the citizens worried about
their health. The European Commission’s representative, this
time around an old cohort of PETI and one that over the years
has proven to be generally good at framing issues, providing
meaningful answers and pursueing results, did not give us bu-
reaucratic platitudes but some reals sense of commitment and
clear indications that the petitioner was not off-base as regards
the values of air-pollution. Members debated the best way to pro-
ceed and finalized to keep the petition open while addressing a
letter to the Bulgarian Ministry of Environment seeking clarifi-
cations about the levels of air pollution (and its intended strategy
to alleviate it) and about the reason which brough the government
to take some of the air-monitoring stations down. The Members
also encouraged the European Commission to continue its action
and pressure, considering it beneficial to the solution of the case.

Petition 958/2012 by Pierre Lacroix, on behalf of the
Fédération des Deux-Sèvres pour la Peche, bore 217 sig-
natures and raised a flag on PETI’s floor about the water

system’s environmental concerns in the Deux-Sèvres region. The
European Commission’s representative, in this instance as well,
was particularly good and pointed at a lack of communication
between the concerned Member-State and the European Com-
mission. The course of action seems to be a satisfying one and

the PETI and the petitioner himself were invited to provide more
information so that the European Commission could more force-
fully make a point vis-à-vis the national government. PETI Jour-
nal loves is when there is such a constructive, collaborative and
transparent attitude and, along with Members, commends this be-
havior. Petition was therefore kept open pending further informa-
tion.

June’s meeting pièce de résistance, and PETI Journal trusts
that by now everybody knows that every meeting has its own,
was concerned with a case discussed already a number of

times, though it remains utterly topical and momentous. It deals
with the unusual, and allegedly unjustified, hike in car-premium
insurance in the southernmost regions of Italy, and especially in

Speakers: Mr. Iturgaíz Angulo, Ms. Harkin, Ms. Auken download the relevant files
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Lowe

In a nutshell

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
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Another report was on the floor with point # 14 and Mr.
Salavrakos MEP with his 2012 Report on the Activities of
the European Ombudsman did not fail to excite PETI’s

Members. Especially considering that it is the last Annual Report in-
volving the activities of EU Ombudsman -- Prof. Nikiforos Diaman-
douros -- and taking into account the excellent relationship binding

PETI and the EU Ombudsman, one can understand the very compe-
tent and responsible level of engagement shown throughout the de-
bate. The Report is up for adoption in the July meeting of the
Committee as the Report is supposed to go before the Plenary in sep-
tember and PETI Journal has the pining suspicion that it is going
to be another very successful adoption.

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Salavrakos, Ms. Kolarska-Bobinska, Mr. Wieland
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Taylor, Ms. Kolarska-Bobinska
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu download the relevant files

The June 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 # 21 and 24
(the Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry. 

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

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

the Naples
p r o v i n c e .
Much like
many cases
PETI deals
with, there is
much more
than meets the
eye, espe-
cially consid-
ering the dire
financial situ-
ation many
E u r o p e a n

countries are going through. The unusually high prices for car-
premium insurance, as a matter of fact, hinders fair competition
while providing a very stressful conditions on many families that
rely on cars to get to their works and earn their living. The debate
was lively and informative as usual and one could feel in the air
that members really wanted to get to the heart of the matter and

try to provide some solution. One of the main petitioners, Ms.
Gambardella on behalf of the Association “Mò Bast”, (re)-intro-
duced the case before the Committee and was particularly keen
to point out that the tables produced by ISVAP (IVASS), at the
end of the last meeting, do not seem to add up and justify the hike
in car-insurance premiums. Lack of transparency and proper com-
petition on the ground would perhaps be more of a reason, and
likely clue to be investigated, for the issue at hand and those very
concerns were incidentally also recently raised in a Report issued
by the Italian Agency AGCOM (an independent Agency in charge
of fair-competition practices in the interest of citizens). President
Erminia Mazzoni MEP was very vocal about getting the necessary
support by the European Commission in previosu meetings and
it seems that good interlocutors and a constructive spirit were in
attendance. The petition will be kept open while a tighter inter-
action between petitioners and the European Commissions shoudl
be able to bring about some pressure toward more transparency
and understanding of the rationale behind this unjustifiable be-
havior.

Point # 13 of the Agenda of the Meeting witnessed Mr.
Helmer MEP’s presentation of his Opinion on the Applica-
tion of Community Law. Mr. Helmer MEP was, as usual,

very measured but firm in acknowledging that his own personal
political views, let alone those of the party he represents, could
not provide him with a real chance to effectively liaise and agree

on a common position and after a brief back and forth with the
Presidency and other Members, asked to officially step down as
Rapporteur of this Opinion. Regardless of the final result, the de-
bate was very significant, PJ humbly argues, for the level of en-
gagement and honest debate that our Members are not shy to take
centerstage and acknowledge publicly in the name of transparency.

Last point of the June meeting, and last in this rather in-
depth and lenghty reporting, is the preliminary oral report
about Fact-Finding Visit to Poland, chaired by Mr. Keith

Taylor MEP. The delegation was a very successful one and the
Members and the secretariat were thanked for all the efforts that

made it an almost effortless one, on the ground. Mr. Taylor traded
a number of significant remarks with his colleagues, notably Ms.
Kolarska-Bobinska and PETI Journal is sure that petitioners will
be very satisfied with the depth and breadth of the visit and its ensu-
ing final findings.

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/oj/939/939788/939788en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/peti/peti_20130619_0900.htm
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