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Letter of (date) from Carlo Casini, Chair of the Committee on Constitutional Affairs, to Martin 
Schulz, President of the European Parliament

Translation

Subject: Interpretation of Rule 117(3) of the Rules of Procedure 

Dear Mr President,

In accordance with Rule 211(1) of the Rules of Procedure, the Chair of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs has referred to this committee a request for the examination of Rule 117(3) on 
questions for written answer, concerning questions which Members may put to the European 
Council, the Council, the Commission or the Vice-President of the Commission/High 
Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy.

Questions for written answer must be answered within six weeks (three weeks for priority 
questions). If this time limit is not met, its author may request that it be placed on the agenda for 
the next meeting of the committee responsible. The AFET Committee has asked for this rule to 
be amended, fearing that committee Chairs may be forced to place automatically on the agenda 
all questions that are tabled, irrespective or their urgency or content. This would risk 
considerably reducing the amount of time available for other agenda items and impairing the 
conduct of committee work.

Rule 117(3): ‘If a question cannot be answered within the time limit set it shall, at the request of 
the author, be placed on the agenda for the next meeting of the committee responsible. Rule 1161

shall apply mutatis mutandis.’

The AFCO Committee considered two options: either to interpret the Rules of Procedure or to 
amend them. Members eventually agreed that an interpretation of the Rules of Procedure would 
be sufficient for the purposes of clarification.

In fact, in accordance with the interpretation of Rule 193(1), which states that ‘A committee shall 
meet when convened by its Chair or at the request of the President’, the Chair of a committee 
has the right to determine the draft agenda. Since the Chair is empowered to convene the 
meeting, he must have the right to determine the subject of the meeting he has convened, i.e. its 
draft agenda.

It should be stressed that the Chair’s prerogative of drafting the agenda must be without 
prejudice to his obligation under Rule 117(3) to place a written question on the agenda. The 
Chair is therefore bound to place such a question on the list of items on the draft agenda. 
However, this in no way restricts his discretionary power to propose, in the light of political 
priorities, the agenda and procedural arrangements for the meeting (e.g. a procedure without 
debate, and possibly the adoption of a decision on action to be taken).

                                               
1 Rule 116 concerns Question Time with the Council and the Commission during part-sessions.



PE486.065v01-00 2/2 LT\896911EN.doc

EN

Of course, the proposed agenda drawn up by the Chair has to be submitted to the committee for 
its approval at the beginning of the meeting. By analogy with Rule 177, concerning the 
adjournment of a debate and vote, a Member may also move that the debate on an agenda item 
be adjourned (the intention to move adjournment must be notified at least 24 hours in advance). 
Such a motion must also be submitted to the committee for its approval.

By way of conclusion, the AFCO Committee adopted1 by … votes to … with … abstentions, the 
following interpretation of Rule 117(3) of the Rules of Procedure:

‘Since the Chair of a committee is empowered by Rule 193(1) to convene a meeting of that 
committee, it is up to him, in the interest of the proper organisation of proceedings, to determine 
the draft agenda of the meeting he has convened. This prerogative is without prejudice to his 
obligation under Rule 117(3) to place a question, at the request of its author, on the agenda for 
the next meeting of the committee. However, the Chair has the discretionary power to propose, 
in the light of political priorities, the agenda and procedural arrangements for the meeting (e.g. 
a procedure without debate, possibly with the adoption of a decision on action to be taken, or, 
where appropriate, a recommendation to carry over the item to a subsequent meeting)’.

(Closing formula and signature)

                                               
1 The following were present for the vote:


