
PA\940105EN.doc PE513.298v02-00

EN United in diversity EN

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 2009 - 2014

Committee on Petitions

2013/2119(INI)

11.6.2013

DRAFT OPINION
of the Committee on Petitions

for the Committee on Legal Affairs

on 29th Annual Report on Monitoring the Application of EU Law (2011)
(2013/2119(INI))

Rapporteur: Roger Helmer



PE513.298v02-00 2/3 PA\940105EN.doc

EN

PA_NonLeg



PA\940105EN.doc 3/3 PE513.298v02-00

EN

SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on Petitions calls on the Committee on Legal Affairs, as the committee 
responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions in its motion for a resolution:

1. Emphasises that the ‘right to petition the European Parliament’ is simply a cosmetic 
device intended to give a spurious air of democratic legitimacy to the concept of 
‘European Citizenship’ and thus to the essentially undemocratic and unaccountable EU 
institutions, and in this context asserts that information campaigns carried out at national 
and EU level about the sphere of activities of the European Union are unjustified 
propaganda for an increasingly unpopular view of the European project;

2. Reiterates its previous requests that the Committee on Petitions be provided with clear 
information on the stages reached in infringement procedures also covered by open 
petitions;

3. Calls on the Commission to acknowledge that the current level of petitions reflects badly 
both on EU legislation and on its implementation;

4. Considers that, in light of the current economic situation and the massive costs of EU 
regulation, there is an urgent need for a dramatic pruning of the acquis communautaire, 
especially in the employment area;

5. Stresses that citizens, businesses and other stakeholders expect a simple and predictable 
regulatory framework; points, therefore, to the need to reduce bureaucracy and 
administrative burdens, and calls on the Commission to identify the pieces of legislation 
where regulatory costs can be reduced;

6. Notes that the Member States were obliged to transpose 131 directives in 2011; points out 
that national administrations, already under strain, find it increasingly difficult to keep up 
with the transposition of a high number of pieces of legislation; notes also that we are
creating new EU legislation faster than we can read it, or understand it, or implement it;

7. Requests a detailed assessment of the actual benefits and costs of the complaint 
mechanisms;

8. Regrets the obduracy and recalcitrance of both the Commission and member states' 
governments, for example in the case of Spanish property rights, where European citizens 
from many countries have for many years been denied basic rights of property and 
contract. This issue has been raised repeatedly in the Petitions Committee over at least 
fifteen years, yet neither the Commission nor the Spanish government has taken effective 
action nor offered any redress.


