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WRITTEN QUESTION E-6522/08
by Carlos Coelho (PPE-DE), Panayiotis Demetriou (PPE-DE), Vasco Graça Moura (PPE-DE), 
Emanuel Jardim Fernandes (PSE), Duarte Freitas (PPE-DE), Aldis Kušķis (PPE-DE), Bogusław 
Liberadzki (PSE), Eva Lichtenberger (Verts/ALE), Marios Matsakis (ALDE), João de Deus Pinheiro 
(PPE-DE), José Ribeiro e Castro (PPE-DE) and José Albino Silva Peneda (PPE-DE)
to the Commission

Subject: Drafting by the European Commission of a formal notice to interpret the definition of 
parent carriers in the Regulation on computerised reservation systems

The European Parliament adopted on 4 September 2008 a legislative resolution P6_TA(2008)0402, 
on the proposal for a Regulation on a code of conduct for computerised reservation systems. One of 
the main issues in this piece of legislation is the application of safeguards to airlines that have 
particular links with a reservation system, in order to avoid distortion in the offer of air tickets.

Concerning the definition of those parent carriers as adopted by the European Parliament, the 
European Commission indicated that it will issue a formal notice explaining how it intends to interpret 
the definition when applying the Regulation.

The text of the definition adopted by the European Parliament includes the criteria of participation in a 
CRS capital and of the notion of representation in a governing body of a CRS. Those notions were 
introduced during the parliamentary proceedings with the justification that ‘it is legitimate to conclude 
that the benefits airlines expect from owning CRSs have more to do with “competition” gains rather 
than with costs’ and that ‘the definition should be clarified and extended to ensure the influence of 
carriers as a consequence of capital holdings in system vendors is duly taken into account.’

In the debates preceding the adoption of the legislative resolution, the MEPs who presented the text 
subsequently adopted by the European Parliament indicated that Parliament does not want airlines 
investing in CRSs for the purpose of influencing the running of the business to the possible detriment 
of others. They clarified that a carrier having rights in a CRS limited to merely receiving information 
should not be covered by the definition. Finally, they made the strong statement that parent carriers 
must continue to be subject to reinforced transparency and competition obligations in order to avoid 
reservation systems making their offers to the detriment of other airlines and to the detriment of 
consumers.

Does the European Commission undertake to draft the notice so that the European Parliament’s 
intentions on the scope of the definition of parent carriers will be put into effect? Can the European 
Commission confirm that airlines holding non-negligible investment stakes in a CRS and positions in a 
governing body of a CRS will continue to be, as parent carriers, subject to reinforced transparency 
and competition obligations?


