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Holger Krahmer (ALDE) and Jacqueline Foster (ECR)

Subject: Inclusion of the aviation sector in the Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS)

The sustained opposition from China, India, Russia, the USA and many other non-European 
governments to the inclusion of their airlines in the EU Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS) has, not 
surprisingly, resulted in a significant increase in media coverage around the world. Some of the 
opinion pieces on the subject that have appeared in recent months read more like advertisements. 
Many articles have appeared in leading newspapers in those countries that are most vocal in their 
opposition to the ETS.

Taken together, these opinion pieces and articles give the impression of a large-scale communication 
campaign conducted by or on behalf of the Commission. If the Commission is spending money on 
such a campaign, EU citizens have a right to know about it. We would therefore like to ask the 
Commission the following questions:

– In 2011, how much money did DG CLIMA spend on public campaigns, external communications, 
media and public relations or related consultancies? Can you please identify and detail these 
activities?

– In 2011, how much money did DG CLIMA spend on funding or sponsoring of environmental 
NGOs, institutions and/or individuals involved in climate-related campaigning and advocacy? 
Can you please identify these entities?

– Which budget line is DG CLIMA using for these types of activity in 2012?

– Has DG CLIMA been contracting, or is it currently contracting, outside services to handle or 
provide advice on climate-related communications, advocacy or outreach activities? Can you 
please identify these activities? Can DG CLIMA also provide a list of the consultants it has 
contracted?

– Is any of the above information publicly available? If so, where? If not, why not?

– Insofar as these activities are aimed at influencing public opinion and/or policy-makers outside 
the EU, does this not constitute an inappropriate use of Commission funds?


