
DT\703133EN.doc PE400.430v01-00

EN EN

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT
2004 










 2009

Committee on Constitutional Affairs

14.1.2008

WORKING DOCUMENT
on Interpretation of Rule 116 - Written declarations

Committee on Constitutional Affairs

Rapporteur: Richard Corbett



PE400.430v01-00 2/3 DT\703133EN.doc

EN

Background

By letter of 8 June 2007 (309662) President Pöttering has requested the Committee on 
Constitutional Affairs, pursuant to Rule 201(1), to examine the question whether Rule 116 
should be interpreted in a manner restricting the possible contents of written declarations to 
the sphere of "political" activities of the European Union (alike the possible contents of 
motions for a resolution pursuant to Rule 113) or whether also questions concerning 
administrative matters or Parliament's internal organisation can be dealt with by a written 
declaration.
The President makes clear that in his view, according to Rule 116, the contents of written 
declarations should be restricted to "political" activities. In the light of an intervention by Mr 
Corbett in plenary the President has nevertheless decided to refer the question for examination 
to AFCO-Committee.
Pursuant to Rule 201, the Committee would have to decide, in a first place, whether the matter 
can be dealt with by an interpretation or requires a modification of the Rules. 

The question

The question that could be put to the Committee for an answer is: do the Members  believe 
that a distinction should be made between political and administrative subjects of written 
declarations. If the answer is "yes", then a further question would be how a clear definition of 
what is "political" and what is "administrative" can be developed.

At a first glance, it seems that a clear distinction can be made between the two categories. 
However, a few examples may show under particular circumstances a distinction between 
"political activities" and "administrative matters" or "Parliament's internal organisation" can 
become very delicate.

For example, if the Parliament would decide to change Rule 29 of its Rules of Procedures in a 
way that the minimum amount of members to form a political group would be 100 - such a 
decision would definitely have political consequences, although it formally would look like a 
matter of Parliament's internal organisation. 

Or, if the Quaestors would decide that the use of a veil or a burgha is not allowed in the 
Parliament premises - such a decision would have the shape of an administrative decision but 
imply considerable political consequences.

Or, if we imagine a hypothetical situation, where there would exist a political group of 
European Smokers. Would a total ban of smoking in the EP including the internal meetings of 
such a group, be a political decision in that case? 

Suggestion for a possible interpretation

For the reasons stated above, it would appear difficult to support an interpretation limiting the 
possible subjects which can be dealt with in form of a written declaration. 
However, an interpretation could clarify the scope of written declarations in so far as it could 
clearly establish that the contents of a written declaration shall not exceed the form of a 
declaration and, in particular, not contain any decision on matters for the adoption of which 
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specific procedures and competences are laid down in the Rules of Procedure.

Timetable

If a consensus can be found in the Committee on the abovementioned interpretation, it could 
be approved immediately or in the next Committee meeting. Otherwise the matter would have 
to be reconsidered at one of the forthcoming meetings. 
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