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RAPPORTEUR’s INTRODUCTION

O n the morning of February 2nd, the plenary session of the European

Parliament, meeting in Brussels, held a full hour-long debate before

voting to approve by an overwhelming majority the report of Mr.
Carlos Iturgaiz Angulo MEP, on behalf of the Petitions Committee, which
deals with the hundreds of petitions received on serious problems felt by
people throughout Europe on waste management, including landfills, in-
cinerator plants and the need to respect the waste cycle. Here is the direct
link to BBC’s thorough reporting featuring the video-feed of the debate
(http://bbc.in/yYvdQI) and to the actual Iturgaiz Report itself
(bit.ly/yxODHO). Given the importance of the issue the Committee Chair-
man, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP, has handed over her front page keynote
piece to Mr. Iturgaiz Angulo MEP in order to give our Rapporteur the op-
portunity to respond to our questions and provide more insight for citizens
into how the report came together and what its adoption should now mean
for citizens in Europe. When PET7 Journal enters the Member’s office in
one of the coldest mornings of the February Strasbourg session, the genuine
warmth and very good disposition of Mr. Iturgaiz allow us to break the ice
complimenting him over his latest book -- Vivir frente al Terror --which has
had excellent reviews, before leaping into what we consider a compelling
interview disclosing the many hidden facets of our featured Rapporteur.

PJ: Congratulations on the adoption of your report. How did you conduct
your investigations and how easy was it to ensure such a broad consensus
on such a difficult and controversial topic?

Iturgaiz Angulo MEP: Good morning and thanks to the Chair for this sensi-
tive decision to expand on the work behind the Report. It is really appreciated. When the Committee on Petitions realized that a trend was
emerging about cases dealing with lack of implementation of EU law, Members realized it was time for a full-fledged Report. We may have
had a few petitions raising more clamor than others but it was decided to pursue a truly trans-cultural, . .
pan-European state of play and as the European Commission itself seemed often to be at a loss we the Slngle most

took it. on ourselyes to address comprehensively the issue, based on the fair gnd Feprf:.senj[ative amqunt important dllty of our
of petitions received. The nature of the debate, complex and bearing political implications, required . . .

a bit of subtleness and finesse in building consensus capable of establishing it as a credible piece of Committee is to listen to
work that can stand the test of time while providing useful insights into the issues to be resolved. My people ... to relate with
utmost commitment was therefore to work alongside all the political parties, the shadow rapporteurs v

and the experts that provided us with a much-needed independent study on the sector. The secretariat them

of the Committee and my staff and advisers worked tirelessly and only this incredible amount of work
could allow the success that this Report has enjoyed. So, to get back to your question, it was not easy to ensure broad-consensus but with hard-
work, fairness and commitment we successfully managed to take on board all points of view and sensibilities and we have tried, successfully
to some degree it is hoped, to get the best practices and approaches off of each EU Member-state.

Plenary Rapporteur on the Application of the Waste Management Directive based on|
petitions received: Mr. Carlos Iturgaiz Angulo MEP

PJ: Perhaps you could briefly outline what are the most important proposals, and what are the main obstacles to getting member states to
really do what they are supposed to do to protect the health of their citizens and preserve the environment?

Iturgaiz Angulo MEP: Let me start with an example. I do not know which color-code there is for glass recycling in Italy but I do know after
this Report that each Member-state has its own. As the point of view that the Committee engenders must be pan-European, the Report strived
to indicate how to implement solutions that should be applicable and pursued by every Member-state in order to further the compliance and
the results to EU law. This was just one example, you understand, but it gives a clear idea of the sphere of action we wanted to be in. We
appeal for more awareness and compliance by the citizens, as it is clear that nothing can be achieved without their active support and commit-
ment to the recycling effort. Secondly, Member-states should finally start enforcing the legislative provisions and fine the perpetrators of illegal

continues on page 2
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dumping of waste, in an examplary way in
order to dissuade such behavior. Thirdly, the
European Commission should send formal
notes to oblige Member-states to take into
consideration the findings of our Report and
act accordingly in pursuit of better EU law
compliance.

PJ: Which countries are the worst offenders,
or should we say, where do most of the peti-
tions come from on this issue?

Iturgaiz Angulo MEP: Well, it is no secret
that most of the bulk came from Italy, France
Spain, UK, Ireland and Greece. A lot of peo-
ple just think that waste-related problems
came from the south of Europe but it is not
necessarily so. As for Eastern Europe, albeit
cases have been raised -- notably the one
warranting a FFV to Bulgaria -- the Commit-
tee seems to have less worries. I think
though, and many other Members would
share my opinion, that it has to do with the
fact that the right to petition, this very fun-
damental right at the heart of European his-
tory, has not been communicated effectively
yet in those countries, therefore limiting the
number of petitions received. I also think, by
the way, that this is another task we should
take on ourselves and communicate more ef-
fectively in those countries, and throughout
the EU, the depth of the right to petition and,
more in general, the objective of our work.

PJ: Thank you Mr. Iturgaiz for touching
upon the very next topic I wanted to talk
about. The Committee on Petitions, often de-
fined “sui generis” and for a reason is, for
several reasons, one of the front-offices of

N

the EU institutions and, as one EU Commis-
sion s high-ranking representative once de-
fined us, the Directive-Detective. How do
you think its role could be enhanced?

Iturgaiz Angulo MEP: I think that there is
the general feeling that the Committee and
its current Members want to have more
weight, so to speak, and engage the plenary
more often and in a meaningful way. How-
ever, what remains the single most important
duty of our Committee is to listen to the peo-
ple, to have the chance to welcome them in
on our meetings and have a chance to relate
with them. We are, I think, the most political
Committee, although non-legislative, and we
need to engage with our citizens, the one we
represent and that have directly elected us.
In Spain, for example, and to talk about
something I know intimately, there is no Pe-
titions Committee [/ike the one we have at
the EP] and the citizens resent this. On the
other hand they can come here and many,
many times we spark a reaction which ulti-
mately provide citizens with some “reso-
nance” and a solution, or at the very least an
opinionated answer. You must know that any
given Member-state might not fully under-
stand what is going on but one thing I know
for sure, they do not want to have problems
with the European Union! [chuckles]

PJ: How do you and the Petitions Committee
intend to follow-up with this report, what
about all the new petitions received on this
issue? Do you think there’ll be a chance to
be part of this scenario projected by the
Commissioner for the Environment -- Mr.
Janez Potocnik -- about the creation of hun-

dreds of thousands of new jobs?

Iturgaiz Angulo MEP: I would think that
the Committee expects that much as it was
the case with the Auken Report (on the gen-
eral topic of Urbanization), the Iturgaiz Re-
port will serve as some sort of indication in
the future handling of petitions about Waste
Management issues, regardless of where
they come from. The new cases should be
considered in the light of this significant re-
sult achieved by all the Members of the
Committee and we should be spared the re-
invention of the wheel for every single case.
Besides, a letter should be sent to the peti-
tioners in order to let them know that their
grievances will be considered against the
backdrop set by this Report. As for Mr. Po-
tocnik scenario, I think we shall have a say
and we should pursue collaboration. I started
the interview with the example of consoli-
dating color-codes for different types of re-
fuse across the EU. This and other proposals
can be discussed and implemented with the
necessary cooperation of the European Com-
mission and Member-states. In the next few
weeks, after the approval of the Report to
avoid any potential pressure, I will also meet
some of the most dynamic actors of the Eu-
ropean Waste-Management sector to under-
stand how and where this Report can provide
a stimulus towards the resolution of crisis sit-
uations.

n this note PJ is thanked for its fa-
cilitating role in spreading the word
of the Petitions Committee and,

equally thanful, PJ shakes hands and goes
back to work on its mission. //
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ropean citizens and residents raise with us is equivalent to "mission impossible". Very few people these days believe in

Isometimes think that working in the Petitions Committee and trying to effectively manage the concerns that so many Eu-

magic, and [ am one of them, so therefore it becomes of utmost importance for the credibility of the institution, and indeed

[Tto r: Head of Unit -- Mr. David Lowe |

for the petitions process itself, that we are able to function in the
most transparent way while at the same time respecting the right
to privacy of petitioners - some petitions after all, may be of a
sensitive character. If solutions are to be found for local commu-
nities, and the citizens who live within them, it is usually the re-
sult of accurate information, hard work and patience. Members
of the Committee are “experts” in this.

spect, and properly informed about the different stages of our
work, and my colleagues in the team do spend a lot of time

It is vitally important that our petitioners are treated with re-

doing just this behind the scenes. They also spend a great deal
of time, when they are not assessing the new petitions or inves-
tigating them, explaining to other petitioners why their petition
has been closed and on what basis the Committee has reached
its decision. This may disappoint. Very often people are not con-
tent with the results obtained - or rather the lack of result. We
need to provide explanations and justifications for our actions as

best we can, especially when the outcome is not favourable to the position adopted by petitioners - a position, which we must
emphasise; we have a duty to respect. Very often our search for non-judicial remedies is equated with obtaining natural justice,
beloved of many 18th century philosophers of the enlightenment, but no less important to the 500 million European citizens
today. Parliamentary solutions to individual petitions are therefore generally political solutions - not specifically or technically
legal solutions. This is especially true when dealing with petitions which raise allegations of possible breaches of fundamental
rights, or a breach of the values and principles on which the European Union is founded. But, it is often precisely on these
issues that other significant interests are in opposition, where Member States themselves have both the power and authority to
act - and where they may indeed fail to act in the way which the Petitions Committee or some of its Members would like.

on the floor of the House, though not directly on the basis of petitions received, in the presence of the Hungarian Prime

R::ent examples of this concern the media freedom and the denial of minority rights in Hungary which were debated

inister himself. The issue quite naturally saw the House divided but citizens were aware that they at least were being
treated with respect, that different views had a right to be expressed, that the debate was fairly and generously reported, and
that a solution was sought. Petitions Committee meetings are frequently a microcosm of such debates.

"Mission impossible" it is not.

David Lowe

[ About the Committee’s Activities |
The Committee on Petitions is an investigative com-

mittee, not a legislative committee; it tries to ensure

non-judicial remedies are possible for citizens when
their claims are substantiated. It can organise fact-finding
visits and report to plenary thus playing a vital role in re-
connecting with European citizens and in reinforcing the
democratic legitimacy and accountability of the
EU decision-making process. The right to petition, con-
tained in the Treaty on European Union, is a fundamental
right inextricably linked to its citizenship. It is an important
and often effective way for people to be directly involved
in the Parliament's activity and to have their concerns, pro-
posals or complaints specifically addressed by the Commit-
tee members (MLE.P.s).

The Committee often responds to petitions from
EU citizens by working to resolve possible infringements
\of citizens' rights under the Treaty and by cooperating with

national, regional and local authorities on issues related to
the application of European laws on such subjects as the
environment, social affairs, human rights, freedom of move-
ment and so on. The Petition Committee besides being in
charge of the Petitions has also responsabilities for organiz-
ing the election of the European Ombusdman and for re-
viewing and debating his Annual Report and Special
Reports. The European Ombusdman, currently Mr. P.
Nikiforos Diamandouros, is based in Strasbourg and is re-
sponsible for dealing with complaints about maladminis-
tration in EU institutions and bodies.

This newsletter, and its sister web-site, is where you will
find updated contacts and current information about the
work and activities of the Committee.
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Next Committee’s Meeting

The Committee on Petitions’ next meeting will take place on:

Tuesday, 19 March, 15h00 - 18h30
Wednesday, 20 March, 09h00 - 12h30

The meeting will be held in room ASP A1G-3 (3rd Floor) of the “Altiero SPinelli” (ASP) building.

Highlights from the January Meeting

The month of Jan-
uary 2012 brought
about two meetings
of the Committee
on Petitions but
while the latter --
so-called “Consti-
tutive meeting” --
dealt with the elec-
tion/acclamation of
the President and
Vice-President
posts, the for-

mer revolved
around a stimulating Agenda of the Meeting featuring
many issues raised by our fellow European citizens, making
it relevant and representative. The results of the “Constitu-
tive meeting” were already announced, almost in real-time,
in last issue’s “The Pulse”. We will not dwell on it much

1'to r: Mr. Jahr MEP and Ms. Mazzoni MEP

longer then but we will take note again that the President [ Ms. Basescu MEP, Ms.
Paliadeli MEP and Mr. Iturgaiz Angulo MEP

of the Committee on Petitions of the European Parlia-

the speakers must mean that the “Committee on Petitions is in-
deed still in Christmas mode”. While that might have been the
case, or not, it was certain that the all-day meeting gave a cer-
tain edge to the Committee which evidently does not feel its ac-
tion diluted and imbues the debates with a sense of urgency and
a focus which may otherwise be less evident. The morning did
not see any discussion about petitions but it felt extremely ben-
eficial to clear doubts about the direction that a number of
dossiers and missions were taking. The meeting is, as usual,
available on the internet as a video-on-demand and we strongly
encourage you to go and watch it, but we will try our best to
inform through our own re-
porting as well. PE7T Journal
would like to say that at the en-
trance of the meeting the secre-
tariat and the Presidency
circulated a thought-provoking
and forward-looking study
about e-Democracy and e-
Participation produced by the
STOA department of the Eu-

L ~

P, Ms. Mazzoni MEP, Ms |

ment remains Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP (EPP, IT), a woman
and a President (see top-right picture) reappointed by acclama-
tion and with sound support, who showed in the first half of the
legisla-
ture to
be ready,
willing
and able
to en-
gage EU
Institu-
tions in
order to
put the
Euro-
pean cit-
izen
center-stage and provide him/her with the right outlet to voice
grievances and complaints -- and the occasional compliment if
PETI Journal may say so.

all-day -- and the underlying atmosphere was best
summed up by Mr. Gilles Chichester MEP whom,
tongue-in-cheekishly, during the lively and largely positive sec-
ond exchange of views on the Vilean Report on the EU Citi-
zenship Report 2010, stated that the complimentary tone of all

The other meeting, instead, took place on January 12 --

ropean Parliament. While we cannot share it physically with
you, we can provide you with a direct link and, again, encour-
age you to download it. We can only guarantee that it will be
worth your while (bit.ly/xofuut). The first point on the Agenda
of the Meeting (#7) was concerned with the “EU Citizenship
Report: Dismantling the obstacles to EU citizens’ rights”. The
Rapporteur -- Ms. Adina-loana Valean MEP -- was able to
introduce this second exchange of views to an Assembly that
showed its sincere engagement and that complimented, while
also stating their own points and priorities, the Rapporteur and
the staff of the secretariat for a very good work in listening to
everyone’s position and trying very hard to fit the respective
political sensibilities within the general framework of a Report
that is certainly on the right track to become another successful
adoption both in Committee and later on in Plenary. One of the
highlights of the debate must certainly be Mr. Cashman MEP’s
brilliant sentence stating that “human rights are only abstract
until they affect us”. The deadline for amendments was spelled
out and, as we close this issue, PJ is made aware that in the fash-
ion of a truly, strongly, felt Report the number of amendements
received is copious but a lot of good work is being poured into
it, in order to make sure that compromises and shared positions
may be attained. This goes to show once again that in the inter-
est of the EU citizens no efforts are spared by any Member, and
their respective political parties, to achieve maximum effective-
ness over mere partisanship. Very good work, indeed!

In a nutshell

Martinez

N

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. van Baalen, Ms. Vilean, Ms. Basescu, Mr. Bostinaru, Mr. Becker,
Ms. Zdanoka, Mr. Salavrakos, Ms. Nedelcheva, Mr. Cashman, Mr. Boulland, Mr. Martinez

Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu

download the relevant files
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Highlights January ... continued

oints # 8
and 9 on
the

Agenda of the

Meeting are in-
tertwined and

would be better
illustrated by

1 to r: Mr. Salavrakos MEP and Ms. Werthmann MEP treating them as
one single point, that is the official proposal, brought forward
by the European Commission to intitule the year 2013 as the
“European Year of Citizens”. We, the people of the Commit-
tee on Petitions, obviously think it is a very fitting idea for
many reasons that can be best summed
up by stating that there is always more
to be done in the long and winding
road to the concept of European Citi-
zenship. Especially in time of crisis
and delusion. Ms. Sophie Bernaerts,
the representative of the European
Commission gave a heartfelt speech on
how and why the proposal came to be
and the strategy that the Commission
intends to pursue to attain an involve-
ment that shall start at EU level but
that in order to be really effective shall

S

sion (EC). Where the EC called for “multipliers” (including
PETI amongst them), Mr. Becker MEP and Mr. Jahr MEP
suggested a strong collaboration with NGOs such as “Youth
On The Move” and with Regional institutions, capable of mo-
bilizing and engage. When Ms. Bernaerts introduced the free-
dom of movement within the EU as the main meaning attached
to being a European Citizen, according to a recent survey com-
missioned by the EC, the Members were quick to point out that
students, professionals and civil society would need to be en-
rolled somehow to provide that kind of ripple effect that the
European Commission is striving to achieve. When the Euro-
pean Commission’s representative had her final word to move
on to the next point viewers and attendees witnessed that Ms.
Bernaerts had certainly been taking
notes and showed her approval for
the ideas exchanged on the floor. A
lot of decentralized activities and
the involvement of grassroots
movements was promised, as it was
a special attention to the concepts
of transparency, openness and a big
effort to step up informing EU citi-
zens of their rights, PJ includes
amongst them the right to petition
of course.

propagate through the Member-states

‘ 1to r: Chairman of the Committee Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP

and reach that territorial level that throughout Europe will
have to see local Mayors, Provinces and Regions backing
this initiative up and filling it with relevant content for the cit-
izens themselves to feel actively engaged.

Bernaerts went on to have a first exchange of views on

the Opinion on the European Year of Citizens of which
the Committee on Petitions is responsible. Getting into the
subject, introduced by the Rapporteur -- Mr. Nikolaos
Salavrakos MEP -- provided,
in fact, a solid backdrop
against which consider the
rough spots of the European
Commission’s proposal and al-
lowed Members to voice their
concerns without sounding,
necessarily, critical of a project
that engenders the spirit of our
Committee. PE77 Journal
needs to report that the debate
was very much “on the money”
and many were the points of
contact between the presenta-
tion of the European Commis-

The Members of the Committee before addressing Ms.

1'to r: Ms. Sophie Bernaerts

In a nutshell

| ( joncerns about the necessary

funding, expressed by some

Members, were also ad-
dressed and the European Commission guaranteed that the nec-
essary financial backing will be provided to make sure that all
of the finalized actions
will have the means to be
deployed. On this note,
the Committee took no-
tice of the first official
presentation of the Euro-
pean Year and reinvigo-
rated by the frank and
seemingly sincere en-
gagement of the European
Commission promised to
include all of it relevant
suggestions into the Opin-
ion on which Mr.
Salavrakos MEP is working. PE77 Journal will be alert
througout 2012 and guarantees to report essential news to its
readers as they become available in order to act both as a
trusted source of information and as a “multiplier” of the final-
ized action-plan.

Responsible Administrators: Ms. Chioti

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Salavrakos, Mr. Jahr, Ms. Nedelcheva, Mr. Becker, Ms. Iotova

download the relevant files
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Highlights January ... continued

portunity to have a first exchange of views on the Report
about the Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to Berlin (23-
24.11.2011). The visit, which coincidentally will be expanded
upon in our column “Part and Parcel” on page 9 of this issue,
became more and more topical and urgent as a number of very
emotional petitions consistently pour in, denouncing alleged dis-
crimination by the German authorities towards the non-German
half of the couple (in mixed-nationality marriages). This first ex-
change of views was initiated with a frank account by the Head
of Delegation Ms. Ileana Malinova Ietova MEP. While the visit
itself had been enriching and provided Members and the Com-
mittee in general with a willing counterpart, Ms. Iotova MEP
was quick to point out, she thought that some rough spots and
misunderstandings could be further ironed out to provide the
Committee a shared modus operandi -- it would be hoped -- ca-
pable of providing answers and sound advice to existing and fu-
ture potential petitoners. There was some natural resistance
— e ¥ towards

- a few
state-
ments
per -
ceived
slightly
judge-
mental
by the
German
MEPs
but, truth
be told, a
little explanation on the side goes a long way and helped gliding

P oint # 10 of the Agenda of the Meeting offered the op-

‘Wieland MEP, Mr. Becker MEP and Mr. Boulland MEP in Berlin

-

through the otherwise thorny issue. It shall be noted here, as PET/
Journal did on another occasions and not in a celebratory way
that the Members of our Committee -- for their own natural in-
clination and for previous political roles in national fora -- strive
always to look for the silver lining not for their own sake but for
the general interest of coming up with manageable and working
solutions that could be later applied to the cases of the EU citi-
zens. In this perspective the account of Mr. Boulland MEP is a
fulgid example of a Member pressed with an issue that to him
has direct national relevance but that would be better worked out
in a collaborative fashion with Members of other parties and
other national delegations. He mellowed the tone as a matter of
fact going on record with the following statement: ... we are not
here to judge. We are you to understand and to figure out possi-
ble ways to help the petitioners wheverer they might be from. In
addition, I would like to stress, that the majority of the cases are
brilliantly handled by the German bodies” and adding that there
might be ways to improve on something that is already working.
This strategy paid dividends as in fact spurred Mr. Jahr MEP
and Mr. Wieland MEP to react accordingly and with the same
finesse. Mr. Wieland in particular wanted to lay down that “errors
can happen in Germany just like elsewhere and we [the Members
of PETI] will have to do our best to help amending them”. While
PETI Journal is well aware that a solution might just not be
around the corner and that the cases are inevitably complex and
highly emotional, it remains absolutely confident that some ef-
fective remedy, in the interest of the EU citizens incurring in the
same painful situation, might be achieved. Leave it to the cre-
ativity and problem-solving attitude of the PETI Committee to
provide avenues to channel the major efforts and will-power be-
hind it, in cooperation with the German authorities

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Iotova, Mr. Boulland, Mr. Wieland, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Salavrakos
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Chioti

download the relevant files

‘ ’ r hen the Members of the Committee reconvened for
the afternoon session after a short lunch break, the first

issue to occupy the floor was point # 11 of the Agenda

of the Meeting, a first exchange of views on the Report on the
Fact-Finding Visit (FFV) to Romania (23-26.11.2011). Much
like the debate about the Report that closed the morning session,
dealing with the visit to Berlin, this mission had been building
up momentum and the amount of energy released by the delega-
tion (a full-length report about this visit was featured in the last
issue of the PETT Journal which we encourage you to check out)
on this visit had already reached great heights. A subtle subtext
about avoiding side-taking on national political scenarios shifted,
at times, the debate away from the sheer scope of the mission but
a very thorough first report by the Head of Delegation, and Pres-
ident of the Petitions Committee, Ms. Erminia Mazzoni MEP
was able to put the discussion back on track and win a general
consensus about it. As PE77 Journal has already provided ample
coverage of the visit and the Report has not been finalized yet,
we will not be able to analyze the Report in great detail but it can
be said, nonetheless, that the delegation’s work was considered
very important to tackle a number of petitions with a clear sense
of what goes on “on the ground” and while the political con-

frontation on the na-
tional level remains
fierce, it is hoped that
the Committee will be ||
able to reconcile differ-
ent views towards [e.
common  positions. | =&

These results will not | &5 i

be achieved without R

much debating and ' ] *

needed compromises : :

on all sides of the po- [aview of the PETI delegation to Romania |
litical scene but the Members remain alert and attentive to pro-
vide answers to the issues that petitioners legitimately address us
to target. International adoptions, windmills in the Dobrogea re-
gion, goldmine in Rosia Montana and a few other issues will all
found an outlet for a tackling strategy in the final Reportand its
recommendations. Meanwhil, PE77 Journal can only testify to
a very good start, willing and able to kindle fertile debates and
to provide stimulus to build consensus and provide for the legit-
imate attention that the petitioners requested upon themselves.

In a nutshell

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Bostinaru, Mr. Preda
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Sandu

download the relevant files
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Highlights January ... continued

m) r: Mr. Istvan Bebes, Ms. Hanna Maaret Halmeenpii, Ms. Helena Annikki Maijala, Mr. ‘Hannes Heikkild and Ms. Anne Bland

bates at the same time in the Committee, the Assembly

moved right ahead to deal with point # 12 of the Agenda.
The petition 1154/2010 originally introduced by Mr. Iroda Jakucs
Ugyvedi, a Hungarian national, on behalf of Mr. Istvan Bebes,
was illustrated by Mr. Bebes himself. Without hesitating, Mr.
Bebes, himself an elected official as the mayor of the city of Kor-
mend in Hungary, stated again what it was contained in the pe-
tition. In essence he maintains that the Hungarian government
failed to meet its numerous promises to provide the city he ad-
ministers with the necessary financial resources to restore Kor-
mend castle from its state of abandon. He adds that the promised
funds were supposed to come from EU-released funds such as
the Cohesion and Structural funds and demanded inquiries into
the use of these funds. The European Commission’s represen-

F ollowing an unusual long string of Reports, all needing de-

In a nutshell

tative confirmed what they had already communicated and based
on the principle that Structural Funds programmes are exclusive
competence of the Member-state the EC was able to argue that
as far as they were concerned no wrongdoing was to be found in
the procedure. Mr. Jahr MEP and Mr. Bostinaru MEP begged
to differ and argued otherwise, especially in the light of a per-
ceived lack of transparency at the regional level. The evidence
to stand this ground was there but but unfortunately no additional
detail or proof could be produced by the petitioner and the Com-
mittee decided to close the petition. The Members wanted to send
a signal though and make sure to highlight that the Committee
would remain alert therefore it was decided to send anyhow the
petition to our corresponding Committee in the Hungarian Par-
liament and to address a letter to the Regional Development
Authority.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Jahr, Mr. Bostinaru
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Pinto

download the relevant files

(1042/2009 and 771/2010) concerned with an alleged

breach of the Water Framework Directive 2006/118/EC
in Finland. In particular both petitioners -- Mr. Hannes Heikkili
and Ms. Anne Bland (see pictures above) -- maintain that when
the Finnish authorities approved the Turun Seudun Vesi Oy ar-
tificial ground water project, did not take into account alternatives
which would ultimately prevent the destruction of the special soil
type, of the flora and of the fauna existing in the Turku region
and in its Natura2000 surroundings. Both petitioners are explicit
in their request as they invite the European Parliament to in-
quire and investigate in the matter to effectively establish whether
any breach of the European environmental legislation is indeed
existing. The European Commission’s representative, when
given the floor, showed respect and knowledge of the question

The petitions treated under the point # 13 were both

at hand but could not do more than just restating what had been
already its official position. EC’s view is one that though ac-
knowledging the area as a particularly enchanting one and
granted that the EC itself launched an infringement procedure
for the guilty delay of the Finnish government in transposing the
Groundwater Directive 2006/118/EC, the case debated before
the Committee did not provide any evidence conducive a con-
clusion that highlighted any potential breaching of EU law. Mr.
Jahr MEP and Mr. Martinez Martinez MEP albeit being sym-
pathetic with the petitioners could not find a valid counterpoint
to the otherwise punctual statement by the Commission and the
Committee decided then to close the petition though inviting the
proponents to return to the Committee shall new elements arise
warranting the re-opening of the case.

In a nutshell | Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr, Mr. Martinez Martinez
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth  download the relevant files

hen the petition 971/2009 came to be discussed under

‘ ’s / point # 14 of the Agenda of the Meeting the Mem-
bers already knew that this case was particularly in-

teresting and that given what it had been known thus far, this
petition should be naturally referred to in the Committee’s up-
coming Opinion on the Water Framework Directive. As a mat-
ter of fact, the Committee would rule that at the end of the debate
but first things first and let’s move back to the issue at the heart
of this petition. Ms. Angela Flanagan and her son Mr. Paul Ed-
ward Flanagan raise a legitimate question to the fact that their
municipal authority approved an allegedly defective sewerage

N

system which could ultimately pose a serious public health haz-
ard since it would pollute the nearby Tullibardine spring supply.
To make things even worse, the petitioners claim, as the polluted
spring is the one serving their abode, they are required to furnish
their system with a costly water treatment solution in order to be
safe. PET] Journal would like to remind at this point that the
reason the Committee identifies itself as the main interlocutor of
the European citizens stems exactly from cases such as this one.
They seem, at first sight, as individial cases not necessarily war-
ranting the attention of the EU Institutions but we think otherwise
and no single case is ever small enough to build up that sense of

e
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Highlights January ... continued

belonging and vicinity
that should bind the
EU Institutions, and
this is especially true
of the European Parlia-
ment, to its citizens
who elect it every five
years. The European
Commission, diligent
in doing its homework,

In a nutshell
[Tto r: Mr. Paul E. Flanagan, Ms. Angela Flanagan |

o

proved again on top of the things and though not extremely help-
ful illustrated how and why there was not much that it could do
as the Tullibardine Spring Supply seems to be regarded as a
private water supply whose maintenance would rest with its
users. The Committee, especially its President -- Ms. Erminia
Mazzoni MEP -- and Mr. Jahr MEP decided to keep the peti-
tion open and to address a letter to the Scottish Executive and
relevant local authority. This, it is hoped, would put some po-
litical pressure and could provide meaningful results. The Mem-
bers also decided to send the file to the Committee on
Environment for information.

Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Mr. Jahr
Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

Maijala -- was not on the floor of the Committee for the

first time as it was also discussed the last month of May.
The petitioners (see picture box on page 7) have reinforced their
points about the potential construction of a nuclear plant in Han-
hikivi posing a serious threat to the local ecosystem and possibly
being in breach of Directive 79/409/EEC and 92/43/EEC. The
lay of the land, though, as illustrated by the European Commis-

Petition 1772/2009 - point 15 of the Agenda -- by Helena

sioner’s representative, and to a certain extent confirmed by the
petioners, is that being still at a designating stage, no final deci-
sions had been assumed by either Fennoveima (the owner of the
future plant) or the Finnish government. The Committee took
note of the update and decided to keep the petition open while
at the same time remaining vigilant and inviting the petitioner
to alert it in case things shall start to move.

In a nutshell Speakers: Ms. Mazzoni, Ms. Werthmann
Responsible Administrator: Ms. Leffler-Roth  download the relevant files

hile point 18 (1078/2009) was postponed to a later

‘ }‘ / date, points # 16; 17 and 18, collectively dealing with
four petitions (346/2011; 356/2011; 361/2011 and
471/2011) were discussed with no success. The European Com-

mission’s representative did in fact maintain its previous position
and lacking any new, solid evidence, the Committee had not other

choice but closing the files. The notable exception was repre-
sented by petition 471/2011 which points out at the dangers of a
nuclear power plant bordering the European Union in Estonia.
This case, it was determined, would be sent to the EU-Russia
Parliamentary Cooperation Committee for information and
the Committee would remain alert.

In a nutshell Speakers: Mr. Jahr

Responsible Administrator: Mr. Heezen download the relevant files

Commission’s written reply and/or other documents received. All of the proposals were approved except for point # 21 (the

The November meeting ended with the secretariat’s proposals to close a number of petitions in the light of the European
Agenda of the Meeting can be downloaded here) which will be kept open for further enquiry.

Schedule of Meetings 2012

Thursday, 12 January, 09.00-12.30
Thursday, 12 January, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 27 February, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 28 February, 09.00-12.30

Monday, 19 March, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 20 March, 09.00-12.30

Tuesday, 24 April, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 24 April, 15.00-18.30

Tuesday, 8 May, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 8 May, 15.00-18.30

N

Tuesday, 19 June, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 19 June, 15.00-18.00

Thursday, 12 July, 09.00-12.30
Thursday, 12 July, 15.00-18.30

Wednesday, 19 September, 15.00-18.30
Thursday, 20 September, 09.00-12.30

Monday, 8 October, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday 9 October, 09.00-12.30

Tuesday, 6 November, 09.00-12.30
Tuesday, 6 November, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 3 December, 15.00-18.30
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Part and Parcel

1'to r: three moments of the very informative meetings -- and lunch -- with their German counterparts, attended by the PETI delegation when visiting Berlin

is both necessary and even commandable. On November 24,
2011 that became unmistakably clear when alongside the Fact-
Finding Visit (FFV) to Romania (of which we reported about in our
last issue) the Committee, its Mem-

There are times when duties just add up and going the extra-mile

the Fact-Finding Visits of the Petitions Committee regardless of the vis-
ited Member-state, is to discover and learn how things work at the na-
tional level -- in order to find satisfying working solution -- the necessary
questioning involved may feel wrongly, PE77 Journal would like to
state that here, more inquisitive than informative.

bers and secretariat, faced a sec-
ond concurring, and just as delicate,
mission to Berlin. In Germany’s
capital city, the Members of the
Committee, headed by Ms. Iliana
Malinova Iotova MEP and com-
prising the Members of the chil-
dren’s rights working group -- Mr.
Philippe Boulland MEP, Ms. An-
gelica Werthmann MEP, Mr.
Heinz K. Becker and Ms. Ko-
larska-Bobinska MEP would re- |

search a better understanding of a [ - Ms. Werthmann MEP, Mr. Jahr MEP, Ms, Totova MEP, Mr]  discuss briefly the upcoming European Citizens
few German national Institutions. | Wieland MEP, Mr. Becker MEP and Mr. Boulland MEP in Berlin Initiative (ECI) and paved the way towards trying

That is most certainly not the mission of our del-
egations though. The morning meetings came to
an end with a very informative exchange with the
Chairperson of the Committee on Petitions of the
Bundestag -- Ms. Kersten Steinke. Through her,
PETI learned that because of the federal nature of
the German state, there was no help that her Com-
mittee could provide in cases concerned with the
Jugendamt, as all Jugendamts fall under the re-
sponsability of the federal states (Lédnder). Meet-
ing up with PETI’s counterpart at the Bundestag
proved very satisfying. The delegation was able to

Supplemented by the two ex-officio

Members -- Mr. Jahr MEP and Mr. Wieland MEP -- the delegation
went on to meet, most notably, with both the Petitions Committee coun-
terpart and the Committee on Family, Senior, Women and Youth of
the German Bundestag and with the Jugendamt, the German child and
youth welfare offices.

to embark on this FFV with no hesitation as it continously deal

with petitions concerning alleged discrimination and misman-
agement by the Jugendamt towards the non-German citizen parent.
Tackling any issue is always a very delicate task, especially when it
comes to the trans-national, pan-European nature of the EU, but when
on top of it, the cases become emotionally charged by the presence of
minors and the feelings of the succumbing partners, dealing with them
requires the kind of bedside man-
ners that only come with years of
experience and a little bit of that
human touch. Luckily, Petitions
Committee Members seem to
have both attributes in their tool-
box but it still is a demanding job.

fter an introduction by
the delegation leader, Ms.
Iotova MEP, the pro-

gramme started out by meeting
with several high-ranking officers
and practioners of family law.
Many useful hints and clues were
given out and amongst the most

recurring comments -- it shall be noted here -- that the German inter-

locutors of the Committee stressed that the Jugendamt is not a court but
\\an administrative body. While the aim of this visit, this being true of all

The Committee on Petitions of the European Parliament needed

Mr. Philippe Boulland MEP

and establishing a modus operandi when referring
petitioners from the Member-state level to the European one, and vicev-
ersa. Equally engaging was also the audition with representatives of the
International Social Service (ISS) whom explained how competences
are assigned to different social services which then report back to the
Jugendamt (or the the competent Courts) thus allowing for thorough
analysis of the given cases with first-hand information gathered both in
Germany and abroad. Lightly touched upon was also the case of a num-
ber of self-branded international Associations who do not seem to pro-
vide genuine advice to their members, on the contrary enhancing
dramatically the level of conflict between parents and possibly with Ger-
many.

with some of its interlocutors before leaping into an afternoon as in-

tense and enriching as any. The chance to spend the break together
was extremely beneficial and helped to get to know each other, albeit it
did not prove entirely sufficient to dissipate a whimsical askanceness in
the looks when getting down again to understanding Jugendamt pro-
cedures. The afternoon session proved particularly topical when the del-
egation met with, amongst other, the Director of the Berlin
Charlottenburg/Wilmersdorf Jugendamt - Ms. Uta von Pirani. As it
was noted earlier, perhaps there may be some underlying misunderstand-
ing on the fact that no judgement is seeked by the delegation. The infor-
mation gathered serves solely the purpose to fully comprehend, as an
example, the appealing procedures to Jugendamt’s decisions or the exact
mission of a Jugendamter actions. Whatever the case though, the rest
of the mission was gripping and thought-provoking and even in its tense
moments could be best summed up by a statement by Mr. Boulland
MEP who made sure, clearly and unequivocably that the meeting had
provided “a new basis for a better collaboration between the Committee
on Petitions and the competent German authorities”. On this note our
reporting takes a pause. Findings and recommendations of the delegation
will be shared with our loyal followers when the Report will be adopted.//

It was right after this meeting that the delegation had a light lunch
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Meet the M.E.P.s

nce the first round of interviews with the Coordinators of the po-

litical groups was under its belt, PE77 Journal determined it

would be just about time to exchange a few words with the Mem-
bers of the Committee that every day engender the spirit of the Assembly
and the associated right to petition through their tireless work for their
local constituencies, and in the general interest of the European citizen.
As we start over from the largest political group -- EPP — Ms. Mariya
Ivanova Nedelcheva MEP’s constant hard-work and dedication, to her
own Bulgarian people and to the citizen at large, did not go unnoticed and
warranted her the first spot on 2J’s agenda. With that in mind, as the Par-
liament heads to Stras-
bourg, PJ confirms its
time slot and is reas-
sured by the fact that
Ms. Nedelcheva MEP
will talk to us in be-
tween the topical votes
that would eventually
change the Bureau of
the European Parlia-
ment for the second part
of the 7th Legislature.
When PJ reaches her of-
fice it was clear it was in
for a great interview.
Ms. Nedelcheva MEP
would grant us a candid
view of her commit-
ment, straying from trite
political clichés. Upon
IMs. Mariya Ivanova Nedelcheva MEP entering, PJ was offered
a nice seat and through the time it took to unholster the digital recorder
and start questioning her, Ms. Nedelcheva MEP, in an elegant light grey
suit, focused on the task at hand and emanated a vibrant, perceivable en-
ergy which fed us throughout.

PJ: What do you think of the right to petition the European Parliament as
a general principle included in the Treaties?

Nedelcheva MEP: Hello and thank you for this interview. I like the PET/
Journal and am happy to be in it. I think that the right to petition is a fun-
damental one and it is commandable that the fathers of our treaties decided
to give it a permanent legal basis. After the Lisbon Treaty the powers of
the European Parliament have been greatly enhanced and it would not hurt
to remember here that the European Parliament is still the only EU insti-
tution directly elected by the European people. It is just normal, then, that
it provides for a way to protect its citizens, a very large constituency. When
it comes to this question I also like to note that the number of petitions
this Committee receives every year can be seen as two sides of the same
medal. On one hand it shows that Europe, for the most part, is engendered
by a mature civil society that is not afraid to speak up and to refer things
to the European Parliament as the Treaty entitles them. On the other
hand,however, as the experience on this Committee can teach you, a large
part of the petitions we examine could be resolved with improved demo-
cratic dynamics and sheer communications at Member-state level.

PJ: Your answer opens up new spaces. Our readers would be very inter-
ested to know what are your feelings about the special procedure available
to the Committee on Petitions. I am talking about the fact-finding visits
(FFV) and all that it implies as a way for the European Parliament to
gather first-hand knowledge of the issues at hand at Member-state level.
Nedelcheva MEP: I like to look at fact-finding visits (FFV) under two
points of view. The Committee considers a FFV as a measure of last resort
when many petitions come in about the same area/region and after a rea-
sonable amount of time in which nothing seems to happen. In that case a
FFV bears both the gravitas of a visit from the European Institutions to
send a reassuring message to the European citizens and a wake-up call to
the local and national Administrations in charge of solving the case at
hand. This is one facet of a fact-finding visit and it is the more symbolic
one, then you have another facet, one that allows Members after having
discussed the case from papers to see with their own two eyes what goes
\on “on the ground”, oftentimes triggering the tackling strategy that will

-

then be adopted by the Committee collectively. In terms of accelerating
the process there is nothing better than that. We are there, we see things,
we are mostly with representatives of the local governments and we can
pose the right questions avoiding the delays of more formal requests.
These would be the two aspects I consider the most but over the last few
years, at least since I have been a Member of PET77, I have also witnessed
something that deeply worries me and that I think would be particularly
fitting to be voiced in our PE7/ Journal. I am afraid that “nationalizing”
the fact-finding visits, that is using them to pursue personal’ or party’s
agendas on a national level detract from the strength and importance of
our role vis-a-vis the petitioners and our national counterparts. | have seen
that happening and I hope we can all together stay away from it. We claim,
and most certainly tend to be, independent in our analysis and we have to
remain neutral in order to guarantee more effective dialogue with the pe-
titioners.

PJ: Our readers shall be aware that although they may be reading this
interview in English or Bulgarian, the original version was in French be-
cause your French, benefiting from several years of studies abroad, is
pitch-perfect. PJ thinks that Members can effectively work in their own
language aided by the brilliant work of our fellow-colleagues translators
and interpreters, however being able to fully engage in other languages
other than one's own must provide some sense of ease when dealing in
such an international environment. Is this assumption correct and if so to
which extent?

Nedelcheva MEP: Thank you for your question [graciously smiling
n.d.a.]. I think that you certainly touched upon an important subject. I
agree, it is not strictly necessary to be able to speak more languages flu-
ently but, as it is said, when one learns a language, one also learns the cul-
ture underlying it and it inevitably opens one’s mind providing insightful
views on other people’s culture. It is enriching to have the possibility to
look at things from different points of view and it adds greatly to the ca-
pacity of empathizing with fellow colleagues, citizens and even counter-
parts. That is why it is important to maintain all of the programs promoting
cultural exchanges between the Member-states at all costs because only
this kind of international exposure can guarantee for future generations
ability to analyze events in a true trans-national fashion rather than through
tired, national-only, old categories.

PJ: What kind of advice would you offer Member-states in order to im-
prove their application of EU law?

Nedelcheva MEP: This is a difficult question. It really is. As long as the
European Union will not be a true political union it will be very hard to
oblige the correct and timely implementation of EU law in Member-states.
In fact it is in the name. What is a directive after all. A prescription towards
a result that leaves (too much) room to reach it. This proves very frustrat-
ing to the citizens that may witness certain Member-states implementing
EU law effectively and as soon as possible and other lagging behind and
providing less protection. This, I believe, is yet another aspect in which
the Committee on Petitions has a little but important role perfectly carved
out for itself, thanks to our direct contact with the citizens and through
the outreach means that the secretariat has put in place.

PJ: Is there any special power you would like to see attributed to the Com-
mittee on Petitions?

Nedelcheva MEP: It is not about new or more far-reaching powers. I
think that the Lisbon Treaty provides the Petitions Committee with
enough, forceful powers. What the big challenge will be entails filling
those powers with meaningful actions in the interest of the European cit-
izenry. We are now witnessing the European Citizens’ Intitiative (ECI)
and we have had a crucial role in defining it and I would hope and wish
that we will be looking at things closely and provide precious feedback
about it. We shall also not back down and request a role in it for us as we
are the de-facto Committee when it comes to dealing with the citizens. To
me our Committee is a symbol and we all know how symbols are impor-
tant.

n this note the interview was cut short by a call from her assistant

inviting her to go to Plenary and, as you can see, PJ enthuastic

tone was no hype as Ms. Nedelcheva MEP engaged us and our
readers with very provoking reflections.

10
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Meet the M.E.P.s (Bulgarian version)

Je[ IbPBUS KPBT OT UHTEPBIOTA C KOOPAUHATOPUTE HA MOTUTUICCKUTE
rpynu PET] Journal pemy, ue € TOUHOTO BpeMe Jja pa3MEHUM HAKOJIKO
IyMH ¢ wieHoBeTe Ha KomucusaTa o neTunuy, KOUTO BCEKU AEH MOA-
JbprKaT dyXa H ¥ CBBP3aHOTO C Hesl IPaBO Ha METUIUU Ype3 HEyMOpHATa CH
paboTa B IMETO Ha CBOMTE MECTHHU U30HMPATEIIH U B 00 HHTEPEC Ha eBPOIICH-
ckuTe rpaxaaHu. bl KaTro 3armoyBaMe OT Hal-rojsiMaTa MoJUTHYECKa rpyna -
EHII - nocrostnnara paboTa 1 0TaaAeHOCT Ha r-xka Mapus Heznenmuesa B uMeto
Ha COOCTBEHUs I OBJITapCKU HAPOA U HA IPAXKIAHUTE KATO IISUI0 HE OCTABAaT He-
3a0ess3aHK U ONPABIAHO W OTPEXkK/IAT IIBPBOTO MSCTO B THEBHUS pel Ha PJ.
Wmaiiky npeBuj ToBa, Thil kaTo [lapmaMeHTBT ce OTIpaBst KbM CeCHATa CH B
CrpacOypr, PJ  mno-
TBBP)KJaBa BPEMETO Ha
cpellata U € yCIOKOEH OT
(akra, ye r-xa Hemen-
yeBa, wieH Ha EIT we pas-
ToBaps ¢ HaC BbB BPEMETO
Ha aKTyaJHUTE Hu300pH,
KOUTO B KpaiiHa CMeTKa
e npomeHsT bioporo Ha
EBpomnelickus napiaMeHT
BbB BTOPATa 4acT Ha 7-MU
3aKOHOJATEeNICH MaH/aT.
oraro PJ cTturaa
10 oduca it Here
CHO, ue Mpea-
CTOH TOJISIMO MHTEPBIO.
UYe r-xa HenemueBa mie
HaNpaBH €HH OTKPOBEH
mperies Ha aHTaKUMEH-
TUTE CH, KaTo Ce OTTHPCHU
OT MOJUTUYECKUTE KIIU-
mrera. Cies1 BbBEXKIaHETO
M. Mariya Ivanova Hexetuesa |y oduca Hu Gelue npes-
JIOKEHO yAOOHO MSCTO |
pe3 BpeMeTo, He0OX0MMO 3a BKIIIOYBAHE Ha HI(POBOTO 3aITHCBALL0 YCTPOIi-
CTBO U HA4YaJOTO Ha pas3roBopa, r-xka Henemuesa, uien na EII, B exeranten
CBETJIOCHB KOCTIOM, ce (hOKycupa BbPXy 3a/1a4yara, H3Ib4BaliKy KU3HCHA, [0~
JIOBUMA €HEPTrusi, KOATO BIIOCIEACTBHE HU IIpeAae.

PJ: Kakeo muciume 3a npagomo oa omnpassm nemuyuu 00 Eeponetickus nap-
namenm xamo ooy npunyun, exaioven 6 [Jocogopume?

M. HeneaueBa: 31paseiite, 61arogaps Bu 3a ToBa unrepsio. Xapecsam PET]
Journal 1 cpM miacTiauBa 1a 6b1a B Hero. MuUCIs, 4e MPaBOTO Ha METUIMH €
OCHOBHO U € Xy0aBo, 4e Oalure Ha HAIIUTE JOTOBOPU Ca PEIIMIN Ja My ce
Jlazie TOCTOSTHHO MpaBHO ocHoBaHue. Cien Jlorosopa ot JIncaboH npaBoMo-
musita Ha EBponeiickus mapiaMeHT 3HaYUTEIIHO CE YBEINYKMXa U HEe IIPedH 1a
HaoOMHUM, ue EBponelickusT mapiaaMenT e eJUHCTBeHaTa HHCTUTYIus Ha EC,
KOSITO ce u30upa IpsIKo OT eBporeiickure rpaxaanu. M e mpocto HopManHo
TOH /1a OCUT'YpH HAa4MH J1a 3al[UTH CBOMTE FPa)KJaHH U Thil KaTO CTaHa JyMa 3a
TOBa, ChIIO OMX MCKaja Ja oTOesexa, e OPOsT Ha METHINTE, KOUTO Ta3H KO-
MHCHS TI0JTy4aBa BCsIKa FOANHA, MOXKE Jla CE Pa3IIexk/a KaTo ABETE CTPaHH Ha
enHa ¥ cblia MoHera. OT ejHa cTpaHa 1oka3ea, 4e EBporna, B mo-romsimara cu
YacT, UMa €HO 3PSUI0 FPaskAaHCKO OOIECTBO, KOETO HE Ce CTPaxXyBa J1a TOBOPU
OTKPHTO U JIa OTIPaBs BBIIPOCUTE CH KbM EBporeiickus mapiaMeHT, KakTo e
3azernaio B Jlorosopa. OT fpyra cTpaHa, o6aue, KakTo OKa3Ba OMUTHT B Ta3U
KOMHCHSL, TOJISIMA 4acT OT METHIHNTE, KOUTO pa3riexkamMme, MoraT 1a Obar pe-
LICHHU C TTOA0OPsIBaHE HAa IEMOKPATUYHHUTE AUHAMHUKHY U SICHATa KOMYHHUKALHS
Ha HUBO JbP)KaBa-yJICHKA.

PJ: Bawusam omeosop omkpuea nosu npocmpancmea. Ha nawume uwumamenu
we 6v0e MHO20 UHMEPECHO 0 Y3HAsM, Kakeu ca Bawume nosuyuu omuocHo
cneyuanHama npoyeoypa, Koamo e Ha pasnonodxcerue Ha Komucusma no ne-
muyuu. ['osops 3a [locewjenuama c yen ycmanoeasanemo Ha pakmu u 8CUYKO,
Koemo me npedcmagiasam kamo Hadur 3a Eeponeiickus napramenm oa cvbepe
UHGpopMays oM NbPEA PoKa HA HUBO ObPICABA-YTIEHKA.
M. Hepenuesa: [Ipennountam na miefaM Ha HOCEICHUSTA C €] YCTAHOBS-
BaHETO Ha (DaKTH OT 1Be acrekTa. KOMUTETHT mpremMa Te3n MOCEIICHHUs KaTo
mociuegHa MsIpKa, cliefl KaTo ca MOIyYeHH MHOTO METHIHHU OT eJHA U ChIIa
00J1aCT / PEruoH U CIIE U3THYAHETO Ha ONPECNICH IIEPHOJ OT BPEMe, B KOITO
M3MIEKAA HUIIO He ce € CIIy4uiIo. B To3u ciyuaii mpoydBaTenHUTE IOCELICHHS
MMaT 3HAYCHUETO KaKTO Ha MOCEIICHUE Ha eBPONCHCKUTE HHCTUTYLIUH, KOETO
Jla U3IpaTU HACHPUUTEIHO MOCIAHUE O eBPONECHCKUTE TPaXKJaHu, Taka U Ha
CHTHAJI 32 ChOyX/JaHe 0 MECTHUTE U HALMOHAIHK aIMUHUCTpPALUH, OTTOBa-
psIIIM 32 pa3pelaBaHeTo Ha npobiieMa. ToBa € eAMHUST aCMEeKT Ha MOCele-
HUATA 32 YCTAHOBsIBAaHE Ha (DAKTH U TOH € 10-CKOpO CUMBOJIMYCH. Ma obage
\u JIPYT ACHEKT, KOHTO MT03BOJISIBA Ha YWICHOBETE, CIIE]] KATO ca 00CHAMIN ACI0TO

0 JIOKYMEHTH, J1a BUASAT CbC COOCTBEHUTE CU OYM TOBA, KOETO CE€ CIy4Ba "Ha
TepeHa'", 4ecTo 3aJeicTBaiKu CTpaTerusaTa 3a pelaBaHe Ha npodiaemMa, KosiTo
na Ob/ie KoJaeKTUBHO npuera oT Komucusra no neruiun. 1o otHomeHue Ha
yCKOpsIBaHE Ha Ipoleca HsMa HUIIO 10-100po oT ToBa. Hue cme Tam, Hue BUk-
JlaMe HellaTa, HUe CMe IIpe3 MO-ToIIMaTa 4yacT OT BPEMETO C IPEACTaBUTEIUTE
Ha MECTHHTE IIPAaBUTEICTBA U MOXKEM J1a 3aaJieM IIPaBUIIHUTE BBIIPOCH, 32 1a
ce u30erHe olLe MO-ToMIIMOTO 3a0aBsiHe Ha O(UIMATHUTE 3anuTBaHus. ToBa ca
J[BaTa acleKkTa, KOUTO a3 B3UMaM NPeJBH] Hal-MHOIO, HO Ipe3 MOCICIHUTE
HSKOJIKO TOJUHU WM MOHE OTKakTo ¢bM uieH Ha PETI, ¢ceM cBuaeTen coiio
TaKa Ha Helllo, KOeTO ABbJIOOKO ME TPEBOKH U MUCIIS, Ye 11ie Ob/1e 0COOCHO Mo/-
XOJSIIO J1a ce kaxe upe3 PJ .OmacsiBam ce, 4e upe3 "HalMOHAIH3UPaHEeTO" Ha
MIPOyUBATEIHUTE MOCEIICHUS, KOUTO CE U3II0N3BAT, 32 a CE IIPEeCIe/(BAT JINYHI
MHTEPECH WU TaKuBa OT AHEBHUS peJ] Ha MapTHATAa HA HAIIMOHAIHO HUBO, CE
OTHEMa OT CUJIaTa ¥ 3HAaYE€HUEeTO Ha HalllaTa POl 10 OTHOLICHHE Ha BHOCHUTE-
JIHUTEe Ha IETUIMHU, KAKTO ¥ Ha HAIlMOHAIHUTE HU Kojleru. Bmknama ceM mo-
JOOHO HEIIo Jja Ce CJIy4Ba U CE HaIsiBaM Jja MOXKEM BCHYKHU 3a€/IHO [a CTOUM
Janed ot ToBa. Hue TBbpauM ue cMe U Hall-BeposiTHO CMe He3aBUCHMHU B HAIIIUS
aHAIIN3 1 TPsOBa ]a OCTAHEM HEYTpaJHH, 3a Ja Ce rapaHTHpa Mo-e(EeKTUBEH
JTUAJIOT C BHOCUTEIIUTE HA METUIUATA.

PJ: Tpsibea da 6voe sacho Ha uumamenume Hu, 4e OOpuU U 0a yemam mosa uH-
MepPsIo HA AHIUUCKU UNU ObI2APCKU, OPUSUHATIHAMA BePCUsL € HA (IPEHCKU, 3a-
womo Bawusim ghpencku, cneod HAKOIKO 200uHU 00yyeHue 8 uyicOUHA, e nogeye
om neppexmen. PJ e na mHenue, ue uneHoseme Ha napiameHma Mo2am egex-
MUBHO 0a pabomsim Ha cO6CMEEHUs CU e3UK, NOONOMA2AHU OMm OPUISHIMHAMA
paboma Ha mexnHume Kone2u npesodayu. Bvnpexu scuuko, cnocobnocmma oa
KOMYHUKUpAm u pabomsm Ha e3uyu, paiuiHu om coocmeeHus cu ou mpabeaio
da ynecusniga pabomama é medxicoynapoona cpeoa. Bapno au e mosa npeonoino-
JHCeHUe U KO 0a 00 KOIKO?

M. HenemrueBa: briarogaps Bu 3a To3u BbIpoc [6en.pen. ¢ mo0e3Ha ycMUBKa).
Mucisi, de 3acernaxre BakHa tema. ChIilacHa CbM, Y€ HE € aDCOIIOTHO 3a-
JBJDKUTEITHO J1a TOBOPHUII CBOOOIHO MOBEYE E3HI[H, HO KAKTO CE Ka3Ba, KOrato
YOBEK Hay4M ¢JIMH €3HK, TOW Hay4aBa U HEroBaTa Ky/ITypa U TOBa HEU30EKHO
OTBapsi Ch3HAHHETO MY KbM I10-{bJIOOK MOIJIEN 3a KyATypara Ha apyrute. O6o-
raTsBalllO € Ja MOIVIEAHELI HelllaTa OT pa3jinyHa [JIeJHA TOYKa 1 ToMara MHOTO
J1a CUMIIAaTU3HPALIl HA KOJIETHTE CH, M Ha FPaXKIAaHUTE. 32 TOBA € BAXKHO Ha BCSKA
LIeHA []a Ce 3aa3saT BCHYKM POrpaMu, KOUTO MOJIIOMArar KyJITypHHs 0OMeH
MEKy Ibp’KaBUTE WICHKH, 3alI0TO CaMO TO3H BH[ M3JIaraHe Ha MEKIyHa-
pozHa cpesa MOXe Jia FrapaHTHpa CIIOCOOHOCTTA Ha OBbACIIMTE MOKOJICHUS J1a
aHAJIM3MPAT CHOUTHUSTA 110 MEXIYHAPOJICH HAuKH, a HE IPe3 0CTapsIaTa, Y4UCTO
HalMOHAIIHA, IPU3MaTa.

PJ: Kaxve cveem buxme 0ana Ha Obpocagume wieHKU 3a NOO0Opasane npuia-
eanemo na Eeponetickomo 3akonodamencmeo?

M. HepnemnueBa: Tosa e TpyaeH Bbrnpoc. Haucruna e taxss. [lokaro EC e
CTaHEe MCTUHCKH MOJUTUYECKH ChIO3 1€ ObJIe MHOTO TPYIHO Jla C& OCUTYPH
MIPaBUJIHO M HAaBPEMEHHO Npuiarane Ha EBpomeiickoTo mpaBo B AbpXKABUTE
4wIeHKU. BebIHoCT, TOBa cu 1u4M U OT uMeTo. B kpas Ha kpauiara KakBo €
€/lHa TUPEKTHBA - [IPENopbKa KbM JaJICH PE3yITaT, KOsITO OCcTaBs (IIPeKOMEpHa)
cB00O/1a 32 TOBA KaK Jia Ob/ie MOCTUTHAT TO3H pe3yarar. ToBa Moxe J1a € 10cTa
obe3chpuaBallo 3a rpakJIaHNTE, KOMTO CTaBaT CBHJCTEIH KAaK ONPEACICHU
JbPXKABU-YICHKH mpuiiarat edexTuBHo u O0bp30 npasoro Ha EC, u apyru,
KOHMTO M30CTaBaT 1 OCUTYpsIBaT M0-cl1ada 3aimTa. Bspeam, ue ToBa € oliie efnH
aCIIeKT, B KoiTo Komucusta mo neTuuu uMa Majaka, HO MHOTO BaXKHA POJL,
KOSITO € M3BOIOBaa 3a cebe cu OlarogapeHue Ha AUPEKTHUS i KOHTAKT ¢ Fpaxk-
JaHUTE, U Upe3 CPEACTBATA 3 JOCTHII, KOUTO CEKPETapHaAThT € Ch3all.

PJ: Uma nu onpedenenu npasomowust, Koumo 6uxme uckaia 0a 6voam oaoeHu
Ha Komucuama no nemuyuu?

M. HenemueBa: He craBa nyma 3a HOBM MJIM I0-OOXBAaTHH IPABOMOIIMSL.
Muicis, e goroBopa ot JIrcabou qaBa Ha KoMucusaTa 1o neTuimu 10CTaTbaHO
Y CUJIHU IpaBoMoInus. [01sMO0TO NpeJu3BUKATENCTBO ie ObJe Ja U3IbIHUM
Te3U NPaBOMOLINS CbC CMUCIICHU ACHCTBHS B MHTEPEC Ha €BPOINEICKOTO rpax-
JAHCTBO.

Cera cMe cBunerenu Ha EBponelickara rpax/JaHcKa HHUIIMATUBA H UMaMe pe-
IaBaia poss B HeiiHoTo neduuupane. llle ce HapsBam, de e HabIOKABaME
Pa3BUTHETO i OT OJIM30 U 1ie AaBaMe LIeHHA 00paTHa Bpb3Ka 3a Hes. B Hukakba
citydaii He TpsiOBa 11a ce OTKa3BaMe Ja N3MCKBAaMe POJIsi 38 HAC B MHUIMATHBATA,
3a10TO Je (PaKTO HHEe CME KOMHUCHUITA, KOSTO CE 3aHMMaBa C TPaKAaHUTE. 3a
MEH HalllaTa KOMUCHS € CHMBOJIMYHA ¥ HUE BCHUKH 3HAEM KOJIKO BaXKHH Ca CHM-
BOJIMTE.

a TOBa MSICTO MHTEPBIOTO O€ MPEKHCHATO 33 KPATKO OT aCHCTEHTA if,
MOKAHBAMKY 5 J]a OTUE B IUICHApHA 3aj1a, HO KaKTo BIKAaTe, PJ nma
MHOTO NO3UTUBHO OTHOLIEHUE, 3amoTo M. Henenuesa npencraBu Ha

HAaC 1 Ha YUTATEJIUTE HU HAKOM MHOTO MPOBOKHPAILU PA3MHCIH. [
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