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Notice to reader

This publication contains written questions by Members of the European Parliament and their answers
given by a European Union institution.

For each question and answer, the original language version is presented before a possible translation.

In some cases, it is possible that the answer is given in a language other than the question. This depends
on the working language of the committee requested to provide the answer.

These questions and answers are published in accordance with Rules 117 and 118 of the Rules of
Procedure of the European Parliament.

All questions and answers can be accessed via the website of the European Parliament (Europarl) under
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http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/en/parliamentary-questions.html
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(EAAnvixn) €xbooty)

Epdrtnon pe aitnpa ypartic andvinong E-009177/12
npog v Enrtpor)
Kriton Arsenis (S&D)
(11 Oktwfpiov 2012)

Oépa: Anodeor fropnyavikdv anofAitev otoug npdnodes Tou ONUpToU

Ttoug mpomodeg tou Opoug ONUpmou, kar ouykekpipéva ot déor «oUpvec-Enpokapm» aypokTHATOS ALtoxmpou
[LE. Thepiag, vpiotatal xopog Aatopeiou adpavav UNK®OV. ZTo GUYKEKPLHEVO XOPO, KaL PE OKOTO IV AmOKATACTOT] EPOUS
Tou Tomiou, £xel dpopoloyndet n anddeon 82 000 tovewv anofArtev and v napaywyr nektpolutikov diogediou Tou
payyaviou (HAM), Baciko cuotatikd tov Enpov ototyelov (pnatapieg), pe ouvénea va eNNoyevel kivduvog pimavong tou
nepipaAlovtog kat tou uSpogopou opilovta and tofika andfhnta. Avo navemotpiakés exdeoels (Kapandvtoiog ©., 2012,
Tpnpa Xnpeiag ATO, kat Keheneptlng A., 2012, Turjpa Fewhoyiag, [avemotpio Adnvav) mou cuvtaydnkav oto napehdov
Y0 TO GUYKEKPIPEVO UNIKO, ap@loPntolv Tty TEKUNploot) Tou XApaKTpIoHoU aUTOU TOU UNKOU GG «ir| EMKIVOUVO»,
Kkpivovtag Ty tekpnpiwon aut) og e\linéotatn, acagr] kat afaotur]. Tuykekpipéva, Jewpoly ot dev ehjginoav umoyn ta
KpLTpla XapakTpiopov evog anofAntou cupgova pe v anogaot 2003/33[EK, agol 1 pédodog derypatodnyiag dev
anocagnviletar pe anotéleopa ta deiypata va prv dtvatar va Jewpndolv aviimpoowmeuTKd. TUVENKG, O XAPAKTIPLOHOG
«un emkivduvor kar 0 kodikog EKA «06 03 16/Metalhika oEeibia extog ekeivov, mou meplapfavoviar oto onpeio
06 03 15» tou anoftou va eivar Aavdaopéva. Emmhéov 1) anodeon tou ev MNoyw anoPArjtou amogaciotnke ywpic va
Medolv unoyn ot yewpopgoloyikéc 1diartepotteg Tou Xwpou Tou &V AOyw Aatopeiou, €Gv Kal KAT® amO TOLEG
npoUmovEcels To UAIKO auto eivat akivouvo 1 Oxt.

H dpactpromta avt €pyetar va mpootedei ot pia oelpa and évioves anethég yia v meptoxi Tou ONUpmou.
Me faon ta avetépo, 1 Emitpont| epotdrat:
1. ‘ExetAdfer yvaon tov mapanave katayyeNov;

2. Eivar oUpgwvog o xapaktpiopog tou v Aoye anoPAftou o «un emkivduvor, pie TG mpodiaypages mou YEtel 0
Euponaikog kavoviopog 2003/33[EK;

3. Zkomelel va {nujoer dievkpwioeis, and mheupas eAMvikav apyav, ot oxéon pe Tic dradikacieg exTipnong tov
nepifalhoviikeov emmtdoeov ™G &v Aoyw Spaocmpiotytag, T dadikacies dnuoowag Swafovlevong mou
akohoudndnkav kat tig Sradikasieg adetodotmong tou épyou;

Epdrtnon pe aitnpa ypartic andvinong E-009437/12
npog v Enrtpor)
Charalampos Angourakis (GUE/NGL)
(17 Oktwfpiov 2012)

Oépa: Mepifarhovrikn kataotpogr and v evanodeor] fropnyavikdv andfAntev oto Artdxwpo

Tepaotia mocoTTa, kat cuykekpipeva 82 000 tovoug, fropmxavikot andftou w¢ UMKO enixwornc, TpoTidetal va anovecet
1 moluedvikr) etaipia «TOSOH EAAAS ABE» (fropnyavia napaywyrc nhektpolutikou Sio€eidiou tou payyaviou) ot déor
«[oupveg-Enpokapnt» aypoktipatog Artoyopou [Tepiac. H meproyr) fpioketar 1,5 XAp. and to Artdxwpo, 600 pétpa and
v dahacoa kat o andotaor) 600 pétpa and tov Evinéa notapo otg napugéc tou OAUpmou.

To ouykekpipévo anodpinto eivar movoto oe fapéa pétalla (ypopio, poAufdo, kadpo, koPakto, fapio, vikého, favadio,
avripovio KAm.) aA\a kat oe apoeviko. Se tahioTepes peNETeG Tou Eyvay and to Apiototéheto [avemotpio Oeocalovikng,
0 andPAnto xapakmpiotke g duvntika enkivduvo.

Me Sebopévo ot otov Tepigepeiakd Iyediaopd Awayeipione Anofhntov (MEZAA) Sev umapyer mpoPheyn yia XYTA
Propnyavikov anoPAntev, n «TOSOH EAAAS ABE» mpoywpd ouoctactika oe drpoupyia diwtikov XYTA/XYTEA pe
kivduvoug yia v dnjpooia vyeia, v unofidpon ey undyelwy uBATLY kKt yevikOTepa Tou MEPLRANAOVTOC TG MEPLOXTSG.

O1 olyypoves avaykeg entpalAouv 1 optodetnon kat SLaxeipion Twv amoppPIIHATAY Kal TeV FLopXavikev andfAntev va eivat
anoketotikr] euduvn tou Kpdatoug to omoio, o€ cuvepyaoia pe Ty Tomikr Atoiknon, da oxedidler ) dwayeipion toug xwpis
SAIT (Supnpageig Anpootou kat [dwtikoy Topga), entyelpruatikn dpactnptotnta kat avtanodotikd TeAn, Onwg npofAEnouy
ot vopovetikes pudpioeis e EE.
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Eivar tepaotieg ot eudiveg e ouykufepvnong NA-TTASOK-AHMAP kat tov mponyoupevev kuPepviioeov mou pe )
oUpPTpagn oUYVA SNLOTIKGOV KAt TEPIPEPEIAKAY apX®V, OTNPLLOHEVES OTIV EDVIKI] KA EUPWEVOOLOKT] VOHOVESIN, OTIEUdOUY va
KAVOTIOU|00UY TIG AELOCEIG TOV LOVOTIOMOKGY OpAGY PE 0dUVNPEG GUVEELES Yo T LT} TOV KATOIKOV TG TIEPLOYTG.

Epotdtat n) Enrtpont| nag tonoveteitat ota Sikata artipata Tov KaToikev Tou Artoxepou yia:

Tnv anotponr] evanddeong Propnyavikov anofqtov oto Aatopeio ot déon «ToUpveG-Enpokapnty aypoKTHHATOS
Artoxopovu ITepiag;

Tnv Sevépyeia avalUoewv otov udpopopo opilovta g meptoxiic mou edpevel 1 ev Noyw moluedvikn etaipeia kat
YVOOTOTOIN 01 TV ANOTENEGHATGY TOUG;

Tnv kataokeun €pyov mou Ja aviipetenicouy to npofAna g opdoroyikng Siayeipiong Ohwv tev fropnyavikov anofintov
e Hepipeperag Kevrpikne Makedoviag;

[pokatapktikt Ko anavinon tov k. Potoénik €€ ovoparog e Emtponig
(3 Aekepfpiov 2012)

H Emtporm Sev €xet yvoor g unodeorn oty onoia avagépetat To aflotipo pglog tou Eupenaikot Kowopouliou kat da
(ot mepartépw mANpogopies anod Tig eEAMVIKEG apyEg yia Ta {nTipata Ta onola eyelpovTal.

SupmAnpopatiki kowi anavtier) tov k. Potocnik &£ ovoparog e Enrtpomnig
(15 Oxtwfpiov 2013)

H Emrtpor, mépav ¢ andvnong mou édwoe ot ypantes epwtroels E-009437/2012 ka1 E-009177/2012, cuykévipwoe
TIAT|POQOPIEG OXETIKA [IE TOV XOPO UYELOVOHIKTG Tagrc anofAntav ot déor oUpvec-Enpokapmi» 6o Artoxwpo.

O1 amoQACELG OXETIKA JIE TNV TOMOVEDLA TGV XOPGY UYEIOVOLIKNG Tagrs anofMytey Aapfavovtar and tig appodies apyeg tov
kpatov pekov. H Emrtponr| Sev napepfaiver otig ev Adyw ano@ioeic epooov autés avianokpivovial OTIC OXETIKEG ATALTOELS
G vopoveoiag g EE. Tty mepintwon tou ev Adyw XOPOU Tagng, ot OXETIKEG anatoelg opiCovtal 1ding oty odnyia
2008/98/EK yia o andPAnta () («odnyla-miaicto yia ta andfAntar), v odnyia 1999/31/EK yia v uyetovopikr) tagn
v anofMjtev (%) («odnyla yia Toug xdpoug uyelovopkng Tagnc anofAntevs) kat v odnyia 2011/92EE yia v ektipnon
TOVY EMMTOOEWY OPLOPEVLY dMpociov kat 10wTikaY épyov oto Tieptfailov (%) («odnyia EITE»).

TUpQva [E TIC anartoels autes, N appodia unnpeoia adeodotrong mpoodiopilel katd mooov ta &v Aoye andfnta
HMOPOUV VA AMOTENECOUV GVTIKELLEVO UYELOVOHIKIG TAQNG OTOV GUYKEKPIIEVO XMPO Tagng, evd v enaldeuon tov
Kkprmplov anodoync katd Ty mapadoor twv amofMTeV 0TOUC XMGPOUG UYELOVOIKIG TAQHG TPOYLATOTOLEL 0 QOpEAS
expetaMevongc. Me faor ta éyypaga mou unéfalav ot eNAvikeS apyéc, 1) dbela \ertoupyiag XGPOU UYEIOVORIKNG Tagrc
QVTOMOKPIVETAL OTIG AMALTOELS TG &v AOyw vopodeoiag. Eibikotepa, n abeia xapaktnpilel ta npog tagn andfnta wg pn
emkivuva kat anayopelel v tagr anofAtev mou Sev minpouy ta kprtpia anodoxns e anogaocns 2003/33/EK nept
kadopiopol Twv kprpiey ko dadikaciov amodoxnc twv anofMjtwy otoug xwpoug uyelovopkns tagns (). EmmAgov,
TIPAYHATOTOMONKE EKTIpN 0N TV MEPIFAANOVTIKGOV EMMTOOEGV Kat TO 0XES10 TS UYELOVOHIKNG TAQHS TwV anoPAftey mAnpot
TOL TEQVIKA KPLTPLE TIOU avagEpovtat oto rapaptnpa [ g odnyiag nept uyelovopukrg tagnc pn enkiviuvov anofMtov.

EEL 3127g22.11.2008.
EEL182m¢16.7.1999.
EEL 26 g 28.1.2012.

9 EEL11mg¢16.1.2003.
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Question for written answer E-009177/12
to the Commission
Kriton Arsenis (S&D)
(11 October 2012)

Subject: Discharge of industrial waste at the foot of Mount Olympus

At the Gournes Xyrokambi quarry situated in Litochoro (Pieria) at the foot of Mount Olympus 82,000 tonnes of waste from the
manufacture of electrolytic manganese dioxide (EMB) used to make batteries are in the process of being discharged as part of a site
restoral project, resulting in the danger of environmental pollution and contamination of groundwater with toxic effluent.

Two scientific studies (T H Karapantsios, 2012, Faculty of Chemistry of the University of Thessaloniki and A Kelepertzis, 2012,
Faculty of Geology, University of Athens) contest the classification of this material as ‘non-dangerous’, describing supporting
documentation to this effect as totally inadequate, unclear and unfounded. In particular they argue that no account was taken of the
waste classification criteria referred in Council Decision 200333 EC since the sampling method is not specified, with the result that
the samples taken cannot be considered representative. Hence the classification as ‘non-dangerous’ under code EKA 06 03 16
(metallic oxides aside from those listed under 06 07 15) is mistaken. Finally, the discharge of this waste was decided on without
taking account of the geomorphological properties of the quarry or the conditions under which this material is dangerous or not.

This activity is just one of a number of threats to the Olympus area.

In view of this:

1. Has the Commission taken note of the above concerns?

2. Isthe classification of this waste as non-dangerous in accordance with the provisions of Directive 2003/33[EC?

3. Wil it seek explanations from the Greek authorities concerning the environmental impact assessment, consultation and
authorisation procedures in this connection?

Question for written answer E-009437/12
to the Commission
Charalampos Angourakis (GUE/NGL)
(17 October 2012)

Subject: Environmental damage caused by the dumping of industrial waste in Litochoro

The multinational company ‘Tosoh Hellas A.LC. (industry producing electrolytic manganese dioxides) intends to deposit an
enormous quantity, i.e. 82 000 tonnes, of industrial waste as landfill at the ‘Gournes-Xerokampi’ landholding in Litochoro, Pieria.
This area is located 1,5 km away from Litochoro, 600 metres from the sea and 600 metres from the Enipeas river at the foot of Mt
Olympus.

The waste concerned has a high heavy metal content (chromium, lead, cadmium, cobalt, barium, nickel, vanadium, antimony, etc.)
and a high arsenic concentration. Earlier studies carried out by the Aristotle University of Thessaloniki described the waste as
potentially hazardous.

Given that the Regional Waste Management Plan (PESDA) has not provided for any landfill sites for industrial waste, ‘Tosoh Hellas
A.LC! is essentially creating a private, hazardous-waste landfill site, giving rise to risks relating to public health and the deterioration
of groundwater and, more generally, the area’s environment.

Current needs require that the State be solely responsible for the zoning and management of waste and industrial waste and proceed,
in cooperation with the Local Government, with planning their management without reference to public private partnerships,
business activity and fees or dues, as provided for in EU legislation.
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A very great deal of responsibility lies with the New Democracy, Panhellenic Socialist Movement and Democratic Left (ND-PASOK-
DIMAR) coalition government and previous governments which, frequently in association with municipal and regional authorities
under national and EC law, have been quick to meet the demands of monopolistic consortia, with serious implications for the lives of
residents in the area.

Will the Commission state its views on the Litochoro residents’ legitimate demands for:

—  prevention of the dumping of industrial waste in the quarry located on the ‘Gournes-Xerokampi’ landholding in Litochoro,
Pieria

—  analyses to be carried out on the aquifer of the site that is being set up by the multinational company concerned and for the
related results to be made available

—  the construction of projects to resolve the issue of rational management of all industrial waste in the Region of Central
Macedonia?

Preliminary joint answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(3 December 2012)

The Commission is not aware of the case mentioned by the Honourable Member and will request further information from the Greek
authorities on the issues raised.

Supplementary joint answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(15 October 2013)

Further to the answer to written questions E-009177/2012 and E-009437/2012, the Commission has since gathered information
about the ‘Gournes Xyrokambi’ landfill in Litochoro.

Decisions about the location of landfills are taken by the competent authorities in Member States. The Commission does not
intervene in such decisions provided that they comply with relevant requirements in EC law. In the case of this landfill, the relevant
requirements are laid down particularly in Directive 2008/98/EC on waste (') (the Waste Framework Directive),
Directive 1999/31/EC on the landfill of waste (*) (the ‘Landfill Directive’) and Directive 2011/92/EU on the assessment of the effects
of certain public and private projects on the environment (*) (the ‘EIA Directive’).

According to these requirements, establishing whether the waste in question can be landfilled at the given landfill shall be done by
permitting authority, while verification of acceptance criteria when waste are delivered to landfill shall be done by landfill operator.
On the basis of the documents received from Greek authorities the landfill permit meets the requirements of abovementioned
legislation. In particular the permit identifies the waste to be landfilled as non-hazardous and forbids landfilling of waste not
complying with the waste acceptance criteria set out in Decision 2003/33/EC establishing criteria and procedures for the acceptance
of waste at landfills (*). Moreover an environmental impact assessment has been conducted and the landfill project meets the
technical criteria listed in Annex I to the Landfill Directive for landfills of non-hazardous waste.

OJL312,22.11.2008.
OJL182,16.7.1999.
OJ L 26,28.1.2012.
OJL11,16.1.2003.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-005661/13
ala Commission
Catherine Greéze (Verts/ALE)
(21 mai 2013)

Objet: Les cotisations volontaires obligatoires contraires a la Charte européenne des droits fondamentaux

En France, les cotisations volontaires obligatoires (CVO) sont des cotisations imposées a tous les acteurs agricoles (producteurs,
transformateurs, négociants) par des organismes interprofessionnels correspondant a chaque secteur autour d'un intérét supposé
commun. Cette spécificité découle d'une demande d’agrément effectuée par les syndicats les plus représentatifs aupres des pouvoirs
publics a la fin des années 1980. La liberté syndicale dans le domaine agricole a de la sorte été aliénée.

Ces cotisations sont collectées par les organisations interprofessionnelles en contrepartie de missions qui leur sont confiées, telles que
la promotion des produits, la recherche, I'expérimentation, les informations économiques, I'organisation et, depuis 2006, e
maintien et le développement du potentiel économique du secteur». Leur role est donc devenu considérable.

Le caractére démocratique de ces structures n’est pas du tout assuré puisqu'aucune représentation n’est organisée et les cotisants n'ont
aucun droit de regard sur les décisions prises. Par conséquent, cela fait aujourd’hui plusieurs dizaines d’années que certains
producteurs refusent de régler ces cotisations et sont assignés devant les tribunaux.

Pourtant, d’apres l'article 12 de la Charte européenne des droits fondamentaux, relatif a la liberté de réunion et d’association, «toute
personne a droit a la liberté de réunion pacifique et a la liberté d’association a tous les niveaux, notamment dans les domaines
politique, syndical et civique, ce qui implique le droit de toute personne de fonder avec d’autres des syndicats et de sy affilier pour la
défense de ses intéréts.»

—  Comment la Commission compte-t-elle assurer la liberté de réunion et d'association au sein de 'Union européenne?

—  Comment la Commission compte-t-elle mettre fin a I'injustice que représentent les cotisations volontaires obligatoires?

Réponse donnée par M. Ciolos au nom de la Commission
(12 juillet 2013)

Le réglement (CE) n® 1234/2007 (') prévoit les régles de la reconnaissance des organisations interprofessionnelles agricoles par les
Etats membres dans certains secteurs comme le secteur de I'huile dolive et des olives de table, le secteur du tabac, le secteur des fruits
et légumes, le secteur du lait et des produits laitiers. En outre, larticle 124 du méme réglement autorise les Etats membres a
reconnaitre des organisations interprofessionnelles dans d’autres secteurs agricoles sur la base de leur législation nationale et
conformément a la 1égislation européenne.

Dans la mise en ceuvre du droit de I'Union, il appartient aux Etats membres d'assurer le respect de la Charte des droits fondamentaux
de I'Union européenne. Dés lors que les organisations interprofessionnelles sont des structures volontairement constituées par les
acteurs agricoles pour défendre les intéréts collectifs et que celles-ci doivent représenter une part significative des activités
économiques en question, les organisations en question assurent et respectent la liberté de réunion et d’association.

S'agissant de cotisations volontaires obligatoires instituées par les organisations interprofessionnelles, notamment dans le secteur des
fruits et 1égumes, il appartient aux juridictions nationales d'apprécier si les producteurs non-adhérents de 'organisation se trouvent
dans une situation objectivement différente de celle des producteurs adhérents lorsque les régles adoptées par ladite organisation ne
trouvent pas ou ne trouvent que marginalement a s'appliquer a leurs produits et que les actions entreprises par cette derniére ne
bénéficient pas ou ne bénéficient que marginalement auxdits produits (%).

() JOL299 du16.11.2007, pp. 1-149.
()  Voir lordonnance de la Cour de justice de 'Union européenne du 29 janvier 2004, Cerafel, C-381/02, Rec. 2004, pp. 1-1251.
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Question for written answer E-005661/13
to the Commission
Catherine Greéze (Verts/ALE)
(21 May 2013)

Subject: Compulsory voluntary levies contrary to the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union

In France, compulsory voluntary levies (CVOs) are levies imposed on all agricultural stakeholders (producers, processors, traders) by
inter-trade organisations representing individual sectors on the basis of a supposedly common interest. This particular practice is the
result of an application for approval submitted by the most representative unions to the public authorities at the end of the 1980s,
which saw agricultural operators relinquish their freedom of association.

The levies are collected by inter-trade organisations, which are entrusted, in return, with tasks such as product promotion, research,
experimentation, economic information gathering, organisation and, since 2006, ‘the maintenance and development of the
economic potential of the sector’. They have therefore come to play a significant role.

There is no guarantee whatsoever that these organisations are democratic, since there are no forms of organised representation and
those paying the levies have no right of scrutiny over the decisions taken. Consequently, some producers have refused to pay these
levies and been taken to court for decades.

However, Article 12 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, on freedom of assembly and of association,
stipulates that: ‘Everyone has the right to freedom of peaceful assembly and to freedom of association at all levels, in particular in
political, trade union and civic matters, which implies the right of everyone to form and to join trade unions for the protection of his
or her interests.’

— How does the Commission intend to guarantee freedom of assembly and of association within the European Union?

— How does it intend to put a stop to unfair compulsory voluntary levies?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Ciolos au nom de la Commission
(12 juillet 2013)

Le réglement (CE) n® 1234/2007 (') prévoit les régles de la reconnaissance des organisations interprofessionnelles agricoles par les
Etats membres dans certains secteurs comme le secteur de I'huile dolive et des olives de table, le secteur du tabac, le secteur des fruits
et légumes, le secteur du lait et des produits laitiers. En outre, larticle 124 du méme réglement autorise les Etats membres a
reconnaitre des organisations interprofessionnelles dans d’autres secteurs agricoles sur la base de leur législation nationale et
conformément a la législation européenne.

Dans la mise en ceuvre du droit de I'Union, il appartient aux Etats membres d'assurer le respect de la Charte des droits fondamentaux
de I'Union européenne. Des lors que les organisations interprofessionnelles sont des structures volontairement constituées par les
acteurs agricoles pour défendre les intéréts collectifs et que celles-ci doivent représenter une part significative des activités
économiques en question, les organisations en question assurent et respectent la liberté de réunion et d’association.

S'agissant de cotisations volontaires obligatoires instituées par les organisations interprofessionnelles, notamment dans le secteur des
fruits et 1égumes, il appartient aux juridictions nationales d'apprécier si les producteurs non-adhérents de 'organisation se trouvent
dans une situation objectivement différente de celle des producteurs adhérents lorsque les régles adoptées par ladite organisation ne
trouvent pas ou ne trouvent que marginalement a s'appliquer a leurs produits et que les actions entreprises par cette derniére ne
bénéficient pas ou ne bénéficient que marginalement auxdits produits (%).

() JOL299 du16.11.2007, pp. 1-149.
()  Voir lordonnance de la Cour de justice de 'Union européenne du 29 janvier 2004, Cerafel, C-381/02, Rec. 2004, pp. 1-1251.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-006539/13
ala Commission
Véronique Mathieu Houillon (PPE)
(7 juin 2013)

Objet: Actes terroristes et armes a feu

La Commission pourrait-elle indiquer le nombre d’armes a feu qui sont volées chez des utilisateurs légaux (chasseurs, tireurs sportifs,
athlétes, policiers, etc.) pour commettre des attaques aux personnes ou des attaques terroristes?

La Commission peut-elle préciser également la catégorie de ces armes a feu dérobées chez les personnes précitées?

Réponse donnée par M™ Malmstrom au nom de la Commission
(29 juillet 2013)

En vertu de l'article 38 de la décision «SIS II» (2007/533[JAI du Conseil), les données relatives aux objets recherchés aux fins d’'une
saisie ou de la preuve dans une procédure pénale sont intégrées dans le SIS II. Parmi ces objets figurent notamment les armes a feu,
généralement celles qui ont été perdues, ou volées, ou qui sont recherchées aux fins de preuve dans une procédure pénale.
Au lerjanvier 2013 (il s'agit de la série de statistiques publiques la plus récente), on dénombrait 421 194 signalements d’armes a feu
dans le SIS; le total actuel serait du méme ordre. On peut affirmer sans grand risque d’erreur que la majeure partie des signalements
d’armes a feu résulte de déclarations faites a la police par des personnes qui étaient en possession légitime des armes en question et
qui les ont perdues ou ont été victimes d’actes criminels.

Les buts ou les intentions des personnes qui dérobent des armes a feu ne peuvent généralement étre déterminés qu'au moment ot ces
personnes sont arrétées et interrogées. Etant donné que le SIS II est un systeme utilisé juridiquement et techniquement pour la
localisation et la saisie des objets en cause, aucune donnée sur les buts poursuivis ou les intentions présumées ne peut y étre incluse.
La découverte éventuelle des buts ou des intentions est effectuée par I'enquéteur et les informations recueillies sont conservées au
niveau de I'Etat membre.
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Question for written answer E-006539/13
to the Commission
Véronique Mathieu Houillon (PPE)
(7 June 2013)

Subject: Terrorist acts and firearms

Will the Commission state the number of firearms stolen from legal users (hunters, competitive shooters, athletes, police
officers, etc.) with the aim of attacking individuals or committing terrorist acts?

Will it also specify what categories the firearms stolen from these people belong to?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M™ Malmstrom au nom de la Commission
(29 juillet 2013)

En vertu de larticle 38 de la décision «SIS II» (2007/533[JAI du Conseil), les données relatives aux objets recherchés aux fins d'une
saisie ou de la preuve dans une procédure pénale sont intégrées dans le SIS II. Parmi ces objets figurent notamment les armes a feu,
généralement celles qui ont été perdues, ou volées, ou qui sont recherchées aux fins de preuve dans une procédure pénale.
Au ler janvier 2013 (il s'agit de la série de statistiques publiques la plus récente), on dénombrait 421 194 signalements d’armes a feu
dans le SIS; le total actuel serait du méme ordre. On peut affirmer sans grand risque d’erreur que la majeure partie des signalements
d’armes a feu résulte de déclarations faites a la police par des personnes qui étaient en possession légitime des armes en question et
qui les ont perdues ou ont été victimes d’actes criminels.

Les buts ou les intentions des personnes qui dérobent des armes a feu ne peuvent généralement étre déterminés qu'au moment ot ces
personnes sont arrétées et interrogées. Etant donné que le SIS IT est un systeme utilisé juridiquement et techniquement pour la
localisation et la saisie des objets en cause, aucune donnée sur les buts poursuivis ou les intentions présumées ne peut y étre incluse.
La découverte éventuelle des buts ou des intentions est effectuée par I'enquéteur et les informations recueillies sont conservées au
niveau de 'Etat membre.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007207/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)

(19 juin 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Tortures au Mali

Des civils font partie des dizaines de personnes torturées, tuées et victimes de «disparitions», notamment en détention, depuis le
lancement de 'intervention militaire francaise au Mali il y a cinq mois.

Intitulé «Mali. Conclusions préliminaires d'une mission de quatre semaines. Atteintes graves aux droits humains», ce document issu
d’organisations humanitaires internationales est diffusé a la veille du déploiement par les Nations unies d'une force de maintien de la
paix au Mali le mois prochain. Il est le fruit d’'une mission de recherche effectuée en mai et juin dans le pays.

Le bilan des forces de sécurité maliennes en ce qui concerne les Droits de 'homme depuis janvier est tout simplement déplorable.
Elles continuent a porter atteinte a ces droits sans sembler craindre d’avoir a rendre des comptes.

La mission de recherche a recensé des dizaines de cas de détenus torturés ou soumis a d’autres formes de mauvais traitements apres
avoir été arrétés en raison de leurs liens présumés avec des groupes armés. L'organisation a également relevé plus de vingt cas
d’exécution extrajudiciaire ou de disparition forcée.

1.  LaVice-présidente/Haute Représentante est-elle au courant de ces situations de torture?

2. La Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante partage-t-elle 'idée que, alors que le déploiement de la mission de stabilisation des
Nations unies au Mali approche, il est essentiel de veiller a ce que I'armée malienne et toutes les autres forces armées concernées
respectent et proteégent les Droits de 'homme, afin que les habitants du nord du pays puissent étre rassurés quant a leur sécurité?

3. Que compte faire la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante concretement?

Réponse donnée par la Haute représentante/vice-présidente Ashton au nom de la Commission
(10 septembre 2013)

Le Mali traverse depuis le début de I'année 2012 et 'occupation du nord du pays par des organisations terroristes, une crise politique
et sécuritaire sans précédent. Les violations de Droits de Thomme ont été systématisées dans les régions sous controle terroriste en
particulier.

Dés le début des opérations militaires de libération du nord du Mali au mois de janvier 2013, la Haute Représentante — tout comme
les Ministres des Affaires Etrangéres de 'Union — a exprimé sa vive préoccupation a 'égard des allégations de violations des Droits
de 'homme par toutes les parties au conflit au Mali. Elle a donné notamment instruction au Service européen pour l'action extérieure
et a la Commission de soutenir le déploiement d’observateurs des Droits de 'homme par des organisations de la société civile et par
I'Union Africaine. La Mission de formation militaire EUTM Mali, qui a achevé le recyclage d'un premier bataillon et engagé la
formation d’un deuxieme au mois de juin 2013, comporte par ailleurs un curriculum et des formations adaptées en matiére de Droits
de ’homme et de droit international humanitaire.

L'accord préliminaire de paix signé le 18 juin entre le Gouvernement malien et des groupes armés non-terroristes prévoit notamment
l'adoption de mesures de confiance, y compris la libération des prisonniers et la mise en place d'une Commission d’enquéte
internationale sur les violations graves des droits de 'THomme. L'UE suit trés attentivement la mise en ceuvre de cet accord dans toutes
ses dimensions. Elle proposera le moment venu des mesures d’accompagnement concrétes en matiére de vérité et de justice.



C241/22 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(English version)

Question for written answer E-007207/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(19 June 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Torture in Mali

Civilians are among dozens of people who have been tortured, killed and ‘disappeared’, including while in detention, since the launch
of the French army’s invention in Mali five months ago.

The briefing ‘Mali: Preliminary findings of a four-week mission. Serious human rights abuses. was issued by international
humanitarian organisations in the run-up to the deployment of a UN peacekeeping force in Mali next month. It is the result of a
research mission carried out in May and June in the country.

The Malian security forces’ human rights record since January is, simply, appalling. They continue to violate human rights with
apparently no fear of being held accountable.

The research mission documented dozens of cases of detainees being tortured or ill-treated after being arrested for having alleged
links with armed groups. The organisation also documented more than twenty cases of extrajudicial executions or enforced
disappearances.

1. Isthe Vice-President/High Representative aware of these cases of torture?

2. Does the Vice-President/High Representative agree that in the run-up to the deployment of the UN Stabilisation Mission in
Mali, it is essential to ensure that the Malian army and any other armed forces respect and protect human rights so people living in
the north of the country can be reassured they will be safe?

3. What concrete action does the Vice-President/High Representative intend to take?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par la Haute représentante/vice-présidente Ashton au nom de la Commission
(10 septembre 2013)

Le Mali traverse depuis le début de I'année 2012 et 'occupation du nord du pays par des organisations terroristes, une crise politique
et sécuritaire sans précédent. Les violations de Droits de Thomme ont été systématisées dans les régions sous controle terroriste en
particulier.

Dés le début des opérations militaires de libération du nord du Mali au mois de janvier 2013, la Haute Représentante — tout comme
les Ministres des Affaires Etrangéres de 'Union — a exprimé sa vive préoccupation a 'égard des allégations de violations des Droits
de 'homme par toutes les parties au conflit au Mali. Elle a donné notamment instruction au Service européen pour l'action extérieure
et a la Commission de soutenir le déploiement d’observateurs des Droits de 'homme par des organisations de la société civile et par
I'Union Africaine. La Mission de formation militaire EUTM Mali, qui a achevé le recyclage d'un premier bataillon et engagé la
formation d’un deuxiéme au mois de juin 2013, comporte par ailleurs un curriculum et des formations adaptées en matiére de Droits
de ’homme et de droit international humanitaire.

L'accord préliminaire de paix signé le 18 juin entre le Gouvernement malien et des groupes armés non-terroristes prévoit notamment
l'adoption de mesures de confiance, y compris la libération des prisonniers et la mise en place d'une Commission d’enquéte
internationale sur les violations graves des droits de 'THomme. L'UE suit trés attentivement la mise en ceuvre de cet accord dans toutes
ses dimensions. Elle proposera le moment venu des mesures d’accompagnement concrétes en matiére de vérité et de justice.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007312/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)

(20 juin 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Esclavagisme en Mauritanie
L’esclavage «a I'ancienne», ol le maitre a droit de vie et de mort sur son «bien», prospére en Mauritanie.

1l faut savoir que les esclaves représentent pres de 20 % des 3,5 millions de Mauritaniens soit quelque 600 000 personnes. La trés
grande majorité d’entre eux sont des femmes et des enfants. Les descendants d’affranchis forment 20 & 30 % de la population.

1.  LaVice-présidente/Haute Représentante a-t-il des contacts avec la Mauritanie?

2. Comment réagit la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante face a I'esclavage banalisé dans ce pays et au laisser-faire des autorités,
sachant que la loi anti-esclavage a été utilisée une fois ces sept derniéres années?

3. Compte tenu de ces chiffres inacceptables (un Mauritanien sur cinq est un esclave), la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante
compte-t-elle entamer des démarches envers les autorités du pays?

Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007476/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(25 juin 2013)

Objet: Esclavagisme en Mauritanie
L’esclavage «a 'ancienne», oli le maitre a droit de vie et de mort sur son «bien», prospére en Mauritanie.

11 faut savoir que les esclaves y sont pres de 20 % des 3,5 millions de Mauritaniens, soit quelque 600 000 personnes. La tres grande
majorité d’entre eux sont des femmes et des enfants. Les descendants d’affranchis forment 20 a 30 % de la population.

1.  La Commission a-t-elle des pourparlers avec la Mauritanie?

2. Comment réagit la Commission face a I'esclavage banalisé dans ce pays et le laisser-faire des autorités, sachant que la loi anti-
esclavage a été utilisée une fois ces sept dernieres années?

3. Compte tenu de ces chiffres inacceptables (1 Mauritanien sur 5 est un esclave), la Commission compte-t-elle entamer des
démarches envers les autorités du pays?

Réponse commune donnée par la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante Ashton au nom de la Commission
(21 aoiit 2013)

Bien qu'étant une réalite avérée, il n'existe pas de statistiques fiables sur I'étendue de l'esclavage traditionnel et ses sequelles en
Mauritanie. Ceci a été reconnu dans le rapport publié en 2010 par la Rapporteuse Spéciale des Nations unies. L'esclavage est un
phénomeéne complexe, traditionnellement ancré en Mauritanie qui touche toutes les composantes ethnoculturelles. En outre, le
phénomene tente de se réinventer sous des formes plus contemporaines et urbaines (par exemple, exploitation domestique, travail
non rémunéré).

La lutte contre I'esclavage et ses séquelles est la premiére priorité thématique de la Stratégie pays de 'UE pour les Droits de 'Thomme
en Mauritanie. La question est officiellement soulevée par les Chefs de Mission UE lors des dialogues politiques avec le gouvernement,
qui accepte de l'inclure bien qu'il nie 'existence de I'esclavage et ne reconnait que celle de ses séquelles.

Son inclusion dans le dialogue politique avec le gouvernement est une avancée importante méme si des différences de perception
persistent. Parallelement au plaidoyer des Droits de 'homme, nous mettons aussi 'accent sur I'angle socio-économique.
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A travers des projets spécifiques financés dans le cadre de I'Instrument Droits de 'homme, I'UE travaille directement avec la
population affectée et avec les défenseurs des Droits de 'homme qui voient en nous un accompagnateur engagé et un relai sérieux
face aux autorités. L'approche privilégiée est donc celle d'une politique multidimensionnelle se basant a la fois sur le respect des
Droits de Thomme et sur 'émancipation socio-économique et psychologique des esclaves/anciens esclaves.
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Question for written answer E-007312/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(20 June 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Slavery in Mauritania
‘Traditional’ slavery, on the basis of which the owner has the power of life or death over his ‘property’, is thriving in Mauritania.

Almost 20% of Mauritania’s population of 3.5 million, i.e. some 600 000 people, are slaves. For the most part, they are women and
children. Descendants of emancipated slaves make up 20 to 30% of the population.

1. Does the Vice-President/High Representative have any dealings with Mauritania?

2. What is the Vice-President/High Representative’s response to the widespread slavery in Mauritania and the authorities’ failure to
act, as demonstrated by the fact that the law banning slavery has been applied only once in the past seven years?

3. In the light of these appalling statistics (one in five Mauritanians is a slave), does the Vice-President/High Representative intend
to make representations to the Mauritanian authorities?

Question for written answer E-007476/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(25 June 2013)

Subject: Slavery in Mauritania
‘Traditional’ slavery, on the basis of which the owner has the power of life or death over his ‘property’, is thriving in Mauritania.

Almost 20% of Mauritania’s population of 3.5 million, i.e. some 600 000 people, are slaves. For the most part, they are women and
children. Descendants of emancipated slaves make up 20 to 30% of the population.

1.  Does the Commission hold talks with Mauritania?

2. What is the Commission’s response to the widespread slavery in Mauritania and the authorities’ failure to act, as demonstrated
by the fact that the law banning slavery has been applied only once in the past seven years?

3. In the light of these appalling statistics (one in five Mauritanians is a slave), does the Commission intend to make
representations to the Mauritanian authorities?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse commune donnée par la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante Ashton au nom de la Commission
(21 aoiit 2013)

Bien qu'étant une réalite avérée, il n'existe pas de statistiques fiables sur I'étendue de l'esclavage traditionnel et ses sequelles en
Mauritanie. Ceci a été reconnu dans le rapport publié en 2010 par la Rapporteuse Spéciale des Nations unies. L'esclavage est un
phénomeéne complexe, traditionnellement ancré en Mauritanie qui touche toutes les composantes ethnoculturelles. En outre, le
phénomene tente de se réinventer sous des formes plus contemporaines et urbaines (par exemple, exploitation domestique, travail
non rémunéré).

La lutte contre l'esclavage et ses séquelles est la premiere priorité thématique de la Stratégie pays de I'UE pour les Droits
del’hommeen Mauritanie. La question est officiellement soulevée par les Chefs de Mission UE lors des dialogues
politiques avec le gouvernement, qui accepte de l'inclure bien qu'il nie l'existence de I'esclavage et ne reconnait que celle de ses
séquelles.



C241/26 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

Son inclusion dans le dialogue politique avec le gouvernement est une avancée importante méme si des différences de perception
persistent. Parallelement au plaidoyer des Droits de 'homme, nous mettons aussi 'accent sur 'angle socio-économique.

A travers des projets spécifiques financés dans le cadre de I'Instrument Droits de 'homme, I'UE travaille directement avec la
population affectée et avec les défenseurs des Droits de 'homme qui voient en nous un accompagnateur engagé et un relai sérieux
face aux autorités. L'approche privilégiée est donc celle d'une politique multidimensionnelle se basant a la fois sur le respect des
Droits de 'homme et sur 'émancipation socio-économique et psychologique des esclaves/anciens esclaves.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007584/13
ala Commission
Anna Ziborské (PPE)
(27 juin 2013)

Objet: Mise en ceuvre de la résolution sur le cancer du sein (P6_TA (2006) 0449)

Dans sa résolution sur le cancer du sein dans I'Union européenne élargie (P6_TA(2006)0449), le Parlement européen avait
notamment demandé a la Commission:

—  de présenter un rapport d’étape sur les mesures prises par les Etats membres pour réduire le taux de mortalité due au cancer du
sein,

—  deattirer l'attention des nouveaux Etats membres et des pays en voie d’adhésion sur le fait que le FEDER et les fonds de
préadhésion peuvent étre mobilisés pour la création d'infrastructures dans le domaine de la santé.

Comment le FEDER a-t-il été promu par la Commission et utilisé par les Etats membres dans la prévention et la prise en charge du
cancer du sein?

Quelles démarches la Commission a-t-elle entreprises, notamment en vue de la mobilisation du FEDER pour la création
d'infrastructures dans le domaine de la santé, en particulier le dépistage du cancer du sein par mammographie et 'établissement
d'unités spécialisées en cancérologie dans les régions?

(English version)

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(20 August 2013)

The European Structural and Investment (ESI) Funds, and the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) in particular, will
contribute to structural changes in the healthcare systems of the Member States in the 2014-2020 period. National or regional health
policy frameworks will be examined as one of the ex-ante conditionalities. Measures aiming to reinforce the prevention and treatment
of breast cancer (according to the needs assessment) should be included in the health policy framework, and it should have a clear
link to the ESI Funds programmes.

Member States are invited to allocate ERDF for health infrastructure, developing more efficient, affordable and accessible health
services. Based on the identified needs, Member States may specify actions (e.g. developing specialised oncology units) in their

Partnership Agreement and ERDF programmes, focusing on breast cancer prevention and therapy.

In the 2007-2013 period, health infrastructure investments are part of the ERDF programmes, with a budget of EUR 5 billion.
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Otizka na pisomné zodpovedanie E-007584/13
Komisii
Anna Ziborské (PPE)
(27.juna 2013)

Vec: Vykondvanie uznesenia o rakovine prsnika (P6_TA(2006)0449)

Vuzneseni orakovine prsnika vrozsirenej Eurdpskej tnii (P6_TA(2006)0449) Eurépsky parlament poziadal Komisiu, aby
predovsetkym:

—  predlozila spravu o pokroku v stvislosti s opatreniami na zniZenie miery imrtnosti na rakovinu prsnika, ktoré prijali ¢lenské
$taty,

—  upozornila nové ¢lenské tity a kandidétske krajiny na to, Ze finan¢né prostriedky z EFRR a predvstupovych fondov mozno
vyuzit na budovanie infrastruktiir v oblasti zdravotnej starostlivosti.

Ako bol néstroj EFRR presadzovany Komisiou a vyuZzivany ¢lenskymi $tatmi v oblasti prevencie a liecby rakoviny prsnika?

S osobitnym zretelom na mobilizdciu ndstroja EFRR aké kroky uskutocnila Komisia s ciefom vybudovat infrastruktiru v oblasti
zdravotnej starostlivosti vrdtane mamografickych vySetreni na pritomnost rakoviny prsnika avytvorenia $pecializovanych
onkologickych oddeleni v jednotlivych regiénoch?

Odpoved pdna Hahna v mene Komisie
(20. augusta 2013)

Pocas obdobia 2014 — 2020 sa strukturdlne zmeny v systémoch zdravotnej starostlivosti ¢lenskych titov budd spolufinancovat
z eurdpskych a strukturdlnych fondov (ESI), a najmi z Eurépskeho fondu regiondlneho rozvoja (EFRR). V rdmci podmienok ex ante
sa budi skimat aj vnitrostitne alebo regiondlne politické rdimce zdravotnej starostlivosti. Sticastou politickych rimcov zdravotnej
starostlivosti by mali byt aj opatrenia na posilnenie prevencie a lie¢by rakoviny prsnika (podla postidenia potrieb) a rdmce by mali
byt jasne prepojené s programami fondov ESL.

Clenské stity sa vyzyvaja, aby pridelili zdroje EFRR na zdravotnicku infrastruktiru v zdujme rozvoja efektivnejsej, lacnejiej
adostupnejiej zdravotnej starostlivosti. Clenské $tity mozu na zaklade identifikovanych potrieb v partnerskych dohoddch
a programoch EFRR stanovit konkrétne kroky (napr. rozvoj $pecializovanych onkologickych stredisk), a zamerat sa tak na prevenciu
a lie¢bu rakoviny prsnika.

V obdobi 2007 — 2013 investicie do zdravotnickej infrastruktiiry patria do programov EFRR a je na ne vycleneny rozpocet
5 milidrd EUR.
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Question for written answer E-007584/13
to the Commission
Anna Ziborské (PPE)
(27 June 2013)

Subject: Implementation of the resolution on breast cancer (P6_TA (2006) 0449)
In its resolution on breast cancer in the enlarged European Union (P6_TA(2006)0449), Parliament called on the Commission to:
—  deliver a progress report on the steps taken by Member States to lower breast cancer mortality rates,

—  point out to the new Member States and accession countries that the ERDF and the pre-accession funds can be used to create
healthcare infrastructure.

How has the Commission encouraged the Member States to use the ERDF to fund breast cancer prevention and treatment?

What steps has the Commission taken to encourage the Member States to use the ERDF to create healthcare infrastructure, including
breast cancer screening programmes and the setting-up of specialised oncology units throughout Europe?

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(20 August 2013)

The European Structural and Investment (ESI) Funds, and the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) in particular, will
contribute to structural changes in the healthcare systems of the Member States in the 2014-2020 period. National or regional health
policy frameworks will be examined as one of the ex-ante conditionalities. Measures aiming to reinforce the prevention and treatment
of breast cancer (according to the needs assessment) should be included in the health policy framework, and it should have a clear
link to the ESI Funds programmes.

Member States are invited to allocate ERDF for health infrastructure, developing more efficient, affordable and accessible health
services. Based on the identified needs, Member States may specify actions (e.g. developing specialised oncology units) in their

Partnership Agreement and ERDF programmes, focusing on breast cancer prevention and therapy.

In the 2007-2013 period, health infrastructure investments are part of the ERDF programmes, with a budget of EUR 5 billion.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007677/13
ala Commission
Philippe Boulland (PPE)
(28 juin 2013)

Objet: Fonds européen de développement et Madagascar

L'aide octroyée a Madagascar ayant été suspendue depuis 4 ans en raison de l'instabilité politique et du non-aboutissement de la
feuille de route, la Commission peut-elle envisager d’augmenter I'enveloppe budgétaire du FED consacrée a l'aide humanitaire afin
que, dans l'attente des prochaines élections, cette aide puisse étre utilisée par les ONG au seul bénéfice de la population malgache, qui
souffre particuliérement de la situation politique actuelle?

Lutilisation de I'enveloppe devant étre décidée sur la base d'un accord entre la Commission et I'Etat bénéficiaire du FED, ne serait-ce
pas le moyen d’éviter le passage par les autorités nationales et d'éviter d’avoir a abandonner ces fonds du mécanisme de redistribution
pour les pays réalisant leurs objectifs comme le prévoit l'article 96?

Réponse donnée par M. Piebalgs au nom de la Commission
(21 aoiit 2013)

Depuis 2010, l'assistance de 'UE a Madagascar est régie par les Décisions du Conseil au titre de l'article 96 de l'accord de partenariat
ACP (")-UE. Ces décisions ont été adoptées afin de mettre en ceuvre des mesures appropriées  la suite de la violation des éléments
essentiels repris a Iarticle 9 de I'accord de partenariat ACP-UE. L'aide humanitaire et d’'urgence n’a pas été affectée.

Suite a la signature de la Feuille de Route pour une sortie de crise en septembre 2011, la Décision du Conseil de décembre 2011 a
permis a la Commission d'instruire des programmes en faveur des populations vulnérables et d’accompagner le processus électoral.
Ces appuis sont financés sur 'enveloppe Madagascar 10° FED (?) et via 'enveloppe non programmable.

A ce jour, I'UE a financé des interventions pour un total de 154,4 millions d'euros en 2012 et a identifié de nouveaux appuis a
financer en 2013 pour un montant d’au moins 124 millions d’euros. Ces interventions couvrent les domaines de la santé, de
I'éducation, de la sécurité alimentaire, 'emploi, du développement de la société civile, de I'agriculture périurbaine, de I'acces a I'eau et
a l'assainissement, de la réparation des dégats cycloniques, de la lutte anti acridienne et des réhabilitations routieres par des travaux a
haute intensité de main d’ceuvre.

Ces interventions sont mises en ceuvre en dehors des structures gouvernementales principalement par l'octroi de subventions a des
organisations non-gouvernementales nationales et internationales et a des agences des Nations unies.

() Ftats d’Afrique, des Caraibes et du Pacifique.
()  Fonds européen de développement.
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Question for written answer E-007677/13
to the Commission
Philippe Boulland (PPE)
(28 June 2013)

Subject: European Development Fund and Madagascar

Since aid to Madagascar has been suspended for four years due to political instability and the failure to complete the roadmap, can
the Commission envisage increasing the EDF budget for humanitarian assistance so that, pending the next elections, this assistance
can be used by NGOs for the sole benefit of the people of Madagascar which is bearing the brunt of the current political situation?

As the use of the budget is decided on the basis of an agreement between the Commission and the country receiving EDF assistance,
would this not be a way of circumventing the national authorities and avoiding have to renounce these funds which form part of the
redistribution mechanism for countries achieving their objectives, as set out in Article 96?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Piebalgs au nom de la Commission
(21 aoiit 2013)

Depuis 2010, l'assistance de I'UE a Madagascar est régie par les Décisions du Conseil au titre de l'article 96 de l'accord de partenariat
ACP (")-UE. Ces décisions ont été adoptées afin de mettre en ceuvre des mesures appropriées  la suite de la violation des éléments
essentiels repris a Iarticle 9 de I'accord de partenariat ACP-UE. L'aide humanitaire et d’'urgence n’a pas été affectée.

Suite a la signature de la Feuille de Route pour une sortie de crise en septembre 2011, la Décision du Conseil de décembre 2011 a
permis a la Commission d'instruire des programmes en faveur des populations vulnérables et d’accompagner le processus électoral.
Ces appuis sont financés sur 'enveloppe Madagascar 10° FED (?) et via 'enveloppe non programmable.

A ce jour, I'UE a financé des interventions pour un total de 154,4 millions d'euros en 2012 et a identifié de nouveaux appuis a
financer en 2013 pour un montant d’au moins 124 millions d’euros. Ces interventions couvrent les domaines de la santé, de
I'éducation, de la sécurité alimentaire, l'emploi, du développement de la société civile, de I'agriculture périurbaine, de I'acces a I'eau et
al'assainissement, de la réparation des dégats cycloniques, de la lutte anti acridienne et des réhabilitations routieres par des travaux a
haute intensité de main d’ceuvre.

Ces interventions sont mises en ceuvre en dehors des structures gouvernementales principalement par l'octroi de subventions a des
organisations non-gouvernementales nationales et internationales et a des agences des Nations unies.

() Ftats d’Afrique, des Caraibes et du Pacifique.
()  Fonds européen de développement.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007834/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(2 juillet 2013)

Objet: Politique extérieure dans le domaine de I'aviation: chapitre marché

1. LaCommission compte-t-elle, comme le lui suggére le Parlement, mener une étude des différences entre Etats membres dans les
redevances, les droits de douane, les prélévements et les taxes?

2. Compte-t-elle établir un rapport sur I'impact de ces différences sur le prix des billets et les bénéfices des compagnies aériennes,
et recenser les aides d’Etat qui auraient été pergues par les concurrents au niveau mondial?

3. Compte-t-elle jauger et lister les incidences de ces aides sur les compagnies aériennes de 'Union?

Réponse donnée par M. Almunia au nom de la Commission
(20 aoit 2013)

La Commission européenne présentera au Parlement européen et au Conseil en 2013 une communication sur l'application de la
directive 2009/12/CE sur les redevances aéroportuaires ('). Elle sera accompagnée d’un rapport présentant la situation pour les
aéroports de plus de cinq millions de passagers et 'aéroport principal de chaque Etat membre. Il n’est néanmoins pas prévu a ce stade

d’étude sur les droits de douane, les prélevements et les taxes.

En tout état de cause, les redevances des aéroports doivent respecter les reégles de concurrence. S'agissant des aéroports publics, le
niveau des redevances doit notamment respecter les regles en matiere d’aides d’Etat.

La Commission a lancé une consultation publique le 3 juillet 2013 sur un projet de nouvel encadrement communautaire concernant
notamment cette question. Ce nouvel encadrement devrait étre adopté par la Commission début 2014.

Selon les informations a la disposition de la Commission, les grands aéroports européens ne bénéficient pas d’aides d’Etat au
fonctionnement susceptibles d’entrainer des distortions de la concurrence.

La Commission ne dispose pas d'informations sur les éventuelles aides dont pourraient bénéficier les aéroports des pays tiers.
1 n’est pas prévu a ce stade d’établir un rapport sur des aides d’Etat possibles pergues par des concurrents au niveau mondial.

La Commission a l'intention de lancer un dialogue avec certains pays du Golfe en vue d'améliorer la transparence et préserver une
concurrence loyale.

() Directive 2009/12/CE du Parlement européen et du Conseil du 11 mars 2009 sur les redevances aéroportuaires (Texte présentant de 'intérét pour I'EEE), Journal
officiel n° L 070 du 14/03/2009 pp. 0011-0016.
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Question for written answer E-007834/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(2 July 2013)

Subject: Foreign policy in the field of aviation: the market

1. Does the Commission intend, as Parliament has suggested, to carry out a study on the differences between Member States in
terms of fees, customs duties, levies and taxes?

2. Does it intend to draw up a report on the impact of these differences on ticket prices and airline profits, and to take stock of the
state aid that competitors would have received at global level?

3. Does it intend to gauge and record the impact of this aid on EU airlines?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Almunia au nom de la Commission
(20 aoit 2013)

La Commission européenne présentera au Parlement européen et au Conseil en 2013 une communication sur l'application de la
directive 2009/12/CE sur les redevances aéroportuaires ('). Elle sera accompagnée d’un rapport présentant la situation pour les
aéroports de plus de cinq millions de passagers et 'aéroport principal de chaque Etat membre. Il n’est néanmoins pas prévu a ce stade

d’étude sur les droits de douane, les prélevements et les taxes.

En tout état de cause, les redevances des aéroports doivent respecter les reégles de concurrence. S'agissant des aéroports publics, le
niveau des redevances doit notamment respecter les regles en matiere d’aides d’Etat.

La Commission a lancé une consultation publique le 3 juillet 2013 sur un projet de nouvel encadrement communautaire concernant
notamment cette question. Ce nouvel encadrement devrait étre adopté par la Commission début 2014.

Selon les informations a la disposition de la Commission, les grands aéroports européens ne bénéficient pas d’aides d’Etat au
fonctionnement susceptibles d’entrainer des distortions de la concurrence.

La Commission ne dispose pas d'informations sur les éventuelles aides dont pourraient bénéficier les aéroports des pays tiers.
1 n’est pas prévu a ce stade d’établir un rapport sur des aides d’Etat possibles pergues par des concurrents au niveau mondial.

La Commission a l'intention de lancer un dialogue avec certains pays du Golfe en vue d'améliorer la transparence et préserver une
concurrence loyale.

() Directive 2009/12/CE du Parlement européen et du Conseil du 11 mars 2009 sur les redevances aéroportuaires (Texte présentant de 'intérét pour I'EEE), Journal
officiel n° L 070 du 14/03/2009 pp. 0011-0016.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007861/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(2 juillet 2013)

Objet: Expulsion de Roms en Roumanie

Amnesty international émet un document, intitulé Une marginalisation forcée: Cing cas d’expulsion forcée de Roms en Roumanie qui décrit
ce qu'ont vécu des personnes chassées de leur logement et de leur quartier, et repoussées a la périphérie de leur ville. Il suit le parcours
de cinq personnes originaires de trois villes roumaines différentes, apres qu'elles ont été expulsées de leur domicile et ont tout fait
pour échapper a une réinstallation. Il met en lumiére les profondes répercussions qu’ont sur la vie des gens la perte de leur logement
et de leurs moyens de subsistance, la coupure des cercles sociaux, la réprobation sociale, les difficultés d’acces a I'éducation et a la
santé, et le traumatisme de l'expulsion en elle-méme. Nous assistons, dans la Roumanie du XXI° siécle, au bannissement délibéré, hors
de la société, de personnes vulnérables vivant a la limite du seuil de pauvreté ou en-dessous, et dont les conditions de logement sont
inadéquates. La législation en vigueur en Roumanie est loin d'étre conforme aux normes internationales adoptées par le
gouvernement roumain. En particulier, elle ne garantit pas le droit a un logement convenable a tous les citoyens et n'interdit pas les
expulsions.

Les lacunes de la loi permettent aux autorités locales, sous prétexte de «rénovation et aménagement des centres urbains», de chasser
des communautés roms entiéres établies de longue date et de les transférer dans des logements inappropriés, hors de la vue du reste
de la population. Ces mesures de réinstallation ont souvent pour résultats une marginalisation et une pauvreté accrues, et vont a
l'encontre des politiques gouvernementales visant a lutter contre I'exclusion sociale des Roms et d’autres groupes vulnérables.

1. Que des autorités locales meénent ce type d’action est illégal et inacceptable. Elles brisent des vies et rendent vaines les politiques
d'inclusion des Roms. La Commission compte-t-elle inviter le gouvernement roumain a agir de toute urgence pour mettre fin a ces
violations?

2. La Commission partage-t-elle I'avis que les autorités doivent doit faire peser leur autorité sur les responsables locaux afin que
ceux-ci protégent, respectent et concrétisent les droits au logement de tous et mettent fin aux expulsions forcées?

Réponse donnée par M™ Reding au nom de la Commission
(10 octobre 2013)

La Commission s’engage a lutter contre toute forme de discrimination dans les limites de ses compétences.

Les autorités des Etats membres ont le droit d'évincer toute personne d'un logement qu'elle occupe illégalement ou de procéder a des
expropriations dans le respect du droit applicable.

Ces ordres d'évacuation doivent étre sous-tendus par une décision judiciaire ou administrative préalable, qui présente toutes les
garanties nécessaires pour les personnes concernées. De plus, lorsqu'elles mettent en ceuvre le droit de 'Union, les autorités des Etats
membres doivent respecter les droits fondamentaux des personnes garantis par la Charte des droits fondamentaux. Par ailleurs, tous
les Etats membres sont parties a la Convention européenne des Droits de 'homme.

En tant que gardienne des Traités, la Commission européenne vérifie la transposition de la Directive 2000/43 sur I'égalité raciale.
Ensuite, le droit national s'applique et les cas individuels de discrimination doivent étre poursuivis devant les autorités nationales
(organismes de promotion de 'égalité de traitement, tribunaux).

En soutenant le cadre européen pour l'intégration des Roms et en présentant une stratégie nationale, tous les Etats membres se sont
engagés a améliorer sensiblement I'accés des Roms au logement. La Commission travaille en étroite collaboration avec les Etats
membres en vue d'améliorer les conditions de vie des Roms et les encourage vivement & impliquer les autorités régionales et locales
dans ce processus et a utiliser les Fonds Structurels pour faciliter I'inclusion des Roms (*).

()  Voir la Communication de la Commission «Pas en avant dans la mise en ceuvre des stratégies nationales d'intégration des Roms» COM(2013) 454 final et la
«Proposition de Recommandation du Conseil relative a des mesures efficaces d'intégration des Roms dans les Etats membres» COM(2013) 460 final.
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Question for written answer E-007861/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(2 July 2013)

Subject: Evictions of Roma in Romania

Amnesty International has published a report entitled Five stories of Roma — forced evictions in Romania, which describes the
experiences of people driven from their homes and neighbourhoods to the outskirts of their cities. The report follows the journeys of
five people from three Romanian cities after they have been forcibly evicted from their homes and their resistance to relocation. It
exposes the profound impact on people’s lives of lost homes and livelihoods, disconnection from social circles, stigma, difficulties in
accessing education or healthcare and the trauma of eviction itself. What we see in 21st century Romania is the deliberate expulsion
from society of vulnerable people who live below or on the poverty line in inadequate housing conditions. The current legislation in
Romania falls far short of the international standards adopted by the Romanian Government. In particular, it fails to ensure the right
to adequate housing for all its citizens and to prohibit forced evictions.

Legislative flaws allow local authorities to sweep away long-established Roma communities entirely, under the pretext of ‘inner-city
regeneration and development’, and to relocate them to inadequate housing out of sight of the rest of the population. Such
relocations often result in further marginalisation and poverty and go against government policies to combat social exclusion of
Roma and other vulnerable groups.

1. It is illegal and unacceptable for local authorities to act in this way. They are ruining lives and rendering Roma inclusion
policies useless. Will the Commission call on the Romanian Government to take urgent action to end these violations?

2. Does it agree that the authorities should use their power to ensure that local officials protect, respect and implement housing
rights for all and put an end to forced evictions?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M™ Reding au nom de la Commission
(10 octobre 2013)

La Commission s’engage a lutter contre toute forme de discrimination dans les limites de ses compétences.

Les autorités des Etats membres ont le droit d'évincer toute personne d’un logement qu'elle occupe illégalement ou de procéder a des
expropriations dans le respect du droit applicable.

Ces ordres d'évacuation doivent étre sous-tendus par une décision judiciaire ou administrative préalable, qui présente toutes les
garanties nécessaires pour les personnes concernées. De plus, lorsqu'elles mettent en ceuvre le droit de 'Union, les autorités des Etats
membres doivent respecter les droits fondamentaux des personnes garantis par la Charte des droits fondamentaux. Par ailleurs, tous
les Etats membres sont parties a la Convention européenne des Droits de 'homme.

En tant que gardienne des Traités, la Commission européenne vérifie la transposition de la Directive 2000/43 sur I'égalité raciale.
Ensuite, le droit national s'applique et les cas individuels de discrimination doivent étre poursuivis devant les autorités nationales
(organismes de promotion de 'égalité de traitement, tribunaux).

En soutenant le cadre européen pour l'intégration des Roms et en présentant une stratégie nationale, tous les Etats membres se sont
engagés a améliorer sensiblement I'accés des Roms au logement. La Commission travaille en étroite collaboration avec les Etats
membres en vue d'améliorer les conditions de vie des Roms et les encourage vivement & impliquer les autorités régionales et locales
dans ce processus et a utiliser les Fonds Structurels pour faciliter I'inclusion des Roms (*).

()  Voir la Communication de la Commission «Pas en avant dans la mise en ceuvre des stratégies nationales d'intégration des Roms» COM(2013) 454 final et la
«Proposition de Recommandation du Conseil relative a des mesures efficaces d'intégration des Roms dans les Etats membres» COM(2013) 460 final.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-007898/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(3 juillet 2013)

Objet: Gouvernance d’entreprise

La Commission a-t-elle 'intention d’examiner, dans son analyse d'impact approfondie d’une éventuelle séparation des banques et des
autres solutions possibles, les propositions formulées dans le rapport du groupe d’experts de haut niveau dans le domaine de la
gouvernance d’entreprise, y compris a) les mécanismes de gouvernance et de controle, b) la gestion du risque, c) les régimes
d'incitation, d) la divulgation du risque et e) les sanctions?

La Commission va-t-elle mettre en ceuvre les propositions et les recommandations formulées dans la résolution du Parlement
européen du 11 mai 2011 sur la gouvernance d’entreprise dans les établissements financiers?

Compte-t-elle inclure des dispositions établissant une obligation pour tous les administrateurs exécutifs d'une entité d'une banque de
n'avoir des responsabilités en tant qu'administrateur exécutif que pour cette entité de ladite banque?

La Commission entend-elle prévoir des dispositions afin de renforcer la responsabilité personnelle des administrateurs?

A-t-elle l'intention d’étudier des moyens d’encourager un retour au modele du partenariat pour la gestion d’entreprise, notamment
pour les banques d'investissement?

Réponse donnée par M. Barnier au nom de la Commission
(27 aoiit 2013)

Les services de la Commission menent actuellement une étude d'impact approfondie en préparation d'une future proposition
législative de réforme structurelle bancaire. Le rapport du groupe d’experts de haut niveau fournit une part importante du cadre
d’analyse de I'étude d'impact.

La question de la gouvernance est un aspect clé dans les reformes menées par la Commission, depuis 2010, pour rendre les
institutions financiers européens plus stirs et plus stables. Dans ce contexte, les nombreuses recommandations formulées dans la
résolution du Parlement européen du 11 mai 2011 sur la gouvernance d’entreprise dans les établissements financiers sont trés utiles.
Un certain nombre d’entre elles ont déja été adoptées, notamment par la Directive sur les exigences de fonds propres pour les
banques (la CRD 4).

S’agissant du contenu de la future proposition, celui-ci n’est pas encore déterminé, et dépendra notamment des résultats de I'étude
d’'impact en cours.

D’autres mesures de portée générale, notamment sur le role des actionnaires, sont en cours de préparation par la Commission. Ces
mesures visent a encourager les actionnaires, en particulier les investisseurs institutionnels, a jouer un role plus actif dans la
gouvernance des entreprises et a prendre davantage en compte les intéréts a long-terme des entreprises et de leurs propres
investisseurs. Une proposition législative est actuellement prévue pour automne 2013.
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Question for written answer E-007898/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(3 July 2013)

Subject: Corporate governance

Does the Commission intend to consider, in its thorough impact assessment of the potential separation of banks and alternatives, the
proposals set out in the High Level Expert Group’s report in the area of corporate governance, including a) governance and control
mechanisms, b) risk management, ¢) incentive schemes, d) risk disclosure and e) sanctions?

Will the Commission implement the proposals and recommendations set out in Parliament’s resolution of 11 May 2011 on
corporate governance in financial institutions?

Does it intend to include provisions establishing an obligation for all executive board members in an entity of a bank to have
responsibility as executive board members only for that entity of the bank?

Does the Commission intend to include provisions to strengthen personal accountability and liability for board members?

Does it intend to explore how to encourage a return to the partnership model of company management, in particular for investment
banking?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Barnier au nom de la Commission
(27 aoiit 2013)

Les services de la Commission menent actuellement une étude d'impact approfondie en préparation d'une future proposition
législative de réforme structurelle bancaire. Le rapport du groupe d’experts de haut niveau fournit une part importante du cadre
d’analyse de I'étude d'impact.

La question de la gouvernance est un aspect clé dans les reformes menées par la Commission, depuis 2010, pour rendre les
institutions financiers européens plus stirs et plus stables. Dans ce contexte, les nombreuses recommandations formulées dans la
résolution du Parlement européen du 11 mai 2011 sur la gouvernance d’entreprise dans les établissements financiers sont trés utiles.
Un certain nombre d’entre elles ont déja été adoptées, notamment par la Directive sur les exigences de fonds propres pour les
banques (la CRD 4).

S’agissant du contenu de la future proposition, celui-ci n’est pas encore déterminé, et dépendra notamment des résultats de I'étude
d’'impact en cours.

D’autres mesures de portée générale, notamment sur le role des actionnaires, sont en cours de préparation par la Commission. Ces
mesures visent a encourager les actionnaires, en particulier les investisseurs institutionnels, a jouer un role plus actif dans la
gouvernance des entreprises et a prendre davantage en compte les intéréts a long-terme des entreprises et de leurs propres
investisseurs. Une proposition législative est actuellement prévue pour automne 2013.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-008194/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(9 juillet 2013)

Objet: Téléphonie des institutions sous surveillance

Les députés et I'ensemble du personnel de plusieurs institutions européennes ont découvert récemment que 'ensemble du systéme de
téléphonie de l'institution avait été remplacé par du matériel ultramoderne... de fabrication américaine. Une nouveauté qui serait
sans doute passée inapercue si les révélations du consultant Edward Snowden n’avaient confirmé que les institutions européennes
étaient particulierement ciblées par '’Agence nationale de sécurité américaine (NSA), au travers de géants de I'Internet.

1. Nest-il pas étonnant qu'une institution européenne se soit dotée de matériel «made in USA»? Je sais que, conformément aux
régles de I'Organisation mondiale du commerce, les institutions ne peuvent utiliser comme critére de choix le pays d'origine du
matériel dans I'appel d’offres, mais compte tenu de la situation socio-économique européenne, n’est ce pas un non-sens de créer de
I'emploi ailleurs et pas chez nous?

2. Le contrat conclu avec BT est un contrat-cadre de service, ce qui signifie que les besoins sont prédéfinis. Les institutions ont-
elles veillé a la sécurité de son nouvel appareillage?

3. Dans leurs appels vers I'extérieur, les institutions utilisent les réseaux publics et se fient aux mesures de sécurité mises en place
par les fournisseurs d’acces. Compte tenu des récentes révélations sur les écoutes américaines et I'insécurité relative a nos données, les
services des institutions ont-elles pris des mesures complémentaires?

4. Le 7 juin, le quotidien britannique the Guardian avait cité Cisco comme I'un des fournisseurs de routeurs du trafic de données
immédiatement exploitables par les services de renseignement. Cette donnée a-t-elle été prise en compte ou va-t-elle 'étre?

Réponse donnée par M. Seféovic au nom de la Commission
(6 septembre 2013)

1)  En matiére de téléphonie, la Commission utilise toujours une technologie classique, par ailleurs basée sur du matériel fabriqué
par une firme européenne. Cette question semble donc porter sur l'infrastructure disponible au Parlement et a des institutions
européennes autres que la Commission. Celle-ci n’est donc pas en mesure d’y répondre.

2)  Le contrat auquel 'Honorable Parlementaire fait référence semble étre un contrat conclu par le Parlement. La Commission n’est
donc pas en mesure de répondre a cette question.

3)  Comme indiqué, la technologie utilisée a présent par la Commission en matiére de téléphonie est de type classique et ne repose
donc pas sur le réseau de transmission de données. Des mesures de sécurité appropriées dans un contexte de téléphonie classique
sont en place.

En outre, le personnel de la Commission est informé que, pour des raisons de sécurité, aucune information a caractére sensible ne
peut étre transmise via les moyens classiques de communication.

4)  De manicere générale, en ce qui concerne le trafic de données, des mesures strictes de sécurité sont appliquées en permanence.
Ces mesures ne sont pas liées a une marque particuliere d’équipement; elles sont adaptées en fonction de I'évolution technologique

mais ne sont en général pas divulguées publiquement.

En outre, le personnel de la Commission est tenu de suivre des régles strictes sur l'utilisation des outils de communication mis a sa
disposition (). Ces régles sont en cours de révision afin de tenir compte des derniéres évolutions en la matiére.

()  Informations administratives n° 45-2006 du 15 septembre 2006.
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Question for written answer E-008194/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(9 July 2013)

Subject: Surveillance of telephone services within the institutions

MEPs and the staff of several European institutions recently discovered that all of the telephone systems within their institutions had
been replaced with ultra-modern — and US-manufactured — equipment. The change would no doubt have gone unnoticed were it
not for the fact that the revelations by the consultant Edward Snowden have confirmed that the European institutions have been a
particular target for the US National Security Agency in their dealings with the Internet giants.

1. Is it not astonishing that a European institution should purchase US-manufactured equipment? I am aware that WTO rules
dictate that institutions may not use the country of origin of equipment as a selection criteria in calls for tenders, but is it not
nonsensical to create jobs outside Europe rather than at home in view of Europe’s socioeconomic situation?

2. The contract which has been concluded with BT is a framework service contract, which means that requirements are pre-
defined. Have the institutions taken steps to ensure the security of this new equipment?

3. The institutions use public networks for external calls and can rely on the security measures put in place by the network access
providers. In view of the recent revelations regarding interception by the US and the lack of data security, have any additional
measures been put in place by the institutions’ services?

4. On 7June, the Guardian daily newspaper (United Kingdom) named Cisco as one of the suppliers of routers used by the
intelligence services to access data directly. Was or will be this fact taken into account?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Seféovic au nom de la Commission
(6 septembre 2013)

1)  En matiére de téléphonie, la Commission utilise toujours une technologie classique, par ailleurs basée sur du matériel fabriqué
par une firme européenne. Cette question semble donc porter sur l'infrastructure disponible au Parlement et a des institutions
européennes autres que la Commission. Celle-ci n’est donc pas en mesure d'y répondre.

2)  Le contrat auquel 'Honorable Parlementaire fait référence semble étre un contrat conclu par le Parlement. La Commission n’est
donc pas en mesure de répondre a cette question.

3)  Comme indiqué, la technologie utilisée a présent par la Commission en matiére de téléphonie est de type classique et ne repose
donc pas sur le réseau de transmission de données. Des mesures de sécurité appropriées dans un contexte de téléphonie classique
sont en place.

En outre, le personnel de la Commission est informé que, pour des raisons de sécurité, aucune information a caractére sensible ne
peut étre transmise via les moyens classiques de communication.

4)  De manicere générale, en ce qui concerne le trafic de données, des mesures strictes de sécurité sont appliquées en permanence.
Ces mesures ne sont pas liées a une marque particuliere d’équipement; elles sont adaptées en fonction de I'évolution technologique

mais ne sont en général pas divulguées publiquement.

En outre, le personnel de la Commission est tenu de suivre des régles strictes sur l'utilisation des outils de communication mis a sa
disposition (). Ces régles sont en cours de révision afin de tenir compte des derniéres évolutions en la matiére.

()  Informations administratives n° 45-2006 du 15 septembre 2006.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-008697/13
ala Commission
Catherine Greéze (Verts/ALE)
(15 juillet 2013)

Objet: Barrages-réservoirs en Adour-Garonne contraires a la directive cadre sur 'eau

En 2010, I'nstitution Adour a annoncé la construction de nouveaux barrages-réservoirs d’eau dans le Sud-ouest de la France. En
mars 2012, une mission interministérielle a publié 'inventaire des ouvrages envisageables et, au mois de juin de la méme année, une
enquéte publique sur I'agrandissement du barrage de Sére-Rustaing (Hautes-Pyrénées) avait déja lieu. Pour rappel, le fleuve Adour et
ses affluents couvrent de grandes zones classées au titre de la directive «Habitats».

Il est clair que ce programme ne respecte pas la directive cadre sur I'eau (2000/60/CE), notamment les conditions prévues a son
article 4.

Tout d’abord, aucune mesure pratique n’a été prise pour atténuer les nombreuses incidences négatives sur l'état de la masse d’eau de
ce programume. Les lacs artificiels créés entraineront I'inversion du régime hydraulique (ponction des cours en hiver et augmentation
des débits au printemps), la restitution aux cours d’eau de qualité dégradée (une eau stockée étant une eau stagnante dont la qualité
physico-chimique se dégrade), 'effet de chasse permanent impropre au maintien de populations de poissons, la perturbation de la
morphologie du lit des cours d’eau, l'utilisation de quantités importantes d’énergie pour réaliser les remplissages.

Par ailleurs, ce programme ne répond pas non plus a un intérét général majeur. Il est d'abord disproportionné quant a son cofit,
puisqu’il s'éleverait a 100 millions d’euros pour le Bassin de I'’Adour, sans compter les cotts de gestion futurs. Il n’est pas non plus
nécessaire, puisque le bassin hydrographique de I'Adour est déja doté — voire suréquipé — d’une trentaine de barrages-réservoirs.
Les situations de sécheresse pourraient étre résolues par une plus juste répartition de la ressource entre les usagers, le développement
de méthodes d’agronomie novatrices (couverts permanents, paillis...), le choix de variétés adaptées aux ressources hydriques locales,
la création de petits réservoirs déconnectés, respectant les cours d’eau.

1.  La Commission est-elle informée de ce programme de construction de barrages?

2. Comment la Commission compte-t-elle faire appliquer la directive cadre sur I'eau dans le cadre de ces projets?

Réponse donnée par M Poto¢nik au nom de la Commission
(30 aoiit 2013)

La Commission n’a pas eu connaissance d’un programme de création de nouveaux barrages-réservoirs d’eau par I'Institution Adour.
Concernant plus particulierement 'agrandissement du barrage de Sére-Rustaing (Hautes-Pyrénées), le projet consiste en une rehausse
de 1,15m de l'ouvrage actuel de 16 m afin d’augmenter sa capacité de 25 %. Ce projet a fait 'objet d'une étude d'impact
environnemental et d’'une enquéte publique. L’autorisation a été délivrée le 24 juillet 2012 et impose la réalisation de mesures de
réduction et de compensation, dont celles présentées lors de 'enquéte publique.

Au regard de l'application de la directive 2000/60/CE, toute nouvelle modification des caractéristiques physiques d'une masse d’eau
susceptible de causer une détérioration de son état, telle que la construction d’'un barrage, n'est possible que si 'ensemble des

conditions prévues a l'article 4(7) sont vérifiées.

Il est de la compétence des Etats membres de s’assurer que ces conditions sont respectées.
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Question for written answer E-008697/13
to the Commission
Catherine Greéze (Verts/ALE)
(15 July 2013)

Subject: Dammed reservoirs in Adour-Garonne in contravention of the Water Framework Directive

In 2010, Institution Adour (the public body responsible for the Adour Basin) announced plans to build new dammed reservoirs in
the south-west of France. In March 2012, an inter-ministerial task force published the project’s inventory, and a public inquiry was
carried out in June of that year into the expansion of the Sére-Rustaing dam in the Hautes-Pyrénées department. The Adour and its
tributaries cover large tracts of land which are protected under the Habitats Directive.

This project is therefore in clear breach of the Water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC), particularly the conditions laid down in
Article 4.

First of all, no practical measures have been taken to mitigate the many detrimental impacts on the state of the reservoir's water.
Artificial lakes will lead to hydraulic inversion (withdrawing water in winter and increasing flow in spring), the flow of lower-quality
water back into rivers (since stored water becomes stagnant and its physical and chemical quality deteriorates), permanent first flush
which is unsuitable for maintaining fish populations, disturbances to river bed morphology, and large-scale energy use to carry out
refilling operations.

This project does not address any wider public need. It is far too expensive, since it would cost EUR 100 million for the Adour Basin,
which does not even take into account future management costs. Nor is it necessary, since the Adour river basin is already endowed
— perhaps excessively so — with around thirty dammed reservoirs. Drought problems could be resolved by more fairly distributing
resources among water users, developing innovative new methods of agriculture (permanent cover, use of mulch, etc.), opting for
plant varieties that are adapted to local water resources, creating small isolated reservoirs, and respecting current water courses.

1. Isthe Commission aware of this dam construction project?

2. In connection with this project, how does the Commission intend to ensure that the Water Framework Directive is enforced?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Poto¢nik au nom de la Commission
(30 aoiit 2013)

La Commission n’a pas eu connaissance d’un programme de création de nouveaux barrages-réservoirs d’eau par I'Institution Adour.
Concernant plus particulierement 'agrandissement du barrage de Seére-Rustaing (Hautes-Pyrénées), le projet consiste en une rehausse
de 1,15m de l'ouvrage actuel de 16 m afin d’augmenter sa capacité de 25 %. Ce projet a fait 'objet d'une étude d'impact
environnemental et d’'une enquéte publique. L’autorisation a été délivrée le 24 juillet 2012 et impose la réalisation de mesures de
réduction et de compensation, dont celles présentées lors de 'enquéte publique.

Au regard de l'application de la directive 2000/60/CE, toute nouvelle modification des caractéristiques physiques d'une masse d’eau
susceptible de causer une détérioration de son état, telle que la construction d’'un barrage, n'est possible que si 'ensemble des

conditions prévues a l'article 4(7) sont vérifiées.

Il est de la compétence des Etats membres de s’assurer que ces conditions sont respectées.
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Bsrpoc ¢ nckaue 3a mucMen otrosop E-008895/13
1o Komucusra (3am.-npemcenaren | BbpXoBeH MpecTaBuTeN)
Mariya Gabriel (PPE)
(191w01u 2013 2.)

Omuocro: VP[HR — Yuactue Ha xenute B usbopure rpes Hoemspu 2013 r. B Henan

Crnempamyst HOEMBpH 11I€ C€ ChCTOAT 1/13601:)1/[ 3a Y‘{peJII/ITeIIHO C'b6paHI/[€ Ha Hemar. Te3n I/[360p]/l ca OTIIaraHu Beye JBa I'bTH U Hemam ocrasa B
CuUTyanys Ha KOHCTUTYUMOHEH BaKyyM BE4€ OT HAKOJIKO rOOMHM HacaM.

CTa6I/lH]/ISaII]/I5[ Ha NOJINTNYECKATa CUTyalus B Hemnan Bce ole He e mocTurHara. B cbioro BpeMe HallpEObKbT B o0rnacTTa Ha Ppa3BUTUETO OCTaBa
TpyHeH. YyacTieTo Ha XeHUTe B MKOHOMMYECKNA, COUMAITHNA U MOJIIUTUYECKNA KMBOT KAaTO LAJIO € I[O6'bp II0Ka3aTell M OBMKella CUJla 3a
MOCTUTAHETO Ha ONMPEHEIICHO paBHMIIEC Ha pa3BUTIE B €[1HA CTPaHa.

XKennte B Heman ce pa3BuBaT B €OHO CMIIHO IaTpUaApPXaIHO 06].[1€CTBO, KBAETO C€ IOOYMHABAT Ha PELICHMATA Ha MDBXKETE, C KOUTO
Cb2KMTETICTBAT IIPE3 [1O-TOIIAMAaTa 4acT OT CBOS KMBOT. Tbit Kato ca K€pTBa €JHOBPEMEHHO Ha €THMYECKA M1 OCHOBaHA Ha MOJ1a IMCKPUMMUHALNA,
HSKOM OT T€3M 2KEHM Ca IMOIIOKEHN Ha OLIE MMO-TOIsAMa NMCKPUMMHALIVA 1 €a OLIE ITOBEYE OTHAJIEYEHN OT IMOJIUTUYECKUSA KUBOT.

1. Kaksa e nonkpenara, npemwioxena ot Epponeiickus cpto3 nocpencrsom ECBII 1 nomonira 3a passurie, 3a rapaHTMpaHe Ha ycIexa Ha Tesu
1360p ¥ 3aauNTe Ha CIIENBAIIOTO YUPEANTENHO ChOpaHye?

2. Kaksu MEpKM C€ NIpEOBVKOAT 338 TapaHTMpPaHE Ha OTBOPEHM 3a y4dacTu€ VM HNEMOKPATUYHU I/l360pl/[ B Heman, u mo-cnenmanHo 3a
noaroMaraHe mMnpoKOTO y4acTne Ha 2KCHUTE B rnacyBaHeTo?

OtroBop, mazeH oT BpXxoBHMS IPeCTaBUTEN3aMeCTHUK-TIPpeTCceNaTelis I-ka AIUTbH OT uMeTo Ha KoMucusra
(13 cenmemepu 2013 2.)

EC nopnomara akrueHo m36opHus npouec B Heman u HachpyaBa HeNanCKuTe BIACTYM M BCUYKM CBBP3aHM C TO3M IPOLEC MOIMTUUECKU
YUaCTHUL [1d y4acTBaT 10 KOHCTPyKTHBeH HaunH. Heo6X0IMMOCTTa [1a Ce OCUIypY aKTMBHOTO y4acTye Ha SKeHUTe B POJIsTa Ha U30yparenm u
KaHIMIATH € egHO oT Hait-BaxHure nocnanus Ha EC. OcseH toa EC HeusMeHHO rnomueprasa, ue ye e HeoOXOIMMO fa Ce TapaHTypa
NpUOOIIABALIVAT XapAKTep Ha CIIEBAILOTO YupenutenHo chOpanue. EC e nanparu Ha McTo MUCKsI 3a HaOMioneHe Ha n300puTe, KOATO Lie
HAIIPaBY 3aTp/I00YEHA OLIEHKA Ha YYaCTHETO Ha XKEHUTE B M30OPHISI IPOLIeC.

EC e Haif-TonemMusT IOHOP B CEKTOPA, CBbP3aH C IPOBEKIAHETO Ha 1300pH, I IpefcenaTenicTBa paboTHaTa rpyIa 3a u3bopuTe, B KOSITO y4acTBaT
MeXIIyHapOIHN IaPTHBOPH M PENIIa MEXITyHAPOTHY HenpasutericTeern opranmsaym (HITO), crermanvsnparnn B obmacrra Ha m3bopure. EC
Oka3Ba (MHAHCOBA OJIKpeIna 32 M30OPHMS TPOLIec MO peryua Haunuu. Ha mepBo MsicTo o muuust Ha [loseputenans o 3a Mup B Heman —
NPTF (mpueoc Ha EC B pasmep Ha 22 miH. eBpo) MaOuparenHara komucusi Ha Hemam momyum QuHaHCMpade 3a perucrpammsita Ha
nsbuparermre. Ha Bropo msicro EC e OCHOBHMAT JOHOp, KOJTO MONMOMAra MPOEKTa 3a MONKpera Ha MPOBEXIAHETO Ha 1M300pH, KaTo
TIPEMIOCTaBs CPEICTBA B pasMep Ha 8,4 MiIH. eBpo. Llenra Ha TO3M MPOEKT € Ia ce OKaxe MOmKpena Ha M30nparenHara komycnst Ha Heman B
TIPOBEKIAHETO Ha CBOOOIHN, YECTHM, MVPHI 1 OTBOpeHM 3a Bemuky m3bopu. Ha tpero mscro EC momnomara mse Hatmonamau HITO ¢ nen
IpPOBeXIaHe Ha 06pa30BATEIHI MEPOTPHSTIASL, IPETHA3HAYCHN 33 M30MpaTeINTe, U OCHIIECTBSIBAHE Ha HAOMIONEHYE HA HALIMOHATHO PaBHILIE,
KaTo ce 0oOpblua CIICMAIHO BHUMAHME HA JKEHWTE M APYIMTE IPYIM B HEPABHOCTOIHO monoxeHye. OCBEH TOBA MMa pedyua MPOEKTH,
QUHAHCMpaHN MO JMHMS Ha EBPOMNCKMS MHCTPYMEHT 3a feMokpaumys ¥ mpasa Ha voseka (EVIITY), upe3 KOMTO XeHWUTe M IpyruTe
MapryHany3MpaHy oOUIHOCTY HAyYaBaT 3a CBOMTE IPaBa M KaK [Ia [V YIPaXHSBAT. BbB BCHUKM Te3n porpami ce Habrsira MHOTO CepMO3HO Ha
BCEOOIIOTO yuacTue B M300pUTE.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-008895/13
ala Commission (Vice-Présidente | Haute Représentante)
Mariya Gabriel (PPE)

(19 juillet 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Participation des femmes aux élections de novembre 2013 au Népal

En novembre prochain, aura lieu 'élection de I'’Assemblée constituante du Népal. Ces élections ont déja été repoussées deux fois et le
Népal demeure dans une situation de vide constitutionnel depuis déja plusieurs années.

La stabilisation de la situation politique au Népal n’est toujours pas atteinte. Dans le méme temps, les progrés en termes de
développement restent difficiles. La participation des femmes a la vie économique, sociale et politique est généralement un bon
témoin et un moteur certain du niveau de développement d’un pays.

Les femmes népalaises évoluent dans une société fortement patriarcale, ot elles sont soumises aux décisions des hommes de leur
foyer dans la plupart des aspects de leur vie. Certaines d'entre elles souffrent d’autant plus de discriminations et sont d’autant plus
distantes de la vie politique qu’elles sont a I'intersection des discriminations ethniques et de genre.

1. Quel est I'appui proposé par I'Union européenne, par le biais du SEAE et de l'aide au développement, pour assurer le succes de
ces élections et des missions de la prochaine Assemblée constituante?

2. Quelles mesures sont prévues pour assurer des élections inclusives et démocratiques au Népal et, plus particulierement, pour
favoriser une large participation des femmes au scrutin?

(English version)

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(13 September 2013)

The EU actively supports Nepal’s election process and has urged the Nepalese authorities and all relevant political actors to
participate constructively. The need to ensure the active participation of women as voters and candidates has been one of the key
messages delivered by the EU. The EU has also consistently stressed the need to ensure that the next Constituent Assembly is
inclusive. The EU will be deploying an Election Observation Mission, which will assess in detail the participation of women in this
process.

The EU is the lead donor in the election sector and chairs the Election Working Group, which brings together international partners
and a number of international non-governmental organisations (NGOs) specialised in elections. The EU provides financial support to
the process in a number of ways. Firstly, through the Nepal Peace Trust Fund-NPTF (EU contribution EUR 22 million), the Election
Commission of Nepal (ECN) has received funding for voter registration. Secondly, the EU is the main donor contributing to the
Electoral Support Project with a contribution of EUR 8.4 million. This project is aimed at supporting the ECN to conduct free, fair,
peaceful and inclusive elections. Thirdly, the EU is providing support to two national NGOs to conduct voter education activities and
national observation, with a particular emphasis on women and other disadvantaged groups. Additionally, there are a number of
projects funded through the European Instrument for Democracy and Human Rights (EIDHR) instrument, which have also
empowered women and other marginalised communities to be aware of their rights. All these programmes focus very strongly on
inclusiveness.
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Question for written answer E-008895/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Mariya Gabriel (PPE)
(19 July 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Women's participation in Nepal’s November 2013 elections

Nepal's Constituent Assembly elections are set to take place in November this year. These elections have already been postponed
twice and there has been a constitutional vacuum in the country for a number of years now.

Nepal’s political situation remains unstable and its development is still being stifled. Women'’s participation in economic, social and
political affairs tends to be a reliable indicator of a country’s level of development, as well as a driving force behind such
development.

Nepalese women live in a highly patriarchal society, in which most aspects of their lives are shaped by choices made by their
menfolk. Some of them suffer an even greater degree of discrimination, and find themselves even more firmly excluded from political
life, as victims of both ethnic and gender prejudice.

1. How does the European Union intend to provide support, through the EEAS and in the form of development aid, to ensure that
the elections are successful and that the new Constituent Assembly can carry out its work?

2. What steps will be taken to ensure that Nepal's elections are inclusive and democratic? And how exactly does the EU aim to get
as many women as possible to vote?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(13 September 2013)

The EU actively supports Nepal’s election process and has urged the Nepalese authorities and all relevant political actors to
participate constructively. The need to ensure the active participation of women as voters and candidates has been one of the key
messages delivered by the EU. The EU has also consistently stressed the need to ensure that the next Constituent Assembly is
inclusive. The EU will be deploying an Election Observation Mission, which will assess in detail the participation of women in this
process.

The EU is the lead donor in the election sector and chairs the Election Working Group, which brings together international partners
and a number of international non-governmental organisations (NGOs) specialised in elections. The EU provides financial support to
the process in a number of ways. Firstly, through the Nepal Peace Trust Fund-NPTF (EU contribution EUR 22 million), the Election
Commission of Nepal (ECN) has received funding for voter registration. Secondly, the EU is the main donor contributing to the
Electoral Support Project with a contribution of EUR 8.4 million. This project is aimed at supporting the ECN to conduct free, fair,
peaceful and inclusive elections. Thirdly, the EU is providing support to two national NGOs to conduct voter education activities and
national observation, with a particular emphasis on women and other disadvantaged groups. Additionally, there are a number of
projects funded through the European Instrument for Democracy and Human Rights (EIDHR) instrument, which have also
empowered women and other marginalised communities to be aware of their rights. All these programmes focus very strongly on
inclusiveness.
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Bspoc ¢ nckaue 3a mucMen otrosop E-008896/13
1o Komucusra (3am.-npemcenaren | BbpXoBeH MpecTaBuTeN)
Mariya Gabriel (PPE)
(191w01u 2013 2.)

Omnocro: VP/HR — [Tomol 3a passutie 1 3a ceKTOpa Ha 3ipaseonassase B [lakucran

PaBHu1eTo Ha pasxonuTe 3a 37paseornaspaHe B [lakycTaH ce HAMMpPa 3HAYMTEIHO IIOJ TOBA Ha PETVOHA, 3 MIMEHHO Ha ChCEHMTE CTPaHy KaTo
Adranvicra, Vpax u Vummst. Ilpes 2011 r. cnioper CeroBHaTa 6aHKa pasxofiuTe 3a 3IpaBeola3BakHe ca MPeICTaB/sBam caMo 2 % ot OpyTHus
BbTpeteH mpouykr (BBII).

Henocrarsuumsar OlOIKeT, NMpeIBMICH 3a 3IpaBeolNasBaHe, MpENONpeNessl He3aTOBOJLSBALLM pe3ynTaT B mocTurarero Ha Lenure Ha
XUJISIONETUETO 3a Pa3BUTHE, O-CIIENMATIHO Lem Ne 4 (HamarisiBaHe Ha IeTCKaTa CMbPTHOCT) 1 Ne 5 (HamarsBaHe Ha MaifuMHaTa CMBPTHOCT).
Or enHa cTpana, CeeToBHaTa 31pasHa opranusaiys (C30) KOHCTaTMPa Bb3CTaHOBSIBAHE HA BUCOKOTO PaBHMILE HA JETCKAaTa CMBPTHOCT Ipe3
2010 1.1 2011 r. (95,2 mbptBu Ha Beeku 1 000 pogenn nena), a ot apyra cTpaHa Habmomasa or 2010 r. HacaM 3HAYMTETTHO HAPACTBAHE Ha
0Opost Ha acUCTUPAHWUTE OT KBATMGUIMPAH 3[IPaBeH MePCOHAN paxmaHus (87 % OT paXmaHMsTa), HO TOBA He € IOBENO N0 CUIICH CIaj Ha
Maif4HATa CMBPTHOCT, KOSTO IIPOIbIIKaBa [1a Obie 276 MbpTy Ha Beeku 100 000 paxxmanus or 2006 1. Hacam.

Ocser ToBa HempasuterncTsennte opranmsammyu (HIIO) u emmH ckopomen mokman Ha C30 cpobmiaBat 3a 0COOEHO TPYAHMS HOCTHI A0
3[paBeonasBaHe Ha MOMIYETaTa M JKEHUTe, KOUTO BCe Olile CTpafaT OT HMCKPUMMHALIMA Bb3 OCHOBA Ha II0J1a B €[IHa CTPaHa, KBIETO CucTeMara
Ha 3[paBeOIa3BaHe, KOATO € HecTabMITHA M JIMIIEHA OT CUCTeMa Ha 3IPaBHO OCHIYpsiBaHe, Ce XapakTepusupa ¢ kopymums. Chliute Te3u
y4acTHULM ChOOLIABAT ¥ 3 OTCHCTBIETO Ha CrielMQuuHO 0OyueHNe Ha 3[paBHIs IEPCOHATL, 3a 1a Ce OTFOBOPU HA HACUITMETO, YIPAXHSBAHO
HAJl XKeHWTe, 1 Ha TOMAIIHOTO HACKIINE, KOMTO MPEMCTABIIsBAT MCTMHCKO OCMCTBME B T3/ CTPAHA.

1. Kaxwbs e memsr Ha omorra Ha Cpro3a 3a [TakucTaH, oTIycHaTa 3a OKOOpsBaHeE HA JOCTBIIA 0 3IPaBeONa3BaHe 3a MAKVMCTAHIUTE?

2. Kaksa oueHka Moxe na Gble HanpaBeHa Ha feitHocTta Ha Cbioza B [lakucran B cdepata Ha 3[paBEONAa3BAHETO M IO-KOHKPETHO
nocpercTBoM npoekrute ,IlogoOpsiBaHe Ha CeKCyanHust 1 PeNpOIyKTUBHUS 30PaBeH CTATYC HA XKeHWTe, MbXeTe U Mianexute B [lakucran”
(mpuxmrounn npes centemppy 2012 1.) u ,MOTHBUPaHO OT NpaBaTa MHCTUTYUMOHAM3MPAHE HA CEKCYaTHOTO UM PENPOAYKTUBHOTO 3[Ipase B
TMaxucran* (mpuxsoun npes suyapu 2012 r.)?

3. KakbB e OCBLICCTBEHIST HANPEIbK B 00ACTT HA YIIPABIICHNETO[MHCTUTYLIMOHAIIHATA OPraHM3ALNS HA CEKTOPA Ha 3IPABEONa3BaHETO B
TMaxucran? Kaksa e jobaBeHaTa CTOMHOCT Ha HeiicTBusiTa Ha Chro3a B Tasy Bpb3Ka?

OrtroBop, maneH ot r-H [nebanrc or umero Ha Komucusita
(25 cenmemepu 2013 2.)

CorpynanyectBoto Ha Kommcmsita ¢ [akmcTaH e ChCpemoTOYeHO B OONMacTTa Ha OOpAa3OBAHMETO, PA3BUTMETO HA CENCKUTE PaiioOHM,
yIpaBreHuneto 1 Thprousita. To ce puHAHCHPA O OCHOBHYSE GMHAHCOB MHCTPYMEHT U C ABYCTPAHHO (MHAHCHPAHE.

B pamkuTe Ha TeMaTMYHMS KOMIIOHEHT Ha MHCTPYMEHTA 38 ChTPY/AHIUYECTBO 3a passuTie, obaue, EC gpuHAaHCHpPa HSKONKO MPOEKTA, CBbP3AHN
CbC 3[PaBeoIIa3BaHETO.

EC ormyca 1 MWIMOH €BpoO 3a NONOOPSIBAHETO HA CEKCYATHOTO M PEHpOIyKTMBHOTO 3[paBe HA XKEHUTE, MbXeTe, MIIAMUTE XOpa U
nonpactsaiure. [Ipu u3pbpuieH npe3 2011 r. BbHIIEH MOHUTOPMHI 33 Pe3yNTATHOCTTA Ha NMPOEKTA ¢ HafieHa OLeHKA ,MHOr0 moObp“ u e
KOHCTATUPAHO 3a0eNeXUTENHO yBeTMueH)e Ha M3MONI3BAHETO HA BMCOKOKAUECTBEHM YCIIYTM 33 MAUMHOTO ¥ PENPONyKTUBHOTO 30paBe,
TIPeNIOCTaBeH) Ha COLMATTHO-MKOHOMMYECKMTE IPYIM C HUCKM JOXOMM. B olleHKaTa cref NpUKITIoUBaHETO Ha IPOEKTa ChLIO ChC 3aI0BOJICTBO Ce
T0COYBa, Ye MO-IMPOKOTO MU3MON3BAHE OT KEHUTE Ha MPEIPOIMIIHM YCIIYTU € MO3BOIIMIIO f1a C€ YBETIMYM PaHHOTO OTKPMBAHE HA TPEBOXKHU
cumnTomy. briaroapeHiue Ha ceMeifHOTO IIaHMpPaHe € HaMaylsuT GPOSIT Ha HexXeraHyuTe GpeMEHHOCTI.

Ocgen ToBa EC ormycHa 0,6 MuIioHa eBpo 3a OCHOBAHOTO Ha MpaBaTa MHCTUTYUMOHATIM3NPAHE Ha CEKCYaITHOTO M PENPOIYKTUBHOTO 3IpaBe
(CP3). TMocpencTBoM pasiMyHM HEMHOCTH Y MHCTPYMeHTH O OTOENsI3aH HAIPEIbK B aKTUBHOTO aHTaXupaHe Ha oONacTHMTE ClyxOM 3a
o6pasosanue u 3npaseonassase ¢ e CP3 1a Gbe BKIIIOYEHO B 0O/IACTHITE YUeOHI IIPOrpaMI 33 CPEIHUTE YUMITHMLIA U 32 CbOOPA3SBAHETO Ha
CMCTeMarta 3a YIpaslieHMe Ha 3IpPaBeoNa3BaHeTo ¢ HyKIMTe Ha MIafiTe Xopa 1o oTHomenve Ha CP3.

Hsxkonko TbpKaBy WIEHKN CbUIO OCUTYPABAT IIOOKPEIA 3a 3IPABEOIIA3BAHETO B [TakucraH.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-008896/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Mariya Gabriel (PPE)

(19 juillet 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Aide au développement et secteur de la santé au Pakistan

Le niveau des dépenses de santé au Pakistan se situe largement en-dessous de celui de la région, notamment des pays voisins comme
I'Afghanistan, I'Tran et I'Inde. En 2011, selon la Banque mondiale, les dépenses de santé ne représentaient que 2 % du PIB.

La faiblesse du budget accordé a la santé préfigure des résultats insatisfaisants dans l'atteinte des objectifs du Millénaire pour le
développement, en particulier les objectifs 4 (réduction de la mortalité infantile) et 5 (réduction de la mortalité maternelle). D'une
part, 'Organisation mondiale de la santé a constaté une reprise de l'augmentation du niveau de mortalité infantile en 2010 et 2011
(95,2 morts pour 1000 enfants nés) et, d'autre part, il a été observé depuis 2010 une augmentation significative du nombre
d’accouchements assistés par des personnels de santé qualifiés (87 % des accouchements), mais qui ne s'est pas traduite par une forte
baisse de la mortalité maternelle (stagnation a 276 morts pour 100 000 accouchements depuis 2006).

Par ailleurs, des ONG et un récent rapport de 'OMS rapportent un accés aux soins de santé particulierement difficile pour les filles et
les femmes qui souffrent 1a encore de discriminations sur la base du sexe dans un pays ot1 le systéme de santé, fragile et dépourvu de
systeme d’assurance maladie, est gangréné par la corruption. Ces mémes acteurs rapportent aussi 'absence de formation spécifique
des personnels de santé pour répondre aux violences faites aux femmes, aux violences domestiques, qui représentent un véritable
fléau dans ce pays.

1. Quelleest la part de I'aide de 'Union pour le Pakistan allouée a 'amélioration de I'accés aux soins de santé pour les Pakistanais?

2. Quelle évaluation peut étre faite de l'action de 'Union au Pakistan dans le domaine de la santé et plus particulierement par le
biais des projets dmproved sexual and Reproductive Health status of women, men, youth and adolescent in Pakistan» (terminé en
septembre 2012) et «Rights Driven Institutionalisation of Sexual and Reproductive Health in Pakistan» (terminé en janvier 201 3)?

3. Quels sont les progres réalisés en termes de gouvernance/d’organisation institutionnelle du secteur de la santé au Pakistan?
Quelle est la valeur ajoutée de I'action de 'Union a cet égard?

(English version)

Answer given by Mr Piebalgs on behalf of the Commission
(25 September 2013)

The Commission focuses its cooperation with Pakistan funded from the main financing tool, the bilateral allocation, on education,
rural development, governance and trade.

However, under the thematic component of the DCI, the EU has financed several health related projects.

The EU has contributed EUR 1 million to Improved Sexual and Reproductive Health Status of Women, Men, Youth and Adolescents.
An external monitoring mission in 2011 awarded the project a score of ‘very good’ for effectiveness and noted an outstanding
increase in the use of high quality maternal and reproductive health services among low income socioeconomic groups. The end-of-
project evaluation also indicated positively that the increased use by women of ante-natal services has allowed for an increase in the
detection of early warning signs. Using family planning has reduced the number of unwanted pregnancies.

Furthermore, the EU has provided EUR 0.6 million to Rights-Driven Institutionalisation of Sexual and Reproductive Health (SRH).
Through various activities and tools, progress has been made in actively engaging provincial education and health departments in
order to move closer to the inclusion of SRH in provincial education curricula for secondary schools, and make the health
management system responsive to the SRH needs of young people.

Support to the health sector in Pakistan is provided also by several Member States.
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Question for written answer E-008896/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Mariya Gabriel (PPE)
(19 July 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Development aid and the health sector in Pakistan

Health expenditure in Pakistan is well below the average for the region as a whole, particularly compared to countries such as
Afghanistan, Iran and India. According to World Bank figures, health expenditure represented only 2% of GDP in 2011.

Such low health expenditure gives rise to fears of unsatisfactory results with regard to achievement of Millennium development
objectives, in particular objectives 4 (reduction of child mortality) and 5 (reduction in the maternal death rate). The World Health
Organisation has recorded a renewed increase in infant mortality in 2010 and 2011 (95.2 per thousand births) despite a significant
increase in the number of child births with the assistance of qualified health personnel (87%) and no significant fall in the maternal
death rate (remaining at 276 per 100 000 births since 2006).

Furthermore, a recent WHO report confirmed by a number of NGOs indicates that access to healthcare is particularly difficult for
girls and women who still suffer from gender-based discrimination in a country where, in the absence of health insurance schemes,
the health sector remains fragile and riddled with corruption. Furthermore, medical personnel receive no specific training in treating
women who have suffered acts of violence, including domestic violence, which is endemic in Pakistan.

In view of this:
1. What percentage of EU aid for Pakistan is earmarked for improving access to healthcare for the Pakistani people?

2. What has been the effectiveness of EU measures in the Pakistani health sector, in particular the projects entitled ‘Improved
Sexual and Reproductive Health Status of Women, Men, Youth and Adolescents in Pakistan’ (completed in September 2012)
and ‘Rights-Driven Institutionalisation of Sexual and Reproductive Health in Pakistan’ (completed in January 2013)?

3. What progress has been achieved in terms of health sector governance/institutional organisation in Pakistan? What is the
added value of EU action in this respect?

Answer given by Mr Piebalgs on behalf of the Commission
(25 September 2013)

The Commission focuses its cooperation with Pakistan funded from the main financing tool, the bilateral allocation, on education,
rural development, governance and trade.

However, under the thematic component of the DCI, the EU has financed several health related projects.

The EU has contributed EUR 1 million to Improved Sexual and Reproductive Health Status of Women, Men, Youth and Adolescents.
An external monitoring mission in 2011 awarded the project a score of ‘very good’ for effectiveness and noted an outstanding
increase in the use of high quality maternal and reproductive health services among low income socioeconomic groups. The end-of-
project evaluation also indicated positively that the increased use by women of ante-natal services has allowed for an increase in the
detection of early warning signs. Using family planning has reduced the number of unwanted pregnancies.

Furthermore, the EU has provided EUR 0.6 million to Rights-Driven Institutionalisation of Sexual and Reproductive Health (SRH).
Through various activities and tools, progress has been made in actively engaging provincial education and health departments in
order to move closer to the inclusion of SRH in provincial education curricula for secondary schools, and make the health
management system responsive to the SRH needs of young people.

Support to the health sector in Pakistan is provided also by several Member States.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite P-009014/13
ala Commission
Rachida Dati (PPE)
(24 juillet 2013)

Objet: La Commission doit cesser d’accabler 'élevage européen
La Commission a pris, jeudi dernier, la décision soudaine de supprimer les aides a 'exportation de volailles congelées.

Si cette mesure était prévisible dans un avenir proche, personne ne s'attendait a ce qu'elle soit prise de fagon aussi abrupte. Alors que
nous entamons les négociations pour un accord de libre-échange avec les Etats-Unis, alors que nous venons de traverser un scandale
sanitaire qui a inquiété toute 'Europe, c'est un trés mauvais signal que nous envoyons, non seulement aux éleveurs, aux producteurs,
aux Européens, mais aussi a nos partenaires commerciaux.

Est-ce cette Europe incompréhensible, arbitraire et injuste que vous voulez? Pourquoi prendre, au beau milieu de I'été, une mesure
qui menace les emplois dans le secteur agro-alimentaire, et qui met en péril de nombreux élevages qui en dépendent?

Nos producteurs doivent pouvoir compter sur I'Europe pour rivaliser a armes égales avec nos partenaires commerciaux. La
Commission n'en est hélas pas a son coup d’essai: en février dernier, je l'avais déja interpellée apres quielle ait décidé de diminuer les
restitutions a I'export pour les aviculteurs européens. Déja, elle ne donnait pas de justification sérieuse pour les milliers d’emplois que
sa décision menacait de destruction.

La production de volailles de qualité est un atout sur le marché mondial dont les Européens et les producteurs sont fiers: nous devons
impérativement la sauvegarder. Si la Commission, au lieu d’accompagner les éleveurs pour les aider a s'adapter, continue a leur
mettre des batons dans les roues, c’est tout le secteur qui est menacé.

Comment la Commission compte-t-elle répondre aux inquiétudes légitimes des producteurs et des éleveurs de volaille? Et peut-elle
envisager surtout de revenir sur sa décision, afin de montrer sa détermination a protéger les élevages européens?

Réponse donnée par M Ciolos au nom de la Commission
(12 aoiit 2013)

La Commission a fixé le taux de restitution a zéro pour les carcasses de poulet entieres congelées (seul produit agricole bénéficiant de
restitutions) a partir du 19 juillet 2013 () et ceci dans le cadre de la fixation trimestrielle des restitutions. Cette derniére réduction du
taux de restitution pour les carcasses de poulet est en ligne avec celles opérées en octobre et en janvier derniers et répond a la méme
analyse de la situation du marché. En effet, le secteur, malgré la hausse du cofit de 'alimentation animale en 2012 au niveau mondial,
continue d’augmenter sa production et ses exportations, et ces derniéres portent majoritairement sur des produits ne bénéficiant
d’aucune restitution a 'exportation. En outre, sur la période de janvier a mai 2013, les exportations éligibles aux restitutions ont
progressé de 7 % par rapport a la méme période en 2012 malgré la réduction de deux tiers du taux de restitution sur la majeure partie
de la période en 2013 par rapport a 2012. Les carcasses de poulet ne représentent plus qu'environ 27 % de nos exportations totales
de viande de volaille (hors abats).

Compte tenu de cette situation, la Commission consideére que ces restitutions n’étaient plus nécessaires pour assurer 'équilibre du
marché et le développement naturel des prix et des échanges dans le secteur de la volaille. Par conséquent, elles ne correspondaient
plus aux objectifs d’efficacité et de bonne gestion des ressources allouées a la PAC.

A terme, il faut souligner que le compromis politique atteint récemment pour la réforme de la PAC, prévoit que l'instrument des

restitutions est maintenu comme outil de régulation des marchés uniquement en cas de crise et ne pourra étre utilisé pour rétablir
I'équilibre du marché que si cela s'avére nécessaire.

()  Réglement d'exécution de la Commission (UE) n® 689/2013.
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Question for written answer P-009014/13
to the Commission
Rachida Dati (PPE)
(24 July 2013)

Subject: The Commission must stop piling the pressure on European poultry farmers
Last Thursday the Commission decided, completely out of the blue, to abolish export subsidies for frozen poultry.

Although this was likely to happen at some point in the not-too-distant future, nobody expected the decision to be taken so abruptly,
particularly at a time when negotiations for a free-trade agreement with the USA have just begun and shortly after a profoundly
shocking health scandal. The Commission decision therefore sends a very alarming signal, not only to farmers, producers and
members of the public throughout Europe, but also to our trading partners.

[s this incomprehensible, arbitrary and unfair action by the EU really an example of the Europe you want? Why take this decision that
threatens jobs in the food production sector — and puts at risk the farms that depend on it — right in the middle of the summer?

Our farmers expect Europe to ensure that they can compete with our trading partners on a level playing field. But sadly this is not the
first time the Commission has let them down: in February farmers called on me for help after it had decided to cut export refunds for
the European poultry sector without properly justifying its decision to the thousands of workers it risked leaving jobless.

Europe’s high-quality poultry meat represents a competitive advantage on the global market that we and our farmers should be
proud of and which we must do all in our power to safeguard. If the Commission continues to make life difficult for Europe’s
farmers, then the whole sector could be driven to ruin.

What is the Commission’s response to the legitimate concerns of Europe’s poultry farmers? Does it intend to reconsider its decision,
and thereby to show its willingness to protect Europe’s poultry farms?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Ciolos au nom de la Commission
(12 aoiit 2013)

La Commission a fixé le taux de restitution a zéro pour les carcasses de poulet entieres congelées (seul produit agricole bénéficiant de
restitutions) a partir du 19 juillet 2013 () et ceci dans le cadre de la fixation trimestrielle des restitutions. Cette derniére réduction du
taux de restitution pour les carcasses de poulet est en ligne avec celles opérées en octobre et en janvier derniers et répond a la méme
analyse de la situation du marché. En effet, le secteur, malgré la hausse du cofit de 'alimentation animale en 2012 au niveau mondial,
continue d’augmenter sa production et ses exportations, et ces derniéres portent majoritairement sur des produits ne bénéficiant
d’aucune restitution a 'exportation. En outre, sur la période de janvier a mai 2013, les exportations éligibles aux restitutions ont
progressé de 7 % par rapport a la méme période en 2012 malgré la réduction de deux tiers du taux de restitution sur la majeure partie
de la période en 2013 par rapport a 2012. Les carcasses de poulet ne représentent plus qu'environ 27 % de nos exportations totales
de viande de volaille (hors abats).

Compte tenu de cette situation, la Commission consideére que ces restitutions n’étaient plus nécessaires pour assurer 'équilibre du
marché et le développement naturel des prix et des échanges dans le secteur de la volaille. Par conséquent, elles ne correspondaient
plus aux objectifs d’efficacité et de bonne gestion des ressources allouées a la PAC.

A terme, il faut souligner que le compromis politique atteint récemment pour la réforme de la PAC, prévoit que l'instrument des

restitutions est maintenu comme outil de régulation des marchés uniquement en cas de crise et ne pourra étre utilisé pour rétablir
I'équilibre du marché que si cela s'avére nécessaire.

()  Réglement d'exécution de la Commission (UE) n® 689/2013.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-010266/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)

(12 septembre 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Coopération sécurité
Que compte présenter la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante en vue de la réunion du Conseil européen de décembre 2013?

Ses propositions refléteront-elles les recommandations contenues dans la résolution sur le sujet votée lors de la session de septembre
et qui incluent des options visant a renforcer la coopération européenne en matiére de sécurité et de défense entre les Etats membres
qui le souhaitent, conformément aux dispositions du traité relatives a la coopération structurée permanente, dans I'éventualité ol les
Etats membres ne parviendraient pas a un accord sur un programme ambitieux?

Réponse donnée par M™ Ashton, Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante au nom de la Commission
(10 février 2014)

En décembre 2012, le Conseil européen a invité la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante a présenter, avant la discussion des chefs
d'Etat ou de gouvernement prévue pour décembre prochain, des propositions visant a renforcer la politique de sécurité et de défense
commune (PSDC). Le rapport final sur la PSDC que la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante a adressé le 11 octobre au président du
Conseil européen constitue sa contribution a ce débat. Ce rapport souligne que I'Europe fait face a des difficultés croissantes dans un
contexte géostratégique changeant, alors méme que la crise financiére porte de plus en plus atteinte a ses capacités de sécurité et de
défense. L'Union doit préserver ses intéréts et promouvoir ses valeurs, et elle doit étre en mesure d’agir en tant que pourvoyeuse de
sécurité, ce qui nécessite des capacités et une base industrielle solide.

Le rapport contient des propositions et des actions dans trois domaines:

—  Renforcer la PSDC: 'UE doit étre capable de répondre rapidement aux défis en matiére de sécurité (cyber-sécurité, sécurité
spatiale, sécurité énergétique, sécurité maritime et sécurité des frontieres), de s'engager aupres de ses partenaires et de renforcer
les capacités des organisations partenaires et des pays tiers.

—  Renforcer les capacités européennes de défense par une plus grande coopération européenne. Les propositions de projets de
coopération — mis au point au sein de '’Agence européenne de défense — portent notamment sur le ravitaillement en vol
ainsi que sur des capacités qui ont des applications a la fois militaires et civiles (systémes aériens pilotés a distance,
communications par satellite et cyber-défense). D'autres propositions visent @ permettre une coopération systématique
s'inscrivant davantage dans le long terme.

—  Le rapport de la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante précise que le traité prévoit la possibilité de recourir a une forme
de coopération renforcée, la coopération structurée permanente. Toutefois, méme si des discussions exploratoires sur la mise
en place de ce type de coopération ont été lancées en 2009 et 2010, la motivation de s’engager plus avant dans ce processus
reste faible.

—  Renforcer l'industrie européenne de la défense, condition indispensable pour développer et entretenir des capacités de défense
et garantir I'autonomie stratégique de I'Europe. Les propositions figurant dans le rapport de la Vice-présidente/Haute
Représentante viennent compléter la communication de la Commission en matiére de sécurité et de défense publiée en juillet
dernier en vue de la réunion du Conseil européen de décembre.
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Question for written answer E-010266/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(12 September 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Security cooperation
What does the High Representative intend to speak about when she addresses the December 2013 European Council meeting?

Will she include the recommendations in the resolution on what was voted on in the September part-session, which includes
measures to strengthen European cooperation in security and defence among those Member States which want it — in accordance
with the provisions of the Treaty concerning permanent structured cooperation — in the event of the Member States failing to agree
on an ambitious programme?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(10 February 2014)

The HR/VP was tasked by the European Council in December 2012 to present proposals to further strengthen the Common Security
and Defence Policy (CSDP), ahead of a discussion by Heads of States and Government in December this year. The HR/VP’s final report
on CSDP to the President of the European Council of 11 October is her contribution to this debate. It highlights that Europe faces
rising challenges, within a changing geostrategic context, while the financial crisis is increasingly affecting its security and defence
capabilities. The EU needs to protect its interests and promote its values, and it needs to be able to act as a security provider which
requires capabilities and a strong industrial base.

The report sets out proposals and actions in three areas, as follows:

—  Strengthening CSDP: the EU needs to be able to respond rapidly to security challenges (cyber, space, energy, maritime and
border security), engage with partners and build the capacity of partner organisations and third states.

—  Enhancing European defence capabilities through greater European cooperation. Proposals for cooperative projects —
developed within the European Defence Agency, include Air-to-Air Refuelling as well as capabilities with both military and
civil applications (Remotely Piloted Aircraft Systems, Satellite communications, and Cyber defence). Other proposals aim at
allowing for systematic and longer term cooperation.

—  The HR[VP’s report refers to the Treaty providing an opportunity for an enhanced form of cooperation through Permanent
Structured Cooperation. While there have been initial exploratory discussions in 2009 and 2010 on the implementation of
this instrument, the appetite to move forward remains limited at this stage.

—  Reinforcing Europe’s defence industry, which is a prerequisite for developing and sustaining defence capabilities and securing
Europe’s strategic autonomy. The proposals set out in the HR/VP’s report are complementary to the Commission’s
Communication on security and defence issued last July in view of the December European Council meeting.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-011050/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)

(27 septembre 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Amputation croisée au Yémen

Un homme a été condamné pour vol et pour coups et blessures volontaires & une peine d'amputation. La condamnation a
'amputation «croisée» a été prononcée dimanche 15 septembre par le tribunal pénal spécial de Sanaa. L’accusé peut faire appel de la
sentence, qui prévoit l'amputation de la main droite et du pied gauche.

La Convention contre la torture et autres peines ou traitements cruels, inhumains ou dégradants et le Pacte international relatif aux
droits civils et politiques interdisent la torture et les autres peines ou traitements cruels, inhumains ou dégradants, dont les
chatiments corporels. Le Yémen est partie a ces deux traités. Toutefois, son code pénal prévoit toujours des chatiments corporels,
dont I'amputation et la flagellation, pour certains crimes relevant de houdoud spécifiés par la loi islamique.

1. Les autorités européennes ne pensent-elles pas que 'amputation est une peine cruelle qui s'apparente a la torture et qui
constitue, de ce fait, un crime aux termes du droit international?

2. Dans l'affirmative, comptez-vous réagir officiellement ou I'avez-vous fait?

3. Que comptez-vous faire pour influer sur les autorités yéménites afin de prendre immédiatement des mesures en vue de
I'abolition de ce chatiment odieux?

Cette condamnation est la premiére amputation croisée signalée au Yémen depuis plus de 10 ans.

Réponse donnée par M™ Ashton, Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante au nom de la Commission
(3 janvier 2014)

L'Union européenne est résolument en faveur de l'interdiction absolue de toutes les formes de mauvais traitement et s'emploie
activement a faire en sorte que les pays tiers se rallient a ce point de vue. Elle adhere pleinement a la définition qui figure dans la
convention contre la torture et autres peines ou traitements cruels, inhumains ou dégradants.

Conformément aux lignes directrices de I'UE sur la torture et autres peines ou traitements cruels, inhumains ou dégradants, les
mauvais traitements comprennent les chatiments corporels, qui privent la personne de son intégrité physique et mentale et, dans ce
contexte, englobent les amputations.

Dans le respect de ses lignes directrices, 'UE, notamment par l'intermédiaire de sa délégation dans le pays, entretient un dialogue avec
le Yémen sur les questions de torture et de mauvais traitement et aide les organisations de la société civile & mener des actions en
faveur de Iabolition de la torture et des mauvais traitements et de la réhabilitation des victimes. En coopération avec ses Etats
membres, I'UE suit I'application, par le Yémen, des recommandations formulées dans I'examen périodique universel 2009 des
Nations unies consacré a ce pays. L'UE a également mis en ceuvre un projet qui a permis de renforcer la sensibilisation a la torture et a
travaillé de concert avec des organisations de la société civile dans le cadre d’actions de réhabilitation des victimes de la torture.

En dépit de ces efforts, I'UE est pleinement consciente du fait que la situation demeure préoccupante et continuera a faire de la lutte
contre toutes les formes de torture et de mauvais traitement I'une des priorités de la politique quelle méne a 'égard du Yémen dans le
domaine des Droits de 'homme.
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Question for written answer E-011050/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(27 September 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Cross-amputation in Yemen

A man convicted of theft and assault and battery has been sentenced to amputation. The ‘cross-amputation’ sentence was handed
down on Sunday 15 September by Sana’a’s Specialised Criminal Court and requires amputation of the right hand and left foot. It can
be appealed by the defendant.

The Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment and the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights prohibit torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, including corporal
punishment. Yemen is party to both of these treaties, but its criminal code still prescribes corporal punishment, including
amputation and flogging, for specific types of hudud’ crimes under Islamic law.

1. Do the European authorities agree that amputation is a cruel punishment which is akin to torture and thus a crime against
international law?

2. Ifso, doyou intend to issue an official response, or has such a response already been issued?

3. What measures do you intend to take to encourage the Yemeni authorities to act immediately to abolish this abhorrent
punishment?

This is the first cross-amputation sentence to be reported in Yemen for over 10 years.

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(3 January 2014)

The EU is firmly committed to the absolute prohibition of all forms of ill-treatment and actively seeks to ensure that third countries
share this view. It fully subscribes to the definition provided for in the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman and
Degrading Treatment or Punishment.

According to the EU guidelines on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, ill-treatment includes
corporal punishment, which deprives the individual of its physical and mental integrity, and in this context includes amputation.

In keeping with its guidelines, the EU including through its Delegation in Yemen, engages in dialogue with Yemen on torture and ill
treatment as well as provides support to civil society organisations to undertake actions towards eradication of torture/ill-treatment
and rehabilitation of victims. In cooperation with EU Member States, the EU monitors Yemen's implementation of recommendations
expressed by the 2009 UN Universal Periodic Review on Yemen. The EU has also implemented a project which has allowed to raise
and strengthen awareness about torture and has worked with civil society organisation on rehabilitating the victims of torture.

Despite these efforts, the EU is well aware that the situation continues to be worrying and will continue to make the fight against all
forms of torture and ill-treatment a priority of its human rights policy in Yemen.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-011779/13
al Consiglio
Fiorello Provera (EFD) e Charles Tannock (ECR)
(16 ottobre 2013)

Oggetto: Lotta contro Al-Shabab

II 26 settembre 2013 il presidente somalo Hassan Sheikh Mohamud ha riferito allAssemblea generale del’lONU che occorre
raddoppiare gli sforzi per ristabilire la pace in Somalia, in quanto la lotta contro i militanti di Al-Shabab ¢ dungi dall'essere conclusay.
II presidente ha fatto notare che «Al-Shabab costituisce certo una minaccia nazionale, ma le sue conseguenze hanno un impatto
negativo per la regione e il mondo intero, non solo per la Somalia» ().

Secondo l'agenzia All Africa, il presidente somalo ha chiesto alla comunita internazionale di fornirgli gli strumenti necessari per
riuscire a sgominare Al-Shabab e di continuare ad essere determinata ad «aiutarci a porre termine a questa situazione». L'importanza
di affrontare la minaccia costituita da Al-Shabab ¢ stata evidenziata dall'attacco terroristico contro il centro commerciale Westgate a
Nairobi che, secondo gli avvertimenti di alcuni analisti, potrebbe incoraggiare il gruppo a lanciare nuovi attacchi.

1. Quali passi sta adottando il Consiglio per impedire che i finanziamenti dall’Europa cadano nelle mani dei membri e dei
sostenitori di Al-Shabab?

2. Quali passi ¢ disposto ad adottare per impedire a cittadini UE di andare in Somalia per affiliarsi ad Al-Shabab?

3. Quali passi sta adottando per collaborare con le agenzie di intelligence, sia all'interno che all'esterno dell’Europa, per sapere
come affrontare la minaccia costituita da Al-Shabab?

Risposta
(17 febbraio 2014)

L'UE ¢ impegnata ad aiutare i paesi del Corno d’Africa e lo Yemen a raggiungere pace e prosperita. Al riguardo, I'UE ha istituito un
quadro strategico per il Corno d’Africa nel novembre 2011, sviluppandone ulteriormente gli aspetti di lotta al terrorismo nell’ambito
del piano d’azione dell'UE per la lotta contro il terrorismo nel Corno d’Africa e nello Yemen. Questi due documenti propongono un
approccio globale che mira a sostenere la creazione di amministrazioni locali e regionali solide ed eque, favorendo al contempo lo
sviluppo tramite un’ampia gamma di azioni attuate e coordinate sia a livello locale sia a livello internazionale.

La responsabilita e la capacita principali della lotta contro il terrorismo, e di altre questioni inerenti la sicurezza nazionale, sono degli
Stati membri. Il piano d’azione dell'UE per la lotta contro il terrorismo nel Corno d’Africa e nello Yemen riconosce la necessita di
sensibilizzare e rafforzare le capacita istituzionali riguardo alle misure antiriciclaggio e alla lotta al finanziamento del terrorismo.
Propone di raggiungere tale obiettivo elaborando meccanismi e coinvolgendo istituzioni, settore privato e associazioni
imprenditoriali della regione nella sensibilizzazione sui costi del riciclaggio del denaro e del finanziamento al terrorismo, sia a livello
nazionale che regionale. L'UE collabora inoltre con le parti interessate internazionali sulle misure volte a contrastare il finanziamento
del terrorismo. L'UE sostiene 'impegno con le organizzazioni della societa civile, comprese le organizzazioni caritative, basate sugli
emigrati che forniscono assistenza alla Somalia al fine di sensibilizzarle sui rischi dell'appropriazione illecita di flussi di capitali da
parte di organizzazioni terroristiche. I due progetti di lotta contro il terrorismo si occupano del Corno d’Africa nell'ambito dello
strumento per la stabilita, in particolare riguardo al finanziamento del terrorismo e alla lotta contro la radicalizzazione e il
reclutamento.

L’UE ¢ preoccupata per la possibile minaccia alla sicurezza dell’'Unione derivante dai viaggi da e verso la Somalia dei cittadini UE e ha
adottato diverse iniziative con il sostegno della rete per la sensibilizzazione in materia di radicalizzazione. Esse comprendono azioni
che mirano a impedire e scoraggiare che persone partano dall’Europa verso le zone di guerra per fungere da combattenti stranieri e
iniziative che offrono assistenza agli Stati membri riguardo alle possibili minacce rappresentate dai rimpatriati. Questi provvedimenti
integrano altre iniziative, quali il sistema d’informazione Schengen di seconda generazione. Il gruppo di lavoro sul Corno d’Africa del
forum globale antiterrorismo , co-presieduto dall'UE e dalla Turchia, esaminera in particolare la sicurezza e la gestione delle frontiere
al fine di affrontare la questione delle persone che si recano in Somalia per unirsi ad Al-Shabaab. Queste azioni rientrano
nell'approccio pitt ampio e coordinato dell'UE sulla regione. Il successo nell’affrontare la questione del turismo legato alla jihad &
strettamente legato alla costruzione di istituzioni stabili e democratiche, al sostegno alle controparti somale nei loro sforzi volti a
comunicare con i gruppi radicali in Somalia e alla promozione della riconciliazione e della pace. E fondamentale rafforzare lo stato di
diritto e le capacita del sistema di giustizia a livello delle amministrazioni locali e sostenere il settore di sicurezza somalo.

() http://www.unmultimedia.org/tv/unifeed/2013/09/ga-somalia/
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Iservizi di sicurezza e di intelligence degli Stati membri stanno collaborando strettamente tra loro e con i servizi di altri Stati al fine di
contrastare i rischi posti da gruppi terroristici stranieri quali Al-Shabaab. Per quanto riguarda l'analisi strategica della situazione in
Somalia, il Centro dell'UE di analisi dell'intelligence trasmette regolarmente relazioni analitiche aggiornate al SEAE, al Consiglio e alla
Commissione. In seno al Consiglio, il coordinatore antiterrorismo dell'UE si riunisce periodicamente con i capi dei servizi di
intelligence stranieri. Tali riunioni contribuiscono a ottenere un quadro pit chiaro sulle minacce poste dai gruppi terroristici.
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Question for written answer E-011779/13
to the Council
Fiorello Provera (EFD) and Charles Tannock (ECR)
(16 October 2013)

Subject: Battle against Al-Shabab

On 26 September 2013, Somali President Hassan Sheikh Mohamud told the UN General Assembly that efforts to restore peace in
Somalia must be redoubled, as the fight against the Al-Shabab militants is ‘far from over. The President noted that ‘Al-Shabab is
indeed a national threat but its consequences have a negative impact to the region and the entire world, not just Somalia alone’ (*).

According to the All Africa news site, the Somali President called for the international community to give him the tools necessary to
finish the job of tackling Al-Shabab and to remain resolute and ‘help us to end this situation’. The importance of tackling the threat
posed by Al-Shabab has been highlighted by the terrorist attack against the Westgate mall in Nairobi, which some analysts warn
could embolden the group to launch new attacks.

1. What steps is the Council taking to prevent funding from Europe falling into the hands of members and supporters of Al-
Shabab?

2. What steps is the Council prepared to take to prevent EU citizens from travelling to Somalia for the purpose of joining Al-
Shabab?

3. What steps is the Council taking to collaborate with intelligence agencies both inside and outside Europe in order to learn how
to tackle the threat posed by Al-Shabab?

Reply
(17 February 2014)

The EU is committed to supporting the countries of the Horn of Africa and Yemen in reaching peace and prosperity. In this regard,
the EU issued a Strategic Framework for the Horn of Africa in November 2011. Its counterterrorism aspects have been further
developed within the EU Counter-Terrorism (CT) Action Plan for the Horn of Africa and Yemen. These two documents propose a
comprehensive approach aimed at supporting the building of robust and fair local and regional administrations while fostering
development through a wide range of actions implemented and coordinated at both the local and the international level.

The main responsibility and capability for CT, and other issues of national security, rests within the Member States. The EU CT
Action Plan for the Horn of Africa and Yemen recognises the necessity of raising awareness and strengthening institutional capacities
in relation to anti-money laundering and countering terrorist financing. It proposes to achieve this goal by framing mechanisms and
by engaging institutions, private sector and business associations in the region to raise awareness of the costs of money-laundering
and terrorism financing, both at national and at regional level. The EU also collaborates with international stakeholders on measures
to counter terrorism financing. The EU supports engagement with civil society organisations, including charitable organisations,
based in the diaspora which provide assistance to Somalia to ensure that they are aware of the risks of misappropriation of the
money flows by terrorist organisations. Two CT projects address the Horn of Africa under the Instrument for Stability, in particular
on terrorist financing and on counter-radicalisation and recruitment.

The EU is concerned by the possible threat to EU security originating from EU citizens travelling to and returning from Somalia.
Different initiatives have been taken by the EU with the support of the Radicalisation Awareness Network (RAN). These include
actions aiming at preventing and discouraging people departing from Europe to war zones as foreign fighters, and offering assistance
to Member States concerning the possible threat posed by returnees. These actions complement other initiatives, such as the Second-
Generation Schengen Information System. The Global Counter Terrorism Forum Horn of Africa working group, co-chaired by
the EU and Turkey, will look specifically at border security and management in order to address the issue of persons travelling to
Somalia to join Al-Shabaab. These steps are part of the EU’s wider and coordinated approach to the region. Success in addressing the
jihadi tourism issue is closely linked to the building of stable and democratic institutions, support for efforts by Somali counterparts
to reach out to radical groups in Somalia and the promotion of reconciliation and peace. The issue of strengthening local
administrations’ rule-of-law and justice capacities is crucial, as is support for the Somali security sector.

() http://www.unmultimedia.org/tv/unifeed/2013/09/ga-somalia/
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Member States intelligence and security services are cooperating closely with one another as well as with services in other states to
counter the risks posed by foreign terrorist groups such as Al-Shabaab. As far as the strategic analysis of the situation in Somalia is
concerned, EU INTCEN provides the EEAS, the Council and the Commission with regularly updated analytical reports. Within the
Council, the EU Counterterrorism Coordinator meets regularly with heads of foreign intelligence services. These meetings contribute
to gaining a clearer picture of the threats posed by terrorist groups.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-012201/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(24 octobre 2013)

Objet: Morts causées au Pakistan par des drones

De nouvelles données indiquent que les Etats-Unis ont illégalement tué des personnes au Pakistan lors d’attaques de drones dont
certaines pourraient étre considérées comme des crimes de guerre, a dit Amnesty International dans un grand rapport rendu public le
mardi 22 octobre 2013.

Ce rapport, intitulé «Will I be next?» US drone strikes in Pakistan ('), est I'une des études les plus exhaustives réalisées a ce jour sur le
programme américain de drones, vu sous l'angle des droits humains. Il fournit des informations sur les homicides perpétrés
récemment dans les zones tribales du nord-ouest du Pakistan et sur I'absence quasi totale de transparence autour du programme de
drones américain.

1. Quelle est votre réaction?

2. Les autorités européennes entendent-elles demander aux autorités américaines de rendre publics les faits et les éléments qui
justifient légalement les attaques de drones au Pakistan ainsi que toute information sur d’éventuelles enquétes menées sur les morts
provoquées par ces drones?

3. Quelles mesures les autorités européennes comptent-elles prendre pour faire en sorte que des enquétes approfondies,
indépendantes et impartiales soient menées sans délai sur tous les cas ot il existe des motifs raisonnables de penser que des attaques
de drones ont entrainé des homicides illégaux?

4. Comptent-elles appuyer la traduction en justice des responsables d'attaques illégales de drones et leur jugement au cours de
proces publics et équitables qui excluent le recours a la peine de mort?

5. Entendent-elles veiller a ce que les victimes d’attaques illégales de drones et les proches parents de victimes d’homicides illégaux
aient effectivement acces a la justice et puissent obtenir une indemnisation ou d’autres formes de réparation?

Réponse donnée par M™ Ashton, Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante au nom de la Commission
(4 février 2014)

Je me référe aux réponses données aux questions E-11894/13 et E-8086/13, ainsi que E-10559/12, E-10389/12, E-10449/12,
E-10305/12, E-8328/12 et E-5868/12. Le rapport visé par 'Honorable Parlementaire souléve d'importantes questions. Parmi les
autres rapports récents figurent les constatations de Christof Heyns, rapporteur spécial des Nations unies sur les exécutions
extrajudiciaires, sommaires ou arbitraires, ainsi que le rapport intérimaire de Ben Emmerson, rapporteur spécial des Nations unies
sur la promotion et la protection des Droits de 'homme et des libertés fondamentales dans la lutte contre le terrorisme, relatif a
l'utilisation d’aéronefs télépilotés dans les opérations antiterroristes. Ces rapports ont fait 'objet de discussions lors de 'assemblée
générale des Nations unies (troisieme commission) le 25 octobre 2013. L'UE attend avec intérét la publication du rapport final du
rapporteur spécial Emmerson et la poursuite des discussions sur cette question aux Nations unies.

L'UE souléve ces questions lors des consultations quelle tient régulierement avec les Etats-Unis sur les Droits de Thomme et elle
poursuivra ce travail lors des prochaines consultations, notamment en ce qui concerne les informations sur les faits, la base juridique
et les enquétes éventuelles. L'UE souligne que le recours aux drones doit étre conforme au droit international, notamment le droit des
conflits armés le cas échéant. Le cadre juridique international concernant I'emploi de drones est aussi examiné lors du dialogue
informel entre les conseillers juridiques de I'UE et des Etats-Unis. L'UE n’a ni l'autorité ni les ressources nécessaires pour mener des
enquétes sur des cas spécifiques qui se produisent dans des pays tiers tels que le Pakistan. Elle n’a ni I'autorité ni les moyens de faire
traduire des individus en justice ou d’octroyer un dédommagement ou une réparation aux victimes éventuelles.

() http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/ASA33/013/2013en.
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Question for written answer E-012201/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(24 October 2013)

Subject: Killings by drones in Pakistan

New information indicates that the United States has unlawfully killed people in Pakistan in drone strikes, some of which could be
considered as war crimes, Amnesty International said in a major report published on Tuesday 22 October 2013.

The report is entitled ‘Will I be next?’ US drone strikes in Pakistan ('), and is one of the most comprehensive publications to date on
the US drone programme from a human rights perspective. It provides information on the recent killings in the tribal areas of north-
west Pakistan and on the almost complete lack of transparency surrounding the US drone programme.

1. What s your reaction?

2. Do the European authorities intend to ask the US authorities to disclose the facts and legal basis for the drone strikes in Pakistan
and information on any investigations into killings by these drones?

3. What measures do the European authorities intend to take to ensure that prompt, thorough, independent and impartial
investigations are carried out into all cases where there are reasonable grounds to believe that drone strikes have resulted in unlawful
killings?

4. Do they intend to support actions to bring those responsible for unlawful drone strikes to justice in public, fair trials without
recourse to the death penalty?

5. Do they intend to ensure that victims of unlawful drone strikes and family members of victims of unlawful killings have
effective access to justice and can seek compensation or other forms of redress?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(4 February 2014)

Reference is made to the answers given to questions E-11894/13 and E-8086/13, and E-10559/12, E-10389/12, E-10449/12,
E-10305/12,E-8328/12 and E-5868/12. The report referred to by the Honourable Member raises important questions. Other recent
reports include the findings of the UN Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, Christof Heyns, and the
interim report of the UN Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms while
countering terrorism, Ben Emmerson, on the use of remotely piloted aircraft in counter-terrorism operations. These were discussed
in the UN General Assembly (Third Committee) on 25 October 2013. The EU is looking forward to the final report of Special
Rapporteur Emmerson and further discussions on these issues in the UN.

The EU raises these matters in its regular consultations with the US on human rights, and will continue to do so in forthcoming
consultations, including as regards information on facts and legal basis and on possible investigations. The EU stresses that the use of
drones has to conform to international law, including the law of armed conflict when applicable. The international legal framework
regarding the use of drones is also addressed in the informal dialogue among EU and US legal advisers. The EU has neither the
authority nor the means to conduct investigations into specific cases occurring in third countries such as Pakistan. It does not have
the authority or the means to bring individuals to justice or provide compensation or redress for possible victims.

() http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/ASA33/013/2013/en
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Vraag met verzoek om schriftelijk antwoord P-012381/13
aan de Commissie
Daniél van der Stoep (NI)
(31 oktober 2013)

Betreft: Het verkrijgen van adresgegevens door kerkelijke organisaties

In de Nederlandse Wet Gemeentelijke basisadministratie (Wgba) is voorzien in de mogelijkheid om bij algemene maatregel van
bestuur persoonsgegevens aan derden te verstrekken, getuige artikel 99 van die wet.

Dit artikel is in die wet opgenomen bij de totstandkoming in 1994, aangezien het blijkens de Memorie van Toelichting (Tweede
Kamer, 1988-1989, 21123, nr.3) nodig werd geacht dat aan kerkelijke en andere levensbeschouwelijke instanties van overheidswege
gegevens werd verstrekt teneinde hun ledenadministratie voort te kunnen laten bestaan.

Dit resulteert in de praktijk in de situatie dat persoonsgegevens van mensen, die door een keuze van de ouders op jonge leeftijd zijn
gaan behoren tot een kerkgenootschap, de rest van hun leven worden verstrekt aan deze organisaties. Slechts door een ingewikkelde
procedure te doorlopen, waarbij bezwaar gemaakt moet worden bij de overheid en men bij de religieuze organisatie tot uitschrijving
moet verzoeken zal het registreren van deze gegevens gestaakt worden.

In Richtlijn 95/46/EG van 24 oktober 1995, artikel 35, wordt de mogelijkheid geschapen om persoonsgegevens ten behoeve van
religieuze verenigingen door overheidsinstanties door te laten geven, op grond van een zwaarwegend algemeen belang.

1. Deelt de Commissie dat kerkelijke administraties, waarvoor deze mogelijkheid immers geschapen is, helemaal geen
zwaarwegend algemeen belang vormen? Zo nee, waarom niet?

2. In artikel 35 van genoemde richtlijn wordt gesproken van ,de verwezenlijking van in het constitutionele recht of in het
volkenrecht vastgelegde doelstellingen”. Welke doelstellingen worden volgens de Commissie verwezenlijkt met het verstrekken van
persoonsgegevens aan religieuze organisaties?

3. Deelt de Commissie mijn mening dat bovengenoemde praktijk moeilijk te rijmen is met de eisen die genoemde richtlijn stelt
aan de verstrekking van persoonsgegevens aan religieuze organisaties? Zo nee, waarom niet?

Antwoord van mevrouw Reding namens de Commissie
(16 januari 2014)

Overeenkomstig artikel 17 VWEU dient de Unie de status die kerken en religieuze verenigingen volgens het nationaal recht in de
lidstaten hebben, te eerbiedigen en mag zij daaraan geen afbreuk doen.

Richtlijn 95/46/EG beschermt de fundamentele rechten en vrijheden van natuurlijke personen, met name het recht op een
persoonlijke levenssfeer, bij de verwerking van persoonsgegevens (artikel 1, lid 1) (). Overweging 35 stelt dat de verwerking van
persoonsgegevens door overheidsinstanties ter verwezenlijking van in het constitutionele recht of in het volkenrecht vastgelegde
doelstellingen ten behoeve van officieel erkende religieuze verenigingen geschiedt op grond van een zwaarwegend algemeen belang.

De Commissie is van mening dat kerkbesturen als doelstelling hebben de leden in staat te stellen hun religieuze overtuiging uit te
oefenen. Voorts begrijpt zij dat artikel 99 van de Nederlandse Wet Gemeentelijke basisadministratie een rechtsgrondslag biedt voor
een algemene maatregel van bestuur op grond waarvan gemeenten persoonsgegevens kunnen verstrekken aan bijv. een
samenwerkingsverband van kerken voor zover dat nodig is voor de verwerking van de persoonsgegevens van de leden van die
kerken. De Commissie begrijpt dat de Nederlandse wetgeving inzake gegevensbescherming volledig van toepassing is (d.w.z. dat
kerkleden zelf hebben kunnen beslissen of hun persoonsgegevens mogen worden doorgegeven, enz.) (3).

De verwerking van persoonsgegevens van kerkleden door de gemeenten en de overdracht aan het kerkelijk samenwerkingsverband
moeten dan ook gebeuren volgens de in de EU-wetgeving vastgelegde beginselen inzake de bescherming van persoonsgegevens, die
in Nederlands recht zijn omgezet bij de Wet Bescherming persoonsgegevens ().

() PBL281van23.11.1995, blz. 1.
()  http://www.sila.nl/1-SILA/01-SILA.html
() http:|/wetten.overheid.nl BWBR0011468/geldigheidsdatum_11-11-2013.
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Question for written answer P-012381/13
to the Commission
Daniél van der Stoep (NI)
(31 October 2013)

Subject: Churches’ access to addresses

Under Article 99 of the Dutch Basic Municipal Administration Law, it is possible by general administrative order to pass on personal
data to third parties.

This article was incorporated in the law when the latter was first adopted, in 1994, as, according to the Explanatory Memorandum
(House of Representatives, 1988-1989, 21123, No 3), it was considered necessary for the authorities to pass on information to
churches and other philosophical organisations so that they could continue to keep records on their members.

In practice, this means that people who have joined a church at an early age by decision of their parents have their personal data
passed on to these organisations for the rest of their lives. This can only be stopped by means of a complicated procedure, which
involves lodging an objection with the authorities and applying to the religious organisation for deregistration.

Article 351 of Directive 95/46/EC of 24 October 1995 creates the possibility to arrange for personal data to be passed on to religious
associations by official authorities on important grounds of public interest.

1. Does the Commission agree that church administrations, for which this possibility was after all created, do not in the slightest
represent important grounds of public interest? If not, why not?

2. Article 35 (') of the directive refers to ‘achieving aims, laid down in constitutional law or international public law’. What aims
does the Commission believe are achieved by passing on data to religious organisations?

3. Does the Commission agree that the above practice is difficult to reconcile with the requirements imposed by the directive with
regard to passing on personal data to religious organisations? If not, why not?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(16 January 2014)

According to Art.17 TFEU the Union respects and does not prejudice the status under national law of churches and religious
associations.

Directive 95/46EC protects the fundamental rights and freedoms of natural persons, in particular the right to privacy with respect to
the processing of personal data (Article 1.1). (%) Recital 35 indicates that the processing of personal data by official authorities for
achieving aims, laid down in constitutional law or international public law, of officially recognised religious associations is carried
out on important grounds of public interest.

The Commission considers that the aim pursued by church administrations is to enable members to exercise their religious belief. It
further understands that Article 99 of the Dutch Basic Municipal Administration Law provides a legal basis to adopt a general
administrative order which enables municipalities to provide personal data to e.g. a cooperative organisation of churches as far as it
is necessary for the processing of personal data of members of those churches. The Commission understands that Dutch data
protection legislation is fully applicable (i.e. church members have been given the opportunity to decide if their personal data should
be transferred etc. (%))

The processing of personal data of church members by the municipalities and the transfer to the cooperative organisation of
churches must therefore respect the principles of protection of personal data set out in EU legislation, which have been transposed
into Dutch law by the Wet bescherming persoonsgegevens (%).

Translator’s note: Recital 35 is presumably meant.

OJL281,23.11.1995.

http:/[www.sila.nl/1-SILA/01-SILA html

http:/[wetten.overheid.nl BWBR0011468/geldigheidsdatum_11-11-2013

=



C241/62 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(Nederlandse versie)

Vraag met verzoek om schriftelijk antwoord E-012453/13
aan de Commissie
Bart Staes (Verts/ALE)
(4 november 2013)

Betreft: Smokkel van sigaretten in de EU

Volgens een onderzoek van KPMG (uitgevoerd in opdracht van Philip Morris International) zijn er in 2011 in de EU 2,5 miljard
Lclassic”-sigaretten gesmokkeld en bedroeg het aantal illegale sigaretten in 2012 2,2 miljard.

1. Hoeveel ,classic’-sigaretten zijn er in 2011 en 2012 in de EU in beslag genomen?
2. Watis de herkomst (fabriek en land) van de illegale en in de EU in beslag genomen ,classic’-sigaretten?

3. Heeft de inbeslagname van ,classic’-sigaretten in 2011 en 2012 tot inbeslagnamebetalingen door de internationale
tabaksondernemingen geleid en zo ja, wat was de hoogte van die betalingen en om hoeveel sigaretten ging het daarbij?

Antwoord van de heer Semeta namens de Commissie
(26 februari 2014)

1. De door de lidstaten gerapporteerde inbeslagnames van ,Classic” sigaretten (nagemaakte en echte), die gewone ,Classic”,
,Classic Gold”, ,Classic Red” en ,Classic light” omvatten, zijn als volgt:

— 181112416 stuksin 2011;

142209 532 stuks in 2012 (').

2. Volgens de beschikbare gegevens, komen de in beslag genomen sigaretten voornamelijk uit Bosnié- Herzegovina, Moldavié,
Ockraine, Roemenié, de Russische Federatie en Duitsland (?).

3. De Commissie kan meer informatie hierover alleen verstrekken met inachtneming van de regels voor de behandeling van
vertrouwelijke informatie, zoals vastgesteld in bijlage Il bij het Kaderakkoord over de betrekkingen tussen het Europees Parlement en
de Europese Commissie (*).

()  De gegevens in dit antwoord zijn afkomstig van de lidstaten. Er zij op gewezen dat de wijze van rapporteren kan verschillen van lidstaat tot lidstaat en dat de gegevens
dus niet altijd helemaal betrouwbaar zijn.

Idem.

Publicatieblad L 304 van 20.11.2010, blz. 47.
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Question for written answer E-012453/13
to the Commission
Bart Staes (Verts/ALE)
(4 November 2013)
Subject: Contraband cigarettes in the EU

According to a KPMG report commissioned by Philip Morris International, there were 2.5 billion contraband ‘Classic’ cigarettes in
the EUin 2011 and 2.2 billion illicit cigarettes in 2012.

1. How many ‘Classic’ cigarettes were seized in the EU in 2011 and 2012?
2. What s the origin (factory and country) of the illicit ‘Classic’ cigarettes seized in the EU?

3. Did the seizure of ‘Classic’ cigarettes lead to seizure payments paid by international tobacco companies in 2011 and 20122 If
so, what was the amount of the payment and the quantity of cigarettes involved?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(26 February 2014)

1. The seizures of the ‘Classic’ cigarettes (counterfeit and genuine) which range from plain ‘Classic’ and include such variants as
‘Classic Gold’, ‘Classic Red’, ‘Classic light’ etc. reported by the Member States were as follows:

— 181 112 416 piecesin 2011;
— 142209 532 pieces in 2012 (.

2. According to available data, the seized cigarettes come mostly from Bosnia- Herzegovina, Moldova, Ukraine, Romania, the
Russian Federation and Germany ().

3. The Commission could offer more information on this matter only in accordance with the rules governing the treatment of
confidential information as laid down in the Annex II to the framework Agreement on relations between the European Parliament
and the European Commission (°).

() The data in the reply are provided by the Member States. Please note that the reporting method in the Member States may vary and thus the data is not fully reliable.
(?  idem.
() OJL304/47,20.11.2010.
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-012707/13
npog o TupfovAio
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(11 Nogpfipiou 2013)

Oépa: Aliowon KuTPLakoL TPanelikoy GUOTNHATOS

Tupgova pe npoogates dnldoeg tou k Ntéifvt Adoedg, [Ipoédpou e AveZaptymg Emtponic yia to péMhov tou kumpiakol tpanelikou
Topéa, oto tAeontiko diktvo CNBC, « Ao mou enéhefav yia myv Kimpo ot motwtég g, pe anaiton g Teppaviag kat tou Aedvoig
Nopopatikot Tapeiou, dev eivar Aertoupyikr]. Ot anoleteg oty kumptaki owkovopia, péxpt o 2020, propei va gracouv ta 35 dig eupod 1
233% tou AEIT ¢ ydpag. H tpoika Ppioketar topa ekel, aflohoymvrag mmv npdodo e Kimpou, kat motelon nwg autd mou da fpouv elvat
OTL 1] OTPATIYIKT] TOUG, 1} OTIOL0L AMOQYACIOTIKE HLE GTOXO TNV AVOKEPAAALOTIONOT] KL TNV ANOKATACTAOT] TG EUMLOTOCUVIG TPOG TIG TPAMELEC,
péxpt onpepa Sev doulevet ...

Epwrtdtat o Supfouvhio:

1. Mnopel va emfefaidoer ) Snlwon ot n Aon nou enélefav yia v Kinpo ot motwteg e tehika emPAfdnke «ue anaiton g
Teppaviag kai tou Aiedvoug Nopiopatikol Tapeious;

2. Kata mv anoyrn tou Tupfouliou, ot ektiproelg Tou k. Adoelg, al\d ket ta evprpata g Emttpornrg tou (), onpatodototv v
avaykn avademprong Tev anogacewy nou Ajgdnkav yia to tpanelikd oUotmpa g Kinpou;

3. Ipotidetar 0 TupfolMo va avalnToer VEEG TIPOOEYYIGEIS Yia TV AVAKApYT TG KuTiplaki)g otkovopiag, dedopgvou kar Tou
YEYOVOTOG OTL OAQ TCL OTOLYEIC PAVEPOVOUY OTL 01 AMOPACEIS TOU MjINKav Ekapav Ty Katdotact moAl Xeipotepr an’ 0,1t fTav
apxIKe;

Epdrtnon pe aitpa ypantic anavinong E-012726/13
npog to Tupfovio
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(11 Nogpfpiov 2013)

Opa: Emdeivoon e okovopikns kataotaong oty Kumpo

TUpguva pe TG okovopikés npofhéyels e Emtponis tou gdvondpou tou 2013, «) datapayr motwtknc dapecolaprons, kat n
anopoyAeuoTn) Tou 181 TIKOU Topé GUVEXLOQY Va EMNPEALOUY apVITTIKA TV E0GTEPIKT LIYTromp, EMOEVOVOVTAG £TL TEPAITEP® TNV OIKOVOMIKT|
Ugeon oty Kumpo.

1. Zupgovel to Tupfouvlio pe Tig mpofAéyelg G Enttponric yia v Kunpiakr| okovopia;

2. Zemoo Badpo autég ot apvrikés efeNiZels oxetikd pe To Tpame(iko ovotnua e Kimpou eivar to anotéheopa anogioewy mou
eMgUnoav anod v Eupoopdda;

3. AapPavovtag unoyn v cofapr] emdeivwon g okovopkig katdotaons oty Kunpo, eEakoloudel va motevet o Tupfovdio ot ot
anodoelg mou eENeOnoav and v Tpowka kat ot molrtikés mou emfAOnkav oty Kimpo, eidika 6oov agopd to tpanelikd cvotnua me
Nrjoou, fTav ot 6oTES;

4. Tuipnopel va npaget to SUPPoUALO TPOKEEVOU Va avTIOTPaEL 1 TpExouca ducapeotr) katdotaon oty Kumpo;

Kowi) andvrion
(17 defpovapiov 2014)

H exteleotikn) anogaon tou TupPouliov e 13ng Zentepfpiov 2013 oxetikd pe TV £yKplon TOU TPOYPAHPATOS HAKPOOLKOVOHIKNG
mpocappoy yia v Kimpo kat v katdpynon e anogaons 2013/236/EE () kadopiler w¢ faoikolg GTOXOUG TOU TPOYPAIHATOS TOUG
€E11G: TNV amOKATAOTAOT] TG EVPWOTIAE TOU KUTIPIAKOU TPame(ikoy Topga, T ouvéyion TG diebayopevng dadikaciag dnpooctovopukig
gguylavong kar Ty epappoyn dapdpwTikav peTappudpiceny yia T o TG AVIAYOVIOTIKOTTAG Kal TG fidotung Kat 160ppomng
avamtuéng.

() BMénme Zyeuxn Exdeon http:/[www.centralbank.gov.cy/media/[pdf_gr/ICFCBS_Final_Report_2.pdf
() EEL2501mc20.9.2013, 0. 40.
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T dfhwon me Inc Aekepfpiov (%), ) Eupwopdda eEéppaoce v wavornoiner g kadag 1 Seltepn anootold] ekéyyou e Tpoikag katéAnke
OTO CUUMEPAOHA OTL TO TPOYPANLLC TIPOGAPHOYTG €ival o€ opaAn} mopeia. Ot PaKPOOIKOVORIKEG GUVIIKES AVATTUGOOVTOL GURQOVA LIE TIG
npofoléc Tou mpoypappatog mapd To yeyovog ot 1) afefaiotyta mapapéver oe vyna emineda. H dnpoctovopukn efuyiavon mpoyxwpa
oUpgova pe Ty oupnepavnpév Swadikacia eguyiavone. Iipdodo onpeidvouy kat ot Sapdpetikés petappudpioels TapoONo TOU GE OPIOPEVES
TIEPIMTAOELS AMALTOUVTAL MEPALTEPL TPoonideles. OeTik mopeia ouvexiouv va mapouctalouy i avakepalatonoiror kat i avadiapdpwor tou
XPNHATOMIOTWTIKOU TOpEN, CUPMEPINAPBAVOHEVIC TG MEPAITEP® OTABLAKIG EAAPPUVOTIC TOV SLOIKTTTIKGOV HETPWY.

() http://www.eurozone.europa.eu/media/498416/20131209-EG-statement-cyprus-final. pdf
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Question for written answer E-012707/13
to the Council
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(11 November 2013)

Subject: Rescuing Cyprus’s Banking System

According to recent statements made on the CNBC television network by David Lascelles, who chairs the Independent Commission
on the Future of the Cyprus Banking Sector, ‘the solution chosen for Cyprus by its creditors, at the demand of Germany and the
International Monetary Fund, is ineffective. Losses to the economy of Cyprus by 2020 may reach EUR 35 billion or 233% of GDP.
The Troika is now there, assessing the progress made by Cyprus, and I think what they will find is that their strategy which was
agreed in order to recapitalise and restore confidence in the banks, has not worked so far...’

In view of the above, will the Council say:

1.  Can it confirm the statement that the option chosen for Cyprus by its creditors was ultimately imposed ‘at the demand of
Germany and the International Monetary Fund’?

2. In the Council’s view, do Mr Lascelles’ estimates, and also the findings of his Commission ('), signal the need to revise the
decisions taken on the banking system in Cyprus?

3. Willit seek new approaches to the recovery of the economy of Cyprus, given that all the evidence shows that the decisions that
were taken have made the situation much worse than it was originally?

Question for written answer E-012726/13
to the Council
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(11 November 2013)

Subject: Worsening economic situation in Cyprus

According to the Commission’s Economic Forecast for autumn 2013, ‘disruptions to credit intermediation, and private sector
deleveraging continued to weigh on domestic demand’, thus further deepening the economic recession in Cyprus.

1. Does the Council agree with the Commission’s forecasts about the Cyprus economy?

2. To what extent were these adverse developments regarding the Cyprus banking system the result of decisions taken by the
Eurogroup?

3. Given the severe deterioration of the economic situation in Cyprus, does the Council continue to believe that the decisions
taken by the Troika and the policies imposed on Cyprus, especially as regards the island’s banking system, were the right ones?

4. What can the Council do in order to reverse the current unpleasant situation in Cyprus?

Joint reply
(17 February 2014)

Council Implementing Decision of 13 September 2013 on approving the macroeconomic adjustment programme for Cyprus and
repealing Decision 2013/236/EU (°) provides for the following key objectives of the programme: to restore the soundness of the
Cypriot banking sector; to continue the ongoing process of fiscal consolidation; and to implement structural reforms to support
competitiveness and sustainable and balanced growth.

In the Statement of 9 December () the Eurogroup welcomed the conclusion of the Troika's second review mission that the
adjustment programme is on track. Macroeconomic conditions are developing in line with programme projections, although
uncertainty remains high. Fiscal consolidation is advancing in line with the agreed consolidation process. Structural reforms are
progressing, although in some cases further efforts are required. Progress continues to be made as regards the recapitalisation and
restructuring of the financial sector, including a further gradual relaxation of administrative measures.

() Seereport on this matter http://www.centralbank.gov.cy/media//pdf_gr/ICFCBS_Final_Report_2.pdf
®  0JL250,20.9.2013, p. 40.
() http://www.eurozone.europa.eu/media/498416/20131209-EG-statement-cyprus-final. pdf
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-012724/13
npog o TupfovAio
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(11 Nogpfipiou 2013)

Odpa: Kpatikr eyylnon yia 0Aeg g katadéoeis oty Kimpo
Sy ékdeon e AveEaptyene Emtporic yia to MéNov tou Kumpakou TpameCikot Topéa (') avagepetar oti:

«Ot mpoormtikeg ¢ Kimpou Ja onpeidoouy onpavukn fektioon av apdolv cUVTopa ot TeEpLOPIOHOL OTIG KIVOELS KEQaAainV Kat Tpoo@epdel
KpaTIKi) EyyUNoT) yio ONeG TiG Katadécelg oe kumpiakés Tpameles yia va mepiopiotel o kivduvog palikng guyng katadéoewy. [a va yivel auto
Xpetaletar pia aflomotn SEpEVoT) €K PEPOUG TV appodiwy EVpLMAIKGY Opyavey 0Tt Ja Tpoo@EpouV TV avaykaia kaAuyn oe kepdAaia Kat
peuoTOTTA, EQV Xpetaotel. Mia Tétola kivion Ja 0dnyouoe o TOAD TayUTEPT QMOKATAOTAGH TG EUMIOTOOUVNG, Da EVIGYUE TIG TPAMEES Ka
D ENETPENE TV EMOTPOQT) OE KAVOVIKEG OTKOVOPIKEG GUVDTIKEG.»

1. Thotedel 0 Supfovhio ot Da fTav eQIKT) Kot ENOPENTS 1 TPOGYOPA KPATIKNG EyYUNONS Yid ONEG TIG KATADECELG OTIC KUTIPIOKES
Tpanelec, e OTOXO TV AnOKATACTACT] TG ELMETOCUVIG KAl TOV TEPLOPIOHO TOU KvdUVOU HaliKNG guyng katadéoewy o€ mepintwor apong
TOV MEPLOPIGHAV OTIG KIVI|OEIG KEPOAAT®V;

2. Oapmopouoe va umaptel pa SEGHEUOT) €K HEPOUG TV APHOSIOV EUPOMAIKGVY OPYAVGY OTL D0l TPOCPEPOLV, EAV XPELAOTEL, TNV avaykaia
KAA\UY OE PEUOTOTITA, OTOG GUVLOTATAL OTIY TIpoavaPepveica Ekdeor);

Anavtnon
(24 Defpouvapiov 2014)

Iopgova pe v odnyia 94/19[EK tou Eupwnaikot Kowofouliou kat tou Zupfouliou, e 30n¢ Maiou 1994 mepi twv cuotpdtov
eyyunoenc tov katadeoeov (%), kide kpatog pEAoc @povTilel va cuatadouv Katl v avayveploTouy emonia oto ¢8agic Tou va 1) TepLecoTepa
ovoTpata eyyUnong v katadécenv (ZEK). Ta kpat péln eivar unoypeopéva va ekacpaliCouv ot ta avrictoya ZEK katafailouy tig
nAnpopés otoug emAééipoug katadéteg otav ot katadéoels kadiotavrar pn dadéotjec.

H obnyia mpofAéner edikotepa oT 1 mpootacia tev katadécewv dev da mpémer (1) va unepfaivel T €UPOG TOV TPOOTATEUOHEVGY
Kkatadéoeny, agou opiopéves katadéoeig Sev eivar emheEipes yia mpootacia Suvapel e odnylag 94/19/EK eve aN\eg katadioeig evdéyetal
va égouv eEapedel and v mpootacia aut) and ta kpdty pek oUp@eva pe to napaptmpa I g odnyiac: (2) va unepfaiver to eminedo
KkéAuyng mou Yéter 1) 0dryia 2009/14/EK yia avortato moed 100 000 eupe and v 31n Askepfpiov 2010.

Yug 12 Iouhiou 2010, n Enttponn) Swafiface oto Eupwnaikd KowvofouAio kat o Zupfovlio mpdtact) tpononoumtikic odnyiag pe okonod
adikotepa ) Pektioon g xpnuatodotens twv ZEK pe faon Tig ouvelogopés tou tpanelikol kAadou, v eupUtepn Kkat MEPAITEP®
EVAPLOVLON TG EMNEELHOTITTAC TOV KATADECEWY, TAYUTEPES EKTAIEVGELG Kal KANUTEPT) EVIHEPWOT] TV KATATETAV.

Yuig 17 Aexepfpiou 2013, ot suwopodétes katehnEav oe mPocwPIVY) CULPOVIA ©¢ TPOG T ev Aoy mpodtact. Zug 9 lavouapiou 2014, 1)
Enttponr) Owovopkiic kar Nopopatikig [ohtikig (ECON) tou Eupwnaikoy Kowofouliou anéoterhe oto Zupfothio emifefarwtikn
EMLOTON).

Baoel ToU TPOCLPIVE GUPPOVIHEVOU KELHEVOU:

1)  ta ZEK £ouv unoypéworn va cuykevtpovouv tuxov Stadéotpa Xpnuatodotika péoa HEG® GUVELGQOPGY €K HEPOUG TWV HENGV TOUG
Touldyiotov ana etoioc,

2)  povov ot katadEcels mou dev eCatpolvtar and v odnyia eivar enm\EEpeg kat pmopolv va mpootatebovrat and ta SEK,

3) ot katadéoelg eivar eyyunpéves povov eav dev umepfaivouv i 100 000 eupd, 6pto mave anod To onoio dev eivar duvatr 1) mapoyr
TPOOTAOLAG YLt TIG EMALEIHES KATADECELS.

() http://www.centralbank.gov.cy/media/[pdf_gr/ICFCBS_Final_Report_2.pdf
() Odnyia mou tporonowdnke and ™y odnyia 2009/14/EK doov agopd to eninedo kéhuyng kat v npodeopia extapievone (EE L 19 mg¢ 16.3.2009, o. 2).
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Question for written answer E-012724/13
to the Council
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(11 November 2013)

Subject: A state deposit guarantee of all deposits in Cyprus
The report of the Independent Commission on the Future of the Cyprus Banking Sector () considers that:

‘Cyprus’ prospects would be greatly improved if capital controls are lifted soon, and a state guarantee of all deposits in Cyprus banks
was issued to reduce the risk of deposit flight. This would require a credible commitment from the relevant European institutions to
provide the necessary capital and liquidity backing, should this be required. Such a move would restore confidence much more
quickly: it would shore up the banks and enable normal economic conditions to return.’

1. Does the Council believe that it would be feasible and beneficial to introduce a state guarantee of all deposits in Cyprus banks,
with a view to restoring confidence and reducing the risk of deposit flight if the controls on capital movements were to be lifted?

2. Would a commitment to provide liquidity backing by the relevant European institutions be possible, should this be required, as
recommended in the report?

Reply
(24 February 2014)

Pursuant to Directive 94/19/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 30 May 1994 on deposit-guarantee schemes (%),
each Member State ensures that within its territory one or more deposit-guarantee schemes (DGS) are introduced and officially
recognised. Members States are obliged to ensure that their DGS pay-outs eligible depositors once deposits become unavailable.

The directive provides in particular that deposit protection should not (1) go beyond the scope of deposits protected, since some
deposits are not eligible for protection under Directive 94/19/EC while other deposits may have been excluded from that protection
by the Member States in accordance with Annex I of the directive; (2) exceed the coverage level set by Directive 2009/14/EC at a
maximum of EUR 100 000 as from 31 December 2010.

On 12 July 2010, the Commission forwarded the European Parliament and the Council a proposal for an amending Directive aimed
in particular at improving the funding of DGS based on contributions from the banking industry, broader and further harmonisation

of the eligibility of deposits, faster pay-outs, and better information for depositors.

On 17 December 2013, the co-legislators reached a provisional agreement on this proposal. The European Parliament’s ECON
Committee sent a confirmation letter to the Council on 9 January 2014.

Under the provisionally agreed text:

1. there is an obligation for DGS to raise any available financial means by contributions to be made by their members at least
once a year;

2. only those deposits not excluded by the directive are eligible and can be protected by the DGS;

3. deposits can only be guaranteed up to a maximum of EUR 100 000, above which protection to eligible deposits cannot be
provided for.

() http://www.centralbank.gov.cy/media/[pdf_gr/ICFCBS_Final_Report_2.pdf
()  Directive as amended by Directive 2009/14/EC as regards the coverage level and the pay-out delay (OJ L 19 of 16 March 2009, p. 2).
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-012918/13
au Conseil
Philippe Boulland (PPE)
(13 novembre 2013)

Objet: Principe de proportionnalité du mandat d’arrét européen

Le mandat darrét européen, depuis I'entrée en vigueur de la décision-cadre du Conseil du 13 juin 2002, est trés apprécié — car il
permet aux criminels de ne plus se soustraire aux systemes judiciaires des Etats membres —, mais il fait aussi I'objet de nombreuses
critiques quant a son application.

Dans les faits, certaines demandes d’extradition ne satisfont pas au principe de proportionnalité (article 2, paragraphe 1, de la
décision-cadre du Conseil relative au mandat d’arrét européen). Des citoyens européens se voient donc extradés pour des motifs dont
la gravité ne requiert pas de sanction pénale.

Le Conseil estime-t-il normal que des procédures qui peuvent se résoudre de maniére administrative, comme le réglement d'une
pension alimentaire, recourent au mandat d’arrét européen, rendant ainsi 'affaire passible d'une condamnation au pénal?

Quelles mesures le Conseil compte-t-il prendre pour appliquer concrétement le principe de proportionnalité?

Le Conseil a-t-il évalué les cotits administratifs supplémentaires des Etats membres dus a la non-application du principe de
proportionnalité?

Réponse
(17 février 2014)

En vertu de la décision-cadre relative au mandat d’arrét européen, une autorité judiciaire compétente peut émettre un mandat d’arrét
européen pour des faits passibles dans cet Etat membre d'un emprisonnement d’au moins douze mois.

Tout en respectant pleinement le droit souverain des parlements démocratiquement élus de tous les Etats membres de décider quels
faits sont passibles de sanctions pénales, le Conseil reconnait néanmoins que la mise en ceuvre dans la pratique de la décision-cadre
relative au mandat d’arrét européen a donné lieu a des situations que certains Etats membres jugent problématiques au regard du
principe de proportionnalité.

Cette question a été abordée notamment dans le cadre de la quatrieme série d’évaluations mutuelles sur «L’application pratique du
mandat d’arrét européen et des procédures correspondantes de remise entre Etats membres. Il était indiqué dans le rapport final sur
cette quatrieme série d'évaluations mutuelles, adopté par le Conseil lors de sa session des 4 et 5 juin 2009, que la question de
l'application d'un critere de proportionnalité pour émettre un mandat d’arrét européen avait été régulierement soulevée au cours de
I'évaluation.

Dans la recommandation n°9 figurant dans le rapport final, le Conseil a chargé ses instances préparatoires de poursuivre les
discussions sur I'établissement d’une exigence de proportionnalité dans le cadre de I'émission d’'un mandat d’arrét européen, I'objectif
étant de dégager une solution cohérente au niveau de 'Union européenne.

Dans le suivi de ce rapport, il a été souligné que le fait qu'un nombre important de mandats d’arrét européen ait été émis ne signifiait
pas en lui-méme que ces mandats aient été émis de facon disproportionnée au regard du caractére moins grave des infractions
concernées. Il convient de noter que 'émission d’'un mandat d’arrét européen est, dans tous les cas, toujours précédée d'un mandat
d'arrét national ou d'une décision judiciaire définitive. Certains Etats membres ont pris des mesures pour améliorer leurs pratiques en
ce qui concerne ['utilisation du mandat d’arrét européen (par exemple, réunions entre praticiens afin d'examiner les aspects pratiques
du mandat d’arrét européen, y compris la question de la proportionnalité, et notes adressées aux juridictions sur cette question). Dans
certains Etats membres qui avaient constaté un probleme quant au respect du principe de proportionnalité, le nombre de mandats
émis a ainsi diminué et il a été envisagé d'adopter des mesures 1égislatives.

Dans ce contexte, il convient également de mentionner que, dans les conclusions du Conseil du 3 juin 2010 sur le suivi des
recommandations figurant dans le rapport final, il a été convenu de modifier le manuel européen concernant I'émission d’'un mandat
d’arrét européen quant au principe de proportionnalité, l'objectif étant de dégager une solution cohérente au niveau de 'UE. Dans le
troisiéme rapport de la Commission, du 11 avril 2011, sur la mise en ceuvre de la décision-cadre du Conseil relative au mandat
d’arrét européen, la Commission européenne indiquait que les modifications apportées au manuel constituaient une maniere
adéquate de régler la question de la proportionnalité.
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Enfin, le Conseil note qu'il existe un large consensus parmi les Etats membres pour estimer que le contréle de la proportionnalité est 2
effectuer dans I'Etat membre d’émission, et non dans I'Etat membre d’exécution.
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Question for written answer E-012918/13
to the Council
Philippe Boulland (PPE)
(13 November 2013)

Subject: Principle of proportionality as regards the European arrest warrant

Since the entry into force of the Council Framework Decision of 13 June 2002, the European arrest warrant has been very welcome,
as it means criminals can no longer escape Member States’ legal systems; however, a number of criticisms have been levelled at its
implementation.

Some extradition requests do not comply with the principle of proportionality (Article 2(1) of the Council Framework Decision on
the European arrest warrant). EU citizens are thus being extradited on grounds that are not serious enough to warrant criminal
sanctions.

Does the Council think it is normal for matters that can be resolved administratively, such as maintenance settlements, to lead to a
European arrest warrant being issued, thus making them criminal cases?

What steps does the Council plan to take to apply the principle of proportionality in practice?

Has the Council assessed the additional administrative costs incurred by Member States as a result of failures to apply the principle of
proportionality?

Reply
(17 February 2014)

Under the framework Decision on the European arrest warrant, a competent judicial authority may issue a European arrest warrant
in respect of any criminal conduct punishable in that Member State by 12 months imprisonment or more.

Whilst fully respectful of the sovereign power of the democratically elected parliaments of all Member States to decide which
conduct can be liable to criminal sanctions, the Council acknowledges that the practical implementation of the framework Decision
on the European arrest warrant has given rise to situations which are viewed by some Member States as problematic in the light of
the proportionality principle.

This question has been addressed notably in the context of the fourth round of mutual evaluations on ‘The practical application of
the European Arrest Warrant and corresponding surrender procedures between Member States’. The Final Report on the fourth
round of mutual evaluations, which was adopted by the Council on 4-5 June 2009, stated that the application of a proportionality
test when issuing a European arrest warrant was a recurrent issue during the evaluation exercise.

In recommendation 9 of the Final Report, the Council instructed its preparatory bodies to continue discussing the issue of the
institution of a proportionality requirement for the issuance of any European arrest warrant with a view to reaching a coherent
solution at European Union level.

In the follow-up to this report it was highlighted that the fact that numerous EAWs had been issued did not in itself mean that they
had been used disproportionately in relation to less serious offences. It should be noted that in all cases where an EAW is issued, a
national arrest warrant or a final judicial decision have been issued beforehand. Some Member States have taken actions to improve
their practice as regards use of the European arrest warrant (e.g. meetings between practitioners to discuss the practical aspects of the
EAW, including proportionality, and notes to courts addressing this issue). In some Member States that have noted the problem of
observance of the proportionality principle the number of European arrest warrants issued has decreased accordingly and legislative
action has been contemplated.

In that context it is also worth mentioning that the Council conclusions of 3 June 2010 on the follow-up to the recommendations in
the Final Report included an amendment to the Handbook on the EAW regarding proportionality, with a view to reaching a coherent
solution at EU level. In the third Commission Report, of 11 April 2011, on the implementation of the Council Framework Decision
on the European arrest warrant, the European Commission stated that the changes made to the EAW Handbook were the
appropriate way to address the issue of proportionality.

Lastly, the Council notes that there is a broad consensus among the Member States that the proportionality test should be conducted
in the issuing Member State, and not in the executing Member State.
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013078/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas (PPE)
(18 Nogpfipiou 2013)

Odpa: Meiwon e avtayoviotukotyrag oty EAAada Mdye g avénong tou kdotoug evépyeiag

To unepPohiko evepyetakod kooTog epmodilet v fektivon e aviaywviotkottas oty EN\ada, dnpoupyevrag éva exdpiko nepifallov yia
TOAEG eyYOPIE eMIyelpr|oels kal umoyn@loug Eévoug emevdutéc. To evepyelakd kootog ayyiler oe moAAéG mepimtwoels kat to 50% tou
OUVONIKOU KOOTOUG ToU KUKAOU epyaciav Twv fropnyavikov povadov. T my evepyofopa fropnyavia uynAng evtaoews, n Tipr e
nAektpiknc evépyelag pmopel va gtacel ta 70 eupe ava MWh, otav o avéloyou peyédoug povades peyalwv OKOVORIGV, OMGG TG
Teppaviag 1 g FaAMac, n tpr kupaivetar ota 49 kot 42 eupo avtiotoya. H EN\ada, pe faon otoiyeia e Eurostat, £xet ta mo akpifa
TipoNoyia oty EE 6cov agopa to guoiko agpto (5,23 eupo ava KWh). O e1dikog gopog katavalwong avriotoet oto 10% g tehikric
Tipne. H Stagopd k0oToug o) péon Taor) oy omoia avijKouv 01 TEPLOGOTEPES EMLXEPIOELS, O oot pe TNV avtiototyr oty EE, mpooeyyilel
10 160%, cUpQLVa PE TApayovTes TG eyxmplag fropnyaviac. O cUVTENEOTNG yia TG ENXEPNOEL Mapapével oTo 26% otav oe GAAeg XOpES
e kevepikng Eupomng eivar moh yapn\otepoc. Ty i otiypn 1 Euponaikny Emtporny katatacoer v ENAGda w¢ ) xepa pe )
peyalutepn avénor @opoloyikav Papav oty EE 1o 2012, eve ot pudpoi avnong eivar g takews tou 3,9% oe oxéon pe to 2011. H
avtiotoryn abénon yia ta unodlowma kpatr pekn kupaivetat oto 0,3%. Tnv b orypr) i Emitpon) ouotijvel avatipnoeig 0Toug GUVTEAEOTES
OIIA 070 QUOIKO AEPIO KA TO AEKTPLKO pevpa, Tou Da 0dnyrjcouv ot avénor) ¢ tehikn Tyrs katd 10% mepimou (1).

Epatarar 1) Evpenaikn Enrtporr):

1. Tog motever on Ja emtevydel o mpoflenopevog, oupgova pe to ANT, pudpodc avantuéng e eAMvikrg okovopiag yia to 2014
(0,6%), AapPavovtag undyr toug emPBarlopEVOUS QOPOUG KaL TEAT TNV evEpyela 1Eow TV Slagopev pudilopevey xpenoewy (tthog
ATTE, Sikaiopata pinaev, Eidikog dopog Katavahworg, xpedoeig yia AETIA kot AESOA, OIIA, ypeaoeis Ynnpeoiov Kowrg Qgéletag)
niou kadiotolv akpifr Ty tapaywyn;

2. Thotever 6T 1) diati)pnor] TG AEITOUPYLAG TV TAPAYOYIKGY SOHAMY, 1] AVAKARYT TG OLKOVOUIAG KL 1] IPOGEAKUGT] EMEVOUGEWV Eival
EQIKTEG OTAV 1) Popoloyikr] emfapuvon oe ayadd kat mpates UAeg mielel T myon; dewpel o eivar duvatdv va emfiwocer (tdoo
paMov va avartuydei) 1 eNnvikr] Propnyavia pe autd To UTEPHETPO evepyelakd kootog (moAamhaoto tou kadapol KOOToug
TAPAYOYNG EVEPYELAQ);

Anavrion tou k. Rehn €€ ovopatog g Emtponrg
(27 defpovapiov 2014)

Topgova pe g gdwonwpvés mpoPAéyes g Enrtponnc yia to 2013, 1 ENAada avapévetar va enavékdel o detikn etrota avamtuén g
TaEng Tou +0,6% 10 2014. H katafoli An&inpodespov ogehav g kufépvnong, n taxutepn anoppognon nopwv e EE kar me ETEn péow
G enavévaping oNpavIKov mpoypappdtey, kadog kat 1 dadikasia avakepaatonoinong Tev tpanelov avapévetar va cupfalovy oty
QpoT) TV TEPLOPLOOY PEUCTOTNTAG Ko 0T oTpiEn Twv enevdvoewy To 2014. EmmAéov, mpofhénetar 0w o1 e€aywyéc Ja amotelésouv
Baoucr kvrpra Suvapn yia v avamtuén kupleg péce tev e00dwv and Tov Touptopd kat Tig diedveig Vakacotes HeTapop.

Ot evepyelakes damaves emfaplivouv onpaviikd T00o TG ENAVIKEG 000 Kkat TG eupondikés etaipeies. H avtipetonion avtoy tou
npofMjpatog anotelel évav amd TOUG OTOXOUG TOU TIPOYPAMRHATOS TPOGAPHOYNG, HeTall aM\wv, pe To avorypa kat v avénon e
QVTOYGVIOTIKOTITAG TV EVEPYELAKGY ayop®v. QoTO00, Ol HEGEG MAVIKEG TIHEG AEKTPIKNG evépyelag yia Propnyavikn katavawon oty
EA\da kupaivovtat kovtd ota enineda tou euponaikou pécou Opou (3). Mohovot ot evepyetakes dandves Sradpapaticouv faotkd poko oty
QVTOYVIOTIKOTI|TA, OMHAVTIKT ENOPACT aokoUV EMIONG TO KOGTOG TNG EPYAOLAC, Ol EPTOPIKEG TOMTIKES Kat Ot MEPLPANNOVTIKEG UTOYPEDTELS.
Ano aut) Ty anoyr), afilel va onpelwdel OTL TO OVOHACTIKO avi HOvAda KOOTOG Epyaciag, To 0molo ouvioTd BacikO OTOLYEID TOU KOOTOUG
napayeyne, peednke katd -8,1% v nepiodo 2009-2012, petatd ahav, yapn otg dapdpotikés petappudpicels oty ayopd pyactac,
v 1 pelwon aut tpopAénetat va gddoel ot -15,6% v mepiodo 2009-2015 (¢donwpweg npoPAéyets e Emtponng yia to 2013). Orev
\oyo petdoets, oe ouvduaopo pe tig StapdpeTikés petappudpice Tou agopouLy TiG ayopis mpoiovtay, cupfailouvy ot peiwon twv Tpey. O
EvATK tou Nogpfptou tou 2013 () unoympnoe katd -2,9% oe etrjota faon.

H olokhipwor) te ecwtepikic ayopds evépyelag kat 1) Slapkns E1pact] oty evepyelakn) anodoor), cupgova pe ) vopodeoia e EE, Ja eivar
0 TAEOV AMOTENEGHATIKOG TPOTOG Yia TN Pelwon) TV evepyetakmy danavav kat ) fektioon e aviayeviotikottag. EmmAéov, n ENAGda
aviker ota kpatn pen ta onoia dadétouy diaitepa mepipia feltinong tou oxediaopo twv mepifalhoviikay opwv (4.

http://bit.ly/PxoPRI
TInyn: Tpipnviaia €kdeon yia Tig EUPOMEIKES ayOpeG NAEKTPLKIG EVEPYELAG, TOROG 6, TelXog 2, 0. 27 — I'A Evépyetag — Seltepo Tpipmvo tou 2013.
Evappoviopévor Seikteg Tipav katavahwt.
Euponaikr Enrtpor (201 3): dopoloyikés petappudpioels ota kparm pekn me EE 2013, 6. 75.
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Question for written answer E-013078/13
to the Commission
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas (PPE)
(18 November 2013)

Subject: Loss of competitiveness in Greece due to rising energy costs

Excessively high energy costs are holding back enhanced competitiveness in Greece, creating a hostile environment for many local
businesses and potential foreign investors. In many cases, energy costs account for up to 50% of total turnover costs for industrial
units. For energy-intensive industries, electricity prices can amount to EUR 70 per MWh, when, in units of a similar size in large
economies such as Germany or France, prices are around EUR 49 and EUR 42 respectively. According to Eurostat data, Greece has
the highest prices in the EU for natural gas (EUR 5.23 per KWh). Excise duty accounts for 10% of the final price. In the medium-size
category, to which most enterprises belong, costs are close to 160% higher than in the EU, according to leading figures in local
industry. The rate for enterprises remains at 26%, whilst in other central European countries it is much lower. At the same time, the
European Commission ranks Greece as the country with the highest increase in the tax burden in the EU in 2012, with a rise of about
3.9% compared to 2011. The corresponding increase in the other Member States was around 0.3%. At the same time, the
Commission recommends increasing VAT rates on natural gas and electricity, a move which will increase the final price by around
10% ().

Will the Commission answer the following:

1. How does it believe the growth rate forecast by the IMF for the Greek economy in 2014 (0.6%) will be achieved, after taking
into account the taxes and duties imposed on energy through the various regulated charges (renewable energy charge,
pollution allowances, excise duty, charges for the state gas and natural gas utilities, VAT, charges for services of general
interest) which are a heavy burden on the cost of production?

2. Does it believe that maintaining the operation of productive structures, the economic recovery and the attraction of
investment are feasible when the tax burden for goods and raw materials is placing pressure on demand? Does it believe that it
is possible for Greek industry to survive (let alone develop) with these excessive energy costs (which are several times greater
than the net cost of energy production)?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(27 February 2014)

The EC 2013 Autumn Forecast projects a return to positive annual growth of +0.6% in Greece for 2014. Repayment of government
arrears and the faster absorption of EU and EIB funds through the relaunch of major projects are expected to help alleviate liquidity
constraints and support investment in 2014, together with the bank recapitalisation process. Exports are also forecast to be a key
driver of growth, led by tourism revenues and international shipping.

Energy costs represent an important burden on Greek and European companies. One of the aims of the adjustment programme is to
address this issue by also opening up the energy markets and making them more competitive. However, the average retail electricity
prices in Greece for industrial consumers are roughly in line with the EU average (). While energy costs play an important role in
competitiveness, labour costs, trade policies and environmental obligations also have an effect on it. From this point of view, we note
that also due to structural reforms in the labour market, a key component of production costs, nominal unit labour costs, have
declined by -8.1% in 2009-2012 and should fall to -15.6% for 2009-2015 (EC 2013 Autumn Forecast). Combined with structural
reforms in the product markets, these cost declines are contributing to declining prices. The November 2013 HICP () fell by -2.9%
year-on-year.

The completion of the internal energy market and a continued focus on energy efficiency in line with EU legislation will be the most
effective way to reduce energy costs and improve competitiveness. Further, Greece is among the Member States with a particular
scope for improving the design of their environmental taxes (*).

http://bit.ly/PxoPRI
Source: Quarterly Report on European Electricity Markets, Volume 6, issue 2, p27 — DG Energy — Second quarter 2013.
Harmonised indices of consumer prices.
European Commission (2013): Tax reforms in EU Member States 2013, p75.
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Epdrnon pe aitnpa ypamtic andvinong E-013094/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(18 Nogpfipiou 2013)

O¢pa: Euponaikr vopodeoia kai idioktnoiako kadeotag Anpoociov Opyaviopdv

Agdopgvov twv cofapiv aviidpacewv mou onpeiwvovtar oty Kompo, Aoyw ty empovig g tpoika yia diwtikonoinon kepdogopwv
Anpooiwv (Hppatikav) Opyaviopov, epetdta ) Emtpon:

Ynapyer onotadrnote mpovola 1 unoxpéwor) otr) vopodesia/kavoviopougs g EE mou va emPallet ota kpat péhn oneg to 1doktmotako
Kkadeoths Anpociey Opyaviopev Kowng wgeleiag evar anapaitnTa 1wTKo;

Andvtorn tou . Rehn €€ ovopatog g Enrtpomiic
(24 defpouvapiov 2014)

O1 Zuvdrkeg e Evaorg dev npodikdatouv to kadeotag e 1dioktmoiag ota kparn péAn, BN. (apdpo 345 g TAEE).

H Emtponn) mapanépnet to AZidtipo Méhog ot déopeuon mou avéhafav ot kunpiakés apyés tov Maptio 2013, dtav enavaPefaiooav
«d€0p1EVOT] TOUG VA EMLTAYUVOULV TIG TPOOTIATELEG TOUG GTOUG TOHEIS TNG dNpoctovopkng eEuyiavonc, TV diapdpeTikay Hetappudpiceny Kol
™G 1dLwTiKomoinoney:

http:/fwww.consilium.europa.eufuedocs/cms_Data/docs/pressdata/en/ecofin/136487.pdf

Ynetduva va Sopyavavouv Tig diadikasies diwtikomoinong eivar ta kpatn péln, mpaviag anoAtteg to dikato e EE kar Aapfavovtag
unoyn T dedveig epmeipieg kar fekiotes mpaktikés. H andgaon 0oov agopd ta mepiovotakd ototyela tou Anpooiou 1) Tig dnpooteg
emiyelprjoelg mou da iwtkonomdovy, tov fadpd ka ™ oepd pe ™y omoia Ja diefaxdoluv ot ev Noyw wnkonomoeg Ja Angdel
amokAEIOTIKA Kat pOvov and Ta kpatn pél, agov Aedouy undyn ot S1agpopot MEPIOPICHOL MOV aVTIHETLTILOUV Kat Ol GTOXOL TOU Ta 1dia
gxouv déoet.

Supmnpopatkd ototyeia yia ) Sadikasia wtikonoinong oty Kimpo eivar Siodéoipa o e1d1xa Tprpata tov ekDECEOY CUPROPPWOTIC TOU
dnpooievovtar peta and kdde enaveéétaon. H tehevtaia ékdeon) Siartidetar oty akoloudn diebduvon:
http://ec.europa.cufeconomy_finance/publications/occasional_paper/2013/pdffocp169_en.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013094/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(18 November 2013)

Subject: European legislation and ownership of state organisations

Given the serious backlash in Cyprus to the Troika’s insistence on the privatisation of profit-making state (semi-governmental)
organisations, will the Commission say:

Is there any provision or obligation in EU legislation/regulations requiring Member States to ensure that public utilities should
necessarily be privately owned?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(24 February 2014)

The Union Treaties are neutral as regards the system of property ownership in the Member States, see (Article 345 of TFEU).

The Commission refers the Honourable Member to the commitment of Cyprus authorities from March 2013 when the Cypriot
authorities reaffirmed ‘their commitment to step up efforts in the areas of fiscal consolidation, structural reforms and privatisation
http:/[www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_Data/docs/pressdata/en/ecofin/136487.pdf

The responsibility to organise privatisation processes belongs to Member States, acting in full compliance with EC law, and taking
into account international experiences and last practices. The choice of what, how far and in which sequence public assets or
companies should be privatised is the exclusive result of the Cyprus authorities’ decision, taking in to account the various constraints
they face and objectives they set for themselves.

Further information on the privatisation process in Cyprus is available in dedicated sections of the compliance reports published
after each review. The latest report is available at:
http://ec.europa.cu/economy_finance/publications/occasional_paper/2013/pdffocp169_en.pdf
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013111/13
an die Kommission
Jutta Steinruck (S&D)
(18. November 2013)

Betrifft: Konzessionsrichtlinie

Aufgrund einiger Presseberichte und nach Gesprachen mit Vertreterinnen und Vertretern der Landesregierung Rheinland-Pfalz gibt
es einige Unklarheiten beziiglich der Konzessionsrichtlinie ('), insbesondere bei der Frage der europaweiten Ausschreibung von
Krankentransporten.

1.  Missen Krankentransporte kiinftig europaweit ausgeschrieben werden?

2. Wird ein Unterschied zwischen Krankentransporten und Patiententransporten gemacht? Wenn ja, welche Regelungen gelten
jeweils?

Antwort von Herrn Barnier im Namen der Kommission
(21. Februar 2014)

Nach dem Vorschlag fiir eine Richtlinie iiber die Konzessionsvorgabe, auf den sich die Mitgesetzgeber inzwischen geeinigt haben,
sind Krankentransporte, die von Organisationen oder Vereinigungen ohne Erwerbszweck durchgefithrt werden, vom
Geltungsbereich ausgenommen. In diesem Fall findet die Richtliche keine Anwendung auf die erbrachten Leistungen. Die Vorschrift
soll den besonderen Charakter solcher Organsationen und Vereinigungen wahren, aber nicht iiber das unbedingt Notwendige
hinausgehen. Daher fallen gewerbsmissig durchgefiihrte Krankentransporte unter die in der Richtlinie vorgesehene ,vereinfachte
Regelung* (siche Artikel 17).

Die gleichen Bestimmungen der Richtlinie werden auch fiir den Einsatz von Krankenwagen zur Patientenbeférderung gelten, selbst
wenn solche Leistungen von Organisationen oder Vereinigungen ohne Erwerbszweck erbracht werden. Die Patientenbeforderung
stellt eine spezifische Untergruppe der Krankentransportleistungen dar und besteht ausschlieflich darin, Patienten im Krankenwagen
zu befordern (wihrend die anderen Krankentransportdienste auch verschiedene medizinische oder paramedizinische Leistungen
umfassen).

Bei der Vergabe von Dienstleistungen, die unter die vereinfachte Regelung fallen, muss die Vergabebehorde oder -stelle lediglich eine
Vorinformation veréffentlichen.

() KOM(2011)0897.
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Question for written answer E-013111/13
to the Commission
Jutta Steinruck (S&D)
(18 November 2013)

Subject: Concessions Directive

Based on a few press reports, and following talks with representatives of the Government of the German State of Rhineland-
Palatinate, there are a few matters relating to the Concessions Directive (') that are unclear, in particular with regard to the question of
putting ambulance services out to tender throughout Europe.

1. Will ambulance services have to be put out to tender throughout Europe in future?

2. Willadistinction be made between ambulance services and patient transport services? If so, what rules will apply in each case?

Answer given by Mr Barnier on behalf of the Commission
(21 February 2014)

According to the proposal for the directive on the award of concession contracts as now agreed between the co-legislators,
ambulance services are excluded from its scope provided that they are performed by non-profit organisations or associations.
Therefore, in this case, the directive will not apply to such services. This rule aims at preserving the particular nature of non-profit
organisations or associations and should not be extended beyond what is strictly necessary. For this reason the directive’s provisions
concerning the so-called light regime’ (see its Article 17) shall apply to ambulance services performed by commercial organisations.

The same provisions of the directive shall also apply to services the provision of patient transport ambulance services, even if such
services are performed by non-profit organisations or associations. These patient transport ambulance services are a specific sub-
category of ambulance services, consisting in pure transport of patients by ambulance (while the other ambulance services include
various services of medical or para-medical nature).

When awarding a concession for services falling within the Jight regime’, the contracting authority or entity will only have to publish
a prior information notice.

() COM(2011)0897.
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013212/13
ala Comision
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(21 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Evaluacion del riesgo de la deuda publica

Desde el estallido de la crisis del euro, y en especial después de la quita sobre la deuda ptiblica griega, ha existido una cierta tendencia
a la renacionalizacién de los mercados de deuda ptiblica en los Estados mds afectados por la crisis. Los bancos de cada Estado han
multiplicado las compras de deuda publica «nacional». Asi ha sido, por ejemplo, en el Estado espafiol, donde los bancos han
aumentado su exposicion a la deuda ptiblica hasta llegar a mds de 250 000 millones de euros.

Parece que recientemente el BCE se ha posicionado puiblicamente para que la deuda publica no esté libre de riesgo en las pruebas de
solvencia (stress test) a las que se someterd la banca europea (').

A la luz de lo anterior, squé opina la Comisién sobre la posibilidad de que la deuda publica no compute como un activo libre de
riesgo en las pruebas de solvencia?

¢Cree la Comisién que computar la deuda publica como activo libre de riesgo puede incentivar que algunos bancos multipliquen su
exposicion a ella —como ha sucedido— y perjudiquen su solvencia en caso de una nueva quita de deuda publica?

¢Cree la Comision que no computar la deuda publica como activo libre de riesgo mandaria un mensaje de credibilidad a los mercados
y alos inversores?

Respuesta del Sr. Rehn en nombre de la Comisién
(21 de febrero de 2014)

Como ha publicado recientemente la ABE y el BCE (%), en la evaluacion global y la prueba de resistencia a nivel de la UE que se
realizardn préximamente, las exposiciones a la deuda ptblica en la cartera mantenida hasta el vencimiento serdn tratadas del mismo
modo que otras exposiciones crediticias en esta cartera, esto es, se calculard el impacto de los escenarios en los pardmetros de pérdida
e impago, lo que dard lugar a unas mayores provisiones. Mientras tanto, los mismos tipos de valores mobiliarios en los activos
financieros realizables y las carteras «mantenidas para negociar» se ajustaran al valor del mercado, de conformidad con el escenario
empleado. Aunque para los activos financieros realizables se respetardn los filtros prudenciales previstos en el Reglamento sobre
requisitos de capital (RRC), se divulgard integramente el impacto de su desmantelamiento gradual sobre las exposiciones a la deuda
publica. Ademds, también se divulgardn integramente las exposiciones a la deuda puablica de los bancos, y sus respectivos
vencimientos.

De conformidad con las directivas sobre requisitos de capital vigentes en la Unién Europea hasta el final de 2013, el riesgo de la
deuda soberana denominada en la moneda nacional es igual a cero. Sin embargo, podrian aparecer cargas de capital mds elevadas si
los bancos utilizan sus modelos internos. Por otro lado, los bancos podrian establecer provisiones para posibles pérdidas en sus
titulos de deuda publica. Con arreglo a la nueva Directiva y el nuevo Reglamento sobre requisitos de capital (DRC IV/RRC) que son
aplicables desde el 1 de enero de 2014, el régimen de la deuda soberana no ha cambiado dentro de la UE. El RRC se basa en el marco
de capital de Basilea. La Comision seguird estrechamente cualquier iniciativa a este respecto.

() http://www.elconfidencial.com/empresas/2013-11-19/el-bce-abre-la-puerta-a-penalizar-las-fuertes-posiciones-de-la-banca-en-deuda-publica_56107/
()  https:/[www.eba.europa.eu/documents/10180/563711/Communication+on-+the+2014+EU-wide+stress+test.pdf
http:/[www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/other/notecomprehensiveassessment201402en.pdf?120cf5522a79fe 53cd 30a54aaf34f55d
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Question for written answer E-013212/13
to the Commission
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(21 November 2013)

Subject: Assessment of the public debt risk

Since the outbreak of the euro crisis, and particularly since the write-off of Greece’s public debt, there has been a trend towards
renationalising the public debt markets of the States most affected by the crisis. Banks in each of these States have increased their
purchases of ‘national’ public debt. This has been the case in Spain, for example, where the banks have increased their exposure to
public debt to the tune of more than 250 billion Euros.

Recently, it appears that the ECB has taken a public view that public debt should not be deemed risk-free in the stress tests it is due to
undergo () .

In view of the above, what does the Commission think of the possibility that public debt might not be viewed as a risk-free asset in
the stress tests?

Does the Commission believe that viewing public debt as a risk-free asset might encourage some banks to increase their exposure to
it -as has occurred- and that they might be jeopardising their solvency in the event of a new write-off of public debt?

Does the Commission believe that not viewing public debt as a risk-free asset would send a message of credibility to the markets and
to investors?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(21 February 2014)

As recently published by the EBA and the ECB (%), for the forthcoming comprehensive assessment and EU-wide stress test, sovereign
exposures in the held-to-maturity portfolio will be treated in the same way as other credit exposures in that portfolio, i.e. the impact
of the scenarios on the loss and default parameters will be calculated and will result in larger provisions. Meanwhile the same types of
securities in the available-for-sale (AFS) and held-for-trading portfolios will be marked-to-market, in line with the scenario employed.
Although prudential filters envisaged in the CRR will be respected for the AFS, the impact of the gradual their phasing-out on
sovereign exposures will be fully disclosed. In addition, bank holdings of sovereign exposures, and their respective maturities, will
also be disclosed in full.

Under the applicable capital requirements directives in the European Union in place until the end of 2013 the risk charge for
sovereign debt denominated in domestic currency is zero. However, higher capital charges could arise derived from banks using their
internal models. In addition, banks could set aside loss provisions for their holdings of government debt. Under the new capital
requirements directive and regulation (CRD IV/CRR) that is applicable from 1 January 2014 the treatment of sovereign debt in EU
has not changed. The CRR framework is based on the Basle capital framework. The Commission will closely monitor any initiative in
this respect.

() http://www.elconfidencial.com/empresas/2013-11-19/el-bce-abre-la-puerta-a-penalizar-las-fuertes-posiciones-de-la-banca-en-deuda-publica_56107/
()  https:/[www.eba.europa.eu/documents/10180/563711/Communication+on-+the+2014+EU-wide+stress+test.pdf
http:/[www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/other/notecomprehensiveassessment201402en.pdf?120cf5522a79fe 53cd 30a54aaf34f55d
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013299/13
ala Comision
Willy Meyer (GUE/NGL)
(22 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Anteproyecto de Ley de Seguridad Ciudadana de Espafia

El Gobierno de Espafia ha planteado un primer anteproyecto de Ley de Seguridad Ciudadana que supone una peligrosa limitacién de
los derechos fundamentales de la ciudadania y una criminalizacion de la protesta pacifica en el pais.

La Constitucién espaflola garantiza el derecho a la protesta pacifica sin condicionarlo a la autorizacién de ninguna autoridad. Esta
propuesta plantea sanciones de hasta 600 000 euros para los convocantes de protestas pacificas, al ser consideradas como
infracciones muy graves, asi como la grabacién de imdgenes de fuerzas de seguridad. Grabaciones de este tipo han constituido
pruebas fundamentales en recientes procedimientos judiciales, como el recientemente abierto contra los Mossos de Escuadra por el
asesinato de un empresario en Barcelona.

El Gobierno de Espafia trata de detener el elevado niimero de manifestaciones que se producen en el pais a través de la disuasion y del
miedo a unas duras sanciones. Sin embargo, las movilizaciones sociales en Espafia pueden ser calificadas como unas de las mds
pacificas del continente, pues, de las 4 000 manifestaciones que se produjeron el afio pasado en Madrid, tan solo 10 terminaron en
altercados violentos. Por esto, los movimientos sociales han denominado esta ley «Ley Anti 15 M», puesto que también penaliza con
sanciones muy graves acciones popularizadas por participantes en este movimiento, como pueden ser los escraches a politicos. En
un contexto en el que Espafia ha sido denunciada por la OSCE, Amnistia Internacional y otras muchas organizaciones por la
represion que el Gobierno lleva a cabo y la falta de transparencia al respecto, esta ley pretende limitar atin mds las libertades
fundamentales de los espafioles.

¢Conoce la Comisi6n el anteproyecto de Ley de Seguridad Ciudadana que prepara el Gobierno de Espafia?

¢Piensa solicitar informacién al Gobierno de Espafia para comprobar que este anteproyecto se ajusta a lo dispuesto en la citada Carta?

Respuesta de la Sra. Reding en nombre de la Comisién
(24 de febrero de 2014)

La Comision remite a sus respuestas a las preguntas E-013929/2013 y E-13763/2013/rev1.
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Question for written answer E-013299/13
to the Commission
Willy Meyer (GUE/NGL)
(22 November 2013)

Subject: Draft Citizen Safety Law in Spain

The Spanish Government has proposed an initial draft Citizen Safety Law that represents a dangerous limitation on citizens’
fundamental rights and a criminalisation of peaceful protest in the country.

The Spanish Constitution guarantees the right to peaceful protest without requiring it to be subject to authorisation from any
authority. The proposal suggests penalties of up to EUR 600 000 for the organisers of peaceful protests, to be considered very
serious offences, as well as the recording of images by security forces. Recordings of this kind have constituted key evidence in recent
court proceedings, such as in the case recently opened against the Catalonian police force (Mossos de Escuadra) for the murder of a
businessman in Barcelona.

The Spanish Government is attempting to put a stop to the high numbers of demonstrations occurring in the country by means of
dissuasion and invoking a fear of harsh penalties. However, social mobilisation in Spain can be regarded as one of the most peaceful
in the continent since, out of the 4 000 demonstrations that took place in Madrid last year, only 10 resulted in violent altercations.
Consequently, social movements have named this law the ‘Anti 15-M Law’, as it also punishes actions popularised by participants of
this movement with very serious sanctions, such as public demonstrations against politicians, known as escraches in Spain [an
escrache is a type of demonstration in which protestors go to the home or workplace of those they want to condemn in order to
influence decision-makers into a certain course of action]. In a context in which Spain has been condemned by the OSCE, Amnesty
International and many other organisations for the repression that the Government is unleashing and the lack of transparency in this
regard, this law intends to further limit the fundamental freedoms of the Spanish people.

Is the Commission aware of the draft Citizen Safety Law that is being prepared by the Spanish Government?

Does it intend to request information from the Spanish Government to ensure that this draft law complies with the abovementioned
Charter?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(24 February 2014)

The Commission refers to its replies concerning questions E-013929/2013 and E-13763/2013rev1.
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013315/13
ala Comision
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(25 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Cdlculo de la morosidad en el sector bancario

El Banco de Espaiia publicé el martes los datos de morosidad de bancos, cajas, cooperativas y establecimientos financieros de crédito
que operan en nuestro pais correspondientes al mes de septiembre de 2013. La cifra agregada ascendi6 al 12,68 % sobre el total de
financiacion crediticia concedida, esto es, 187 830 millones de euros, el volumen mds alto desde que el supervisor compila estos
datos.

Aun asi, algunos analistas consideran que la morosidad podrfa ser mucho mads alta, llegando hasta un 17 % del total si se
contabilizaran también todos los activos con riesgo (*).

En préximas fechas se desarrollard el Asset Quality Review del Banco Central Europeo para conocer el estado real de la banca
europea que pasard bajo su supervision.

Alaluz de todo lo anterior,

¢Conoce la Comision estos cdlculos de morosidad en el sector bancario espafiol? sCree que deberfan ser tenidos en cuenta para
definir el método de célculo del Asset Quality Review?

¢No cree la Comision que es preferible conocer cuanto antes el estado real del sector bancario espafiol?

Respuesta del Sr. Rehn en nombre de la Comisién
(24 de febrero de 2014)

La Comisién sigue muy estrechamente la evolucién de la calidad de los activos y de los préstamos no productivos en el sector
bancario espafiol, ya que se trata de indicadores importantes de la solvencia y la viabilidad a largo plazo de los bancos espaiioles.

La evaluacion (%) llevada a cabo en la revisién final del programa de ayuda financiera para la recapitalizacién de las entidades
financieras en Espaifia indica que la situacién de solvencia de los bancos se ha mantenido en general sin graves problemas hasta la
fecha, tras la recapitalizacién de parte del sector bancario, la transferencia de activos a la SAREB y los resultados globalmente
positivos en cuanto a los beneficios en 2013. Las recientes medidas legislativas sobre los activos por impuestos diferidos deben
apoyar la solvencia del sector bancario con arreglo a las nuevas normas de la UE sobre los requisitos de capital. Espaiia tiene que
seguir supervisando estrechamente el funcionamiento y la estabilidad del sector bancario. Siguen siendo cruciales unos andlisis
detallados de la solvencia y la resistencia a las crisis del sector bancario espaiiol. Esto también es importante para garantizar una
adecuada preparacion de la préxima evaluacion de los balances de los bancos por el BCE y la prueba de resistencia de la ABE en el
periodo previo al inicio del Mecanismo Unico de Supervision. Por otra parte, los bancos y las autoridades espafiolas tienen que estar
dispuestos a hacer frente a los posibles déficits de capital que pueda revelar la evaluacion global del BCE. El BCE y la ABE fijan los
parametros de estas actividades.

() http://blogs.elconfidencial.com/economia/valor-anadido/2013-11-20/no-es-un-13-sino-un-17-asi-se-esconde-la-morosidad-en-espana_56417/
()  Financial Assistance Programme for the Recapitalisation of Financial Institutions in Spain . Fifth Review — Winter 2014, European Economy, Occasional Papers 170, enero
de 2014. http:/[ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/publications/occasional_paper/2014/op170_en.htm
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Question for written answer E-013315/13
to the Commission
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(25 November 2013)

Subject: Calculation of the default rate in the banking sector

On Tuesday the Bank of Spain published data on the default rate for banks, savings banks, credit unions and financial credit
institutions that operate in Spain, for September 2013. The aggregate figure amounted to 12.68% of the total amount of loan
financing granted, EUR 187.830 billion, the highest level since the supervisor began compiling this data.

Even so, some analysts believe that default rate could be much higher, reaching up to 17% of the total if all risky assets are accounted

for (!).

In the near future the European Central Bank will carry out the Asset Quality Review in order to establish the true state of European
banks that will come under its supervision.

Is the Commission aware of these default rate calculations in the Spanish banking sector? Does it believe that these should be taken
into account in order to determine the calculation method of the Asset Quality Review?

Does the Commission not think that it would be preferable to know the true state of the Spanish banking sector as soon as possible?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(24 February 2014)

The Commission follows very closely the development of asset quality and non-performing loans in the Spanish banking sector, as
these are important indicators for the solvency and long-term viability of Spanish banks.

The assessment (*) made in the final review of the Financial Assistance Programme for the Recapitalisation of Financial Institutions in
Spain has been that the solvency position of banks has remained broadly comfortable after the recapitalisation of parts of the
banking sector, the transfer of assets to Sareb and overall positive earnings results over 2013 so far. The recent legislative measures
on deferred tax assets should support the solvency of the banking sector under the new EU rules on capital requirements. Spain needs
to continue monitoring closely the operation and stability of the banking sector. Continued in-depth diagnostics of the shock
resilience and solvency of the Spanish banking sector remain vital. This is also important in order to ensure a proper preparation of
the pending assessment of banks” balance sheets by the ECB and the EBA’s stress test in the run up to the start of the Single
Supervisory Mechanism. Moreover, the banks and the Spanish authorities need to stand ready to deal with any capital shortfalls that
the ECB’s comprehensive assessment may reveal. The parameters for these exercises are set by ECB/EBA.

() http://blogs.elconfidencial.com/economia/valor-anadido/2013-11-20/no-es-un-13-sino-un-17-asi-se-esconde-la-morosidad-en-espana_56417/
()  Financial Assistance Programme for the Recapitalisation of Financial Institutions in Spain. Fifth Review — Winter 2014, European Economy, Occasional Papers 170,
January 2014. http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/publications/occasional_paper/2014/op170_en.htm
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013336/13
ala Comision
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(25 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Pesca costera artesanal — Vedas

La propuesta del Parlamento no incorpora explicitamente las vedas impuestas en el marco de los planes de gestion adoptados segiin
el Reglamento (CE) n° 1967/2006, conocido como Reglamento de pesca del Mediterrdneo, a diferencia de los planes plurianuales de
las pesquerias atlanticas, que si estan reconocidos.

Alaluz delo expuesto y teniendo en cuenta lo aprobado en sesién parlamentaria el 23 de octubre de 2013:

1. Creela Comisién que no es correcto que el Reglamento (CE) n° 1967/2006 establezca un vinculo entre los planes de gestién y
las vedas bioldgicas?

2. ¢Por qué se diferencia el trato de las vedas bioldgicas segtin estas se produzcan en el océano Atlantico o en el mar
Mediterrdneo?

Respuesta de la Sra. Damanaki en nombre de la Comisién
(27 de febrero de 2014)

La Comisi6én no considera que el Reglamento (CE) n° 1967/2006 del Consejo (Reglamento del Mediterraneo) establezca un vinculo
directo entre los planes de gestion y los periodos de veda. El Reglamento del Mediterrdneo hace referencia explicita al Reglamento
(CE) n° 2371/2002 del Consejo, donde los periodos de veda se citan como ejemplo de medidas técnicas que pueden incluirse en los
planes de gestion. El recientemente adoptado Reglamento (UE) n° 1380/2013 del Parlamento Europeo y del Consejo sobre la politica
pesquera comdn, que deroga el Reglamento (CE) n° 2371/2002 del Consejo, sigue contemplando, en su articulo 7, apartado 2, los
periodos de veda entre las posibles medidas técnicas.

La Comisién considera que los periodos de veda son un instrumento dtil para proteger los recursos pesqueros (por ejemplo, la
agrupacion temporal de peces en periodo de freza). Como tales, pueden incluirse en los planes de gestion adoptados por los Estados
miembros en el marco del Reglamento del Mediterrdneo o en los planes plurianuales que adopte la Unién Europea en todas las
cuencas maritimas europeas. En este sentido, la Comisién no comparte la opinién de Su Sefioria sobre la discrepancia en cuanto al
tratamiento que reciben los periodos de veda en el Atldntico y en el Mediterrdneo.
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Question for written answer E-013336/13
to the Commission
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(25 November 2013)

Subject: Small scale coastal fishing — closed seasons

Parliament’s proposal does not explicitly incorporate the closed seasons enforced within the framework of the management plans
adopted according to Regulation (EC) No 1967/2006, known as the Mediterranean Fisheries Regulation, unlike the multiannual
plans of the Atlantic fisheries, which do indeed recognise them.

In view of the above and taking into account what was approved in the plenary sitting of 23 October 2013:

1. Does the Commission consider it incorrect that regulation (EC) No 1967/2006 establishes a link between the management
plans and the closed fishing seasons?

2. Why is there a discrepancy in the way in which closed fishing seasons are dealt with depending on whether they occur in the
Atlantic Ocean or the Mediterranean Sea?

Answer given by Ms Damanaki on behalf of the Commission
(27 February 2014)

The Commission does not consider that Council Regulation (EC) No 1967/2006 (the Mediterranean Regulation) establishes a direct
link between management plans and closed fishing seasons. The Mediterranean Regulation explicitly refers to Council Regulation
(EC) No 2371/2002, where closed fishing seasons are listed as an example of technical measures that may be included in
management plans. The newly adopted Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
common fisheries policy, repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 2371/2002, still refers to closed fishing periods among possible
technical measures in its Article 7(2).

The Commission considers that closed fishing seasons are a useful tool to protect fishery resources (e.g. temporary aggregation of
spawning fish). As such, they may be included in management plans adopted by Member States within the framework of the
Mediterranean Regulation or in multiannual plans to be adopted by the European Union in all European basins. In this sense, the
Commission does not share the view of the Honourable Member that there is a discrepancy in the way closed seasons are dealt with
in the Atlantic or in the Mediterranean.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013365/13
ala Commission
Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL)
(25 novembre 2013)

Objet: Les nouveaux traités de M™ Merkel

On apprend, par un article du Spiegel, qu’Angela Merkel prépare un nouveau projet de modification des traités européens. Ce projet,
en préparation au ministére fédéral allemand des finances, viserait a renforcer le pouvoir de coercition de la Commission pour faire
respecter les engagements budgétaires des pays de la zone euro. Les Ftats seraient donc encore davantage privés de leurs
souverainetés économique et fiscale.

Ce projet propose de faire respecter «des contrats» aupres des pays pour «améliorer leur compétitivité» et «especter leurs
engagements budgétaires», C’est-a-dire les réformes structurelles et les politiques d’ajustement mis en place dans le cadre des plans de
soutien accordés aux pays en difficulté financiere depuis 2010. Il s'agit donc de renforcer des traités (Lisbonne, MES, TSCG) qui ont
déja fait la preuve de leur inefficacité. Quand s'arrétera cette fuite en avant dans une direction néolibérale, qui conduit 'Union
européenne a la dislocation? Quelle réussite concrete justifie un tel acharnement a appliquer des recettes qui n’ont occasionné que
des destructions jusqu’a ce jour?

Nous avons déja constaté la responsabilité de l'insistance de M™ Merkel, agissant au nom du gouvernement allemand, dans
l'adoption du TSCG et du MES. C'est aussi une nouvelle structuration de 'Europe que propose Berlin, qui suggére dans son projet de
construire la zone euro autour du modele allemand. L'idée est que chaque pays qui dispose de I'euro fonde son modéle économique
sur les exportations et non plus sur la demande intérieure afin de dégager des excédents commerciaux et courant. L'Union
européenne n'a-t-elle donc pas d'autres perspectives que de s'aligner sur un modéle par définition impossible a généraliser et qui se
construit sur la prédation des autres pays?

Réponse donnée par M. Rehn au nom de la Commission
(24 février 2014)

Dans ses conclusions des 19 et 20 décembre 2013, le Conseil européen a fourni des orientations concernant les partenariats pour la
croissance, I'emploi et la compétitivité. Ces conclusions invitent le président du Conseil européen, agissant en étroite coopération
avec le président de la Commission européenne, a poursuivre les travaux sur un systeéme d’arrangements contractuels arrétés d'un
commun accord et de mécanismes de solidarité associés, et a faire rapport au Conseil européen en octobre 2014.

Sagissant de la situation économique, les défis en matiére d’ajustement différent d’'un pays a l'autre. Dans de nombreux cas, la crise a
entrainé une forte augmentation du chomage, et le défi est de renouer avec une croissance durable et la création d’emplois. La
stratégie différenciée est exposée en détail dans «'examen annuel de la croissance» et dans le «semestre européen».
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Question for written answer E-013365/13
to the Commission
Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL)
(25 November 2013)

Subject: Ms Merkel's new Treaties

According to an article in Der Spiegel, Angela Merkel is preparing a new draft amendment to the European Treaties. The draft, which
is being prepared at the German Federal Ministry of Finance, reportedly aims to strengthen the Commission’s power to enforce the
budgetary commitments of countries in the euro area. The States therefore look set to lose even more of their economic and fiscal
sovereignty.

The draft proposes to make the countries abide by ‘contracts’ in order to ‘improve their competitiveness’ and ‘uphold their budgetary
commitments’ — in other words the structural reforms and adjustment policies implemented as part of the support plans provided
to countries in financial difficulty since 2010. The aim, therefore, is to strengthen the Treaties (the Treaty of Lisbon, the Treaty
establishing the European Stability Mechanism (ESM) and the Treaty on Stability, Coordination and Governance (TSCG)), which have
already proven to be ineffective. When will we see an end to this headlong flight towards neoliberalism, which is leading to the break-
up of the European Union? Which particular achievement justifies this kind of determination to apply formulas that have so far only
been destructive?

We have already seen how the insistence of Ms Merkel, acting on behalf of the German Government, led to the adoption of the TSCG
and the ESM. Berlin is also proposing a new structure for Europe, and has suggested in its draft that the euro area should be built
around the German model. The idea is that each country with the euro should base its economic model on exports rather than on
internal demand, as at present, in order to run trade and current account surpluses. Is it the case, therefore, that the European Union’s
only option for the future is to follow a model that, by definition, is impossible to apply universally and which consists in preying on
other countries?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(24 February 2014)

In its conclusions from 19/20 December 2013, the European Council gave orientations regarding the Partnerships for Growth, Jobs
and Competitiveness. It invited the President of the European Council, in close cooperation with the President of the European
Commission, to carry work forward on the system of mutually agreed contractual arrangements and associated solidarity
mechanisms for October 2014.

Concerning economic developments, the adjustment challenges differ across countries. In many cases the crisis has led to high
unemployment and the challenge is now to return to sustainable growth and job creation. The differentiated strategy is laid out in
detail in the Annual Growth Survey and the European Semester.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013380/13
alla Commissione
Phil Prendergast (S&D), Sirpa Pietikidinen (PPE) e Sergio Gaetano Cofferati (S&D)
(26 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Chiusura di un concessionario di automobili

Nel caso in cui un concessionario di automobili chiuda, pud la Commissione chiarire quali responsabilita un distributore e/o un
costruttore possa assumere o declinare nei confronti del proprietario del veicolo?

Risposta di Viviane Reding a nome della Commissione
(20 febbraio 2014)

La garanzia legale di cui alla direttiva 1999/44/CE ¢ valida solo nei confronti del venditore, ossia I'operatore commerciale con cui &
stato concluso il contratto di vendita. Il diritto dell'Unione europea non disciplina i casi in cui un operatore commerciale cessi le
attivita, ad esempio in seguito a fallimento.

Spetta esclusivamente al giudice nazionale stabilire se il consumatore possa, per avanzare le proprie rivendicazioni, comprese quelle
che si basano sulla garanzia legale di cui alla direttiva 1999/44/CE, rivolgersi ai venditori che sono intervenuti a monte nella stessa
catena contrattuale o presso il costruttore, ove il venditore non risulti piti disponibile.

Tuttavia, a prescindere dai diritti previsti dalla direttiva, ¢ possibile che il produttore abbia volontariamente offerto al consumatore
una garanzia commerciale. Le condizioni di quest'ultimo e in particolare la portata degli impegni dell'operatore commerciale
dipendono dal contratto di vendita, dalla dichiarazione di garanzia allegata e dalla relativa pubblicita.
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Kirjallisesti vastattava kysymys E-013380/13
komissiolle
Phil Prendergast (S&D), Sirpa Pietikiinen (PPE) ja Sergio Gaetano Cofferati (S&D)
(26. marraskuuta 2013)

Aihe: Autoliikkeen toiminnan loppuminen

Voiko komissio selventdd, mistd automerkin edustaja ja/tai valmistaja on velvollinen vastaamaan ja mistd ei, tilanteessa, jossa
autoliike on lopettanut toimintansa?

Viviane Redingin komission puolesta antama vastaus
(20. helmikuuta 2014)

Direktiivilld 1999/44/EY sdannelty lakisddteinen takuu on voimassa ainoastaan myyjén eli sen elinkeinonharjoittajan suhteen, jonka
kanssa kauppasopimus tehdddn. EUn lainsdddinto ei kata tapauksia, joissa liikkkeenharjoittaja lopettaa toimintansa (esimerkiksi
tekee konkurssin).

Jasenvaltioiden on maddriteltdvd omassa lainsdddinnossddn, voiko kuluttaja esittdd vaateita sopimusketjun alkupidin myyjille tai
valmistajalle, jos myyjin ei voida ottaa yhteyttd. Tima koskee myos mahdollisia direktiivin 1999/44/EY soveltamisalaan kuuluvia
lakisaiteisia takuita.

Direktiivin mukaisista oikeuksista riippumatta valmistaja on kuitenkin saattanut vapaachtoisesti tarjota kuluttajalle my6s kaupallisen
takuun. Sen ehdot ja erityisesti liikkeenharjoittajan sitoumusten laajuus riippuvat kauppasopimuksesta, sithen liittyvistd
takuutodistuksesta sekd kiytetystd mainonnasta.
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Question for written answer E-013380/13
to the Commission
Phil Prendergast (S&D), Sirpa Pietikiinen (PPE) and Sergio Gaetano Cofferati (S&D)
(26 November 2013)

Subject: Automobile dealer closure

Should an automobile dealer close, could the Commission clarify what responsibilities a distributor and/or manufacturer can and
cannot decline to assume vis-a-vis a vehicle owner?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

The legal guarantee regulated by Directive 1999/44/EC is valid only against the seller, i.e. the trader with whom the contract of sale
was concluded. EC law does not regulate what happens if a trader closes down (e.g. goes bankrupt).

It is solely for national law to determine whether the consumer may direct claims to previous sellers in the contractual chain or to the
manufacturer in case the seller is unavailable, including possible claims resulting from the legal guarantee regulated by
Directive 1999/44/EC.

However, independently of the rights under the directive, the consumer may also have been offered a commercial guarantee
voluntarily by the producer. Its conditions and in particular the extent of the trader’s commitments depend on the contract of sale,
the warranty statement attached and the associated advertising.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013441/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D) et Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 novembre 2013)

Objet: Lutte contre I'évasion fiscale

Au départ, la directive «meres-filiales» était censée éviter que des entreprises d’'un méme groupe établies dans des Etats membres
différents soient imposées deux fois quand elles transferent des revenus entre Etats de 'Union européenne. La loi a cependant été
détournée et de nombreuses entreprises s'appuient sur certaines dispositions du texte ainsi que sur les disparités entre les régles
fiscales nationales pour se soustraire complétement a 'impot.

1. La Commission entend-elle ajuster les regles de I'Union, dont certaines entreprises abusent pour éviter de payer le moindre
impot?

2. Dans l'affirmative, que propose la Commission?

3. La Commission partage-t-elle aussi I'avis selon lequel il convient de renforcer la disposition anti-abus figurant dans la directive
«meres-filiales», c’est-a-dire la mesure de protection contre les pratiques fiscales abusives?

4. Qu'en est-il des montages fiscaux spécifiques (dispositifs de préts hybrides) pour lesquels il faudrait faire en sorte quils ne
bénéficient plus d’exonérations fiscales?

Réponse donnée par M. Semeta au nom de la Commission
(21 janvier 2014)

La Commission n'ignore pas que les dispositifs de préts hybrides peuvent entrainer une double non-imposition dans le cadre de la
directive «meres-filiales» (') et qu'il est nécessaire de renforcer la disposition anti-abus figurant dans la directive. A cet effet, dans le
plan d'action pour renforcer la lutte contre la fraude et I'évasion fiscales qu'elle a adopté le 6 décembre 2012 [COM(2012) 722], la
Commission mentionnait I'élimination des incohérences et le renforcement des mesures anti-abus de la directive «méres-filiales»
parmi les actions & mener avant la fin de 2013.

Le 25 novembre 2013, la Commission a proposé des modifications de la directive «méres-filiales» [COM(2013) 814], qui font suite
au plan d’action. Cette proposition comble une lacune de l'actuelle directive en ce qui concerne les dispositifs de préts hybrides en
refusant I'exonération fiscale dans I'Etat membre de la société mere pour les distributions de bénéfices qui sont déductibles dans I'Etat
membre de la filiale.

Par ailleurs, la proposition introduit dans la directive une disposition anti-abus obligatoire rédigée sur le modele de la régle anti-abus
générale prévue par la recommandation relative a la planification fiscale agressive [C(2012) 8806] et adaptée aux particularités de la
directive «meres-filiales». Cette disposition anti-abus améliorera l'efficacité des mesures prises au niveau national pour enrayer les
pratiques de planification fiscale agressive dans le cadre de la directive, tout en favorisant des actions coordonnées par les Etats
membres et en assurant le respect des libertés établies par le traité, telles qu'interprétées par la Cour de justice de 'Union européenne.

()  Directive 2011/96/UE du Conseil du 30 novembre 2011 concernant le régime fiscal commun applicable aux sociétés méres et filiales d’Etats membres différents.
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Question for written answer E-013441/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D) and Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: Combating tax evasion

The Parent-Subsidiary Directive was initially supposed to prevent same-group companies established in different Member States
from being taxed twice when they transfer income from one Member State to another. The legislation has been circumvented,
however, and many companies exploit provisions in the directive and mismatches between national tax rules in order to escape
taxation completely.

1. Does the Commission intend to amend the EU rules which some companies are abusing in order to avoid paying any tax at all?
2. Ifso, what is the Commission proposing?

3. Does the Commission also agree that the anti-abuse provision in the Parent-Subsidiary Directive should be bolstered, i.e. the
safeguard against abusive tax practices?

4. What is the position concerning specific tax planning arrangements (hybrid loan arrangements), for which tax exemptions

should be ended?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(21 January 2014)

The Commission is aware that hybrid loan mismatches can result in double non-taxation under the Parent Subsidiary Directive (')
and of the need to tighten the anti-abuse provision in the directive. To this end, in its Action plan to strengthen the fight against tax
fraud and tax evasion adopted on 6 December 2012 (COM(2012) 722), the Commission listed tackling mismatches and
strengthening the anti-abuse provision of the Parent Subsidiary Directive among the actions to be taken by the end of 2013.

On 25 November 2013 the Commission proposed amendments to the Parent Subsidiary directive (COM(2013) 814) as a follow up
to the action plan. The proposal closes a loophole in the current Directive vis-a-vis hybrid loan arrangements by denying tax
exemption in the Member State of the parent company for distributions of profits deductible in the Member State of the subsidiary.

The proposal also introduces in the directive a mandatory anti-abuse provision drafted along the lines of the general anti-avoidance
rule laid down in the recommendation on aggressive tax planning (COM(2012) 8806) and adapted to the specifics of the Parent
Subsidiary Directive. The anti-abuse provision will improve the efficiency of measures taken at national level to counteract aggressive
tax planning practices under the directive, while enhancing coordinated actions by Member States and ensuring compliance with
Treaty Freedoms, as interpreted by the Court of Justice of the European Union.

()  Council Directive 2011/96/EU of 30 November 2011 on the common system of taxation applicable in the case of parent companies and subsidiaries of different
Member States.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013442(13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D) et Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 novembre 2013)

Objet: Microsoft rachéte Nokia?

Quelques jours seulement apres que les actionnaires de Nokia aient accepté le rachat d'une partie de la firme finlandaise par
Microsoft, la Commission européenne aurait-elle déja donné son aval, une étape obligatoire pour finaliser le rachat de la branche
mobile des Lumia et autres Asha?

Selon Reuters, généralement bien informé, la Commission européenne aurait déja validé les opérations en coulisse, sans méme
conditionner le rachat a une quelconque clause particuliére. Autant dire que Microsoft est tres bien parti pour devenir d'un seul coup
l'un des plus gros fabricants de mobiles au monde; Nokia, méme affaibli par la montée en puissance d’Apple et de Samsung, reste tout
de méme le second vendeur de téléphones mobiles (toutes catégories confondues), méme si sa part sur le marché des smartphones a
dégringolé de plusieurs marches. La Commission confirme-t-elle l'intégralité de ces affirmations?

Réponse donnée par M. Almunia au nom de la Commission
(20 janvier 2014)

Le 4 décembre 2013, la Commission européenne a effectivement autorisé sans conditions, en vertu du réglement de I'UE sur les
concentrations, le projet d’acquisition de la majeure partie des activités de la branche «dispositifs et services» de Nokia Corporation (la
«branche D&S») par Microsoft Corporation.

L'opération a été notifiée a la Commission le 29 octobre 2013 et évaluée lors d'un examen standard de la phase I, conformément aux
dispositions applicables en la matiére du réglement sur les concentrations ('). La Commission a apprécié I'incidence du rachat sur la
concurrence dans le domaine des appareils portables, a la fois des téléphones a fonctions avancées () (deature phones») et des
appareils mobiles intelligents (smartphones et tablettes). Elle a conclu que 'opération ne soulevait aucun doute sérieux en ce qui
concerne les appareils mobiles en raison des chevauchements limités entre les activités des parties. Elle a également constaté que les
liens entre les systémes d’exploitation pour dispositifs mobiles, les applications mobiles et le logiciel de serveur de messagerie pour
entreprises de Microsoft, d'une part, et les dispositifs mobiles intelligents de Nokia, d’autre part, n'ont suscité aucune inquiétude
sérieuse. De plus, plusieurs concurrents puissants, tels que Samsung et Apple, continueront de livrer concurrence a la nouvelle entité
issue de la concentration. Une version non confidentielle de la décision de la Commission sera publiée en début d’année.

()  La Commission a pour mission d'apprécier les fusions et les acquisitions entre entreprises dont le chiffre daffaires dépasse certains seuils (voir l'article 1¢ du réglement
sur les concentrations) et d'empécher les concentrations qui entraveraient de maniére significative I'exercice d'une concurrence effective dans I'EEE ou une partie
substantielle de celui-ci.

() Les téléphones portables a fonctions avancées sont des téléphones sans fil dotés de capacités limitées en matiére d’applications et de navigation sur l'internet.
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Question for written answer E-013442/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D) and Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: Microsoft to buy out Nokia?

Just a few days after shareholders at Nokia agreed to its partial buy-out by Microsoft, has the Commission already given its approval
— a process which is mandatory in order to finalise the takeover of the Lumia and Asha mobile phone business?

According to Reuters, which is usually well informed, the Commission has already given the go-ahead, behind the scenes, without
imposing any conditions at all on the buy-out. In other words, Microsoft is very well placed to become, overnight, one of the world’s
largest mobile manufacturers. Nokia, albeit diminished as Apple and Samsung have gained ground, nonetheless remains the number
two mobile vendor (across all categories), even if its smartphone market share has dropped a few notches. Can the Commission
confirm that these assertions are entirely correct?

Answer given by Mr Almunia on behalf of the Commission
(20 January 2014)

On 4 December 2013, the Commission indeed cleared without conditions, under the EU Merger Regulation, the proposed
acquisition of most of Nokia Corporation’s devices and services business (the ‘D&S business’) by Microsoft Corporation.

The transaction was notified to the Commission on 29 October 2013 and was assessed during a standard Phase I review, in
accordance with the relevant provisions of the Merger Regulation ('). The Commission assessed the impact of the acquisition on
competition in the field of mobile devices, both feature (*) phones and smart mobile devices (including smartphones and tablets). The
Commission concluded that the transaction did not raise serious doubts in relation to mobile devices because of the limited overlaps
between the parties’ activities. The Commission also found that the links between Microsoft’s mobile operating systems, mobile
applications and enterprise mail server software with Nokia’s smart mobile devices did not give rise to serious doubts. Moreover,
several strong rivals, such as Samsung and Apple, will continue to compete with the merged entity. A non-confidential version of the
Commission decision will be published early this year.

()  The Commission has the duty to assess mergers and acquisitions involving companies with a turnover above certain thresholds (see Article 1 of the Merger
Regulation) and to prevent concentrations that would significantly impede effective competition in the EEA or any substantial part of it.
()  Feature phones are wireless phones with limited Internet browsing and application capabilities.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013443/13
ala Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D) et Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 novembre 2013)

Objet: Consolidation budgétaire

Dans un document d’octobre 2013 a I'en-téte de la Commission et portant sur «les consolidations budgétaires et ses retombées dans
le noyau et la périphérie de la zone euro, Jan In't Veld, un économiste connu et respecté a mesuré les effets sur les pays concernés des
mesures d'austérité mises en place de fagon coordonnée dans la zone euro, de 2011 a 2013. Croissance, taux de chomage,
investissement, consommation...: tout est passé au crible et «modélisés, pour isoler leffet de laustérité des autres facteurs
économiques. Et le résultat est édifiant.

Selon ses calculs, I'austérité budgétaire aurait fait perdre a I'’Allemagne 3,9 points de croissance, a I'ltalie, 4,86, a I'Espagne, 5,39, et a
la Grece, jusqu'a 8,05 points. L'effet de I'austérité sur le taux de chomage est aussi saisissant: 1,9 point de plus depuis 2011 lui est
imputable en France et en Espagne, 1,7 point en Allemagne, et jusqu'a 2,7 en Grece.

1. La Commission confirme-t-elle ces chiffres?

2. Est-elle d'avis que, quand I'ensemble des pays de la zone euro appliquent en méme temps les mémes politiques restrictives,
celles-ci interagissent entre elles et les Etats en subissent mutuellement les conséquences?

3. Dapres plusieurs scenarii, 'Europe reviendrait globalement a l'équilibre en 2018. La Commission confirme-t-elle cette
perspective?

Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013582/13
ala Commission
Patrick Le Hyaric (GUE/NGL)
(2 décembre 2013)

Objet: Choix des modeles économiques a la Commission

Publiée le 21 octobre, une étude de M. Jan In't Veld, économiste a la Commission européenne, apporte un nouvel éclairage sur les
impacts des politiques d'ajustements budgétaires pronées par la Commission et mises en ceuvre depuis plusieurs années.

D’apres ce document de travail, disponible sur le site internet de la Commission, et intitulé les consolidations budgétaires et ses
retombées dans le noyau et la périphérie de la zone euro», l'austérité budgétaire aurait fait perdre en moyenne, 4,78 % de points de
croissance du produit intérieur brut (PIB) a la France de 2011 a 2013; 2,61 points de croissance a 'Allemagne sur la méme période;
4,86 aIltalie; 5,39 a 'Espagne; et jusqu'a 8,05 pour la Grece.

Les effets des réductions forcées des dépenses publiques et donc du ralentissement de I'économie sur I'emploi ont également été
chiffrés, puisque sans ces politiques les modeles utilisés par cette étude montrent que le niveau de chdmage aurait été de 1,9 points
plus bas en France, 1,7 en Espagne et en Allemagne, et jusqu'a 2,7 en Grece.

1. LaCommission a-t-elle pris note de cette étude?
2. Face a I'importance des écarts entre les réalités douloureuses vécues par les populations du fait de l'application stricte des
mécanismes d’ajustements budgétaires et les éléments nouveaux révélés par cette étude qui tendent a montrer la nécessité de sortir de

ces politiques, la Commission compte-t-elle remettre en cause les modeéles économiques appliqués jusque-la?

3. Quels sont les principes économiques sur lesquels sont basés les modeles actuels, les mécanismes décisionnels qui font leur
sélection et la chaine de responsabilité en cas d’erreur grave dans les choix qui sont faits?
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Réponse commune donnée par M. Rehn au nom de la Commission
(28 janvier 2014)

Le document mentionné est une étude économique publiée par la DG ECFIN. Cette étude a été rédigée par des membres de la
direction générale des affaires économiques et financiéres. Comme elle I'indique clairement, les points de vue qui y sont exprimés
représentent exclusivement les positions de 'auteur et ne correspondent pas nécessairement a ceux de la Commission européenne.

La Commission a toujours reconnu que les mesures d’assainissement budgétaire avaient des effets négatifs a court terme sur la
production. Mais certains pays tres endettés étaient soumis a une forte pression de la part des marchés financiers ou, dans certains
cas, avaient completement perdu l'acces aux marchés. Dans ces circonstances, un rythme d’assainissement plus lent, méme s'il avait
été possible, aurait pu avoir des conséquences encore plus graves. Le document cité admet ce fait et indique clairement dans ses
conclusions que des ajustements budgétaires auraient da étre évités (p. 18). Ceux-ci sont nécessaires en raison de 'accumulation de
déséquilibres importants. Le report des mesures d’assainissement budgétaire n’aurait pas supprimé les besoins dans ce domaine et les
coflits économiques correspondants.

Dans les recommandations qu’elle a formulées dans le cadre du pacte de stabilité et de croissance, la Commission n'a cessé de
souligner la nécessité d’'une approche différenciée de 'assainissement budgétaire, qui tient compte a la fois de la marge de manceuvre
budgétaire et de la situation économique actuelle dans les Etats membres. Le rythme de l'ajustement budgétaire dans la zone euro a
tenu compte de ces facteurs afin de limiter les retombées négatives associées a des ajustements simultanés.

Méme s'ils ont des effets négatifs a court terme sur la production, les ajustements budgétaires ont des effets positifs & moyen et long
termes, car ils placent la dette publique sur une trajectoire durable. Selon les prévisions de la Commission, la reprise devrait se
poursuivre et s'accélérer au cours des prochaines années.
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Question for written answer E-013443/13
to the Commission
Marc Tarabella (S&D) and Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: Fiscal consolidation

In a document entitled ‘Fiscal consolidations and spillovers in the Euro area periphery and core’, which dates from October 2013 and
bears the Commission’s heading, the well-known and respected economist Jan in’t Veld measured the impact on a number of
countries of the austerity measures imposed in a coordinated manner across the Eurozone between 2011 and 2013. Growth,
unemployment rates, investment and consumption — everything was subjected to scrutiny and modelled in order to isolate the
effects of austerity from other economic factors. The results gave food for thought.

Jan in’t Veld calculated that budget austerity had reduced growth by 3.9% in Germany, 4.86% in Italy, 5.39% in Spain, and by as
much as 8.05% in Greece. The impact of austerity on unemployment rates is also striking: in France, austerity has caused a 1.9%
increase in unemployment since 2011, while the equivalent figure for Germany is 2.7% and for Greece — 2.7%.

1. Canthe Commission confirm these figures?

2. Does the Commission take the view that, when all the Eurozone countries impose the same restrictive policies at the same time,
they interact with each other and lead to the Member States suffering the consequences of each other’s policies?

3. Many scenarios predict that Europe will make an overall return to balance in 2018. Doesthe Commission agree with these
predictions?

Question for written answer E-013582/13
to the Commission
Patrick Le Hyaric (GUE/NGL)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Commission’s choice of economic models

A study by Commission economist Mr Jan In’t Veld offering fresh insights into the impact of the budgetary adjustment policies
advocated by the Commission and implemented over the past few years was published on 21 October.

According to this working document, available on the Commission’s website and entitled ‘Fiscal consolidation and spillovers in the
Euro area periphery and core’, budgetary austerity caused an average fall of 4.78 percentage points in GDP growth in France between
2011 and 201 3. The same figure was 2.61 for Germany, with 4.86 for Italy, 5.39 for Spain and as high as 8.05 for Greece.

The job market impact of forced reductions in public spending and the attendant economic slowdown has also been calculated; the
models used in the study show that unemployment levels would be 1.9 points lower in France, 1.7 points lower in Spain and
Germany and as much as 2.7 points lower in Greece without these policies.

1.  Has the Commission familiarised itself with this study?
2. Given the discrepancy between the harsh realities experienced by citizens as a direct result of the strict application of budgetary
adjustment mechanisms and the new evidence revealed in this study which suggests that these policies should be abandoned, does

the Commission intend to reconsider the economic models it has used to date?

3. Which economic principles are used as a basis for the current models, which decision-making procedures are followed to select
these models and who is accountable in the event that this selection process is found to be seriously flawed?
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Joint answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(28 January 2014)

The research paper referred to is published as a DG ECFIN Economic Paper. These are written by the staff of the Directorate General
for Economic and Financial Affairs. As clearly stated, views expressed represent exclusively the positions of the author and do not
necessarily correspond to those of the European Commission.

The Commission has always acknowledged that consolidations have negative short term output effects. But highly indebted
countries faced critical pressure from financial markets, or in some cases had completely lost access to markets. In such
circumstances, a slower pace of consolidation, even if it had been possible, could have had worse consequences. The paper
acknowledges this and states clearly in its conclusions that its findings do not imply that fiscal consolidations should have been
avoided (p.18). Fiscal adjustments are needed because of large accumulated imbalances. Delaying fiscal consolidation would not have
eliminated the need for adjustment and related economic costs.

In its recommendations under the Stability and Growth Pact, the Commission has consistently stressed the need for a differentiated
approach to fiscal consolidation, which takes into consideration both the fiscal space and the current economic situation in member
states. The pace of fiscal adjustment across the euro area has taken these factors into account to limit the negative spillover effects
associated with simultaneous adjustments.

By putting public debt on a sustainable path, fiscal consolidations while having negative short term impact on output have positive
effects in the medium/long term. According to the Commission’s forecast, the recovery is expected to continue, and to gather further
speed in coming years.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013447/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D) et Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 novembre 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Loi anti-ONG

Un an apres son entrée en vigueur, le bilan de la loi relative aux «agents étrangers» est sinistre. Plus d'un millier ONG ont été
inspectées et des dizaines ont requ des avertissements. Des organisations de défense des droits humains de premier plan ont été
condamnées a verser des amendes et plusieurs ont da fermer.

La loi sur les «agents étrangers» est au cceur d'un dispositif 1égislatif répressif mis en place depuis le retour de Vladimir Poutine a la
présidence.

Promulguée par les autorités russes le 21 novembre 2012, elle dispose que toute ONG qui regoit de l'argent de I'étranger doit
s'enregistrer en tant qu'«organisation remplissant les fonctions d’'un agent étranger» si elle prend part a des «activités politiques» —
dont la définition est plus que vague.

Du fait de sa vaste portée, cette loi touche les ONG qui défendent les droits civils, politiques, économiques et sociaux, se consacrent
aux questions environnementales et luttent contre la discrimination, notamment a 'égard des personnes lesbiennes, gays, bisexuelles,
transgenres et intersexuées (LGBTI).

Depuis l'entrée en vigueur de cette loi:

— aumoins dix ONG ont été poursuivies en justice par les autorités russes pour défaut d’enregistrement en tant « qu’organisation
remplissant les fonctions d'un agent étranger»;

— au moins cinq autres ONG en Russie ont été poursuivies en justice apreés avoir été «inspectées» pour des infractions
administratives supposées, comme la non-présentation des documents demandés;

— aumoins dix dirigeants I ONG russes ont été sommés de se conformer a la loi relative aux «agents étrangers»;

— au moins trente-sept ONG ont été officiellement averties qu'elles bafoueraient la loi si elles continuaient de recevoir des
financements étrangers et prenaient part a des «activités politiques» a la définition arbitraire, par exemple si elles publiaient sur
internet des documents sur les droits humains en Russie ou si elles omettaient de s’enregistrer en tant «qu’agent étranger».

1. Les autorités européennes partagent-elles l'avis selon lequel cette loi relative aux agents étrangers bafoue les obligations
nationales et internationales de la Russie, tenue de garantir le droit a la liberté d’association, de réunion et d’expression?

2. Quelle est votre position claire sur le sujet?

3. Quelles sont vos intentions?

Réponse donnée par M™ Ashton, Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante au nom de la Commission
(13 février 2014)

L'UE considére que la loi relative aux «agents étrangers» est en contradiction avec les obligations internationales de la Russie. Un
certain nombre d'acteurs internationaux ceuvrant dans le domaine des Droits de 'homme (rapporteurs spéciaux des Nations unies et
le commissaire aux Droits de 'Thomme du Conseil de 'Europe) sont du méme avis. C'est pourquoi I'UE estime que cette loi devrait étre
réexaminée en vue d'établir un cadre clair, cohérent et conforme aux normes internationales applicables, notamment en matiére de
liberté d’association.

L'UE reste inquiéte face aux actions qui sont menées actuellement par les autorités a 'égard de la communauté des ONG dans la
Fédération de Russie et qui limitent sa marge de manceuvre. L'Union européenne a fait passer ce message dans ses contacts avec les
autorités russes, a tous les niveaux de sa relation bilatérale, ainsi que dans le contexte multilatéral. Ces questions ont également été
discutées en détail lors des consultations sur les Droits de 'homme entre 'Union européenne et la Russie, dont le dernier cycle s’est
déroulé le 28 novembre 2013 a Bruxelles. La Haute Représentante de 'Union pour les affaires étrangéres et la politique de
sécurité/Vice-présidente de la Commission européenne a en outre explicité la position et les préoccupations de 'Union européenne
en ce qui concerne la loi sur les «agents étrangers», dans de nombreuses déclarations publiques.
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L'UE continuera a controler les répercussions de cette 1égislation sur les organisations de la société civile en Russie, notamment au
moyen des travaux de la délégation de I'Union européenne a Moscou, a soutenir activement ces organisations, en particulier par le
biais du programme de I'lEDDH, et a encourager autant que possible des débats ouverts au sein de la société au sujet des questions
liées aux Droits de 'homme, en collaboration étroite avec les ONG russes.
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Question for written answer E-013447/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D) and Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Anti-NGO law

One year after it came into force, the record of Russia’s ‘foreign agents’ law is grim. More than a thousand NGOs have been inspected
and dozens have received warnings. Several of the most prominent human rights groups have been fined, and some forced to close.

The ‘foreign agents’ law is at the centre of a raft of repressive legislation that has been brought in since Vladimir Putin’s return to the
presidency.

Enacted by the Russian authorities on 21 November 2012, it requires any NGO receiving foreign funding and engaging in what it
defines very loosely as ‘political activity’ to register as an ‘organisation performing the functions of a foreign agent’.

It has a wide reach, affecting NGOs working on civil, political, social and economic rights, as well as environmental issues and
discrimination, including against lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex (LGBTI) people.

Since this law came into force:

—  atleast ten NGOs have been taken to court by the Russian authorities for failing to register as an ‘organisation performing the
functions of a foreign agent’;

— at least five other NGOs across Russia have been taken to court following the ‘inspections’ for purported administrative
violations such as the failing to present requested documents;

—  the heads of at least ten Russian NGOs have been ordered to comply with the foreign agents law’;

—  atleast 37 NGOs have been officially warned that they will be in violation of the law if they continue to receive foreign funding
and engage in arbitrarily-defined ‘political activities’ such as publishing online materials on human rights in Russia and not
registering as foreign agents’.

1. Do the EU authorities share the view that, with this foreign agents’ law, Russia is violating its national and international
obligations to safeguard the rights to freedom of association, assembly and expression?

2. Whatis your position on this matter?

3. How do you intend to respond?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(13 February 2014)

The EU believes that the ‘foreign agents’ legislation is in contradiction with Russia’s international obligations. This has also been
stressed by a number of international human rights actors (UN Special Rapporteurs, Council of Europe human rights
Commissioner). The EU therefore believes that this legislation should be reviewed with the aim of establishing a clear, coherent and
consistent framework in line with applicable international standards, notably in the area of freedom of association.

The EU remains concerned with the on-going actions of the authorities against the NGO community in the Russian Federation which
restrict its space for action. The European Union conveyed this message in its contacts with the Russian authorities, at all levels of its
bilateral relationship as well as in the multilateral context. These issues were also discussed in details during the EU-Russia Human
Rights Consultations, the last round of which was held in Brussels on 28 November 2013. The HR/VP has clarified the EU’s position
and concerns on the ‘foreign agents’ law through numerous public statements.

The EU will continue to monitor the impact of this legislation on civil society organisations in Russia, notably through the work of
the EU Delegation in Moscow, to support them actively in particular through the EIDHR programme and to stimulate whenever
possible open debates within the society on human rights issues, working closely with Russian NGOs.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013448/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D) et Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 novembre 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Honk Kong et la traite des femmes

Des milliers d'Indonésiennes victimes de la traite des étres humains vers Hong Kong risquent de connaitre des conditions de travail
proches de l'esclavage comme employées de maison, tandis que les deux gouvernements concernés s'abstiennent de les protéger
contre les abus et 'exploitation systématiques, selon Amnesty International. Un nouveau rapport, intitulé «Exploited for Profit, Failed
by Governments», montre comment des agences de recrutement indonésiennes et des agents de placement a Hong Kong se livrent a
la traite de femmes indonésiennes dans le but de les exploiter et de les soumettre au travail forcé. Les violations recensées incluent des
restrictions a la liberté de mouvement, des violences physiques et sexuelles, des privations alimentaires et de trop longues heures de
travail, qui s'apparentent a de l'exploitation. Dés le moment ot I'on abuse ces femmes afin de leur faire signer un contrat pour
travailler a Hong Kong, elles sont prises dans le cercle vicieux de l'exploitation. Certains cas relevent de I'esclavage moderne. Les
conclusions présentées dans le rapport s'appuient sur de longs entretiens accordés par 97 Indonésiennes ayant travaillé comme
employées de maison a l'étranger, et sont étayées par une enquéte menée aupres d’environ 1 000 femmes par le syndicat des
travailleurs migrants indonésiens. Les manquements structurels des gouvernements hongkongais et indonésien a leur devoir
consistant a protéger de I'exploitation les migrants travaillant comme domestiques sont mis en évidence dans le rapport. Les actions
de certaines administrations exposent ces femmes a un risque accru d’abus.

1. Quelle est la position de I'Europe face aux gouvernements hongkongais et indonésien qui ferment les yeux sur la traite de
milliers de femmes vulnérables contraintes au travail forcé?

2. Les agents de recrutement et de placement portent atteinte de maniére flagrante a des lois congues pour protéger des abus les
migrantes travaillant comme employées de maison. Du fait de l'inaction quasi-totale des autorités hongkongaises et indonésiennes,
ces femmes continuent a étre exploitées, sacrifiées sur l'autel du profit. Deux-tiers des employées domestiques migrantes ont été
victimes de violences physiques ou psychologiques. L'obligation pour ces personnes de vivre au domicile de leur employeur
augmente leur isolement et les expose a un risque accru d’abus. Quelle est la position de 'Europe face a ces faits accablants?

3. Que compte faire I'Europe pour faire ratifier a ces deux gouvernements sans attendre la convention de I'Organisation
internationale du travail concernant le travail décent pour les travailleuses et travailleurs domestiques?

4. Lesujet est-il abordé avec les autorités du pays?

5. Quelles sont clairement les intentions européennes?

Réponse donnée par M™ Ashton, Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante au nom de la Commission
(21 février 2014)

La Commission a connaissance des cas d’abus et d’exploitation des travailleurs domestiques migrants en Asie du Sud-Est.

L’UE prend des mesures en faveur d’un travail décent pour les travailleurs domestiques dans le contexte de I'entrée en vigueur de la
convention de 'OIT concernant un travail décent pour les travailleuses et travailleurs domestiques (convention n°189) et dans le
cadre des dialogues bilatéraux et régionaux avec les pays partenaires. Elle s'est aussi engagée a prévenir et a éradiquer la traite des étres
humains, conformément a sa stratégie en vue de I'éradication de la traite des étres humains pour la période 2012-2016, fortement
axée sur la dimension hommes-femmes.

Plusieurs projets visant a protéger les travailleurs domestiques vulnérables ont été financés au titre de I'instrument de financement de
la coopération au développement (ICD), notamment le programme d’action mondial pour les travailleurs domestiques migrants
(4,375 millions d’euros; mis en ceuvre par 'OIT), qui vise & promouvoir les Droits de 'Thomme et le travail décent pour les travailleurs
domestiques en élargissant le socle de connaissances, en menant des campagnes de sensibilisation et en soutenant les décideurs
politiques et qui cible, entre autres, le couloir migratoire entre I'Indonésie et la Malaisie. Par ailleurs, une action de la société civile,
coordonnée a I'échelon international et destinée a défendre les droits des migrants, et en particulier ceux des travailleurs domestiques
migrants, sera lancée en 2014 et aura une dimension mondiale.
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L'UE a abordé ce probléme lors de deux réunions semestrielles organisées 8 Hong Kong et rassemblant des défenseurs des Droits de
I'homme et a financé un séminaire de la Fédération des femmes juristes de Hong Kong. Elle continuera de coopérer avec les ONG qui
viennent en aide aux victimes de la traite des étres humains et essaiera d’organiser d’autres réunions avec le gouvernement et les
organes chargés de faire appliquer la loi dans ce domaine pour demander des informations, faire part de ses préoccupations et
examiner les possibilités de coopération dans ce secteur.
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Question for written answer E-013448/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D) and Jean Louis Cottigny (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Hong Kong and the trafficking of women

According to Amnesty International, thousands of Indonesian women who have been trafficked to Hong Kong are at risk of working
in slave-like conditions as domestic workers, as long as the two governments concerned fail to protect them against systematic abuse
and exploitation. In a new report entitled ‘Exploited for Profit, Failed by Governments ’, Amnesty describes the way in which
Indonesian recruitment agencies and placement agencies in Hong Kong are involved in the trafficking of Indonesian women for the
purpose of exploiting them in conditions amounting to forced labour. The violations recorded include restrictions on freedom of
movement, physical and sexual violence, food deprivation and excessively long working hours, which equate to exploitation. From
the moment the women sign a contract to work in Hong Kong, they become caught in a vicious cycle of exploitation. Some cases
amount to modern-day slavery. The report’s findings are based on 97 in-depth interviews with Indonesian women who have been
domestic workers abroad, and are substantiated by a survey of approximately 1 000 women carried out by the Indonesian Migrant
Workers Union. The report highlights the repeated failure by the Hong Kong and Indonesian Governments to protect migrant
domestic workers from exploitation. The actions of certain administrations put women at greater risk of abuse.

1.  What is the EU’s position towards the Governments of Hong Kong and Indonesia, which have turned a blind eye to the
trafficking of thousands of vulnerable women working in conditions amounting to forced labour?

2. The recruitment and placement agencies are blatantly undermining laws designed to protect migrant domestic workers from
abuse. An almost complete failure by the Hong Kong and Indonesian authorities to act means that women are continuing to be
exploited for financial gain. Two thirds of migrant female domestic workers have been victims of physical or psychological violence.
The requirement for such workers to live with their employers makes them even more isolated and puts them at greater risk of abuse.
What is the EU’s position towards these shocking revelations?

3. What will theEU do to ensure that the aforementioned governments ratify without delay the International Labour
Organisation Convention concerning decent work for domestic workers?

4. Has the issue been raised with the countries’ authorities?

5. What exactly does the EU intend to do about this issue?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(21 February 2014)

The Commission is aware of the circumstances relating to situations of abuse and exploitation of migrant domestic workers in South
East Asia.

The EU promotes decent work for domestic workers in the context of the entry into force of the ILO Domestic Workers Convention
(No 189) also in its bilateral and regional policy dialogues with partner countries. The EU is also engaged in preventing and
eradicating trafficking in human beings, in line with the EU Strategy towards the Eradication of Trafficking in Human Beings 2012-
2016, which has a strong gender dimension.

Under the Development Cooperation Instrument, several projects for protecting vulnerable migrant workers have been supported,
e.g. the Global Action Programme on Migrant Domestic Workers and their Families (EUR 4 375 million; ILO implemented) seeks to
promote human rights and decent work for migrant domestic workers by expanding the knowledge base, promoting awareness and
supporting decision-makers, and targets the Indonesia-Malaysia migration corridor, amongst others. Moreover, a globally
coordinated civil society action to promote migrants’ rights, with a specific focus on migrant domestic workers, will be launched in
2014 with a global scope.

The EU has raised this issue at two biannual Human Rights Defenders’ meetings organised in Hong Kong and financially supported a
seminar by HK Women'’s Lawyer’s Federation. The EU will continue to work with the NGOs that provide support for victims of
trafficking and seek further meetings with the government and relevant law enforcement bodies to ask for information, raise our
concerns and explore ways to cooperate in addressing this issue.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013451/13
ala Commission (Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)

(27 novembre 2013)

Objet: VP[HR — Centrafrique en danger

L’analyse des nouvelles images satellites de la République centrafricaine par des experts révele les terribles ravages causés par les
atteintes aux droits humains, imputables aux groupes armés et aux forces de sécurité, emportés dans une spirale de la violence. Sur
ces images, dont certaines ont été prises début novembre, on peut voir que 485 habitations ont été incendiées a Bouca et que de
nombreuses personnes déplacées sont rassemblées pres de la ville de Bossangoa, la population fuyant les violences qui s’y déroulent.
Si ces nouvelles images offrent un apercu des dégats, au niveau de I'habitat et de la vie civique, visibles depuis I'espace, il est tout a fait
impossible de saisir depuis un satellite I'ampleur réelle des répercussions de la crise en termes humains.

1. Les autorités européennes comptent-elles agir, de toute urgence, pour maitriser les groupes armés responsables des violations
généralisées des droits fondamentaux — susceptibles de s'apparenter a des crimes contre 'humanité — qui se propagent dans toute
la République centrafricaine?

Depuis décembre 2012, des centaines de civils ont été tués délibérément, tandis que des milliers ont été victimes de tortures et
d’autres formes de traitements cruels, inhumains ou dégradants, notamment de viols et d’autres violences sexuelles. Certains de ces
agissements semblent cibler des groupes religieux; ce sont surtout les membres musulmans de la Seleka qui s'en prennent a des
églises et a des personnes qu'ils pensent chrétiennes. Parallelement, des milices chrétiennes ont attaqué des musulmans.

2. Les autorités européennes ont-elles encore des contacts avec les leaders du pays? Comptent-elles les encourager a condamner,
publiquement et sans équivoque, toutes les violations des droits humains commises par les forces de sécurité et les groupes armés, a
traduire en justice les auteurs présumés et a accorder des réparations aux victimes?

3. Comptez-vous également vous mobiliser et mettre en place des mesures coordonnées et efficaces afin de protéger les civils et
rétablir la loi et I'ordre public dans le pays pour mettre, enfin, un terme a cette crise humanitaire et des droits humains dévastatrice?

Réponse donnée par M™ Ashton, Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante au nom de la Commission
(21 février 2014)

La Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante renvoie I'Honorable Parlementaire aux conclusions du Conseil européen des 19 et
20 décembre 2013, aux conclusions du Conseil «Affaires étrangéres» (CAE) des 21 octobre 2013, 16 décembre 2013 et
20 janvier 2014 ainsi qu'a ses déclarations sur la situation en République centrafricaine (). A plusieurs reprises, I'UE a fermement
condamné les violations des Droits de 'homme fréquemment commises dans une impunité totale dans ce pays et a rappelé aux
autorités centrafricaines que c’était a elles quincombait en premier lieu la responsabilité de protéger la population civile. Elle a en
outre fait observer que certains des actes criminels dénoncés pourraient relever de la Cour pénale internationale. Ce message a
également été réitéré sur place aux autorités de transition.

L'UE salue toutes les initiatives de médiation et de réconciliation entreprises par les dignitaires religieux, indispensables pour un
retour a une cohabitation interconfessionnelle pacifique entre les différentes communautés centrafricaines.

L'UE se félicite du déploiement rapide, par 'Union Africaine (UA), de la Mission internationale de soutien a la Centrafrique (MISCA) et
de 'appui apporté a celle-ci par I'opération francaise Sangaris, conformément a la résolution 2127 (2013) du Conseil de sécurité des
Nations unies. L'UE s’est engagée a octroyer 40 millions d’euros a la MISCA afin de stabiliser la situation en République centrafricaine
et de protéger les populations locales en créant des conditions propices a I'acheminement de I'aide humanitaire.

Le 20 janvier, le CAE, s'appuyant sur une proposition présentée par la Vice-présidente/Haute Représentante, a pris une décision
politique sur le principe d'une opération militaire de 'UE en République centrafricaine, confirmant ainsi la détermination de I'UE a
contribuer activement a la stabilisation du pays. L'opération de I'UE aurait pour objectif principal de participer, conjointement avec la
MISCA, aux efforts déployés aux niveaux régional et international pour protéger la population civile.

() http://eeas.europa.eu/statements/docs/2014/140121_01_fr.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013451/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Marc Tarabella (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Central African Republic in danger

When expert analysis is brought to bear on the latest satellite images of the Central African Republic, it becomes clear what terrible
devastation is being caused by the human rights violations perpetrated by armed groups and the security forces, both caught up in a
spiral of violence. The images, some of which were shot in early November, show, for example, 485 homes destroyed by fire in
Bouca or displaced persons swarming on the outskirts of Bossangoa as the inhabitants flee the violence in that town. These new
images give some idea of the damage — in so far as it is visible from space — being done to living conditions and community life, but
it is quite impossible, from the vantage-point of a satellite, to comprehend the true magnitude of the impact which the crisis is having
in human terms.

1. Will the European authorities take steps, as a matter of the utmost urgency, to curb thearmed groups whose indiscriminate
violations of fundamental rights — perpetrated on ascale comparable to crimes against humanity — are sweeping every part of the
CentralAfrican Republic?

Since December 2012, hundreds of civilians have been killed deliberately, and thousands have been tortured or suffered other forms
of cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment, including rape and other types of sexual assault. These actions appear to some extent to
be aimed at religious groups; in particular, Muslim members of the Seleka movement target churches and people whom they believe
to be Christians. At the same time, Christian militias have been attacking Muslims.

2. Are the European authorities still in touch with the country’s leaders? Will theyencourage them to speak out, publicly and
unambiguously, against all the human rightsviolations perpetrated by the security forces and armed groups, bring the
presumedculprits to justice, and grant compensation to the victims?

3. Will the Vice-President/High Representative also take action and implement effectivecoordinated measures to protect civilians
and restore law and order in the Central AfricanRepublic with a view to putting an end, finally, to this devastating humanitarian
andhuman rights crisis?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(21 February 2014)

The HR/VP refers the Honourable Member to the European Council conclusions of 19-20 December 2013, the Foreign Affairs
Council (FAC) conclusions of 21 October 2013, 16 December 2013 and 20 January 2014 and to her statements on the situation in
the Central African Republic (CAR) (). EU has strongly and repeatedly condemned the widespread human rights violations
committed in the CAR in a climate of total impunity and recalled the primary responsibility of the CAR authorities to protect the
civilian population, and noted that some of the crimes reported might fall under the competence of the International Criminal Court.
This message has been reiterated also locally to the transitional authorities.

The EU welcomes all mediation and reconciliation initiatives taken by religious leaders which are indispensable for the different
Central African communities and religions to live peacefully side by side once again.

The EU commends the rapid deployment by the African Union (AU) of the International Support Mission in the CAR (MISCA) and
the support given to it by France’s Operation Sangaris in accordance with UN Security Council Resolution 2127 (2013). The EU is
committed to provide EUR 50 million to MISCA for the stabilisation of the CAR and the protection of local populations, creating
conditions conducive to the provision of humanitarian assistance.

On 20 January, on the basis of a proposal presented by the HR/VP, the FAC took a political decision on the principle of an EU
military operation in CAR,; this confirmed the EU’s commitment to play an active part in helping to stabilise the country. The main
objective of the EU operation would be to contribute, in conjunction with MISCA, to regional and international efforts to protect the
civilian population.

() http://eeas.europa.eu/statements/docs/2014/140121_01_fr.pdf
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Epdrtnon pe aitpa ypantic andvinong E-013492/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Georgios Papanikolaou (PPE)
(27 Nogpfipiouv 2013)

Odpa: Avaouykpotnon tov Sopov tou EN\npvikol Anpooiou pe v mpdohnyn unaAMAev pécw aflokpatikdv diayoviopev nalaotepey
ETOV

'‘Evag and toug facikoug TUAGVES TG avacuykpoTonG TG EXAVIKIG OIKOVOHIOG ival 1) avavéot) Tou oTeNexakol duvajikou g dnpootag
doiknong pe mposovtovyoug unakhiloug mpogpyopevous and aftokpatikoug diaywviopous, ot onoiot diekrydnoav ta nakadtepa e, kat
napapévouy adtoplotot ent Tpia kat MAEoV xpovia. TNHEIGVETAL OTL ] HVIHOVIKT SECEVOT) Yia TV EQUPHOYT TV aVAAOYLOV «ita TPOOAY
Yl KGUE TEVTE AMOXWPT|OELG-OUVTAZLODOTHOELG» Kall «piiat IPOOATYT) yia kade pia anoAuot)y, Yo propoloe va dtacpalicel v tpooAnyn tev
OUYKEKPIIEVOY EMITUXOVI®V.

Epotarar 1) Enrtpor):

—  Avayvopite ™ onoudadtta tou dnpoctovopkoy ogENoug ou da mpokUipel pe TV TPOCANWI VEOV TPOGOVTOUX®Y UTAAN ALY ToU
Ppiokovrar umd Siopiopod ta teleutaia tpia ToukdyioTov £tn;

—  'Exet om) diadeor) TG oTotyela oYETIKA HE TNV eQappoyT) Twv dUo avaloyiov Tou avagépovtat oto Mvnpovio; Eivar oe déon va pou ta
napadéoes;

—  Exa {nmel ano mv eNnvikr mheupd xpovodidypappa uhonoinong kat ohokApwong e dadikasiag avavéwong tou oteeyiakou
duvapikov e emTuyovVTES af10KPATIKGOY S1aYOVIOHOY TONAIOTEPWV ETOV;

Anavrion tou k. Rehn €€ ovopatog g Emrtpong
(24 Defpouvapiov 2014)

H mpoMnyn véov pe mpooovia kar @ilodoEie ot omoiot £xouv emitiyel ot aflokpatiko daywviopo da éxer detkn emidpaon too0 07N
HaKkpoxpOvia anddoar) 660 Kat TV anoTEAESPATIKOT T TG dnpoatag doiknong.

STotyeia oXETIKA L TNV evalhayr] Tou Tpooemikov drjpostevovtal otov diktuakd tono www.apografi.yap.gov.gr
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Question for written answer E-013492/13
to the Commission
Georgios Papanikolaou (PPE)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: Greek public service restructuring through the recruitment of successful candidates from previous competitions based on
merit

One of the keys to Greek economic restructuring is the recruitment to public service posts of suitably qualified candidates successful
in previous competitions based on merit and entered on shortlists for the last three years or more. Such a measure would be feasible
under the Memorandum, which requires the recruitment of one official for every five leaving or retiring and one for each dismissal.

In view of this:

—  Does the Commission acknowledge the financial benefits of recruiting new and suitably qualified officials who have been
shortlisted for at least three years?

—  Does it have information regarding implementation of each of the above recruitment ratios under the Memorandum?

—  Have the Greek authorities been asked to provide a timescale for the implementation and completion of administrative staff
turnover through the recruitment of successful candidates from previous competitions based on merit?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(24 February 2014)

The recruitment of young, qualified and motivated people who have successfully passed a merit-based competition will have a
positive impact on both the long-term efficiency and effectiveness of the public administration.

The information on the entries and exits is publicly available at www.apografi.yap.gov.gr
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Question for written answer E-013496/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
David Martin (S&D)
(27 November 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — Harvesting of organs from political prisoners in China

The VP/HR will be aware that she answered a question on the harvesting of organs from political prisoners in China at the beginning
of this year (E-009103/2012).

Could the VP/HR provide an update on the EU’s position on this subject? Specifically, in the context of beginning negotiations on the
EU-China Investment Agreement, could the VP/HR provide some information on how human rights clauses will be included? Can
the VP/HR ensure that the issue of widespread organ harvesting from political prisoners will be raised during negotiations?

Finally, is the VP/HR aware that people in EU may be unknowingly taking part in organ harvesting because European patients
continue to travel to China for organ transplants and because there is cooperation and training between European and Chinese
medical professionals?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(21 February 2014)

Since providing a reply to EP Question E-009103/2012 the issue was raised during the EU-China human rights dialogue in
June 2013, and EUSR Stavros Lambrinidis’ visit, in September 2013. In particular, the EU expressed concerns over the secrecy
surrounding both death penalty and organ transplant statistics, which makes it impossible to obtain an accurate picture of the source
of transplanted organs, as well as over allegations that many organs are ‘harvested’ from prisoners, especially Falun Gong followers,
in Re-Education through Labour camps.The recent abolition of the the Re-Education through Labour system is welcome as likely to
contribute to ending ‘organ harvesting’.

Such opportunities provide for a more effective dialogue on this issue than the Investment Agreement, which has a more specific
scope.

Regarding the risk of European patients travelling to China for organ transplants, the Organs Action Plan, which calls on Member
States to establish EU-wide agreements on monitoring the extent of organ trafficking, will help increase organ availability, which is
commonly held as the most effective way of combating the illegal trade in organs. The Commission is preparing a mid-term review
of the action plan. Finally an ongoing EU-funded project will also help increase knowledge of trafficking in human beings for the
purpose of the removal of organs and develop a set of indicators to identify and measure such activities. These initiatives will provide
a fuller picture of current progress and of what still needs to be done in order to combat organ trafficking and transplant tourism.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013506/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Alzheimererkrankung — genetisch bedingt

Jingsten Erkenntnissen zufolge ist Alzheimer offenbar genetisch bedingt — es wird mit dem E4-Allel des ApoE-Gens
(Apolipoprotein E, das drei verschiedene Allele hat) assoziiert, welches ein erhohtes Risiko bergen soll, an Alzheimer zu erkranken.

Kleine Kinder, die dieses Gen in sich tragen, haben offenbar eine andere Gehirnentwicklung als Kinder, die dieses Gen nicht besitzen.

In Amerika trigt 25 % der Bevolkerung dieses E4-Allel in sich, und 60 % der an Alzheimer Erkrankten tragen immerhin eine Form
dieses Gens in sich.

1. Wieist der Forschungsstand in der Europdischen Union zu diesem Teilaspekt?

2. Wie viel Prozent der Europidischen Bevolkerung haben aufgrund dieser genetischen Disposition ein erhohtes Risiko, an
Alzheimer zu erkranken?

3. Was wird nun aufgrund dieser neuen Erkenntnisse unternommen werden, um préventiv titig zu werden? In welche Richtung
soll hier die Forschung(sbeteiligung) der EU gehen?

Antwort von Frau Geoghegan-Quinn im Namen der Kommission
(27. Januar 2014)

1.-2. Apolipoprotein E (ApoE) ist als genetischer Risikofaktor fiir spit einsetzende Alzheimererkrankungen bekannt. In
Abhingigkeit von den geografischen Regionen wurde in der européischen Bevolkerung eine betrichtliche Variationsbreite an ApoE-
Genotypen beobachtet. 5% bis 31 % der Bevolkerung sind Trdger des ApoE-Allels. Das Allel ist in Nordeuropa haufiger als im
Mittelmeerraum('). Spit einsetzende Alzheimererkrankungen diirften jedoch auf eine Vielzahl genetischer und umweltbedingter
Faktoren zuriickzufithren sein. Weitere Forschungsarbeiten sind notig, um diese anderen Risikofaktoren vollstindig zu ermitteln und
ihr Zusammenwirken zu verstehen (). Im Siebten EU-Rahmenprogramm fiir Forschung, technologische Entwicklung und
Demonstration (2007-2013) wurden fiir die Alzheimerforschung tiber 200 Mio. EUR bereitgestellt, unter anderem fiir Projekte zur
Erforschung der Risikofaktoren (%) sowie iiber die Initiative IMI (*) (Projekt PHARMA-COG) (*), in deren Rahmen kiirzlich eine mit
53 Mio. EUR ausgestattete Aufforderung zur Einreichung von Vorschligen fiir eine europiische Plattform zur Erleichterung eines
Konzeptnachweises fiir die Alzheimerpravention () veroffentlicht wurde. Die EU unterstiitzt auerdem die Umsetzung der JPND-
Initiative (gemeinsame Programminitiative zu neurodegenerativen Krankheiten) (), durch die ab Januar 2014 zwei Projekte zu
genetischen und umweltbedingten Risikofaktoren fiir Alzheimer finanziert werden.

3. Horizont 2020, das neue EU-Programm fiir Forschung und Innovation (2014-2020), wird weitere Moglichkeiten fiir
Forschungsarbeiten zur Alzheimerkrankheit bieten, insbesondere im Rahmen der gesellschaftlichen Herausforderung 1 ,Gesundheit,
demografischer Wandel und Wohlergehen“. Die ersten Aufforderungen zur Einreichung von Vorschligen im Rahmen von
Horizont 2020, die am 11. Dezember 2013 veroffentlicht wurden, enthalten ein Einzelthema zu Risikofaktoren fiir Erkrankungen
und ein Thema betreffend die weitere Unterstiitzung der JPND ().

Corbo und Scacchi (1999): Annals of Human Genetics, 63, 301-310; und A. Ward et al. (2012), Neuroepidemiology, 38, 1-17.

Projekte ADAMS (http://genseq.molgen.mpg.de/adams_new/cms/), CHANCES (http://www.chancesfp7.eu), DEVELAGE (http://www.develage.cu/)

Bei der Initiative fiir innovative Arzneimittel (IMI) handelt es sich um eine 6ffentlich-private Partnerschaft zwischen der EU und dem Europiischen Dachverband der
Arzneimittelunternehmen und -verbinde; http://www.imi.europa.eu/

http:/[www.imi.europa.eu/content/pharma-cog

http:/[www.imi.europa.eu/content/11th-call-alzheimers-topic

Die gemeinsame Programminitiative zu neurodegenerativen Krankheiten (JPND) ist eine von den Mitgliedstaaten getragene Initiative zur Steigerung der Effizienz und
Wirkung der europdischen Forschung in diesem Bereich durch linderiibergreifende Koordinierung: http://www.neurodegenerationresearch.eu/

()  http:/Jec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/h2020/index.html
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Question for written answer E-013506/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Alzheimer’s disease — genetically determined

According to the latest findings, Alzheimer’s disease appears to be genetically determined. It is associated with the E4 allele of the
ApoE gene (apolipoprotein E), which has three different alleles and is thought to increase the risk of contracting Alzheimer’s.

Neural development in young children with this gene appears to be different to that in children without the gene.
25% of the US population carries the E4 allele, and 60% of Alzheimer sufferers carry some form of the gene.

1. What s the current state of research in the European Union in this specific area?

2. What percentage of Europeans is at greater risk of developing Alzheimer’s as a result of this genetic disposition?

3. In the light of these new findings, what will now be done in terms of preventive action? In which areas should research funded
and/or conducted by the EU now focus?

Answer given by Ms Geoghegan-Quinn on behalf of the Commission
(27 January 2014)

1 and 2. Apolipoprotein E (APOE) 4 is known as genetic risk factor for late-onset Alzheimer’s Disease (AD). A substantial amount of
variation of the APOE genotypes has been observed in the general European population depending on geographic location. APOE 4
allele carriers vary from 5% to 31% and are more common in the general population of Northern Europe than in the Mediterranean
regions'. However, late-onset AD is believed to be caused by multiple genetic and environmental factors. Further research is needed
to fully identify these other risk factors and to understand their interactions ('). The EU Seventh Framework Programme for Research,
Technological Development and Demonstration Activities (2007-2013) dedicated more than EUR 200 million to AD research,
including on projects investigating risk factors (*) as well as through IMI (*) (PHARMA-COG project) () which recently launched a
EUR 53 million call on ‘European Platform To Facilitate Proof Of Concept For Prevention In Alzheimer’s Disease’ (*). The EU also
supports the implementation of the JPND (%) which will fund two projects on genetic and environmental risk factors for AD, starting
in January 2014.

3. Horizon 2020, the new EU programme for research and innovation (2014-2020), will offer further opportunities for research
on AD, in particular through the societal challenge 1 ‘Health, demographic change and well-being’. The first calls for proposals under
Horizon 2020 published on 11 December 2013 contain a specific topic on risk factors for diseases and a topic to further support the
JPND ().

()  Corbo and Scacchi (1999): Ann. Hum. Genet., 63, 301-310; and A. Ward et al. (2012), Neuroepidemiology, 38:1-17.

()  eg. projects ADAMS (http://genseq.molgen.mpg.de/adams_new/cms|), CHANCES (http://www.chancesfp7.eu) and DEVELAGE (http:|/www.develage.eu/).

The Innovative Medicines Initiative (IMI) is a EUR 2 billion public-private partnership between the EU and the European Federation of Pharmaceutical Industries and

Associations (http://www.imi.europa.eu).

() http://www.imi.europa.eu/content/pharma-cog

()  http://www.imi.europa.eu/content/11th-call-alzheimers-topic

()  The Joint Programming Initiative on Neurodegenerative Diseases (JPND) is a Member State-led initiative that aims at increasing the efficiency and impact of European
research in this area by coordinating efforts across countries (http://www.neurodegenerationresearch.eu).

()  http:/Jec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/h2020/index.html
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013509/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(28 Nogpfipiou 2013)

Oéua: Axpopatoyia e EE

«Ot Bpu&éNheg, — 1) Toukayiotov 1 Aeyopevr “evpwnaikr) ouvoikia” eivat éva aocuviidioto pépog. [epmhavipievog KAmoLog oTa eupeMAiKa
Yeopuka opyava, napatnpel my Unapén piag mietoyngiag avdpav Aeukrg uAng kat péong nhikiag mou meptfaAlovar and éva mhdog véwv
e\kuoTikoV kuplov, fordev 1 ackoupsvay. [licw and avtous, atopa apafikig 1 appikavikig Kataywyng, epyalovial eviatikd, oepPipoviag
nota, kadapilovtag Tovakétec. Ta evpwnaika deopkd dOpyava UTOoTPILouy TIC TOCOCTAOOELS TV YUVaKev ota Stotkntika oupfoulia, aAla
dev Mve moM\ yia ™ g@uletikr] w0oTyTa oTO gpyatikd Suvapkd kar mpdttouv akopn Ayotepa. QuOIKA, Ol yuvaikeg TpPEMEL va
avrpetoniloviar wotipa. To ido mpémet va woxUer kar yia TOUG avIpONOUG TOU TPOEPXOVTAL MO EVUVOTIKEG HEIOVOTITEG HOAGC.»
(NEWEUROPE, ap. 1059, 24-30 Nogypiou 2013)

1. Toeg eivar o1 andyeig g Enrtponiic oXetika pe auto o cuvtopo apdpo, mou dnpoctetdnke oty npatn oeNida g NEWEUROPE;

2. Tow pétpa npotidetar va Nafet ) Enrtpor yia va aA\aEet aut) Ty katdotaor) Kat va Tpowdnoel TV 160 TTa eVTOG TG «EUPOTAIKNS
OUVOIKLOG;

3. Mmopel 1) Emtponr) va mapdoxer evijpepopéva ototyeia oXeTikd pie T QUAETIKT oUVDeon Tou epyatikol duvapkol mou amacyoAeiTal
OTIY «€UPOTOIKT GUVOLKIOY;

Anavrnon g k. Reding €€ ovopatog e Emrponic
(20 defpouvapiov 2014)

H wotta ke 1 anayopevor tov diakpioewv anoteholv Jepehivdeg akies g EE kau n Eupwnaikn Emtporn) katadcaler kdde popen
dakpiocewy, oupmepthapfavoptvey twv Siakpicewy Moyw edvotikig katayoyns, @ulou kar niikiag. Ot diakpioelg Aoy QUAETIKAG 1)
edvoTikng kataywyng, pulou ka nhikiag anayopevovtar faoer e vopodeoiag g EE (). H vopodesia autr) woxber oe ohokhnpn v EE,
oupmepAapfavopEvey ey eupomaikdy Jeopkav opydvey, ta omoia deopevoviar and tov Xapt twv Oguehodov Aamopdtov, Kat
ouykekpipgva to apdpo 21 to onoio anayopelel Tig diakpioels kat o apdpo 23 to onoio emPaNAer mv unoxpéwor) eEacpahiong 0o TTaG
HETAZD YUvauK®v kat avdpav.

Ta kpatn peNn £xouv Ty KUpta udlvy yia TV KATATOAEUNon Tev dlakpioewy evrog g entkpdtelds tous. H Euponaikr Emrtponr) napéyel
diagopeg umnpeoieg otov TopEa autov (%), ot onoieg mephapfavouv otkovopikr otrpiEn TOo0 oTa KPAT) [EAN 00O KAl TV KOWGVia TeV
no\ttev, dnpooteloeig, cuN\ oy dedopévev kat e1dikés mpwToPfoulieg Tou aTPIlouv Kat TPoayouv Tr SLaXEIPIon TG SLAYOPETIKOTITAG OTOV
XOpo epyaoiag.

SUPQOV HE TOV KAVOVIGHO UTPEGLAKNG KATAGTAOTS, 16 epyodotng, 1) EE dev aokel kavevog eidoug diakprtikr petayeipior], m.x. Aoyw ¢Ulou,
QUATIG, XPOHATOG, EIVOTIKIG ] KOWWVIKNG TPOENEUOTG, YEVETIKGV XAPAKTIPIOTIKAVY 1] UTIAYWYTG 0€ eDvikr] pelovotnta. ‘060t GUHPETEKOUY OE
dadkaciec emhoyrs &xouv ioeg eukaipies yia va amodeifouv g wavotytes toug. H ouMoyn dedopévev mpocwmikol yapaktipa
npaypatonoteital povo oe edehovikr| faor kot umd T mpoindveon 0T dikatohoyeitar anod Yeprtod okond kat 0Tt 1) enekepyacia dedopévav
TPOCWLTIKOU Xapaktipa £xet kotvomowdel otig apuodies apyéc s EE 1 tig edvikés apyéc. Zuvenamg, n) Enrtporr) dev dadétet atotyeia oxetika
L€ TN QUAETIKT] GUVDEGT] TOU EPYATIKOU SUVAHIKOU TIOU OMAGYONELTAL OTIY «EUPOTIAIKT] GUVOLKIC.

() H anayopeuon tov dakpioewv Aoy guletikig 1) edvotikis kataywyis oty anacyoAnoen katoyupevetat oty odnyia 2000/43/EK tou Supfouliou, tg 29ng lovviou 2000,
Tiept EQAPHOYNG TNG APXTS TG L0TG HETAYEIPLONG MPOSHIKLV asKETwG QUAETIKIG 1) eDvoTIKNS Toug kataywyng, EE L 180 g 19.7.2000, . 22. H anaydpeuan twv diakpicewv
Aoye @ulou katoyupavetat oty odnyia 2006/54/EK tou Eupenaikoy Kowofouliou kat tou Zupfouliov, g 51¢ loukiou 2006, yia Ty egappoyr g apxrs tov icwv
EUKAIPLOV KAl TG L0MG PETayelptong avdpdv kat yuvaikav ot dépata gpyaciag kar anacyoAnons (avadiatinwon), EE L 204 mg 26.7.2006, o. 23. H anayopevon tov
Sakpicewv Aoyw nhikiag katoxupdvetar oty odyia 2000/78/EK tou Zupfoudiov, g 27 Noepfpiou 2000, yia ) Stapop@wor] yevikou mAaioiou yia v ion petayeipion
otV anacyoAnon kat v epyaoia, EE L 303 mg 2.12.2000.

()  http:[/ec.europa.eufjustice/discrimination/index_en.htm
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Question for written answer E-013509/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: EU colour blind

‘Brussels is an unusual place, or at least the “European Quarter” is. Wandering around the European institutions, one notices the
predominance of middle aged white men surround by a throng of young attractive ladies, assistants or stagieres. In the background,
some people with Arab or African ancestry, toil away, pouring drinks, cleaning toilets. The European institutions argue for quotas of
women in the boardrooms, but say little about racial equality in the workforce and do even less. Of course women should be treated
equally. So should people from our ethnic minorities.” (NEWEUROPE, No 1059, 24-30 November 2013)

1. What are the Commission’s views on this short article, published on the front page of NEWEUROPE?

2. What action does the Commission intend to take to change this situation and to promote equality within the ‘European
Quarter?

3. Can the Commission provide up-to-date figures on the racial composition of the workforce employed in the ‘European
Quarter”?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

Equality and non-discrimination are fundamental values of the EU and the European Commission condemns all forms of
discrimination, including discrimination on the basis of ethnic origin, sex and age. Discrimination on the basis of racial or ethnic
origin, sex and age in employment is prohibited under EC law (). This applies to everyone in the EU, including the European
institutions, which are bound by the Charter of Fundamental Rights prohibiting discrimination in its Article 21 and imposing the
obligation to ensure equality between women and men in its Article 23.

The Member States have the main responsibility to fight against discrimination within their territory. The European Commission
carries out a wide range of activities in this area (}), including financial assistance both to Member States and civil society,
publications, data collection and specific support to initiatives promoting diversity management in the workplace.

Pursuant to the Staff Regulations, the EU, as an employer, does not discriminate on any grounds such as sex, race, colour, ethnic or
social origin, genetic features, or membership of a national minority. All applicants to selection procedures are given an equal
opportunity to demonstrate their abilities. Personal data collection can only take place on a voluntary basis and provided that it is
justified by a legitimate aim and that the processing of personal data has been notified to the competent EU or national authorities.
Consequently, the Commission does not have figures on the racial composition of the workforce employed in the ‘European
Quarter’.

() Prohibition of discrimination on grounds of racial or ethnic origin in employment is provided in Council Directive 2000/43EC of 29 June 2000 implementing the
principle of equal treatment between persons irrespective of racial or ethnic origin, OJ L 180, 19.7.2000 p. 22. Prohibition of discrimination on grounds of sex is
provided in Directive 2006/54EC of the European Parliament and of the council of 5 July 2006 on the implementation of principle of equal opportunities and equal
treatment of men and women in matters of employment and occupation (recas), OJ L 204 of 26.7.2006, p. 23. Prohibition of discrimination on grounds of age is
provided in Council Directive 2000/78/EC of 27 November 2000 establishing a general framework for equal treatment in employment and occupation, OJ L 303 of
2.12.2000.

()  http:[/ec.europa.eufjustice/discrimination/index_en.htm
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013518/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Ennesimo attacco contro i cristiani in Nigeria

Sono 37 i morti dopo l'offensiva lanciata da un commando armato contro alcuni villaggi dello Stato nigeriano del Plateau, da anni
teatro di attacchi dei pastori Fulani-Hausa di religione musulmana contro gli agricoltori di etnia Berom, per lo piti cristiani.

1l raid notturno ha causato tra gli altri 13 morti a Katu Kapang, otto a Daron, nove a Tul e altri sette a Rawuru, ha riferito il portavoce
militare Salisu Mustapha. La mattanza ¢ stata interrotta dall'intervento dei militari nigeriani che hanno messo in fuga gli aggressori.

Alla luce di quanto precede, pud la Commissione far sapere:
1. seéaconoscenza di questi fatti;

2. come intende arginare la cristianofobia che dilaga in alcuni paesi africani?

Risposta dell’Alta Rappresentante/Vicepresidente Catherine Ashton a nome della Commissione
(18 febbraio 2014)

Le continue violenze in Nigeria, tra cui il recente bagno di sangue in alcuni villaggi dello Stato del Plateau cui fa riferimento
l'onorevole deputato, destano forte preoccupazione poiché colpiscono civili innocenti, sia cristiani che musulmani. Gli omicidi non
sono in primis di stampo religioso, ma sono pit che altro legati a faide per la proprieta di terreni e a pratiche discriminatorie dello
Stato. L'estremizzazione religiosa andrebbe evitata.

L'UE continuera a collaborare con il governo e il popolo nigeriano per porre fine alla spirale di violenza sia con un costante dialogo
politico sulle strategie volte a contrastare i problemi, sia con interventi di aiuto mirati.

Nel suo dialogo politico con la Nigeria, 'UE continua a ribadire la necessita di affrontare le cause profonde della violenza, non per
ultimo contrastando la discriminazione e introducendo riforme socioeconomiche a vantaggio di tutta la popolazione. L'UE e la
Nigeria convengono sulla necessita di adottare una strategia integrata di ampio respiro improntata, tra l'altro, sul buon governo, sullo
Stato di diritto, sul rispetto dei diritti umani, sullo sviluppo economico inclusivo e sulla creazione di posti di lavoro. Nel dicembre
2012 nellambito dello strumento per la stabilita ¢ stato approvato un progetto per sostenere la costruzione della pace e la
prevenzione dei conflitti nello Stato del Plateau. L'UE sostiene diversi programmi di assistenza sociale in molte regioni del paese, oltre
a fornire il proprio contributo nel settore della giustizia e del buon governo.
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Question for written answer E-013518/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Yet another attack against Christians in Nigeria

Thirty-seven people have been killed in an offensive carried out by an armed commando against a number of villages in the Nigerian
State of Plateau. Muslim herdsmen of the Fulani-Hausa tribe have been attacking the mainly Christian Berom farmers in this area for
years.

The night raid left 13 people dead in Katu Kapang, 8 in Daron, 9 in Tul and a further 7 in Rawuru, according to military spokesman,
Salisu Mustapha. The killing spree was ended by the intervention of Nigerian soldiers, who saw off the attackers.

1. Is the Commission aware of this situation?

2. How does it intend to stem the Christianophobia spreading in some African countries?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The continued violence in Nigeria, such as the recent inter-communal killings in Plateau State referred to by the Honourable Member
of Parliament, are of great concern since they target innocent civilians, both Christians and Muslims. These killings are
predominantly motivated by disputes over land and discriminatory practices by the state, rather than by religious considerations.
Polarisation on religious grounds should be avoided.

The EU will continue to work with the government and people of Nigeria to help bring an end to the cycle of violence through both
continuous political dialogue on appropriate approaches to the problems, as well as targeted aid interventions.

In its political dialogue with Nigeria, the EU constantly stresses the need to address the root causes of violence, including by fighting
discrimination and implementing socioeconomic reforms that equally benefit all groups. EU and Nigeria agree on the need to adopt a
comprehensive integrated strategy that includes good governance, the rule of law, respect of human rights, inclusive economic
development and job creation. Under the Instrument for Stability, a project to support peace building and conflict prevention in
Plateau State was approved in December 2012. The EU supports social assistance programmes in many regions of the country,
together with support to justice and good governance.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013519/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Istituzione di un tribunale islamico ad Anversa basato sulla legge della sharia per controversie riguardanti il diritto di
famiglia: possibile violazione della Carta dei diritti fondamentali

In relazione all'interrogazione E-009450/2011, la Commissione ha nuove informazioni dal Belgio sulla situazione descritta e in caso
contrario puo chiederne?

Risposta di Viviane Reding a nome della Commissione
(18 febbraio 2014)

Secondo le informazioni di cui dispone la Commissione europea, la Sharia contiene norme concernenti un gran numero di questioni
di competenza del diritto secolare, quali la criminalita, il matrimonio, il divorzio, le successioni e i contratti, e l'interpretazione di tali
norme varia a seconda delle diverse culture nonché tra differenti scuole di pensiero e dottrine.

Alla Commissione non risulta che, come sostiene 'onorevole deputato, ad Anversa sia stato istituito un tribunale che, in base alla
Sharia, si pronuncerebbe su questioni di diritto della famiglia.

Come stabilisce l'articolo 17 del trattato sullUnione europea, le competenze della Commissione si limitano alla vigilanza
sullapplicazione del diritto dell'Unione sotto il controllo della Corte di giustizia europea. La Commissione non puo valutare in
termini generali la compatibilita della Sharia con la Carta, in quanto quest'ultima si applica solo negli Stati membri quando questi
danno attuazione al diritto dell'UE. Pertanto la Commissione non ha la facolta di chiedere informazioni alle autorita belghe in merito
alla creazione ad Anversa di un tribunale shariatico.

La Commissione ricorda che gli Stati membri, quando attuano il diritto dell'UE, devono rispettare i diritti e le liberta fondamentali
sanciti dalla Carta dei diritti fondamentali dell'Unione europea e la Commissione si ¢ impegnata a garantire il rispetto di tali diritti.
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Question for written answer E-013519/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Creation of a Sharia court in Antwerp to rule on family law disputes: possible violation of the Charter of Fundamental Rights

With regard to Question E-009450/2011, has the Commission received fresh information from Belgium on the above situation, and
if not, can it request this information?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

According to information available to the European Commission, ‘Sharia’ includes rules on many issues addressed by secular law,
such as crime, marriage, divorce and inheritance, and the interpretation of these rules vary between cultures as well as between
different schools of thought and scholarship.

The Commission is not aware of the creation of a Sharia court in Antwerp to rule on family law disputes as mentioned by the
Honourable Member.

As stated in Article 17 of the Treaty on European Union, the powers of the Commission are limited to overseeing the application of
Union law under the control of the Court of Justice of the European Union. The Commission cannot assess at a general level the
compatibility of ‘Sharia’ with the Charter, as the latter only applies in the Member States when they are implementing EC law.
Therefore the Commission is not entitled to request information from the Belgian authorities regarding the creation of a Sharia court
in Antwerp.

The Commission recalls that the Member States, when implementing EC law, must respect the rights and freedoms enshrined in the
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union and the Commission is committed to ensuring the respect for these rights.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013520/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Matite tossiche cinesi che minacciano la salute dei cittadini europei

La Guardia di finanza di Trento ha sequestrato 170.000 confezioni di matite colorate tossiche vendute in tutta Italia, in 800 punti
vendita. I prodotti, importati dalla Cina da un’azienda italiana, erano destinati a ragazzi e bambini anche in eta prescolare. Le analisi
chimiche hanno svelato, nelle vernici stese sulla superficie esterna delle matite, la presenza di ftalati in concentrazione tre volte
superiore rispetto a quella consentite dalla legge e tale da poter causare deficit mentali e fisici nei pitt piccoli e provocare danni seri e
permanenti agli organi interni, compresi effetti cancerogeni. I pastelli di produzione cinese sono privi del marchio di sicurezza CE e
sono stati reclamizzati su un volantino promozionale di tre grandi catene distributive italiane.

Puo dire la Commissione:
1. seéaconoscenza di questi fatti?
2. seintende verificare se le stesse matite siano state distribuite in altri Stati membri?

3. come intende difendere i consumatori europei dai prodotti tossici cinesi che invadono il mercato europeo mettendo a rischio
la salute dei cittadini?

Risposta di Neven Mimica a nome della Commissione
(12 febbraio 2014)

1. La Commissione € a conoscenza dell'incidente menzionato dall'onorevole deputata. Le autorita italiane, attraverso il sistema
RAPEX ('), hanno avvertito la Commissione che matite colorate sprovviste del marchio CE e della documentazione tecnica prescritta
dalla direttiva sulla sicurezza dei giocattoli (’), contenenti ftalati a livelli superiori a quelli consentiti stabiliti nel regolamento
REACH (’), erano state vendute in Italia. L'allerta & stata inviata a tutti gli Stati membri e ai paesi del'EFTA/SEE (%). Essa conteneva
informazioni sul rischio, la descrizione delle misure adottate in Italia e particolari volti ad aiutare ad identificare e a tracciare il
prodotto, come ad esempio le fotografie e l'indicazione dei canali di distribuzione. L'allerta ¢ anche comunicata al pubblico per il
tramite del sito web di RAPEX (®).

2. Una volta ricevuta tale notifica tramite il sistema RAPEX, gli Stati membri devono informare la Commissione se il prodotto ¢
stato commercializzato nel loro territorio, se essi hanno adottato misure in merito al prodotto in questione e se dispongono di
eventuali informazioni addizionali pertinenti.

3. Lulteriore miglioramento della sicurezza dei prodotti provenienti dalla Cina immessi sul mercato dell'UE ¢ una importante
priorita. La Commissione opera continuativamente a contatto con le autorita cinesi per migliorare la situazione. Nel quadro del
sistema «RAPEX China» le autorita cinesi ricevono informazioni dalla Commissione sui problemi identificati e sui prodotti pericolosi
di origine cinese e rispondono alla Commissione informandola sugli interventi correttivi adottati in Cina, tra cui anche i divieti di
esportazione comminati. Assieme alle autorita cinesi € stato avviato un progetto per meglio coordinare i controlli in materia di
sicurezza dei prodotti tra le autorita dellUE e quelle cinesi lungo lintera filiera della fornitura (°). Infine, la Commissione e
I'amministrazione cinese AQSIQ () si incontrano regolarmente nellambito del «Gruppo di lavoro Giocattoli» per scambiare
informazioni sugli ultimi sviluppi in merito alla sicurezza dei giocattoli.

()  Sistema di allarme rapido dell'UE che consente lo scambio rapido di informazioni tra gli Stati membri e la Commissione sulle misure adottate per prevenire o limitare
la commercializzazione o l'uso di prodotti che presentano un rischio per la salute e la sicurezza dei consumatori.

()  Direttiva 2009/48/CE del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio, del 18 giugno 2009, sulla sicurezza dei giocattoli, GU L 170 del 30.6.2009, pag. 1.

()  Regolamento (CE) n. 1907/2006 del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio, del 18 dicembre 2006, concernente la registrazione, la valutazione, lautorizzazione e la
restrizione delle sostanze chimiche (REACH), che istituisce un’Agenzia europea per le sostanze chimiche, che modifica la direttiva 1999/45/CE e che abroga il
regolamento (CEE) n. 793/93 del Consiglio e il regolamento (CE) n. 1488/94 della Commissione, nonché la direttiva 76/769/CEE del Consiglio e le direttive della
Commissione 91/155/CEE, 93/67/CEE, 93/105/CE e 2000/21/CE, GU L 396 del 30.12.2006, pag. 1.

() La rete RAPEX & composta dagli Stati membri dell'UE e dai tre membri dello Spazio economico europeo e dell’Associazione europea di libero scambio (Islanda,
Liechtenstein e Norvegia).

()  http:[/ec.europa.eu/consumers|safety/rapex

http:/[www.prosafe.org/default.asp?itemid=178

Amministrazione incaricata della supervisione della qualita, dell'ispezione e della quarantena.

&)
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Question for written answer E-013520/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Toxic Chinese pencils threatening the health of EU citizens

The Guardia di Finanza police in Trento has seized 170 000 packs of toxic coloured pencils, sold throughout Italy in 800 outlets. The
products, imported from China by an Italian company, were designed for teenagers and children, including those of pre-school age.
Chemical tests have revealed that the paint on the outer surface of the pencils contains phthalates at a concentration three times
higher than that permitted by law, sufficient to be able to cause physical and mental damage to children and serious and permanent
damage to internal organs, including carcinogenic effects. The Chinese crayons do not bear the CE safety mark and have been
advertised in the promotional leaflets of three major Italian retailers.

Can the Commission say:
1.  whether it is aware of these facts;
2. whether it intends to check whether the same pencils have been distributed in otherMember States;

3. how it intends to protect European consumers from the toxic Chinese products flooding the European market, which are
endangering public health?

Answer given by Mr Mimica on behalf of the Commission
(12 February 2014)

1. The Commission is aware of the incident referred to by the Honourable Member. The Italian authorities alerted the
Commission through the RAPEX system (") that toy colour pencils without CE mark and without the technical documentation
required by the Toy Safety Directive (?), containing phthalates exceeding the permitted levels laid down in REACH (), have been sold
in Italy. The alert was sent to all Member States and the EFTA/EEA Countries (*). It contained information about the risk, measures
taken in Italy and details to help identify and trace the product, such as photographs and distribution channels. The alert is also being
communicated to the public via the RAPEX website (°).

2. Upon receipt of such notification submitted through the RAPEX system, Members States are required to inform the
Commission if the product has been marketed in their territory, if they have adopted measures concerning the product in question
and if they have any relevant additional information.

3. Further improving the safety of products from China placed on the EU market is a key priority. The Commission is
continuously working with the Chinese authorities to improve the situation. Within the ‘RAPEX China’ system, Chinese authorities
receive information from the Commission on problems and dangerous products of Chinese origin and report back on corrective
actions taken in China, including on export bans imposed. Together with the Chinese authorities, a project has been launched to
better coordinate product safety controls between EU and Chinese authorities throughout the whole supply chain (°). Finally, the
Commission and China’s AQSIQ (') are regularly meeting within the Toys Working Group’ to exchange information about the latest
developments regarding the safety of toys.

() The EU rapid alert system that facilitates the rapid exchange of information between Member States and the Commission on measures taken to prevent or restrict the
marketing or use of products posing a risk to the health and safety of consumers.

()  Directive 2009/48/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 June 2009 on the safety of toys, O] L 170, 30.6.2009, p. 1.

()  Regulation (EC) No 1907/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 December 2006 concerning the Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and
Restriction of Chemicals (REACH), establishing a European Chemicals Agency, amending Directive 1999/45/EC and repealing Council Regulation (EEC) No 793/93
and Commission Regulation (EC) No 1488/94 as well as Council Directive 76/769/EEC and Commission Directives 91/155/EEC, 93/67EEC, 93/105/EC and
2000/21/EC. OJ L 396, 30.12.2006, p. 1.

()  The RAPEX network consists of the EU Members States and the three members of the European Economies Area and the European Free Trade Association (Iceland,
Liechtenstein and Norway).

()  http:[/ec.europa.eu/consumers|safety/rapex

http:/[www.prosafe.org/default.asp?itemid=178

()  General Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and Quarantine.

<



C241/120 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(Versione italiana)

Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013521/13
alla Commissione (Vicepresidente/Alto Rappresentante)
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)

(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: VP/HR — Nuova ondata di cristianofobia in Cina

L’agenzia Asianews ha riferito che il governo cinese sostiene una nuova ondata repressiva violenta contro le comunita di cristiani
protestanti presenti. Gli agenti di polizia sono intervenuti con la forza in alcune abitazioni private dove si stavano celebrando riti
religiosi: I'accusa ¢ quella di riunione illegale e «mancanza di requisiti di sicurezza per permettere a quel numero di persone di trovarsi
insieme in abitazioni private».

La Vicepresidente/Alto Rappresentante:
1. eaconoscenza di questi fatti?

2. come intende fermare le nuove ondate di cristianofobia in Cina?

Risposta dell’Alta Rappresentante/Vicepresidente Catherine Ashton a nome della Commissione
(30 gennaio 2014)

Il numero di cristiani in Cina ¢ attualmente stimato a 23 milioni e, nonostante la costituzione cinese tuteli esplicitamente la liberta di
religione, giungono continuamente notizie di vessazioni e minacce sistematiche nei confronti di membri di gruppi religiosi e di
interferenze nel funzionamento delle chiese.

La questione della liberta di religione e di credo ¢ costantemente al centro dei dialoghi sui diritti umani tra UE e Cina. Nel corso
dell'ultimo dialogo sui diritti umani, che si ¢ tenuto nel giugno 2013, 'UE ha anche menzionato i suoi orientamenti, adottati di
recente, sulla promozione e la tutela della liberta di religione o di credo ed ha esposto il problema della registrazione delle chiese in
Cina, nel quadro della riforma della registrazione delle ONG.

Tale questione ¢ stata nuovamente sollevata dal rappresentante speciale dell'UE per i diritti umani, Stavros Lambrinidis, durante la
sua prima visita in Cina nel settembre 2013, e I'Unione europea continuera a monitorare la situazione e ad esprimere le proprie
preoccupazioni alle autorita cinesi.
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Question for written answer E-013521/13
to the Commission (Vice-President/High Representative)
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: VP[HR — New wave of Christianophobia in China

The Asianews agency has reported that the Chinese Government is supporting a new wave of violent repression against Protestant
Christians in the country. Police officers used force in private homes where religious services were being held: worshippers were
accused of gathering illegally and failing to meet the safety requirements to allow that number of people to gather in private
dwellings.

1. Isthe Vice-President/High Representative aware of this situation?

2. How does she intend to stop the new wave of Christianophobia in China?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

The number of Christians in China is now estimated at 23 million and although the Chinese constitution clearly safeguards freedom
of religion, there are continuous reports of systematic harassment and threats against members of religious groups and interference
in the functioning of churches.

The issue of freedom of religion and belief is systematically raised during the EU-China Human Rights Dialogues. During the last
Human Rights Dialogue, which took place in June 2013, the EU also mentioned the recently adopted EU guidelines on the
promotion and protection of freedom of religion or belief and raised the question of the registration of churches in China, in the
context of the reform of NGO registration.

The issue was raised again by the EUSR for Human Rights, Stavros Lambrinidis, during his first visit to China, in September 2013,
and the EU will continue to monitor the situation and raise its concerns with the Chinese authorities.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013522/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Nuovi prelievi forzosi dai conti correnti dei cittadini europei

Joerg Asmussen, membro del Consiglio esecutivo della Banca centrale europea, in una intervista rilasciata al canale Cnbc, ha
osservato che i depositi potrebbero essere intaccati, se in futuro si verificasse il fallimento di una banca europea. Dopo il precedente
di Cipro si ripropone I'ipotesi del prelievo forzoso imposto su alcuni conti bancari.

La Commissione:

1. ¢ a conoscenza dei fatti?

2. ritiene possibile che in futuro si ricorra nuovamente alla confisca dei depositi dei cittadini europei?

Risposta di Michel Barnier a nome della Commissione
(30 gennaio 2014)

I depositi dei cittadini fino a 100 000 EUR sono pienamente garantiti a norma della direttiva 94/19/CE relativa ai sistemi di garanzia
dei depositi, come modificata nel 2009, e recepita in tutti gli Stati membri.

Per quanto riguarda i depositi d'importo superiore a 100 000 EUR, la nuova direttiva sul risanamento e la risoluzione delle crisi nel
settore bancario (') introdurrd una graduatoria di insolvenza preferenziale per tutti i depositi delle persone fisiche e delle PMI, onde
garantire che nessun deposito sia intaccato prima che siano assorbiti tutti gli altri crediti di creditori non garantiti. Anche cosi, le
autorita preposte alla risoluzione delle crisi potranno escludere i depositi ammissibili dai meccanismi di assorbimento delle perdite a
determinate condizioni, in particolare laddove cio si renda necessario per evitare di provocare un ampio contagio.

() Accordo politico raggiunto dai colegislatori il 12 dicembre 2013.
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Question for written answer E-013522/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Further compulsory levies on Europeans’ bank accounts

Jorg Asmussen, a member of the Executive Board of the European Central Bank, stated in an interview with CNBC channel that
deposits could be tapped if a European bank failed in the future. Following the precedent set in Cyprus, the possibility of a levy being
imposed on certain bank accounts has come up again.

1. Is the Commission aware of these facts?

2. Does it believe that European citizens’ deposits could again be confiscated in the future?

Answer given by Mr Barnier on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

Citizen’s deposits are entirely guaranteed up to EUR 100 000. This follows from the Deposit Guarantee Schemes Directive 94/19/EC,
as amended in 2009, which has been implemented in all Member States.

With regard to deposits above EUR 100 000 the new Bank Recovery and Resolution Directive (') will introduce a preferential
insolvency ranking for all deposits of natural persons and SMEs, which ensures that no deposit will be affected before all other
unsecured creditor claims have been absorbed. Even then, resolution authorities will be entitled to carve out eligible deposits from
any loss-absorption mechanism under certain conditions, notably where necessary to avoid giving rise to widespread contagion.

()  Political agreement between co-legislators reached on 12 December 2013.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013523/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Olio di oliva extravergine made in Italy: una bottiglia su cinque truccata

L'olio extravergine che acquistiamo spesso non ¢ quello che sembra. Nella classifica europea degli alimenti a piu alto rischio di frode
l'olio d’oliva ¢ il campione della pirateria.

Se si analizzano i numeri del settore, che vale circa 3 miliardi e mezzo di euro all'anno, tra consumi interni ed esportazioni, emerge
che I'olio d’oliva prodotto o importato in Italia non basta a soddisfare i nostri consumi di extra vergine.

Secondo il Coi, il Consorzio olivicolo italiano, ognuno di noi consuma in media 14 litri di extravergine allanno. Se all'olio d'oliva che
abbiamo prodotto e importato nel 2012 togliamo la quantita che nello stesso anno abbiamo esportato, scopriamo che l'olio d’oliva
che resta non basta per tutti: salta fuori un «buco» di 177.000 tonnellate.

La truffa piti frequente consiste nel sostituire l'olio d’oliva con il pili economico olio di semi, aggiungendo betacarotene e clorofilla
per renderne l'aspetto simile a quello dell’alimento pit: pregiato. Molto spesso vengono inoltre importati da Spagna, Grecia e Tunisia
oli grezzi di scarsissima qualita venduti a prezzi molto bassi, grazie ai metodi di coltivazione iperintensivi e alla scarsa remunerazione
del lavoro che poi vengono «deodorati», cio¢ trattati attraverso lavaggi chimici, per migliorarne le caratteristiche organolettiche e il
gusto acre e l'eccessiva acidita causati da una cattiva conservazione delle olive con cui € stato fatto.

1.  LaCommissione ¢ a conoscenza di questi fatti?

2. Quale strategia intende seguire per tutelare l'olio di oliva made in Italy dai falsi imitatori che traggono in inganno la fiducia dei
consumatori?

Risposta di Dacian Ciolos a nome della Commissione
(29 gennaio 2014)

La Commissione non ¢ al corrente dei fatti e delle cifre trasmessi dall'onorevole parlamentare, connessi alle frodi sugli oli d’oliva
italiani e spera che le affermazioni in questione siano state trasmesse alle competenti autorita di controllo.

La qualita dell’'olio d’oliva ¢ disciplinata a livello del'UE mediante due regolamenti principali: il regolamento (CEE) n. 2568/91 della
Commissione ("), il quale definisce le caratteristiche chimiche ed organolettiche dell'olio d'oliva e stabilisce i metodi di valutazione
delle suddette caratteristiche, e il regolamento (UE) n. 29/2012 (), il quale stabilisce le norme di commercializzazione specifiche per
il commercio al dettaglio degli oli d’oliva.

Come Lei forse ricorda, in occasione del Consiglio Agricoltura del 18 giugno 2012, avevo presentato un piano d’azione incentrato
sulla qualita e il controllo della medesima grazie a misure atte a stimolare e a promuovere 'immagine pubblica dell'olio d’oliva
nonché a migliorare la tutela e 'informazione del consumatore.

Nel 2013 il piano ¢ sfociato in una serie di modifiche ai regolamenti sopra citati, finalizzate soprattutto a:

—  rafforzare i controlli e rendere pitr severe le sanzioni in caso di attivita fraudolente,

—  imporre almeno un controllo di conformita per mille tonnellate di olio d’oliva commercializzato nello Stato membro all'anno,

—  uniformare le comunicazioni obbligatorie degli Stati membri relative alla natura delle irregolarita accertate e le sanzioni
comminate,

—  annotare le entrate e le uscite per ciascuna categoria di oli negli appositi registri fino alla fase dellimbottigliamento dell'olio
d'oliva,

—  promuovere la qualita dell'olio d’oliva e combattere la frode nell'interesse sia dei produttori che dei consumatori europei.

()  Regolamento (CEE) n. 2568/91, dell'11 luglio 1991, relativo alle caratteristiche degli oli d’oliva e degli oli di sansa d'oliva nonché ai metodi ad essi attinenti
(GUL 248 del 5.9.1991).

() Regolamento di esecuzione (UE) n. 29/2012 della Commissione, del 13 gennaio 2012, relativo alle norme di commercializzazione dellolio doliva
(GUL 12 del 14.1.2012).



24.7.2014 Official Journal of the European Union C241/125

Le prime comunicazioni sulla natura delle irregolarita accertate, in relazione con questa nuova modifica, saranno disponibili entro il
mese di maggio 2015.

Oltre alle azioni di cui sopra, nel 2014 sara probabilmente pubblicato un invito a presentare proposte per un progetto di ricerca su
scala europea relativo all'autenticazione dell’'olio d’oliva, aperto alla cooperazione internazionale in campo scientifico e tecnologico.
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Question for written answer E-013523/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Extra-virgin olive oil made in Italy: one bottle in five fake

The extra-virgin olive oil that we buy is often not what it seems. Olive oil is top of the list when it comes to foodstuffs at most risk of
fraud in Europe.

Analysing the figures for the sector, which is worth around EUR 3.5 billion per year, between domestic consumption and exports,
reveals that the olive oil produced in Italy or imported into the country is not enough to meet demand for extra-virgin olive oil.

According to the Italian Olive Growers’ Consortium, Italy consumes 14 litres of extra-virgin olive oil per capita per year. If we take
away the amount of olive oil that we exported in 2012 from the amount of olive oil we produced and imported in the same year, that
does not leave enough olive oil for everyone: there is a shortfall of 177 000 tonnes.

The most common scam consists of substituting olive oil with cheaper seed oil, adding beta-carotene and chlorophyll to give it a
similar appearance to that of the more prized product. In addition, very poor-quality, unprocessed oils are very often imported from
Spain, Greece and Tunisia, which are sold at a low price as they are produced using hyperintensive production methods by poorly
paid workers. The oils are then ‘deodorised’, meaning they are treated with chemicals, to improve their organoleptic qualities and
their sour taste and excessive acidity caused by the olives from which they are made being stored in poor conditions.

1. Is the Commission aware of these facts?

2. What strategy will it pursue to protect olive oil made in Italy against fake imitations that mislead consumers?

Answer given by Mr Ciolos on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

The Commission is not aware of the facts and figures provided by the honourable Member of the Parliament and related to fraud on
Italian olive oils and hopes that these allegations have been forwarded to the competent control authorities.

Olive oil quality is regulated at EU level by two main Regulations: Commission Regulation (EEC) n° 2568/91 (') defines the chemical
and organoleptic characteristics of olive oil and lays down methods to assess those characteristics and Regulation (EC) n° 29/2012 ()
lays down specific standards for retail-stage marketing of olive oils.

As you may recall, I presented an action plan at the Agricultural Council of 18 June 2012, focusing on quality and its control through
measures to enhance and promote the public image of olive oil and to improve consumer protection and information.

They resulted in 2013 into amendments of the abovementioned Regulations which aimed in particular to:

—  reinforce checks and penalties in case of fraudulent activities,

—  impose at least one conformity check per thousand tonnes of olive oil marketed in the Member State per year,

—  standardise Member States’ mandatory communications on the nature of the irregularities detected and the penalties applied,
—  keep entry and withdrawal for each category of oils in a register until the stage of bottling of olive oil.

—  to promote the quality of olive oil and fighting fraud in the interest of both producers and European consumers
First communications on the nature of the irregularities detected, in relation with this new amendment, will be made by May 2015.

In addition to these actions, a call for an EU-wide research project on Olive Oil authentication, opened to any international
cooperation in science and technology, should be launched in 2014.

()  Commission Regulation (EEC) No 2568/91 of 11 July 1991 on the characteristics of olive oil and olive residue oil and on the relevant methods of analysis. O] L 248,
5.9.1991.
()  Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 29/2012 of 13 January 2012 on marketing standards for olive oil. O] L 12, 14.1.2012.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013524/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Osservatorio sulla cristianofobia in Europa
1115 novembre 2013 ¢ stato pubblicato I'Hate Crime Report» del 2012 dell OSCE/ODIHR.

La relazione annuale si concentra sui crimini ispirati dall'odio razzista e xenofobo, antisemita e anti-islamico, cosi come sui crimini di
odio e sui pregiudizi nei confronti dei rom e dei sinti, del cristianesimo e delle altre religioni o dovuti ad altre ragioni. I ricercatori
autori del documento sottolineano che per quanto riguarda i crimini di odio contro i cristiani solo quindici Stati del’OSCE hanno
presentato dati leggibili, e di questi paesi solo sei hanno reso disponibili i loro dati per la relazione.

Tra gli elementi interessanti emersi nella ricerca figurano i seguenti: in Germania le fonti ufficiali della polizia hanno rilevato 414
reati basati su pregiudizi contro la religione, 18 dei quali di natura violenta. In Ungheria, la Santa Sede ha segnalato dieci casi di danni
alla proprieta della Chiesa, 89 casi di profanazione di chiese e sette casi di furto ai danni di proprieta della Chiesa. In Svezia la polizia
ha registrato 258 crimini d’odio contro la religione, di cui 200 rivolti contro i cristiani. Nel Regno Unito, le cifre ufficiali della polizia
in Inghilterra, Galles e Irlanda del Nord riportano 1 543 crimini di odio anti-religiosi, mentre in Scozia sono stati perseguiti 687 casi.

Preso atto che sarebbe fondamentale che tutti gli Stati europei cominciassero a separare la loro raccolta di dati in questo campo cosi
da individuare i crimini contro i cristiani, visto che i crimini d’odio contro i cristiani in Europa occidentale sono in aumento, puo la
Commissione far sapere:

1. se ritiene che raccogliere informazioni e dati in ciascuno Stato membro possa essere un valido ausilio alla lotta contro la
cristianofobia in Europa;

2. incaso affermativo, se ha intenzione di istituire un osservatorio che si occupi di raccogliere dati chiari e confrontabili in questo
settore?

Risposta di Viviane Reding a nome della Commissione
(18 febbraio 2014)

La Commissione condanna fermamente tutte le forme e manifestazioni di intolleranza, comprese quelle a sfondo religioso. La
legislazione dell'UE vieta specificamente l'istigazione alla violenza o all'odio nei confronti di un gruppo di persone, o di un suo
membro, definito ad esempio in riferimento alla religione (*).

La Commissione, avvalendosi di tutti i poteri conferitile dai trattati, ¢ impegnata nella lotta contro l'intolleranza religiosa, e
continuera ad adoperarsi in quest’ambito, in particolare monitorando l'attuazione della legislazione dell'UE che vieta i discorsi
pubblici di istigazione all'odio e la discriminazione religiosa e sostenendo finanziariamente le attivita dei portatori di interesse tese a
promuovere, ad esempio, la comprensione interreligiosa e interculturale e una maggiore tolleranza nell'UE (?). In questo contesto, la
Commissione invita gli Stati membri a raccogliere quanti pitt dati possibili sui reati commessi nei confronti di membri di comunita
religiose.

()  Decisione quadro 2008/913/GAI del Consiglio, del 28 novembre 2008, sulla lotta contro talune forme ed espressioni di razzismo e xenofobia mediante il diritto
penale, GU L 328 del 6.12.2008; direttiva 2010/13/UE del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio relativa al coordinamento di determinate disposizioni legislative,
regolamentari e amministrative degli Stati membri concernenti la fornitura di servizi di media audiovisivi (direttiva sui servizi di media audiovisivi), GU L 95 del
15.4.2010.

()  Per maggiori informazioni sul lavoro della Commissione in questo campo, vedi http://ec.europa.eufjustice/fundamental-rights/racism-xenophobia/index_en.htm
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Question for written answer E-013524/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Observatory on Christianophobia in Europe

The Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe/Office for Democracy Institutions and Human Rights (OSCE/ODIHR) Hate
Crime Report for 2012 was published on 15 November 2013.

The annual report focuses on racist and xenophobic, anti-Semitic and anti-Muslim hate crimes, as well as hate crimes and prejudice
against Roma and Sinti, Christians and people of other religious faiths, or on other grounds. According to the researchers who
produced the report, when it came to hate crimes against Christians, only 15 OSCE states presented disaggregated data, and of those
countries only six made their data available for the report.

The following are among the interesting facts found during the research: in Germany, official law-enforcement sources recorded 414
crimes based on religious prejudice, 18 of which involved violence; in Hungary, the Holy See reported 10 cases of damage to church
property, 89 cases of church desecrations and seven cases of theft of church property; in Sweden, the police recorded 258 anti-
religious hate crimes, 200 of which were anti-Christian; in the United Kingdom, official law-enforcement figures for England, Wales
and Northern Ireland recorded 1 543 anti-religious hate crimes, while in Scotland, 687 cases were prosecuted.

Considering that it is vital that all Member States start collecting disaggregated data in this area so as to identify crimes against
Christians, as anti-Christian hate crimes are on the rise in Western Europe:

1. Does the Commission think that collecting information and data in each Member State could be of real use in the fight against
Christianophobia in Europe?

2. Ifso, does it plan to set up an observatory to collect clear and comparable data in this area?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The Commission strongly condemns all forms and manifestations of intolerance, including those based on religion. The EU
legislation specifically bans incitement to violence or hatred targeted against a group of people or a member of a group defined for
instance by reference to religion (').

The Commission is committed to fighting against religious intolerance by making use of all powers available under the Treaties. It
will continue its work in this field in particular through monitoring the implementation of EU legislation prohibiting public hate
speech and discrimination based on religion and by providing financial support to stakeholders’ activities aimed for instance at
promoting better interfaith and intercultural understanding and improved tolerance in the EU (?). In this context, the Commission
encourages Member States to collect as many data as possible relating to offences of members of religious communities.

()  Council Framework Decision 2008/913[JHA of 28 November 2008 on combating certain forms and expressions of racism and xenophobia by means of criminal
law, OJ L 328, 6.12.2008; Directive 2010/13/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council on the coordination of certain provisions laid down by law,
regulation or administrative action in Member States concerning the provision of audiovisual media services (Audiovisual Media Services Directive), OJ L 95,
15.4.2010.

()  For further information on the Commission’s work in this field, see http://ec.europa.eufjustice/fundamental-rights/racism-xenophobia/index_en.htm
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013525/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Pakistan — Uso della legge sulla blasfemia per colpire i cristiani

L’organizzazione dei diritti umani «Life for all Pakistan» ha diramato un comunicato pubblico denunciando 'uso indiscriminato delle
accuse di blasfemia in Pakistan per colpire le minoranze religiose e costringerle a scappare dai luoghi di residenza. La comunicazione
¢ avvenuta dopo I'ennesimo caso di abuso. Due venditori di fuochi di artificio sono infatti stati messi in stato di accusa quando un
loro acquirente, dopo aver comprato da loro dei fuochi di artificio, si sarebbe accorto che erano fabbricati usando pagine del Corano.
Dopo la presunta scoperta ¢ scoppiata I'inevitabile reazione degli islamici presenti alle nozze che, dopo aver distrutto la bancarella
dei due cristiani, si sono recati alla stazione di polizia per sporgere denuncia. Uno dei due cristiani incriminati ha spiegato che loro
non fabbricano personalmente i fuochi ma li comprano confezionati da alcune fabbriche produttrici. Ovviamente nessuno ha
assunto le difese dei cristiani, costretti a trasferirsi altrove con le loro famiglie.

Alla luce di quanto precede, puo la Commissione far sapere:
1. sec¢aconoscenza dei fatti;

2. seintende adottare una strategia per fermare le ondate di intolleranza verso i cristiani presenti in Pakistan?

Risposta dell’Alta Rappresentante/Vicepresidente Catherine Ashton a nome della Commissione
(31 gennaio 2014)

II clima d'intolleranza religiosa e la facilita con cui viene invocata la legge sulla blasfemia in Pakistan sono all’'origine di accuse e di
azioni penali analoghe a quelle riguardanti il caso in questione e di cui 'AR/VP ¢ regolarmente tenuta al corrente. L'UE ha instaurato
un dialogo politico con il Pakistan sui diritti umani e ha chiarito la sua linea sul diritto alla liberta di religione e di credo. Dato che la
situazione delle minoranze religiose continua ad essere fonte di gravi preoccupazioni, I'UE ha invitato le autorita pakistane ad
adottare misure adeguate per prevenire episodi di ostilita religiosa e per allineare la condotta del governo agli impegni assunti nel
quadro degli strumenti internazionali in materia di diritti umani.

Determinata a promuovere e a difendere la liberta di religione o di credo nell'ambito della politica esterna in materia di diritti umani,
I'UE ha adottato, il 24 giugno 2013, gli orientamenti sulla promozione e la tutela della liberta di religione o di credo per contribuire a
prevenire e risolvere le violazioni in questo ambito attraverso gli strumenti di politica esterna. In linea con gli orientamenti, I'UE,
tramite la propria presenza sul posto, valuta regolarmente la situazione della liberta di religione o di credo, monitorizza casi eclatanti,
mantiene contatti con le parti interessate e conduce programmi di sviluppo finalizzati a rafforzare lo Stato di diritto e a migliorare la
qualita dell'azione di contrasto e l'accesso alla giustizia da parte dei gruppi pitt vulnerabili.
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Question for written answer E-013525/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Blasphemy law used to target Christians in Pakistan

The human rights organisation, Life for All Pakistan, has issued a public statement denouncing the use of indiscriminate accusations
of blasphemy in Pakistan to target religious minorities, which are forced to flee their homes. The statement follows yet another case
where the law was misused. Two firework vendors were accused of blasphemy when a customer, who had bought fireworks from
them, reportedly realised that they had been made from pages of the Koran. Following the alleged discovery, the inevitable reaction
of the Muslims attending the wedding was to destroy the stall owned by the two Christians and to report them to the police. One of
the two accused men explained that they do not personally manufacture the fireworks, but buy them from the factories which make
them. Obviously, no one defended the Christians, who have been forced to move elsewhere along with their families.

1. Is the Commission aware of this situation?

2. Does it plan to adopt a strategy to halt the wave of intolerance towards Christians in Pakistan?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(31 January 2014)

The climate of religious intolerance and the level of ease of accusations under the blasphemy laws in Pakistan result in allegations and
criminal prosecutions similar to this case that the HR/VP is regularly made aware of. The EU engages in a political dialogue with
Pakistan on human rights and has made its views on the right to freedom of religion and belief clear. The situation for religious
minorities continues to be a matter of serious concern and the Pakistani authorities are called upon to take adequate measures to
prevent incidents of religious hostility and to align government practice with its commitments to international human rights
instruments.

The EU is determined to promote and defend freedom of religion or belief in its external human rights policy and has adopted the
Guidelines on Freedom of Religion or Belief on 24 June 2013 to help prevent and address violations of this right through its external
policy instruments. Following these Guidelines through the local presence of the EU the situation is regularly assessed, high-profile
cases are monitored, contact with concerned parties is maintained and development programmes are aimed to strengthen the rule of
law and to improve the quality of law enforcement and access to justice for vulnerable groups.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013526/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Rafforzamento del radicalismo islamico tra i cittadini europei

A seguito delle proteste della comunita islamica locale, che si € appellata al principio per cui la televisione pubblica debba in tutti i
settori garantire il pluralismo, a una nota giornalista della televisione pubblica norvegese ¢ stato proibito di condurre il telegiornale
della NRK se avesse deciso di continuare a indossare un pendente a forma di croce.

Preso atto che il Crocefisso e le sue stilizzazioni fanno parte del patrimonio storico dellEuropa; considerato che nella risposta
allinterrogazione E-001586/2002 in materia la Commissione afferma di condividere il richiamo (...) al profondo radicamento dei
valori tradizionali nella civilta europea»; considerando che, ai sensi dell'articolo 2 del trattato di Lisbona, «'Unione si fonda sui valori
del rispetto della dignita umana, della liberta, della democrazia, dell'uguaglianza, dello Stato di diritto e del rispetto dei diritti umani,
compresi i diritti delle persone appartenenti a minoranze»; preso atto che l'articolo 5, paragrafo 3, del trattato di Lisbona sul
principio di sussidiarieta, stabilisce che «nei settori che non sono di sua competenza esclusiva I'Unione interviene soltanto se e in
quanto gli obiettivi dell'azione prevista non possono essere conseguiti in misura sufficiente dagli Stati membri» come in questo caso;

La Commissione:
1. Nonritiene che la liberta di religione, la liberta di indossare o esporre simboli religiosi alla stregua di qualsiasi altra liberta civile
o sociale, rappresentino valori fondamentale alla base di ogni societa moderna e democratica, e che nessun uomo possa essere

soggetto a censura ne subire discriminazioni di questa natura?

2. Seno, posto che persino la bandiera dell'Unione europea si ispira all'iconografia mariana, pensa di doverla modificare perché
non rispettosa del pluralismo religioso?

Risposta di Viviane Reding a nome della Commissione
(18 febbraio 2014)

1l fatto di indossare simboli religiosi pone una serie di complesse questioni e ricopre situazioni notevolmente diverse a seconda delle
circostanze, del contesto e del quadro giuridico specifici a ciascuno Stato membro. Ogni Stato membro si rapporta a questo
problema secondo un approccio diverso.

La Commissione prende in considerazione unicamente questioni rilevanti per il diritto dell'Unione.

A norma dell'articolo 51, paragrafo 1, della Carta dei diritti fondamentali dell'Unione europea, le disposizioni della Carta si applicano
agli Stati membri nell'attuazione del diritto dell'Unione.



C241/132 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(English version)

Question for written answer E-013526/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Increased Islamic radicalism among European citizens

Following protests by the local Muslim community, calling for state television to guarantee pluralism in all areas, a well-known
newsreader from Norwegian state television has been banned from presenting the NRK television news for continuing to wear a
pendant in the shape of a cross.

The crucifix and stylisations thereof are part of Europe’s historical heritage. In its answer to Question E-001586/2002 on the subject,
the Commission claims that it shares the ‘attachment to recalling the traditional values which are so deeply rooted in Europe’.
According to Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union ‘the Union is founded on the values of respect for human dignity, freedom,
democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, including the rights of persons belonging to minorities’.
Article 5(3) of the Treaty on European Union, on the principle of subsidiarity, lays down that ‘in areas which do not fall within its
exclusive competence, the Union shall act only if and in so far as the objectives of the proposed action cannot be sufficiently achieved
by the Member States’ as in this case.

1. Does the Commission not think that the freedom of religion, the freedom to wear or display religious symbols, just as any
other civil or social freedom, are fundamental values at the root of any modern and democratic society, and that no one should be
censured or suffer discrimination of this kind?

2. If not, given that even the flag of the European Union is inspired by Marian iconography, does it think the flag should be
changed as it does not respect religious pluralism?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The wearing of religious symbols raises a number of complex issues and relates to situations which differ widely depending on the
particular circumstances, the context, and the relevant legal framework in each Member State. Member States have different
approaches about this issue.

The Commission only assesses issues that fall within the scope of EC law.

According to its Article 51(1), the Charter of Fundamental rights of the European Union applies to Member States when they are
implementing EC law.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013527/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Recepimento della decisione quadro 2008/913/GAI negli Stati membri
In riferimento alla risposta all'interrogazione E-006868/2011 «Violenza contro gli ebrei Malmé» dell'interrogante, la Commissione

puo riferire circa il recepimento della decisione quadro 2008/913/GAI del Consiglio, del 28 novembre 2008, sulla lotta contro
talune forme ed espressioni di razzismo e xenofobia mediante il diritto penale (') negli Stati membri?

Risposta di Viviane Reding a nome della Commissione
(18 febbraio 2014)

La relazione della Commissione sul recepimento della decisione quadro 2008/913/GAI del Consiglio, del 28 novembre 2008, sulla

lotta contro talune forme ed espressioni di razzismo e xenofobia mediante il diritto penale ¢ stata adottata e pubblicata il 27 gennaio
2014. La Commissione non puo prevederne i risultati.

() GUL 328 del 6.12.2008, pag. 55.
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Question for written answer E-013527/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Transposition of Council Framework Decision 2008/913JHA in the Member States
Further to the answer it gave to my Question E-006868/2011 on violence directed at Jewish citizens in Malmg, can the Commission

say what the situation is as regards the Member States’ transposition of Council Framework Decision 2008/913/JHA of
28 November 2008 on combating certain forms and expressions of racism and xenophobia by means of criminal law (')?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The Commission report on the implementation of Council Framework Decision 2008/913/JHA of 28 November 2008 on
combating certain forms and expressions of racism and xenophobia by means of criminal law was adopted and published on
27 January 2014. The Commission cannot anticipate any findings.

() OJL328,6.12.2008, p. 55.
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013530/13
ala Comision
Agustin Diaz de Mera Garcia Consuegra (PPE)
(28 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Acoso escolar

El acoso escolar consiste en un continuado y deliberado maltrato verbal o modal que recibe un nifio por parte de otro u otros, que se
comportan con €l cruelmente con objeto de someterle, amedrentarle, intimidarle, amenazarle u obtener algo mediante chantaje, y
que atenta contra la dignidad del nifio y sus derechos fundamentales.

Estd demostrado que el menor maltratado queda expuesto fisica y emocionalmente ante el sujeto maltratador, generdndose como
consecuencia una serie de secuelas psicologicas, como que el acosado viva aterrorizado ante la idea de asistir a la escuela y que se
muestre muy nervioso, triste y solitario en su vida cotidiana. En algunos casos, la dureza de la situacion puede acarrear pensamientos
sobre el suicidio e incluso su materializacion.

Informes de la Organizaciéon Mundial de la Salud (OMS) y otras organizaciones internacionales como el Fondo de las Naciones
Unidas para la Infancia (Unicef), la Organizacion para la Cooperacién y el Desarrollo Econémicos (OCDE) y la Unién Europea han
expresado su temor por el incremento en el nimero de nifios y jovenes entre los 14 y 28 afios que se quitaron la vida en el 2012, al
quedar registrados al menos 600 000 decesos, de los cuales la mitad estdn relacionados con casos de bullying. De estos, alrededor de
200 000 corresponden a jévenes europeos.

Se considera que, de continuar al alza esta tendencia, para el aflo 2025 la pérdida de vidas por este motivo rebasaria las 850 000
muertes, muy por encima de fallecimientos por conflictos bélicos, llegando a rozar niveles epidémicos.

Ante esta grave situacion, quisiera saber qué medidas estd aplicando la Comision para proteger a los menores y a los jévenes de
situaciones de acoso escolar, asi como para evitar el desarrollo y el incremento de estas practicas.

Respuesta de la Sra. Reding en nombre de la Comisién
(10 de febrero de 2014)

La Comision ha expresado en varias ocasiones su preocupacién por la violencia contra los nifios y ha abordado la cuestién de la
intimidacién y el ciberacoso dentro y fuera de los entornos escolares en varias respuestas a las preguntas escritas del Parlamento
Europeo; la mds reciente y completa ha sido la dada a la pregunta E-010389/2013 ('). En la actualidad, las propuestas presentadas en
relacion con las becas Daphne III para los nifios que sean victimas de acoso en las escuelas estdn siendo objeto de evaluacion.

El informe del 8° Foro Europeo sobre los Derechos del Nifio, celebrado los dias 16 y 17 de diciembre de 2013, en el que se dedica
una sesion especifica a esta cuestion, se podrd consultar en el sitio web de la DG de Justicia antes de finales de enero. A Su Seflorfa
también se le invita a consultar el documento de trabajo preparado en esta sesion (%).

Ademds, la Comision, en el transcurso de 2014, y sobre la base de la Estrategia de la UE para la erradicacién de la trata de seres
humanos (2012-2016) (), desarrollard directrices de la UE sobre sistemas de proteccién de menores con el fin de ayudar a proteger
en mayor medida a los nifios también en los casos de acoso y ciberacoso.

() http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2013-010389&language=ES
() http:[/ec.europa.eufjustice/fundamental-rights/files/s3_forum_bullying_en.pdf
() Véasela seccion 2.1, apartado 3: http:/[ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/doc_centre/crime/docs/trafficking_in_human_beings_eradication-2012_2016_en.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013530/13
to the Commission
Agustin Diaz de Mera Garcia Consuegra (PPE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: School bullying

School bullying is continuous, deliberate verbal or physical abuse towards a child by one or more other children, who are cruel to
that child in order to subdue, scare, intimidate or threaten him or her, or to get something from the child through blackmail; it also
undermines the child’s dignity and fundamental rights.

It is known that children exposed to physical and emotional abuse by bullies suffer a range of psychological consequences. For
example, bullied children live in fear of going to school and are very nervous, sad and lonely in their daily lives. In some cases, the
harshness of their situation may lead to suicidal thoughts and even to the act of suicide itself.

Reports by the World Health Organisation (WHO) and other international organisations, such as the United Nations Children’s Fund
(Unicef), the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) and the European Union, have expressed concerns
over the increase in the number of children and young people between 14 and 28 who committed suicide in 2012. At least 600 000
deaths were recorded in that year, half of them related to cases of bullying. Of that figure, around 200 000 were young Europeans.

If this upward trend continues, it is estimated that by 2025 the number of deaths due to bullying could be over 850 000, far
exceeding deaths due to war and reaching epidemic levels.

In view of this serious situation, I would like to know what measures the Commission is implementing to protect children and young
people from school bullying, and to prevent the development and rise of bullying.

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(10 February 2014)

The Commission has repeatedly expressed concern about violence against children and has addressed the issue of bullying and cyber
bullying in and out of school settings in several answers to European Parliament Written Questions, most recently and most
comprehensively in E-010389/2013 (*). The proposals submitted for DAPHNE IIl grants on children as victims of bullying in schools
are currently under evaluation.

The report from the 8th European Forum on the rights of the child of 16 and 17 December 2013, which dedicated a specific session
to this issue, will be available on the DG Justice Website by the end of January. The Honourable Member is also invited to consult the
background paper prepared for this session ().

In addition, the Commission will in the course of 2014 and on the basis of the EU Strategy towards the eradication of trafficking in
human beings 2012-2016 (°) develop EU guidelines on child protection systems to help to better protect children also in cases of
bullying and cyber bullying.

() http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2013-010389&language=EN
() http:[/ec.europa.eufjustice/fundamental-rights/files/s3_forum_bullying_en.pdf
() See Section 2.1(3): http://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/doc_centre/crime/docs/trafficking_in_human_beings_eradication-2012_2016_en.pdf
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013531/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Diabetes Typ Il — Ursachen

In Osterreich leiden zwischen 570 000 und 645 000 Menschen an Diabetes, die Zahl derjenigen, die an Typ II erkrankt sind, steigt
rasant an. Europaweit gibt es schitzungsweise 53 Millionen Betroffene, wobei darunter zahlreiche Fille nicht diagnostiziert sind.
Durch eine Anderung des Lebensstils (Rauchentwdhnung, Bewegung, gesunde Ernihrung) koénnte rund die Hilfte der
Neuerkrankungen verhindert werden (exklusive Hochrisikopersonen). Insbesondere Adipositas im Kindes- und Jugendalter ist ein
Risikofaktor, der durch eine Umstellung der Gewohnheiten ausgeschaltet werden kann.

1. Sind weitere EU-Kampagnen geplant, um Adipositas im Kindes- und Jugendalter zu vermeiden und préventiv einen
gesiinderen Lebensstil zu propagieren?

2. Gibt es bereits EU-weite Programme zur Bekdmpfung der sogenannten ,Priventionsverweigerung®, die in weiten Teilen der
Bevolkerung vorherrscht und durch Information und Bewusstseinsbildung relevant vermieden werden kann?

3. Wie hoch schitzt die Kommission die volkswirtschaftlichen Mehrkosten von Diabetes-Erkrankungen ein, speziell auch im
Hinblick auf Folgeerkrankungen (wie beispielsweise Augen- und Herzprobleme, Erkrankungen der Nieren, etc)?

4. Welche Mafinahmen empfiehlt die Kommission den EU-Mitgliedstaaten, insbesondere in Bezug auf deren nationale
Gesundheits- und Sozialsysteme, zur Vermeidung von Adipositas im Kindes- und Jugendalter (Pravention) und zur Senkung der
damit verbundenen volkswirtschaftlichen Kosten?

Antwort von Tonio Borg im Namen der Kommission
(28. Januar 2014)

In der Strategie fiir Europa ,Erndhrung, Ubergewicht, Adipositas* (*) von 2007 werden eine ausgewogene Erndhrung und ein aktiver
Lebensstil fur die EU-Biirgerinnen und -Biirger propagiert, womit also auch die Ursachen fiir Typ-2-Diabetes angegangen werden.
Hauptzielgruppe der Strategie sind Kinder.

Umgesetzt wird die Strategie von der Hochrangigen Gruppe fiir Erndhrung und Bewegung (°) (28 EU-Mitgliedstaaten) sowie der
Europdischen Aktionsplattform fiir Erndhrung, korperliche Bewegung und Gesundheit () (Zivilgesellschaft). Die Hochrangige
Gruppe erarbeitet einen Aktionsplan zur Bekdmpfung von Adipositas bei Kindern fiir 2014-2020.

Dariiber hinaus hat das Europiische Parlament zusitzliche Mittel fur vier Pilotprojekte bereitgestellt, mit denen insbesondere
benachteiligte und Risikogruppen dabei unterstiitzt werden sollen, sich eine gesunde Erndhrungsweise anzueignen. Mit sichtbaren
Ergebnissen in der Praxis bei diesen Projekten, die auch Sensibilisierungskampagnen umfassen, rechnet die Kommission in den
kommenden zwei Jahren.

Der Kommission liegen keinerlei Schitzungen zu den durch Diabetes verursachten Kosten vor. Solche Schitzungen finden sich aber
in dem Bericht iiber eine europaweite Untersuchung mit dem Titel ,Diabetes: The Policy Puzzle — Is Europe Making Progress?“ ().
Dariiber hinaus hat die International Diabetes Federation einen ,Diabetes Atlas“ (°) herausgegeben, in dem die méglichen Kosten der
Pandemie Diabetes erortert werden.

In der Hochrangigen Gruppe arbeitet die Kommission eng mit den Mitgliedstaaten zusammen, um Ubergewicht und Adipositas bei
Kindern und jungen Menschen vorzubeugen und die damit verbundenen volkswirtschaftlichen Kosten durch
Koordinierungsmafnahmen und den Austausch bewiahrter Verfahren einzudimmen.

Abschlieend verweist die Kommission die Frau Abgeordnete auf ihre Antworten auf die Anfragen zur schriftlichen Beantwortung
E-009032/2013 und E-007543/2013.

KOM(2007)279 endg.
http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/high_level_group/index_de.htm
http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/platform/index_de.htm
International Diabetes Federation-European Region (IDF Europe — Europasektion des Internationalen Diabetesverbands), Foundation of European Nurses in
Diabetes (FEND — Stiftung europiischer Pflegekrifte im Bereich Diabetes), Primary Care Diabetes Europe (PCDE) und European Alliance for Research in Diabetes
(EURADIA): http://ec.europa.eu/health/major_chronic_diseases/docs/policy_puzzle_2011.pdf
() http://www.idf.org/diabetesatlas

=
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Question for written answer E-013531/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Type Il diabetes — causes

In Austria, between 570 000 and 645000 people suffer from diabetes, and the number of those with type II is increasing
dramatically. Throughout Europe there are an estimated 53 million people with this disease, with numerous cases undiagnosed.
With a change in lifestyle (stopping smoking, exercise, healthy diet), around half of new cases could be prevented (excluding high-
risk cases). In particular, obesity in children and young people is a risk factor that can be eliminated through a change in habits.

1. Are further EU campaigns planned in order to prevent obesity in children and young people and to promote a healthier lifestyle
as a preventative measure?

2. Are there already EU-wide programmes in place to tackle the refusal by large sections of the population to take preventative
measures, which can be appropriately prevented by the provision of information and raising of awareness?

3. How high would the Commission estimate the additional economic cost of diabetes diseases to be, especially in view of the
secondary diseases (such as eye and heart problems, kidney disorders, etc.)?

4. What steps would it recommend the Member States to take, in particular with regard to their national health and welfare
systems, to prevent obesity in children and young people (prevention) and to reduce the associated economic costs?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(28 January 2014)

The 2007 Strategy for Europe on Nutrition, Overweight and Obesity-related Health Issues (') promotes a balanced diet and active
lifestyles among EU citizens and thereby addresses underlying causes of Type Il diabetes. The strategy identifies children as a priority

group.

The strategy is being implemented by the High Level Group for Nutrition and Physical Activity (*) (28 EU Member States) and the EU
Platform for Action on Diet, Physical Activity and Health (*) (civil society). The High Level Group is developing an Action Plan to
address childhood obesity, which will cover the period 2014-2020.

In addition, the European Parliament has provided additional funds for the launch of four pilot projects to support the uptake of
healthy diets, especially among the disadvantaged and groups at risk. The Commission expects results of these projects, which
include public campaigns, to become visible on the ground over the next two years.

There are no estimates from the Commission with regards to the costs of diabetes. However, there are estimates in a whole-of-Europe
audit, entitled: ‘Diabetes: The Policy Puzzle — Is Europe Making Progress?’ (). In addition the International Diabetes Federation
published the ‘Diabetes Atlas’ (°), in which the potential costs of the diabetes pandemic are discussed.

In the High Level Group the Commission is working closely with the Member States to prevent overweight and obesity in children
and young people and to reduce the associated economic costs through coordination and best-practice sharing.

The European Commission would refer the Honourable Member to its answers to written questions E-009032/2013 and
E-007543/2013.

COM(2007) 279.
http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/high_level_group/index_en.htm
http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/platform/index_en.htm
The International Diabetes Federation-European Region (IDF Europe), the Foundation of European Nurses in Diabetes (FEND), the Primary Care Diabetes Europe
(PCDE) and the European Alliance for Research in Diabetes (EURADIA) http:/[ec.europa.cu/health/major_chronic_diseases/docs/policy_puzzle_2011.pdf
() http://www.idf.org/diabetesatlas

=
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013532/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Gestiegener Einsatz von Antidepressiva

Der OECD-Report ,Health at a Glance 2013 konstatiert einen massiven Anstieg bei den Verschreibungen von Antidepressiva, den
die Autoren auf den Einsatz solcher Mittel auch bei leichten Depressionen zuriickfithren. Diese Praxis wird weithin kritisiert,
insbesondere im Hinblick auf die Relation von Schaden und Nutzen (Nebenwirkungen). Ebenso wird die Finanz- und
Wirtschaftskrise als ursdchlich im Anstieg des Bedarfs gesehen; in Spanien und Portugal war beispielsweise in den letzten Jahren ein
Anstieg bei den Verschreibungen um 20 % zu verzeichnen.

1. Ist sich die Kommission der Problematik gestiegener Verschreibungen bewusst? Wenn ja, gibt es Empfehlungen zu diesem
Thema?

2. Wie beurteilt die Kommission die Auswirkungen der Wirtschaftskrise auf den Anstieg von Verschreibungen fiir
Antidepressiva?

3. Sieht die Kommission Moglichkeiten, diesen Entwicklungen, insbesondere im Hinblick auf die soziale Dimension der
Problematik, Einhalt zu gebieten?

4. Wie beurteilt die Kommission die Tatsache, dass Manner im Vergleich vermehrt von Depressionen betroffen sind?

Antwort von Tonio Borg im Namen der Kommission
(29. Januar 2014)

Die Zustindigkeit fir die Organisation des Gesundheitswesens und die medizinische Versorgung liegt bei den Mitgliedstaaten.
Mehrere Mitgliedstaaten verfiigen iiber klinische Leitlinien fiir die Verschreibung von Antidepressiva.

Der Anstieg bei der Einnahme von Antidepressiva muss in Relation zu der hohen Zahl der Menschen betrachtet werden, die an
Depressionen leiden, aber nicht medikamentds behandelt werden. Unnétige Verschreibungen miissen verhindert werden; fiir einige
Formen der Depression gibt es auch wissenschaftlich untersuchte nichtmedikament6se Behandlungsmethoden.

Ob und inwiefern sich die Wirtschaftskrise in der Zahl der verschriebenen Antidepressiva niedergeschlagen hat, ist nur schwer
auszumachen, da die Einnahme von Antidepressiva sowohl in stark krisengeschiittelten Landern als auch in weniger betroffenen
Landern zugenommen hat.

In zahlreichen Forschungsprojekten des 7. Rahmenprogramms (') wurde untersucht, wie sich Depressionen verhindern und in den
Griff bekommen lassen; es wurden Forschungsdefizite und -schwerpunkte ermittelt und Informationsliicken in Bezug auf die
europa- bzw. weltweit herrschenden Ungleichheiten im Gesundheitswesen geschlossen (?). Die Schwerpunkte der
Forschungsarbeiten lagen auf den gesundheitsbedingten, sozialen und wirtschaftlichen Faktoren: Hierzu wurden unterschiedliche
Programme aufgelegt, die psychiatrische Betreuung wurde verbessert, und es wurden Mafinahmen speziell fiir besonders gefihrdete
Gruppen und Betroffene ausgearbeitet.

Wie in der Europdischen Gesundheitsumfrage (European Health Interview Survey) im Jahr 2008 (Anhang) sowie durch andere Daten
und Untersuchungen nachgewiesen werden konnte, leiden Frauen hiufiger unter Depressionen als Minner.

() 7.Rahmenprogramm fiir Forschung und technologische Entwicklung.
()  Projektbeispiele: OSPI-EUROPE — 223138, SEYLE — 223091, SOPHIE — 278173, — 278273, DRIVERS — 278350, DEMETRIQ — 278511 GRADIENT —
223252, CHICOS — 241604, ROAMER — 282586, RICHE — 242181, REFINEMENT — 261459.
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Question for written answer E-013532/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Increased use of antidepressants

The OECD report ‘Health at a Glance 2013’ notes a huge increase in prescriptions for antidepressants, which the authors attribute to
the use of such preparations also for mild forms of depression. This practice is widely criticised, in particular with regard to the
relationship between harm and benefit (side effects). The financial and economic crisis is also seen as a cause of the increase in
demand. In Spain and Portugal, for example, the number of prescriptions has increased by 20% in recent years.

1. Is the Commission aware of the problem of an increase in the number of prescriptions? If so, are there any recommendations
relating to this issue?

2. Whatis its assessment of the effects of the economic crisis on the increase in prescriptions for antidepressants?
3. Does it see any means to halt these developments, in particular with regard to the social dimension of the problem?

4. What is the Commission’s view of the fact that comparatively more men are affected by depression?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

Member States have the responsibility for the organisation and delivery of health services and medical care. Clinical guidelines for the
prescription of antidepressants exist in a number of Member States.

The increase in the use of antidepressants has to be put in relation to the high number of people in many EU-countries who
experience depression but do not receive treatment. Inappropriate prescriptions need to be avoided, and other non-medical
evidence-based treatment options do exist for some forms of depression.

The impact of the economic crisis on the number of prescriptions of antidepressants is difficult to ascertain as increases in the use of
anti-depressants took place both in countries strongly hit by the crisis as well as in others.

Research projects under FP7 (') examined ways of preventing and managing depression, identified gaps and priorities in research and
addressed the knowledge gap on health inequalities in Europe and worldwide (). Research focused on underlying health, social and
economic determinants through the development of various programmes, improvement of mental health services and set up of
policy aiming to meet the needs of vulnerable groups and affected people.

Data from the European Health Interview Survey from 2008 (annex) and other data sources and studies show that women are more
often affected by depression than men.

()  Seventh Framework Programme for Research and Technological Development.
()  Examples of projects: OSPI-EUROPE — 223138, SEYLE — 223091, SOPHIE -278173, SILNE -278273, DRIVERS- 278350, DEMETRIQ -278511 GRADIENT-
223252, CHICOS- 241604, ROAMER — 282586, RICHE — 242181, REFINEMENT 261459.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013533/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Problematische Entwicklungen im Bereich von Antibiotika-Resistenzen

Seit mehreren Jahrzehnten wird vor der Entwicklung von Antibiotika-Resistenzen gewarnt; mittlerweile ist die Problematik aufgrund
von ungerechtfertigten Verschreibungen, falscher Anwendung und der internationalen Verbreitung von resistenten Bakterien umso
dringlicher geworden. Jedes Jahr sterben 25000 Europder an einer Infektion mit multiresistenten Bakterien; Mediziner
prognostizieren bereits eine ,post-antibiotische Ara“. Ohne Antibiotika wiren zahlreiche medizinische Behandlungen
(Chemotherapie, verschiedene Operationen, Versorgung von zu frith geborenen Babys, Transplantationen, u. v. m.) nicht mehr
moglich.

1. Haben die Mafinahmen der Kommission zu einer Senkung der Antibiotikaresistenz in der EU und zu einem Anstieg des
Bewusstseins iiber die Problematik gefiihrt?

2. Gibt es bereits Pline, internationale Abkommen zum Schutz vor Antibiotikaresistenzen zu initiieren und wenn ja, welche?
Wenn nicht, aus welchem Grund?

3. Plant die Kommission eine Empfehlung zur Koordination von nationalen Strategien gegen ein Ausgehen von Antibiotika?
Wenn ja, wird dabei auch auf die sogenannten ,Schnelltests” eingegangen, die verhindern konnten, dass Antibiotika nur auf Verdacht
verschrieben werden?

4. Wie bewertet die Kommission die Tatsache, dass Antibiotika im Verdacht stehen, fiir den Anstieg von Zivilisationskrankheiten
verantwortlich zu sein (u. a. Asthma, multiple Sklerose ...)?

Antwort von Tonio Borg im Namen der Kommission
(6. Februar 2014)

Die Daten, die das Europiische Zentrum fiir die Privention und die Kontrolle von Krankheiten anlésslich des Europaischen Tages der
Sensibilisierung fiir Antibiotikaresistenz 2013 veréffentlicht hat, lassen auf einen klaren Abwartstrend bei der Meticillin-Resistenz
auf EU[EWR-Ebene im Laufe der letzten vier Jahre schlieRen (*). Sie zeigen jedoch auch, dass die Resistenz gegen Cephalosporine der
dritten Generation in K. pneumoniae und E. Coli auf EU[EWR-Ebene deutlich zugenommen hat. Aus einer kiirzlich von der
Kommission veroffentlichten Eurobarometer-Umfrage geht hervor, dass das Bewusstsein fiir Antibiotikaresistenz bei den
Biirgerinnen und Biirgern Europas seit 2009 zugenommen hat (%).

Die Kommission beabsichtigt zwar nicht, internationale Ubereinkommen zum Schutz gegen Antibiotikaresistenz in die Wege zu
leiten, sie unterstiitzt jedoch diverse Initiativen und ist auf internationaler Ebene involviert, um dieses Problem mit globaler
Ausrichtung zu behandeln. Dariiber hinaus geht die Kommission das Thema Antibiotikaresistenz iiber ihre bilaterale
Zusammenarbeit mit den Vereinigten Staaten, der Russischen Foderation und insbesondere China auf weltweiter Ebene an.

Die Kommission verfolgt die Umsetzung der Empfehlung des Rates zur umsichtigen Verwendung antimikrobieller Mittel in der
Humanmedizin (2002/77[EG) (). Basierend auf den Ergebnissen eines Berichts iiber die Umsetzung, der im Jahr 2015 veréffentlicht
werden soll, wird die Kommission moglicherweise Anderungen an der Empfehlung vorschlagen.

Der Kommission ist kein nachgewiesener Kausalzusammenhang zwischen der Verwendung von Antibiotika und einer erheblichen
Zunahme von Krankheiten wie Asthma oder Multipler Sklerose bekannt.

() http://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications/Publications/antimicrobial-resistance-surveillance-europe-2012.pdf
() http:[/ec.europa.eufhealth/antimicrobial_resistance/eurobarometers/index_en.htm
() http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2002:034:0013:001 6:DE:PDF
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Question for written answer E-013533/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Problematic developments in the area of antibiotics resistance

Warnings have been sounded about the development of resistance to antibiotics for decades. The problem has now become all the
more urgent on account of unjustified prescriptions, incorrect use and the international spread of resistant bacteria. Every year,
25 000 Europeans die from an infection caused by multi-resistant bacteria, and medical professionals are already predicting a ‘post-
antibiotics era’. Without antibiotics, numerous medical treatments (chemotherapy, various operations, the care of premature babies,
transplants, and many more) would no longer be possible.

1.  Have the measures taken by the Commission led to a reduction in antibiotics resistance in the EU and to an increase in
awareness of the problem?

2. Are there already plans to initiate international agreements for protection against antibiotics resistance and, if so, what are
these agreements? If not, why not?

3. Is the Commission planning a recommendation for the coordination of national strategies to prevent us from running out of
antibiotics? If so, will it also cover the ‘quick tests’, which could prevent antibiotics from being prescribed purely on the basis of
suspicion?

4. What is the Commission’s view of the fact that antibiotics are suspected of being responsible for the increase in the diseases of
modern society (asthma, multiple sclerosis, etc.)?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(6 February 2014)

The data published by the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control on the European Antibiotic Awareness Day 2013
reveals a significant decreasing trend of meticillin-resistance at EU/EEA level over the past four years (‘). However, it also shows that
resistance to third-generation caphalosporins in K. pneumonia and E. Coli has significantly increased in the EU/EEA. A recent
Eurobarometer Survey published by the Commission reveals an increase in awareness on antimicrobial resistance amongst European
citizens since 2009 (%).

While the Commission does not plan to initiate international agreements covering protection against antimicrobial resistance, it
supports initiatives and cooperates at international level in order to address this issue at global level. Furthermore, the Commission
addresses antimicrobial resistance at global level via its established bilateral cooperation with the United States, the Russian
Federation and China in particular.

The Commission is monitoring the implementation of the Council Recommendation on the prudent use of antimicrobial agents in
human medicine (2002/77[EC) (*) . Based on the results of an implementation report foreseen to be published in 2015, the
Commission may decide to propose revisions to the recommendation.

The Commission is not aware of an established causal link between antibiotics use and a significant increase in diseases such as
asthma or multiple sclerosis.

() http://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications/Publications/antimicrobial-resistance-surveillance-europe-2012.pdf
() http:[/ec.europa.eufhealth/antimicrobial_resistance/eurobarometers/index_en.htm
() http:/Jeur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2002:034:0013:001 6:EN:PDF
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013534/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Ubergewicht im Kindesalter

14 Millionen Kinder in Europa sind tibergewichtig, drei Millionen davon sind fettleibig; die Problematik verschirft sich zusehends.
Mittlerweile existieren zahlreiche Initiativen von staatlicher, europiischer und nicht-staatlicher Seite, die positiv hervorzuheben sind,
jedoch leider noch nicht zu einer Losung des Problems gefiihrt haben.

1. Zahlreiche tibergewichtige Kinder leiden bereits unter verschiedensten gesundheitlichen Schadigungen (Fettleber, Diabetes Typ
II, Gelenkprobleme oder psychische Auffilligkeiten), was die enormen sozialen und volkswirtschaftlichen Folgen der Fettleibigkeit
verstdrkt. Gibt es zu dieser speziellen Thematik statistische Daten?

2. Wird bei Programmen und Empfehlungen der Kommission die psychologische Komponente bei der Bekdmpfung des
Ubergewichts und bei der Erlangung eines gesunden Essverhaltens mit beriicksichtigt?

3. Wird bei Programmen und Empfehlungen der Kommission das bestechende Nord-Siid-Gefille beziiglich Ubergewicht im
Kindesalter beriicksichtigt?

4. Inihrer Antwort auf die Anfrage E-000461/2013 hatte sich die Kommission auf eine fiir Anfang 2013 geplante Evaluierung
ihrer Strategie beziiglich der Forderung gesunder Erndhrung (insbesondere bei Kindern) bezogen. Was sind die Ergebnisse dieser
Evaluierung und wie sind sie umgesetzt worden?

Antwort von Tonio Borg im Namen der Kommission
(28. Januar 2014)

Die Europdische Kommission verweist die Frau Abgeordnete auf ihre Antwort auf die schriftliche Anfrage E-013385/2013.

Durchschnittlich ist jedes dritte Kind in der EU im Alter von 3-9 Jahren iibergewichtig oder fettleibig ('), was einen
besorgniserregenden Anstieg im Vergleich zu 2009 darstellt, als noch jedes vierte Kind iibergewichtig oder fettleibig war ().
Statistische Daten zur Privalenz von Ubergewicht und Fettleibigkeit bei Kindern sind in dem gemeinsamen Bericht der Kommission
und der OECD , Gesundheit auf einen Blick — Europa 2012“ (*) und dem von der Kommission unterstiitzten COSI-Projekt zu finden.

Die ,Strategie fiir Europa: Ernihrung, Ubergewicht und Adipositas* () aus dem Jahr 2007 soll unter den EU-Biirgerinnen und
-Biirgern eine ausgewogene Erndhrung und einen aktiven Lebensstil fordern. Kinder stellen dabei eine besondere Prioritit dar. Im
Rahmen der Strategie werden handlungsorientierte Partnerschaften zwischen den 28 Mitgliedstaaten (Hochrangige Gruppe fir
Ernihrung und Bewegung () und der Zivilgesellschaft (EU-Plattform fiir Erndhrung, Bewegung und Gesundheit (°)) gefordert; damit
sollen durch koordinierte Analysen und Mafinahmen sowie den Austausch bewihrter Verfahren regionale Ungleichheiten im
Gesundheitsbereich in der EU ausgerdumt werden.

Die Hochrangige Gruppe hat vor kurzem damit begonnen, einen gemeinsamen Aktionsplan zur Bekimpfung der Fettleibigkeit im
Kindesalter (2014-2020) zu entwickeln.

Auflerdem bietet das PROYOUTH (’)-Projekt im Rahmen des EU-Gesundheitsprogramms Informationen und Unterstiitzung fiir
junge Menschen, die unter Essstorungen leiden.

()  WHO European Childhood Obesity Surveillance Initiative, COSI, 2010:
http:/[www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/disease-prevention/nutrition/activities/monitoring-and-surveillance/who-european-childhood-obesity-surveillance-
initiative-cosi

()  WHO European Childhood Obesity Surveillance Initiative, COSI, 2008:
http:/[www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/disease-prevention/nutrition/activities/monitoring-and-surveillance/who-european-childhood-obesity-surveillance-
initiative-cosi

() Bericht der Europiischen Kommission und der OECD , Gesundheit auf einen Blick: Europa 2012

http:/[www.oecd.org/els/healthpoliciesanddata/HealthAtAGlanceEurope2012.pdf

) KOM(2007)279 endg.

()  http:[Jec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/high_level_group/index_de.htm

() http:/Jec.europa.eufhealth/nutrition_physical_activity/platform/index_de.htm

) https://www.proyouth.eu/home.html
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Die EU-Strategie fiir Erndhrung, Ubergewicht und Adipositas wurde im Jahr 2013 einer unabhingigen Bewertung unterzogen (). In
den Ergebnissen dieser Bewertung wird der Mehrwert der Koordinierung der Strategie auf EU-Ebene anerkannt und ihre wirksame
Umsetzung unterstrichen. Der Bericht empfichlt, die Koordinierung auf EU-Ebene durch die Kommission beizubehalten, um die
politischen Entwicklungen und Maffnahmen sowohl auf EU- als auch auf nationaler Ebene voranzutreiben.

() http:[/ec.europa.eufhealth/nutrition_physical_activity/docs|pheiac_nutrition_strategy_evaluation_en.pdf
http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/key_documents/index_en.htm#anchor2
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Question for written answer E-013534/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Overweight in children

Some 14 million children in Europe are overweight, three million of whom are obese, and this problem is getting appreciably worse.
There are now numerous initiatives set up by the individual States, Europe and non-governmental organisations, which are to be
applauded, but unfortunately have not yet provided a solution to the problem.

1. Numerous overweight children are already suffering various adverse effects on their health (fatty liver, type II diabetes, joint
problems or mental health problems), which increases the enormous social and economic consequences of obesity. Are there any
statistical data on this particular issue?

2. Do the Commission’s programmes and recommendations take into account the psychological aspects involved in overcoming
excess weight and gaining healthy eating habits?

3. Do the Commission’s programmes and recommendations take account of the existing north-south divide with regard to
overweight in children?

4. Inits answer to Question E-000461/2013, the Commission referred to an evaluation of its strategy in respect of the promotion
of healthy eating (in particular in children), planned for the beginning of 2013. What are the results of this evaluation and how have
they been translated into action?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(28 January 2014)

The European Commission would refer the Honourable Member to its answer to Written Question E-013385/2013.

On average one in three children in the EU aged 6-9 years old are overweight or obese (), which is a concerning increase from 2008,
when one in four children were overweight or obese (?). The joint Commission/OECD report ‘Health at a Glance — Europe 2012’ (*)
and the Commission supported COSI project provide statistical data on obesity and overweight among children in Europe.

The 2007 Strategy for Europe on Nutrition, Overweight and Obesity-related Health Issues (*) promotes a balanced diet and active
lifestyles among EU citizens and has identified children as a priority group. The strategy encourages action-oriented partnerships
involving the 28 EU Member States (the High Level Group for Nutrition and Physical Activity (°)) and civil society (EU Platform for
Action on Diet, Physical Activity and Health (%)) and addresses regional health inequalities in the EU by proposing coordinated
analysis, action and best-practice sharing.

The High Level Group recently started the development of a common Action Plan to tackle childhood obesity (2014-2020).

The PROYOUTH (’)-project under the EU-Health Programme further provides information and support for young people
experiencing eating disorders.

()  WHO European Childhood Obesity Surveillance Initiative, COSI, 2010.
http:/[www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/disease-prevention/nutrition/activities/monitoring-and-surveillance/who-european-childhood-obesity-surveillance-
initiative-cosi

()  WHO European Childhood Obesity Surveillance Initiative, COSI, 2008.

http:/[www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/disease-prevention/nutrition/activities/monitoring-and-surveillance/who-european-childhood-obesity-surveillance-

initiative-cosi

‘Health at a Glance, Europe 2012’, Commission/OECD report: http:/[www.oecd.org/els/healthpoliciesanddata/HealthAtAGlanceEurope2012.pdf

COM(2007) 279.

http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/high_level_group/index_en.htm

http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/platform/index_en.htm

https:/[www.proyouth.eu/home.html
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The EU Strategy for Nutrition, Overweight and Obesity-related Health issues underwent a thorough independent evaluation in
2013 (. The results recognise the added-value of EU-level coordination of the strategy and highlight its effective implementation.
The report recommends a continued coordination at EU-level by the Commission to increase policy developments and actions both
at EU and national levels.

() http:[/ec.europa.eufhealth/nutrition_physical_activity/docs|pheiac_nutrition_strategy_evaluation_en.pdf
http:/[ec.europa.eu/health/nutrition_physical_activity/key_documents/index_en.htm#anchor2
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013535/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Verfiigbarkeit von alternativmedizinischen pharmazeutischen Produkten

Zahlreiche Menschen sorgen sich um die Verftigbarkeit von Komplementirmedizin und darum, ob die freie Wahl zwischen den
verschiedenen Behandlungsarten und somit ihre individuelle Entscheidungsfreiheit gewahrt bleibt.

1. Inwiefern beriicksichtigt die Kommission die Interessen der Herstellerfirmen von alternativmedizinischen pharmazeutischen
Produkten, insbesondere auch im Hinblick auf die Arbeitsplatzsicherheit der Angestellten?

2. Plant die Kommission Mittel fiir die Forderung von komplementirmedizinischer Forschung bereitzustellen (bitte um genaue
Begriindung)?

3. Wie steht die Kommission zu Bedenken besorgter Biirgerinnen und Biirger, die steigenden Anforderungen an
Unbedenklichkeitsnachweise und Marktzulassungen verhindere Innovationen im Bereich der homdopathischen und
anthroposophischen Arzneimittel?

Antwort von Tonio Borg im Namen der Kommission
(29. Januar 2014)

Bei den Herstellern alternativmedizinischer pharmazeutischer Produkte handelt es sich tiberwiegend um kleine und mittlere
Unternehmen (KMU). Im Rahmen ihrer Regulierungspolitik und ihrer Titigkeiten in Bezug auf Arzneimittel beriicksichtigt die
Kommission die Bediirfnisse von KMU im Arzneimittelsektor in besonderer Weise.

Uber das 7.Forschungsrahmenprogramm hat die Kommission jiingst die Koordinierungs- und Unterstiitzungsmafnahme
CAMbrella — ein europaweites Forschungsnetz fir Komplementir- und Alternativmedizin (CAM) — finanziert. Es ist davon
auszugehen, dass ,Horizont 2020“ weitere Moglichkeiten zur Finanzierung der CAM-Forschung bieten wird.

Die EU-Rechtsvorschriften iiber homoopathische Arzneimittel sowie anthroposophische Arzneimittel, die in einer offiziellen
Pharmakopde beschrieben und nach einem homéopathischen Verfahren zubereitet werden ('), wurden seit 2004 nicht geéndert. Es
gibt somit keine steigenden Anforderungen an Unbedenklichkeitsnachweise und Marktzulassungen im Hinblick auf die Zulassung
oder die Registrierung solcher Produkte.

() Richtlinie 2004/27EG des Europdischen Parlaments und des Rates vom 31.Mirz 2004 zur Anderung der Richtlinie 2001/83/EG zur Schaffung eines
Gemeinschaftskodexes fiir Humanarzneimittel, ABI. L 136 vom 30.4.2004, S. 34-57
http:/[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2004:136:0034:005 7:DE:PDF
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Question for written answer E-013535/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Availability of alternative medicine pharmaceutical products

Many people are concerned about the availability of complementary medicine and whether free choice between the various types of
treatment, and thus their individual freedom of choice, will be safeguarded.

1. To what extent does the Commission take the interests of the manufacturers of alternative medicine pharmaceutical products
into account, in particular with regard to the job security of the employees?

2. Is it planning to make resources available to support research into complementary medicines (please provide details and
reasons)?

3. What is the Commission’s position with regard to the concerns of members of the public that the increasing requirements for
evidence of safety and market approvals will prevent innovation in the area of homeopathic and anthroposophic medicines?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

Manufacturers of alternative medicine pharmaceutical products are mostly small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). The
Commission, in its regulatory policy and activities in relation to medicines, takes particular account of the needs of SMEs in the
pharmaceutical sector.

Through the 7th Framework Programme for Research, the Commission recently funded the CAMbrella coordination and support
action — A pan-European research network for Complementary and Alternative Medicine (CAM). Horizon 2020 is expected to
provide further opportunities for funding of research on CAM.

The EU legislation concerning homeopathic medicines and anthroposophic medicines described in an official pharmacopoeia and
prepared by homeopathic method has not been amended since 2004 (). Hence, there are no increasing requirements for evidence of
safety and market approvals in terms of marketing authorisations or registrations for such products.

()  Directive 2004/27[EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 31 March 2004 amending Directive 2001/83/EC on the Community code relating to
medicinal products for human use, OJ L 136, 30.4.2004, p. 34-57 (http:/[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2004:136:0034:0057:EN:PDF).
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013537/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Ende der Uberregulierung

Die Pline der Européischen Kommission, die Biirokratie zu ,entschlacken und die eigene Arbeit auf den Priifstand zu stellen, sind
sehr begriiffenswert.

1. Welche Kriterien und MaRstéibe legt die Kommission an, um zu entscheiden, welche Richtlinien einer Uberpriifung unterzogen
werden sollen?

2. Welche Gewichtung kommt bei entsprechenden Fragestellungen dem Umweltschutz zu?

3. Wird die Kommission generelle Kriterien aufstellen, nach denen eine Priorititensetzung — beispielsweise zwischen den
Interessen der Biirgerinnen und Biirger, der Wirtschaft und dem Umweltschutz — erfolgt, oder soll es Einzelfallentscheidungen
geben?

3.1 Wenn es generelle Kriterien gibt, wie sehen sie aus?

4. Als besonders schwerwiegender Eingriff wurde die Abschaffung der Glithbirne von den Biirgern und Biirgerinnen Europas
empfunden. Wird die Europdische Union zur Gliihbirne zuriickkehren?

Antwort von Herrn Sef¢ovic im Namen der Kommission
(30. Januar 2014)

1. Welche EU-Richtlinien nach den Grundsitzen der intelligenten Rechtsetzung im Programm zur Gewéhrleistung der Effizienz
der Rechtsetzung in der EU (REFIT) iiberpriift werden, entscheidet die Kommission auf Basis von Konsultationen der betreffenden
Interessensgruppen, insbesondere Unternehmen, sowie anhand von Informationen, die im Rahmen ihrer allgemeinen Aufgaben bei
der Uberwachung der Anwendung des EU-Rechts gesammelt werden.

2. Das REFIT-Programm priift, wie die Ziele von EU-Richtlinien erreicht, unnotige Verwaltungslasten verringert und die
Richtlinien vereinfacht werden konnen, damit sie klarer sind und somit einfacher verstanden, umgesetzt, angewendet und
eingehalten werden konnen. Ziele von 6ffentlichem Interesse werden nicht besonders gewichtet.

3. (und 3.1) Da viele der diversen Regulierungsbereiche voneinander unabhingig sind, entscheidet die Kommission von Fall zu
Fall iiber die Notwendigkeit und Wichtigkeit einzelner Initiativen.

4.  Die Kommission priift derzeit die Hauptteile der Verordnung (EG) Nr.244/2009, einschlieflich der Abschaffung
herkémmlicher Glithlampen mit ungebiindeltem Licht. Offentliche Anhérungen der Interessensgruppen sind ein wichtiger Teil
dieser Uberpriifung, die im April 2014 abgeschlossen sein soll. Einige Biirgerinnen und Biirger haben sich aus verschiedenen
Griinden gegen die Manahme ausgesprochen, wihrend andere die Senkung des Energieverbrauchs und damit der Energiekosten
durchaus begriifit haben.



C241/150 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(English version)

Question for written answer E-013537/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: An end to over-regulation

The Commission’s plans to carry out a ‘purge’ of red tape and to subject its own work to review are very welcome.

1.  What criteria and standards is the Commission applying in order to decide which directives are to be subject to a review?
2. What weighting will be given to environmental protection in connection with the relevant issues?

3. Will the Commission apply general criteria in order to set an order of priority — for example between the interests of citizens,
industry and environmental protection — or are decisions to be made on a case-by-case basis?

3.1 If there are general criteria, what are they?

4. The abolition of light bulbs was viewed by the public as a particularly serious encroachment. Will the European Union go back
to light bulbs?

Answer given by Mr Seféovi¢ on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

1. The Commission decides which EU regulatory measures are to be subject to review under its Smart Regulation policy on EU
Regulatory Fitness (REFIT) on the basis of consultations with stakeholders, particularly businesses, and information gathered in the
course of its more general work managing the application of EC law.

2. REHT examines more efficient ways of achieving the objectives of EU regulation, reducing unnecessary burden and simplifying
the regulation to make it clearer and easier to understand, be implemented, applied and complied with. No specific weighting is
applied to public interest objectives.

3. (and 3.1.) Because many of the different areas of regulation are independent of each other, the need for and value of particular
initiatives are decided on a case-by-case basis.

4. The Commission is currently carrying out a review of the main parts of Commission Regulation (EC) No 244/2009, including
the phase out of non-directional incandescent lamps. Public consultations with stakeholders are an important part of this review
process, which is expected to finish in April 2014. While some members of the public have indeed objected to the measure on a
variety of grounds, others have welcomed the reduction in energy consumption and energy bills which it has brought about.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013538/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Entwicklung von Benzinhybridmotoren — Umweltaspekte

Die Beihilfe fiir Valeo in Frankreich in Hohe von 24,2 Mio. EUR entspricht offenbar den Vorgaben in den EU-Beihilfevorschriften,
auch Wettbewerbsverzerrung hat die Kommission ausgeschlossen.

1.  Welche Auswirkungen erwartet die Kommission auf die Entwicklungen auf dem Automobilmarkt und hinsichtlich der
CO,-Ersparnis, da es sich hier offenbar um sehr fortschrittliche und umweltschonende Technologien handelt?

2. Kann die Kommission eine Prognose dariiber abgeben, wann diese Technologie des Teilhybridsystems fiir Benzinmotoren die
Marktreife erlangen wird und demnach ein konkreter Mehrwert hinsichtlich des Umweltschutzes zu erwarten ist?

Antwort von Herrn Almunia im Namen der Kommission
(5. Februar 2014)

Am 17.]uli 2013 erteilte die Kommission Frankreich die Genehmigung, VALEO fiir die Durchfithrung des Projekts ESSENCYELE
eine staatliche Beihilfe von 24,2 Mio. EUR zu gewihren. Diese Genehmigung erfolgte insbesondere aufgrund der positiven
Auswirkungen des Forschungs- und Entwicklungsvorhabens auf die Umwelt.

Durch Hybridsysteme, bei denen Verbrennungsmotoren mit Elektromotoren kombiniert werden, koénnen die
Treibhausgasemissionen der Verbrennungsmotoren, die derzeit die vorherrschende Technologie sind, reduziert werden. Diese
Systeme konnen einen wesentlichen Beitrag zum Umweltschutz leisten, denn der StraSenverkehr verursacht rund 20 % der
Kohlendioxidemissionen (CO,), knapp 30 % der Kohlenmonoxidemissionen (CO) und rund 45 % der Stickoxidemissionen (NO,).
Die bestehenden Hybridtechnologien sind jedoch an ihre Grenzen gestofien: Mikrohybridsysteme fanden zwar in den letzten Jahren
rasch weite Verbreitung (in sechs Jahren wurden 20 Millionen Start-Stopp-Systeme hergestellt), doch ihre Auswirkung auf die
Umwelt ist gering (CO,-Einsparungen von 3% bis 6 %). Vollhybridsysteme ermdglichen dagegen eine Reduzierung der
CO,-Emissionen um rund 35 % (im reinen Elektrobetrieb), sind aber angesichts ihres hohen Preises fiir die breite Offentlichkeit
unerschwinglich. Im Rahmen des Vorhabens ESSENCYELE soll ein Mildhybridsystem entwickelt werden, das CO ,-Einsparungen von
rund 25 % ermoglicht und dennoch zu einem bezahlbaren Preis angeboten werden kann; damit konnten auf EU-Ebene
10 Mio. Tonnen CO, eingespart werden.

Der genaue Termin, zu dem dieses System auf den Markt kommen soll, ist nicht bekannt, da Forschungs- und
Entwicklungstitigkeiten immer mit Unwiagbarkeiten verbunden sind. Nach den der Kommission iibermittelten Prognosen sollen
aber bis zum Jahr 2021 62 % der in Europa hergestellten 14 Millionen Kraftfahrzeuge mit Hybridantrieb ausgestattet sein (2011
waren es noch 10 %). Ferner soll der Marktanteil der Mildhybridsysteme betrichtlich steigen: von knapp 1 % im Jahr 2011 auf fast
13 % im Jahr 2021.
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Question for written answer E-013538/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Development of petrol hybrid engines — environmental aspects

The aid for Valeo in France amounting to EUR 24.2 million clearly complies with the requirements of the EU State aid rules, and the
Commission has also ruled out distortion of competition.

1. What impact does the Commission expect this to have on developments on the car market and with regard to the reduction of
CO, emissions, as we are clearly talking about very advanced and environmentally friendly technologies here?

2. Canit provide a forecast for when these technologies for semi-hybrid systems for petrol engines will be ready for the market
and therefore when we can expect tangible added value in terms of environmental protection?

(Version frangaise)

Réponse donnée par M. Almunia au nom de la Commission
(5 février 2014)

Le 17 juillet 2013, la Commission a autorisé la France a octroyer une aide d’Etat de 24,2 millions d’euros a3 VALEO pour réaliser le
projet «Essencyele». La Commission a notamment tenu compte des retombées environnementales positives de ce projet de recherche
et développement (R&D»).

L'hybridation (couplage thermique/électrique) peut permettre de réduire les émissions de gaz a effet de serre des moteurs a
combustion (technologie aujourd’hui prédominante). Il s'agit d'un enjeu important : les transports routiers sont a I'origine d’environ
un cinquiéme des émissions de dioxyde de carbone («CO»), de pres de 30 % des rejets de monoxyde de carbone («CO») et d’environ
45 % des oxydes d’azote (<NOy). Or, les technologies d’hybridation existantes ont atteint leurs limites: si la «micro-hybridation» a
récemment connu une diffusion rapide (20 millions de «Stop & Start» produits en 6 ans), son impact environnemental reste limité
(gain de 3% a 6 %); inversement, si la «full-hybridation» permet de réduire d’environ 35 % les émissions de CO, (roulage «tout
électrique»), son cotit élevé la rend inaccessible au grand public. Offrir des gains de CO, de 'ordre de 25 % tout en restant abordable,
tel est I'objectif d'«Essencyele» («mild-hybridation»), qui devrait permettre de faire économiser 10 millions de tonnes de CO, a 'UE.

La date exacte de commercialisation n’est pas connue, car elle dépend des aléas de la R&D. Cependant, les projections transmises a la
Commission anticipent qu'a I'horizon 2021, 62 % des 14 millions d’automobiles produites en Europe devraient étre équipées d’une
motorisation hybride (contre 10 % en 2011). La part de marché de la «mild-hybridation» devrait connaitre une forte progression et
passer d'a peine 1 % en 2011 a pres de 13 % en 2021.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013539/13
an die Kommission
Ulrike Rodust (S&D)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Zulissigkeit von Kremationsaschen in EU-geschiitzten Wildern mit dem Schutzstatus FFH

In Deutschland und Osterreich ist ein Wandel der Bestattungskultur eingetreten, in dessen Verlauf vermehrt naturnahe Wilder —
auch Wilder in FFH-Gebieten — genutzt werden, um dort im Wurzelraum alter Biume Urnen zu vergraben.

Untersuchungen haben ergeben, dass die Kremationsaschen (ca. 2,5-3 kg pro Urne) Schwermetalle (insbesondere Quecksilber) in
z. T. bedenklicher Dosis enthalten.

Aus den diversen Nutzungsunterlagen ergibt sich, dass bis zu 12 Urnenschichte pro Baum gegraben werden. Bei ca. 100 geeigneten
Biumen pro Hektar ergibt das Ascheneintrige von ca. 3 000 kg/ha. Planungsrechtlich bestehen aber keine Obergrenzen fiir
Aschenmengen; deren toxische Wirkungen waren vorliegenden Erkenntnissen nach bislang nicht Gegenstand von Erorterungen.

Bisherigen Beobachtungen zufolge 16st die neue Nutzung zudem erhebliche Besucherstrome aus, dazu wird das Unterholz gerodet
und ein Versammlungsplatz angelegt. Die Folgen sind Trampelpfade, Bodenverdichtungen und Stérungen wildlebender Tiere.

1. Ist der Kommission auf dem Beteiligungswege bekanntgegeben worden, dass FFH-Gebiete in Deutschland und Osterreich
genutzt werden, um dort Kremationsaschen zu vergraben?

2. Wie groR sind der Umfang dieser ausgewiesenen oder geplanten Beisetzungsflichen und die Menge der planungsrechtlich
gesicherten Ascheneintrige in FFH-Gebieten Deutschlands und Osterreichs?

3. Ist der Kommission etwas iiber die Toxizitdt von Kremationsaschen bekannt?

4. Wie bewertet die Kommission diesen Trend vor dem Hintergrund des Verschlechterungsverbots?

Antwort von Herrn Poto¢nik im Namen der Kommission
(24. Januar 2014)

1. Die Kommission wurde nicht dariiber informiert, dass bestimmte FFH-Gebiete (besondere Schutzgebiete) in Deutschland bzw.
Osterreich zur Vergrabung von Kremationsaschen verwendet werden.

2. Die Ausweisung oder Planung von Beisetzungsflichen ist Sache der Mitgliedstaaten. Der Kommission liegen daher keine
diesbeziiglichen Informationen vor und sie beabsichtigt auch nicht, derartige Informationen einzuholen.

3. Ja.In der Regel ist durch die nationale Gesetzgebung (') jedoch gewihrleistet, dass die meisten potenziellen Schadstoffe wie
Spuren von Medikamentenriickstdnden oder Krankheitserregern durch hohe Kremationstemperaturen vernichtet werden.

4. Es ist Sache der Mitgliedstaaten, etwaige Pline oder Projekte, die gemdfs Artikel 6 Absatz 3 der FFH-Richtlinie (*) nicht
unmittelbar mit der Verwaltung eines Natura-2000-Gebiets in Verbindung stehen oder hierfiir nicht notwendig sind, die ein solches
Gebiet jedoch einzeln oder in Zusammenwirkung mit anderen Pldnen und Projekten erheblich beeintrichtigen konnten, einer
Vertraglichkeitspriifung zu unterziehen.

() 27.Verordnung zur Durchfithrung des Bundes-Immissionsschutzgesetzes.
()  Richtlinie 92/43/EG des Rates vom 21. Mai 1992 zur Erhaltung der natiirlichen Lebensraume sowie der wildlebenden Tiere und Pflanzen, ABI. L 206 vom 22.7.1992.
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Question for written answer E-013539/13
to the Commission
Ulrike Rodust (S&D)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Permissibility of cremation ash in EU-protected forests declared as SACs

In Germany and Austria, a change to the funeral culture has occurred, whereby semi-natural forests — including forests in Special
Areas of Conservation (SACs) — are increasingly being used to bury urns amongst the roots of old trees.

Studies have shown that cremation ash (approximately 2.5-3 kg per urn) contains heavy metals (mercury in particular), sometimes at
alarming levels.

Various documents relating to this practice reveal that up to 12 urn pits are dug per tree. With approximately 100 suitable trees per
hectare, this gives an input of ash of approximately 3000 kg/ha. There are no upper limits for volumes of ash under planning law,
however, and, on the basis of the information available, their toxic effects have not yet been the subject of discussion.

Based on current observations, the new practice is also resulting in significant streams of visitors. The undergrowth is being cleared
to accommodate them and a gathering place is being created. The consequences of this are the creation of trails, soil compaction and

disturbance of wild animals.

1.  Has the Commission been informed by parties with participating interests that SACs in Germany and Austria are being used as
places to bury cremation ash?

2. How large are these designated or planned burial areas, and, under planning law, what volume of ash is permitted to be
introduced into SACs in Germany and Austria?

3. Isthe Commission aware of the toxicity of cremation ash?

4. What s its view of this trend against the background of the prohibition of deterioration?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(24 January 2014)

1. The Commission has not been informed that particular SACs in Germany or Austria are being used as places to bury cremation
ash.

2. Regulating the designation or planning of burial areas is Member States competence. The Commission therefore does not have
and does not intend to collect such information.

3. Yes. However, national legislation (') usually ensures that most of the potential harming substances like traces of residual
medication or pathogenic agents are destroyed by high temperature.

4. It is up to the Member states to carry out an appropriate assessment for any plan or project not directly connected with or
necessary to the management of a Natura 2000 site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in
combination with other plans or projects, according to Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive ().

() 27.Verordnung zur Durchfiihrung des Bundes-Immissionsschutzgesetzes.
()  Council Directive 92/43/EC of 21 May 1992, on the protection of natural habitats and wild fauna and flora, OJ L 206, 22.7.1992.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013541/13
an die Kommission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Weitere Herabstufung der Bonitit Frankreichs

Die Kredit-Ratingagentur Standard and Poor’s (S&P) hat die Bonitat Frankreich erneut herabgestuft, und zwar von AA+ auf AA. Die
Griinde dafiir sind die hohe Arbeitslosenrate des Landes, was dazu fithrt, dass keine Reformen zur Ankurbelung des
Wirtschaftswachstums eingeleitet werden konnen.

1. Wie beurteilt die Kommission diese Entwicklung im Hinblick auf die Finanz- und Wirtschaftsstabilitit
a.von Frankreich?

b. des Euro-Wihrungsgebiets?

c. der EU-Mitgliedstaaten?

2. Welche Mafnahmen wird die Kommission Frankreich empfehlen, um einer weiteren Abwirtsentwicklung in Bezug auf
Beschiftigung, Stabilitdt und Wachstum entgegenzuwirken?

3. Wie beurteilt die Kommission angesichts der jiingsten Entwicklungen in Frankreich die allgemeine Entwicklung der vormals
starken Lander Europas und ihre Aussichten auf eine Bewiltigung der Krise?

Antwort von Herrn Rehn im Namen der Kommission
(17. Januar 2014)

Die Kommission hat die Entscheidung von Standard & Poor’s vom 8. November zur Kenntnis genommen, dufert sich dazu aber
nicht weiter. Es handelt sich nur um eine Meinung unter vielen zur Lage der franzdsischen Wirtschaft.

Die Kommission arbeitet mit eigenen Analysen, die diversen — offentlich zuginglichen und transparenten — Berichten zu
entnehmen sind, etwa im Zusammenhang mit den linderspezifischen Empfehlungen im Rahmen des Europiischen Semesters oder
der Haushaltsiiberwachung im Rahmen des Verfahrens bei einem iibermafigen Defizit.

Auflerdem weist die Kommission darauf hin, dass sich die franzosischen Behdrden zu Strukturreformen und
Haushaltskonsolidierung verpflichtet haben; dies wurde erst kiirzlich wieder durch den Haushaltsentwurf fur 2014 und das
Wirtschaftspartnerschaftsprogramm bestitigt, die Frankreich der Kommission und dem Rat am 1. Oktober 2013 iibermittelt hat.
Beide Dokumente wurden von der Kommission gemif$ den am 30. Mai 2013 in Kraft getretenen Zweierpaket-Vorschriften gepriift.
Auf dieser Grundlage vertritt die Kommission insbesondere die Auffassung, dass die Reformen, die Frankreich bereits verabschiedet
oder angestofen hat, zwar zu begriiflen, aber weitere Anstrengungen zur Behebung haushaltspolitischer und struktureller
Ungleichgewichte erforderlich sind, um eine dauerhafte Korrektur des iibermifigen Defizits wirksam zu unterstiitzen. Diese
Anstrengungen werden entscheidend dafiir sein, das Wachstumspotenzial der franzosischen Wirtschaft zu stirken und die
Schaffung von Arbeitsplitzen zu férdern.
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Question for written answer E-013541/13
to the Commission
Angelika Werthmann (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Further downgrading of France

S&P has downgraded France again from AA+ to AA. The reason for this is related to its high unemployment rate and the consequent
impossibility of introducing reforms that would boost growth.

1. How does the Commission view this development now with regard to financial and economic stability:
(@)  inFrance?

(b)  in the eurozone?

(c)  inthe EU Member States?

2. What measures will the Commission recommend to France in order to avoid a further downwards development of
unemployment, stability and growth?

3. Given this current development in France, how does the Commission view the overall development in the previously strong
European countries and the possibilities of them emerging from the crisis?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(17 January 2014)

The Commission has taken note of the announcement by Standard & Poor’s on 8 November, but has no specific comment on this
decision. It is one opinion among others on the situation of the French economy.

The Commission works on the basis of its own analysis, which is reflected in a number of reports that are public and transparent,
such as the country-specific recommendations under the European semester and the continued fiscal surveillance under the excessive
deficit procedure.

The Commission also points out the commitment of the French authorities to structural reforms and fiscal consolidation, as recently
reiterated with the draft budget for 2014 and the Economic Partnership Programme France submitted on 1 October to the
Commission and the Council. These have been assessed by the Commission as foreseen by the Two-Pack legislation which entered
into force on 30 May 2013. In particular, the Commission considers that while the reforms already legislated or launched by France
are welcome steps, further efforts to address fiscal and structural imbalances are required to effectively support a durable correction
of the excessive deficit. Such efforts will be key to boosting the growth potential of the French economy and supporting job creation.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013543/13
alla Commissione
Cristiana Muscardini (ECR)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Prostituzione minorile e organizzazioni criminali

Da un'inchiesta giornalistica, che fa riferimento alle indagini della procura dei minori di Milano, ¢ emerso come in citta esista un vero
e proprio racket della prostituzione minorile, basato principalmente in piazza Trento e facente capo a un’organizzazione criminale
rumena. I ragazzini, tra gli 11 e i 13 anni di media, sono venduti dalle madri a circa 8.000 euro alla gang, che li porta in Italia,
costringendoli con la violenza a prostituirsi con pedofili e a rubare. L'organizzazione stando alle indagini ha anche ramificazioni in
altri Stati membri, come Regno Unito e Francia. Ovviamente il mezzo privilegiato per la diffusione di materiale pedopornografico ¢ il
deep web, dove proliferano siti come «Lolita city» che offrono foto, video e racconti di esperienze con minori. I ragazzini coinvolti sono
«privati della loro umanita riferisce il giudice, che racconta come poi questi, diventati pitt grandi, si facciano a loro volta sfruttatori di
ragazzi pit piccoli.

Pud pertanto la Commissione precisare quanto segue:

1. E al corrente di questa situazione e in tal caso quali strumenti utilizza per monitorare e contrastare la diffusione e lo
sfruttamento della pedofilia?

2. Nonritiene di doversi impegnare onde sensibilizzare gli Stati membri a ratificare la convenzione di Istanbul contro la violenza
sulle donne e sui minori?

3. Con quali misure comunitarie cerca di arginare la ramificazione di organizzazioni criminali negli Stati membri?

4. Quali misure intende attivare per il controllo del deep web e per arginare le attivita criminali su internet, compresa la diffusione
di materiale pedopornografico?

Risposta di Cecilia Malmstréom a nome della Commissione
(24 gennaio 2014)

La direttiva sullo sfruttamento sessuale dei minori (') ravvicina le legislazioni degli Stati membri per contrastare i reati del tipo
descritto dall'onorevole deputata. Tale strumento giuridico configura come reato la prostituzione minorile, la pornografia minorile e
l'adescamento di minori, stabilisce livelli minimi di sanzioni e mira ad agevolare le segnalazioni e a tutelare le vittime minorenni nelle
indagini e nei procedimenti penali. Gli Stati membri sono tenuti a istituire unita investigative per individuare le vittime minorenni,
analizzando la pornografia minorile e ricorrendo eventualmente a strumenti investigativi speciali. Devono inoltre assicurare la
tempestiva rimozione delle pagine web contenenti materiale pedopornografico ospitate nel loro territorio e adoperasi per ottenere la
rimozione di tali pagine ospitate al di fuori del loro territorio, e possono bloccare I'accesso alle pagine web che diffondono materiale
pedopornografico nel loro territorio.

I Centro europeo per la lotta alla criminalita informatica, situato presso Europol, ha incluso tra le sue priorita la lotta contro lo
sfruttamento sessuale dei minori online. Esso mira a diventare il punto di riferimento dell'UE in materia di lotta alla criminalita
informatica, sviluppando capacita operative ed analitiche ai fini delle indagini e della cooperazione con i partner internazionali.

La cooperazione a livello internazionale ¢ fondamentale. La Commissione ha sostenuto il varo dell’Alleanza mondiale contro I'abuso
sessuale di minori online, con cui 52 Stati si sono impegnati a identificare le vittime minorenni, migliorare le indagini, aumentare la
sensibilizzazione del pubblico e ridurre la disponibilita della pornografia minorile.

La direttiva 2011/36/UE (*) contiene disposizioni giuridiche sulla tutela e l'assistenza incondizionate ai minori vittime della tratta e
sulla repressione e prevenzione della tratta. Agli Stati membri che non hanno ancora comunicato le relative misure di attuazione
sono stati inviati pareri motivati (). Ulteriori misure sono previste nella strategia dell'UE (%).

()  Direttiva 2011/93/UE del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio, del 13 dicembre 2011, relativa alla lotta contro 'abuso e lo sfruttamento sessuale dei minori e la
pornografia minorile, e che sostituisce la decisione quadro 2004/68/GAI del Consiglio.

()  Direttiva 2011/36/UE del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio, del 5 aprile 2011, concernente la prevenzione e la repressione della tratta di esseri umani e la
protezione delle vittime (GUL 101 del 15.4.2011).

()  Cipro, Spagna, Italia e Lussemburgo. Il termine per il recepimento della direttiva ¢ scaduto il 6 aprile 2013.

()  Lastrategia dell'UE per I'eradicazione della tratta degli esseri umani (2012-2016), COM(2012) 286 final.
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Question for written answer E-013543/13
to the Commission
Cristiana Muscardini (ECR)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Child prostitution and criminal organisations

According to a press investigation, which refers to investigations by the Milan Public Prosecutor for children, a child prostitution
racket is operating in the city, based predominantly in Piazza Trento and headed by a Romanian criminal organisation. The young
girls, between 11 and 13 years of age on average, are sold by their mothers for around EUR 8 000 to the gang, which brings them to
Italy, using violence to force them to have sex with paedophiles for money and to steal. According to the investigations, the
organisation is also active in other Member States, such as the United Kingdom and France. Obviously, the medium of choice for
distributing child pornography is the deep web, where sites such as ‘Lolita city’ thrive, offering photos, videos and stories about sex
with children. The young girls involved are robbed of their humanity, as the judge puts it, who describes how these girls, as they grow
older, come to exploit younger girls themselves.

1. Is the Commission aware of this situation and, if so, what instruments does it use to monitor and fight the spread of child
sexual exploitation?

2. Does it not think that it should commit to encouraging the Member States to ratify the Istanbul Convention on combating
violence against women and children?

3. With what EU measures does it seek to stop criminal organisations expanding into Member States?

4. What measures will it take to monitor the deep web and to put a stop to criminal activity online, including the distribution of
child pornography?

Answer given by Ms Malmstrom on behalf of the Commission
(24 January 2014)

The Child Sexual Exploitation Directive (') approximates national laws to fight crime of the sort described by the Honourable
Member. It criminalises and sets minimum levels of penalties for child prostitution and child pornography offences, as well as for
grooming and solicitation of children. It aims to facilitate reporting and to protect child victims in investigations and court
procedures. Member States are to set up investigative units to identify child victims by analysing child pornography and may use
special investigative tools. They have to ensure prompt removal of webpages containing child pornography hosted in their territory,
endeavour to obtain the removal of pages hosted outside, and may block access to webpages disseminating it toward their territory.

The European Cybercrime Centre at Europol has included the fight against online child sexual exploitation as one of its priorities. It
aims to become the focal point in the EU’s fight against cybercrime, by building operational and analytical capacity for investigations
and cooperation with international partners

International level cooperation is essential. The Commission has supported the launch of the Global Alliance against child sexual
abuse online, whereby 52 countries have committed to step up the identification of child victims, improve investigations, enhance
public awareness and reduce the availability of child pornography.

Directive 2011/36/EU (*) contains legal provisions on unconditional protection and assistance to child victims of trafficking, along
with prosecution and prevention. Reasoned opinions have been sent to those Member States that have not yet communicated
transposition measures (*). An EU Strategy (*) sets out further relevant action.

()  Directive 2011/93/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 December 2011 on combating the sexual abuse and sexual exploitation of children and
child pornography, and replacing Council Framework Decision 2004/68[JHA.

()  Directive 2011/36/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 5 April 2011 on preventing and combating trafficking in human beings and protecting its
victims, O] 15.4.2011, L 101.

() Cyprus, Spain, Italy and Luxembourg. Deadline for transposition was 06 April 2013. .

()  EU strategy towards the Eradication of Trafficking in Human Beings 2012-2016; COM(2012) 286 final.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013544/13
alla Commissione
Franco Frigo (S&D)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Richiesta di informazioni sul rispetto del principio del mutuo riconoscimento in seguito all'approvazione del real decreto
742/2013

In data 11 ottobre 2013 ¢ stato pubblicato sulla Gazzetta Ufficiale spagnola (BOE) il real decreto N. 742/2013 che stabilisce criteri
tecnico-sanitari riguardanti le piscine. Tale decreto era stato notificato in pari titolo alla Commissione in data 2 febbraio 2013
(Notification N.060/2013/E), in conformita a quanto stabilito dalla direttiva 98/34/CE. In seguito alla notifica, la Commissione ha
ricevuto commenti da Francia e Italia e osservazioni da numerosi altri soggetti aventi interesse e in particolare dalla quasi totalita
delle associazioni imprenditoriali europee implicate che sottolineavano alcuni aspetti fondamentali:

1. perquale ragione una disposizione che prevede che lo standard UNE 149101 divenga un regolamento tecnico sia stata inserita
in un real decreto che tratta di un’altra materia;

2. per quale ragione non sia stato notificato il testo dello standard UNE 149101, in conformita a quanto prescritto dalla direttiva
98/34/CE, articolo 8, paragrafo 1, comma 2, e malgrado la specifica richiesta in tal senso di Francia e Italia;

3. per quale ragione non siano state tenute in debito conto le valutazioni negative, gia espresse sia dalla DG ENTR che dalla DG
ENV, nei confronti dello stesso UNE 149101, come opportunamente ricordato da aventi interesse nel periodo di stand-still;

4. mancato rispetto del principio del mutuo riconoscimento data l'impossibilita per gli operatori del settore di valutare
l'equivalenza del livello di protezione della salute in mancanza della notifica del termine di confronto, ossia lo standard UNE
149101;

5. si sarebbe dovuta applicare la clausola dello stand-still, considerato che una delle materie di cui si occupa lo standard UNE
149101, ossia i prodotti a contatto con acqua destinata al consumo umano, ¢ gia oggetto di un Mandato della Commissione
(M136);

La conclusione ¢ che gli oneri aggiuntivi previsti dallo standard sono da ritenersi non necessari e quindi costituiscono una barriera al
commercio.

Puo la Commissione far sapere se la DG ENTR Unita C3, che ha seguito la procedura, ha scrupolosamente valutato le regole stabilite
dalla direttiva 98/34/CE e dal regolamento (UE) n. 1025 /2011 e se ha debitamente tenuto conto delle succitate infrazioni?

Risposta di Antonio Tajani a nome della Commissione
(5 febbraio 2014)

1. Spetta al legislatore spagnolo decidere il contenuto dei regolamenti tecnici. In questo caso specifico il legislatore spagnolo ha
incluso il riferimento alla norma UNE 149101 che ¢ attinente al campo di applicazione del progetto notificato.

2. I progetto di regolamento tecnico, che fa riferimento alla noma UNE 149101, ¢ stato notificato.

3. I contributi degli stakeholder sono stati fatti circolare dai competenti servizi della Commissione durante la valutazione del
progetto notificato. Tuttavia la Commissione conduce verifiche proprie tenendo conto dei contributi degli stakeholder, ma non ¢ ad
essi vincolata. Oggetto della notifica era il progetto notificato e non la norma. Tuttavia la norma non ¢ stata contestata dai servizi
della Commissione durante la procedura di notifica. La Commissione non ha il compito di esaminare le nome nazionali.

4. 1l progetto notificato nel quale si affermava che i fabbricanti di dispositivi installati nei rubinetti devono rispettare la norma
UNE 149101.(...) o altri regolamenti o norme analoghe atti a garantire almeno un livello equivalente di protezione della salute, &
conforme al principio del riconoscimento reciproco e durante la valutazione del progetto notificato non € stata sollevata nessuna
questione giuridica nel merito.

5. La Commissione ha espresso un parere dettagliato per assicurare 'ottemperanza del progetto notificato all’articolo 34 del TFUE
e con il regolamento REACH. Il termine di differimento e il termine di deferimento esteso di cui alla direttiva 98/34/CE sono stati
adeguatamente seguiti e rispettati. Le autorita spagnole propongono modifiche del progetto di notifica che la Commissione ha
ritenuto soddisfacenti.

Pertanto la Commissione ritiene di aver ottemperato rigorosamente alle disposizioni della direttiva 98/34/CE.
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Question for written answer E-013544/13
to the Commission
Franco Frigo (S&D)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Request for information on compliance with the principle of mutual recognition following adoption of Royal Decree
No 742/2013

On 11 October 2013, Royal Decree No 742/2013 establishing the technical and sanitary criteria for swimming pools was published
in the Spanish Official Gazette. Likewise, this Decree was notified to the Commission on 2 February 2013 (Notification
No 060/2013/E), in accordance with the provisions of Directive 98/34/EC. Following the notification, the Commission received
comments from France and Italy, as well as comments from a number of other interested parties and in particular from almost all
European business associations concerned, which raised several fundamental points:

1.  why was a provision providing for standard UNE 149101 to become a technical regulation included in a royal decree on
another subject;

2. why was the text of standard UNE 149101 not notified in accordance with the provisions of Article 8(1)(2) of
Directive 98/34/EC, and despite specific requests to that effect from France and Italy;

3. why were negative assessments of the same standard, UNE 149101, previously issued by the Directorate-General for
Enterprise and Industry and the Directorate-General for the Environment, as rightly pointed out by stakeholders in the
standstill period, not duly taken into account;

4. the failure to comply with the principle of mutual recognition, given that it is impossible for operators in the sector to assess
equivalence of the level of health protection as the reference, namely standard UNE 149101, was not notified;

5. the standstill clause should have been applied, given that one of the subjects covered by standard UNE 149101, namely
products in contact with water intended for human consumption, is already covered by a Commission mandate (M136);

The conclusion is that the additional fees laid down by the standard should be considered unnecessary and are thus a barrier to trade.

Can the Commission say whether Unit C3 of the Directorate-General for Enterprise and Industry, which followed the procedure,
carefully assessed the rules laid down by Directive 98/34/EC and by Regulation (EU) No 1025/2011, and whether it took due
account of the aforementioned infringements?

Answer given by Mr Tajani on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

1. Itis up to the Spanish legislator to decide the content of its technical regulations. In this specific case they have included the
reference to the standard UNE 149101, which is relevant to the scope of the notified draft.

2. The draft technical regulation, which refers to UNE 149101, was notified.

3. The contributions from stakeholders were circulated by the competent services of the Commission during the assessment of
the notified draft. However, the Commission carries out its own assessments, taking into account stakeholder contributions, but is
not bound by them. The subject of the notification was the notified draft and not the standard. However, the standard was not
contested by the Commission services during the notification procedure. The Commission is not in charge of examining national
standards.

4. The notified draft stating that ‘Manufacturers of devices installed in taps shall meet standard UNE 149101.(...) , or other
regulations or analogous standards guaranteeing at least an equivalent level of protection for health’, is compliant with mutual
recognition and no legal issue was raised in relation to this during the assessment of the notified draft.

5. The Commission issued a detailed opinion to ensure the compliance of the notified draft with Article 34 of the TFEU and with
the REACH regulation. The standstill period and the extended standstill period under Directive 98/34/EC were properly followed and
complied with. The Spanish authorities proposed changes in the notified draft which were considered satisfactory by the
Commission.

Therefore, the Commission considers that it has strictly complied with the provisions of Directive 98/34/EC.
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013545/13
ala Comision
Francisco Sosa Wagner (NI)
(28 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Publicidad proteccionista

En los dltimos meses se estd advirtiendo en muchos paises europeos una tendencia publicitaria que subraya el cardcter nacional de
los productos anunciados para «vivir en inglés», «ser francés al cien por cien, en Italia consumir solo productos «ocales», etc. Estas
précticas comerciales o publicitarias encuentran légicamente su amparo en la libertad de empresa que defienden todos los
ordenamientos juridicos de los Estados miembros y también el Derecho de la Unién (entre otras muchas Directivas cito solo, por
poner un ejemplo, la Directiva 2006/114/CE del Parlamento Europeo y del Consejo, de 12 de diciembre de 2006, en la que se
abordan los limites de la publicidad para proteger a los consumidores). No obstante, me pregunto sobre algunas de sus
consecuencias, cuestion que también traslado a la Comisién como sigue:

1. ;No considera la Comision que esta tendencia puede minorar de algiin modo la consolidacién del mercado comin e interior
europeo? A mi juicio, habria que diferenciar lo que es docal» y los requisitos 16gicos de las «denominaciones de origen», de lo
que es «nacional». ;No estima que el proteccionismo supone un empobrecimiento econdmico, ademds de cultural y social?

2. Aprovechando esta reflexion sobre la publicidad de los productos, ¢no cree la Comisién que, junto a las previsiones sobre la
calidad de los productos y el cuidado del ecosistema con las conocidas etiquetas ecoldgicas, podria favorecerse, por ejemplo,
un distintivo relativo a los productos de todos aquellos paises que respetan los derechos humanos y no imponen censuras ni
explotaciones en las condiciones de trabajo?

Respuesta del Sr. Tajani en nombre de la Comision
(19 de febrero de 2014)

Las autoridades publicas tienen prohibido realizar o apoyar campaiias a gran escala o cualesquiera medidas relativas al etiquetado de
la calidad o del origen que fomenten o den preferencia a la compra de productos nacionales respecto de los productos importados (*).
La promocién por parte de las autoridades publicas de los productos fabricados en un pais o regién determinados (productos
«nacionales» o «ocales») es incompatible con el principio fundamental de la libre circulacién de mercancias en la EU, ya que la
instigaci6n a los consumidores para que compren exclusivamente esos productos da lugar a la fragmentacion del mercado interior y
desemboca en pérdidas econdmicas y sociales. En principio, los agentes econdmicos son libres de sefialar el origen de sus productos,
siempre y cuando cumplan las normas de la Directiva sobre las practicas comerciales desleales (?) y de la Directiva sobre publicidad
engafiosa (*). La Comisién propuso normas armonizadas sobre la marca de origen en su propuesta de Reglamento sobre la seguridad
de los productos de consumo (*).

El «etiquetado social» a que se refiere Su Sefiorfa es una manera de hacer frente a violaciones de los derechos humanos y de los
trabajadores mediante el cambio de la eleccion de los consumidores. Sin embargo, la legalidad del «etiquetado social» para la
proteccion y la promocion de los derechos humanos y de los trabajadores habria de ser examinada en primer lugar en el marco de la
legislacion de la OMC, y mds especificamente, en el marco del Acuerdo sobre obstaculos técnicos al comercio (OTC).

Asunto 249/81, Comision contra Irlanda (Buy Irish) [1982], Rec. 4005.
Directiva 2005/29/CE (DO L 149 de 11.6.2005).

Directiva 2006/114/CE (DO L 376 de 27.12.2006).

COM(2013) 78 de 13.2.2013.

=
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Question for written answer E-013545/13
to the Commission
Francisco Sosa Wagner (NI)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Protectionist advertising

In recent months, there have been warnings in many European countries of an advertising trend emphasising the national character
of products in order to live in English’, ‘be one hundred per cent French’ and, in Italy, to consume only ‘local’ products, etc. These
marketing and advertising practices are supported, logically, by the freedom of enterprise defended in all legal systems of the Member
States and in EC law (such as Directive 2006/114/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 12 December 2006, which
lays down limits on advertising to protect consumers, to mention just one example of many). Nevertheless, I question some of the
consequences.

1. Does the Commission not believe that this trend might undermine in some way consolidation of the European common
internal market? In my view, we should differentiate between, on the one hand, what is local’ and the logical requirements of
‘designations of origin’ and, on the other hand, what is ‘national’. Does the Commission not see protectionism as representing
economic, as well as cultural and social, impoverishment?

2. May I also use this reflection on the advertising of products as an opportunity to ask the Commission if it believes that, along
with information on the quality of products and care for the ecosystem found on the well-known eco-labels, a mark could also be
promoted to indicate whether products are from countries that respect human rights and that do not impose censorship or
exploitation in working conditions?

Answer given by Mr Tajani on behalf of the Commission
(19 February 2014)

Public authorities are prohibited from running or supporting large-scale campaigns or any measures involving quality or origin
labelling which encourage or give preference to purchasing domestic over imported products (*). The promotion by public
authorities of products made in a certain country (‘national’) or region (local’) is incompatible with the fundamental principle of free
movement of goods in the EU as the incitement of consumers to buy exclusively such products fragments the internal market and
results in economic and social losses. In principle, economic operators are free to mark the origin of products as long as they abide
by the rules of the Unfair Commercial Practices Directive (*) and the directive on Misleading Advertising (*). The Commission
proposed harmonised rules on origin marking in its proposal for a regulation on Consumer Product Safety (*).

‘Social labelling’ to which the Honourable Member refers is a way to address human and labour rights abuse through diverting
consumer choice. However, the legality of ‘social labelling’ for protection and promotion of human and workers’ rights should be
first examined under WTO law, and specifically under the Technical Barriers to Trade Agreement (TBT).

Case 249/81 Commission v Ireland (Buy Irish) [1982] ECR 4005.
Directive 2005/29/EC, O] L 149, 11.6.2005.

Directive 2006/114/EC, O] L 376, 27.12.2006.

COM(2013) 78 0f 13.2.2013.

=
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013546/13
an die Kommission
Joachim Zeller (PPE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Risikoteilungsinstrumente

Das Europdische Parlament hat in seiner legislativen Entschliefung vom 19. April 2012 (KOM(2011)0655 — C7-0350/2011 —
2011/0283(COD)) den Verordnungsvorschlag zu den sogenannten Risikoteilungsinstrumenten angenommen. Danach konnen
Mitgliedstaaten, die von gravierenden Schwierigkeiten in Bezug auf ihre finanzielle Stabilitit betroffen oder bedroht sind, bei der
Europdischen Kommission Finanzmittel aus den operationellen Programmen zur Einrichtung von Risikoteilungsinstrumenten
beantragen. Diese Instrumente umfassen Darlehen, Garantien oder andere Finanzierungsfazilititen zur Unterstiitzung von im
Rahmen eines operationellen Programms geplanten Projekten und Vorhaben.

Welche Mitgliedstaaten haben das Instrument bis heute in Anspruch genommen und eine solche Forderung erhalten?

Antwort von Herrn Hahn im Namen der Kommission
(5. Februar 2014)

Die Frist, bis zu der die forderfihigen Mitgliedstaaten in den Genuss der Verordnung (EU) Nr. 423/2012 kommen konnten, endete
am 31. August 2013. Keiner der forderfihigen Mitgliedstaaten hat das in der Verordnung vorgesehene Instrument im gesetzten
Zeitraum in Anspruch genommen.
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Question for written answer E-013546/13
to the Commission
Joachim Zeller (PPE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Risk-sharing instruments

In its legislative resolution of 19 April 2012 (COM(2011) 0655 — C7-0350/2011 — 2011/0283(COD)), Parliament adopted the
proposal for a regulation concerning what are referred to as risk-sharing instruments. Accordingly, Member States experiencing or
threatened with serious difficulties with respect to their financial stability can request from the Commission financial resources from
the operational programmes for the establishment of risk-sharing instruments. These instruments include loans, guarantees or other
financial facilities in support of projects and operations provided for under an operational programme.

To date, which Member States have utilised the instrument and received such funding?

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

The deadline in Regulation (EU) No 4232012 by which eligible Member States could make use of the provisions of the regulation
was 31 August 201 3. None of the eligible Member States chose to make use of the provisions within the said deadline.
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013547/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(28 Nogpfipiou 2013)

O¢ua: Evpomnaikr evioxuon yia toug Toupkokimpioug

Kata v nepiodo 2007-2013 napaywprdke euponaiki] evioxuon vyoug 269 ekat. eupd yia toug ToupkokUTPLOUG. ZTOV KAVOVIGHO
TapaYPIONG UTAPYEL PITPA, CUHQ®VA HE TV OMoia aUTEG Ol eVIoXUOEIG Oev MPEMEL va XPOIonoloUvTaL yia aflomoiNoT) KATEXOHEVNS
mepovoiag.

Epatarar 1) Entpor):

1. Yndpyet TakTikOG ENeyX0G Kat amd TOLoUG:
—  YLaTOV TPOTO MOU SLOXETEVOVTAL AUTES OL EUPWTICIKEG EVIGYUCELS,
— Y10 TOUG GKOTIOUG TTOU XPT|GIHOTIOIOUVTAL, KAl
—  0£TOLOUG TOHEIG;

2. Exdidetan kamoia oyetikn etriota £kdeon agloAoynong;

3. Mmnopei 1 Emtpony va daoet avadutika ototeia yia kdde Tapielo, yio kGe pyo OVOUAOTIKA KAl yia TO akpiPes mood mou £xel
droyetevtel an’ avtd ta kovOUAL

4. Mnopei 1) Emtponr| épmpakta va anodeifer ot dev &youv Stoyeteutel euponaikd kovduia, katd mapafacr) TG OXETIKNG PRTPAG TOU
Kavoviopou, yia avamtuén épyov oty katexopevn yn tov EXAvokinpiov ektomopévoy;

Anavtnon tou «. Fiile £ ovopatog ¢ Emtponic
(31 Iavouapiov 2014)

Ano o 2006, 1) Eupenaikr Enttponr| epappoler éva mpoypappa fordeiag yia tmy toupkokumptakr kowotta facet tou kavoviopou (EK)
ap. 389/2006 tou Zupfouliou pe Tov yevikd otoxo va Sieukohuvdel 1) enavévaon g KUmpou péow g mpoaywyng TG OKOVOIKNG
avamTtuEnG TG TOUPKOKUTIPLAKTG KOIVOTITA.

H Euponaikr Enrtpor epappolet to mpodypappa aneudeiag kat etvar unetduvn yia m xoprjynorn) emdotioewy kat v avadeon oupPacewv. Ot
dikatovyot evioyoewv yia autég Tig oupfacels dnpootebovial pécw Tou cuoTipatog dnpooctovopkng diagaveiag (Financial Transparency
System — FTS), to onoio diayepileta 1 Tevikr) Aevduvor Ipotmoloyiopot ('). Emmhéov, n Tevikr) Aievduvon Avantuéng ko Suvepyaoiag
KkataptiCer mivaka tov npookAioewy UNoPoNG TIPOTAGE®Y, TwY TPOKNPUEEWY dlaywVIHOV, Kad®Oe Kal ToV KaTahoyo TPoemAoyNG yia TV
TOUPKOKUTIpLaKT) Koot Ta (7).

H Enttponr| unofder kade £tog exdéoeic oto Tupfoulio kat oto Eupemnaikd KowofouAio oxetika pe Ty epappoyr Tou Kavoviopou, kadog
Kau pe v mapakohoudnor, tov ecwtepikd \eyxo kar aAoug ehéyyous. To 2012, to Eheyktiko Zuvédpio akioloynoe v fordewa g
Eupondiknc Eveong mpog v Toupkokumplaks kowotnta yia v mepiodo petafl e £ykpong tou kavoviopou to 2006 éwg To Tpito
Tpipvo Tou 2011.

Ze 0Aa ta otadia TG eappoyng Tou mpoypappatog 1) Enttponr) epappolet to apdpo 7 tou kavoviopou [pootacia tev Sikaopdtey tev
QUOIKGY KOl VOHIKGY TPOCAT®Y, TPOKELEVOU Vo anogeuydel onotadrnote napafiaon tov dikawpdtov wiokmeiag. H enakndevon tov
dikarwpatov 1dlokmoiag mpaypatonoteitar ot ouvepyacia pe to Tprjpa Kmpatoloyiou kar Xepopetpiag e Kunpiakrg Anpokpatiag oe
Tiepintwor) oxediwv mou cuvenayovtal UNIKEG enevOUsELS.

() http://ec.europa.eu/budget/fts/index_en.htm
()  https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/europeaid/online-services/index.cfm?
do=publi.welcome&nbPubliList=15&orderby=upd&orderbyad=Desc&searchtype=AS&pgm=&ZGEO=35414&debpub=&finpub
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Question for written answer E-013547/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: European support for Turkish Cypriots

European support amounting to EUR 269 million was granted to the Turkish Cypriots in 2007-2013. In the regulation granting the
support, there is a clause according to which these funds should not be used for the exploitation of occupied assets.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

1. Whether there is regular monitoring, and who is performing it:
— inrespect of the way that these European funds are being channelled?
— inrespect of the aims for which they are being used?
—  in which sectors?

2. Isany relevant annual assessment report published?

3. Can the Commission provide analytical data for each fund, for each project by name and for the exact amount that has been
channelled from these funds?

4. Can the Commission actually prove that European funds have not been channelled into development projects in the occupied
land of the dispossessed Greek Cypriots, in breach of the relevant clause of the regulation?

Answer given by Mr Fiile on behalf of the Commission
(31 January 2014)

Since 2006, the European Commission is implementing an Aid Programme for the Turkish Cypriot community under Council
Regulation 389/2006 with the overall objective to facilitate the reunification of Cyprus by encouraging the economic development
of the Turkish Cypriot community.

The European Commission implements the programme directly and is responsible for the award of grants and procurement
contracts. The recipients of funds for these contracts are published through the Financial Transparency System (FTS) managed by the
Directorate-General for Budget ('). Furthermore, the Directorate General for Development and Cooperation lists the calls for project
proposals, procurement notice as well as the shortlist notice for the Turkish Cypriot community ().

The Commission annually reports to the Council and the European Parliament on the implementation of the regulation, including
on monitoring, audit and controls. In 2012, the Court of Auditors assessed EU assistance to the Turkish Cypriot community
covering a period from the adoption of the regulation in 2006 to the third quarter of 2011.

At all stages of programme implementation the Commission applies Article 7 of the regulation regarding the Protection of Rights of
Natural and Legal Persons, to avoid any violation of the rights of individual property owners. Verification of property rights takes
place in cooperation with the Department of Lands and Surveys of the Republic of Cyprus in case of projects implying physical
investments.

() http://ec.europa.eu/budget/fts/index_en.htm
()  https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/europeaid/online-services/index.cfm?
do=publi.welcome&nbPubliList=15&orderby=upd&orderbyad=Desc&searchtype=AS&pgm=&ZGEO=35414&debpub=&finpub
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Epoon pe aitypa ypantig anavenong E-013548/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(28 Nogpfipiou 2013)

Oépa: Ttaon me Toupkiag oty enavévapén tov Siampaypateloewy yia to Kunptako

Tnv 1810 ©pa mou o mpodedpog ¢ Kumpuaknc Anpokpartiag, pe Sk tou nptofoulia, mpaypatonoovoe drtunn cuvavtnor pe tov k. Epoyhou
yia va Bpet tpono va Eekviioet tig diampaypatevoeg oto Kumplako, n Toupkia £fyale to epeuvtikd okagog «Mmappnapdoar £5e ano ta
Yalaooia vdata ot meployT) Tou katexopevou Anootohou Avdpea, drdev yia diepeiviion yia QUOLKO agpio.

Epatarar 1) Entpor):

—  Tow eivar 1) 9o e Emrtponric, Mapfavovtag undyn ot népav anod Tg npocgates TpokAntikotates dnhaoeig tou k. Epvroyav ot
«dev umapyet kpatog e To dvopa Kumpogs, ot toupkikeg mpokoels cuveyiCovtar kot eivon oxedov kadnpepivéc pe Epya kat Qpaoeig
niou ke Ao mapd fordovy o Snuioupyia evog unootpikTikol kNipatog yia évapén ey danpaypateloewy;

—  Tumpotietar va mpaket n Emtpor] yia va «ouveniotei» 1 Toupkia kat va teppatioel va TopmMiler kade mpoonddela enavevapeing tov
dampaypatevoewy;

Epdrtnon pe aitypa ypantic anavrnong E-013801/13
npog v Enrtporni)
Sophocles Sophocleous (S&D)
(5 Aexepppiov 2013)

O¢pa: TTapavopeg £peUves TOUPKIKOU 0KAQOUG oV eAeUDepT) TIEPLOYT) Ap{L0XGOTOU

To TOUPKIKO EPELVITTIIKO OKAPOG «Mmappmapdey, cuvodeudpevo and to pupoulkd mhoio unootiping, v koppfeta «Kepdh Koupo»,
anémhevoe otig 22 Nogpfpiov and to hipdvt g Mepoivag, gdavovtag ot daldcota mepioyr Tou Amootohou AvEpéa. Apyika to mhoio
dievnpynoe napavopes OELOHOYPAPLKES EPEVVES KATA KOG TG vOTIaS akTtoypappns ¢ Kapnasiag eve oty cuvéyela napafiace ouk oliyeg
@opéc ta Udata mou eENéyyovtar and v Kunpiakn Anpokpatic.

Tug 3 Aekepfpiov to Mnappnapoc» deddn oty ekeudepn mepLoxn TG APHOXGOTOU kat ouykekpipeva ot dalaooia meptoxr «Kammapn»
Tapakipviou, TPOKEAGVTAG TAVIKO Kat GUYXUGT.

Ot napavopieg €pevveg oty Anokhetotikr) Owovopukn Zavi e KUmpou and o Toupkiko 6KAog oKOmO £X0UV 0TOXO TV GUVTIPI|oT] TOU
KMpatog évaong petd tig tpoogates adetodotioelg mou dovnkav and v Kunpiakr) Anpokpatia yia evtomopo, e20puén kat ekpetaevor)
vdpoyovavdpakov.

Epotarar 1) Evpenaikn Enrtpor):
Tog okonever va aviidpaoel OTiG TPOKAITIKEG TOUPKIKES EVEPYELEG;

Oa ouveyioet va emitpénet oty Toupkia, K UTOYN QLA TPOG EVTagn Xopa, va pnv cEfetat éva kpatog ENog;

Epdrtnon pe aitypa ypantic anavrnong E-014065/13
npog v Enrtporni)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(12 Aexepfspiov 2013)

Odpa: Néa toupkik apgrofrymon e kuplapxiag e Kumpou

Tig teleutaies fOopades To TOUPKIKO EPEUVITIKO OKAQOS MNAPETAPOCy, GUVOSEUOHEVO MO KOPPETA TOU MOAEHIKOU VaUTIKOU TG AyKUpOS,
KIVELTaL 0Ty mepioy1} Tou kOAou ¢ Appoxootou, ¢ and to okonedo 3, oto onoio, g yvwoto, éxel efacpalioer adewa yia Epeuveg 1
rtaho-kopeatikry kowonpatia ENI-KKOGAS. H véa toupkikn apgiofrmon g kuptapyiag e Kumplakig Anpokpatiag £xet apviuikés
EMMTOOELC 0TIV TpooTadela yia enavévapén tov Stampaypateloeny yia to Kumplako.
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Epotatar n) Emitpon:
1. Tlag kpiver ) véa toupkikn TpokAnon evavtia oty Kumprakr Anpokpartic;

2. Tlpotidetar va mapépfer yia va TEPHATIOEL TIC KWVOES TOUG okagoug kar g véeg mapafaoeg e Toupkiag, epocov
npaypatonotouvtar oty Kumpakr] AnokAeiotikr] Owovopukr) Zavn (AOZ), mou, obpgeva pe T Atedvr) upfaon tou Akaiou g
Oaldoong tov Hvepévey Edvav (UNCLOS), i) Toupkia e otfetar;

3. Toieg npoonadeies katefale 1) Ya katafaler n Emtponn dote 1 Toupkiki] kuBEpvor emTelous va Unoypayel Kat va epappooceL T
SUppaon tou Akaiou ¢ @alacong (UNCLOS);

Kowi anavtior tou k. Fiile €€ ovopatog ¢ Enrtpornig
(11 defpouvapiov 2014)

H Emitpon napanépmer v afotipn ka fouleutr ota oupnepaopata tou Supfouliou g 17nc Aekepfpiov 2013, ota onoia tovietat ot
1 Toupkia mpénel va Seopeudel avempUAakTa e KaAE OXE0EIC YEITOViag kat oty elpvikn) eniluon Sagopov oUpgeva pe to Xapt tov
Hvopévov Edvav, pe npooguyr, epdoov anarteitat, oto Aedvés Aicaotipto. H Evoon eééppace ooPapés avouyies kat kdheoe v Toupkia
va ano@Uyet ke idoug ameikr 1 evépyela katd kpatoug pelou, 1) ke myn mpootpifev 1 evepyeidv mou da propoveay va fAayouv e
oxtoeig kahiG yertoviag kai Ty eipnviki) Seudetnon tov Stagopav.

Yta oupmepaopata tou Supfouliou toviCovrat ta kuplapyika Sikatopata tev kpatev pelev e EE ta onola mephapfavouy, petafv aMwv,
TN oUVaY” dUEPOY CUHPVLAV, KaDOG KAl TV EEEPEUVIOT] KaL TV EKHETAANEUOT) TGV EVIKGY MOPWV TOUG, CULQOVA [E To KekTrpévo e EE
Kkat to dedveg dikaro, oupmepthapPavopévne g Zupfaons twv Hvoptvev Edvov yia to Aikao g @dhacoas. Emonpaivetar emiong 1
avaykn cefacol TS KupLapXiag TV KPATOV HENGV N TV XWPIKGY TOUG USATY.
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Question for written answer E-013548/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Turkey's attitude to the resumption of negotiations over Cyprus

At the same time as the President of the Republic of Cyprus was holding an informal meeting, on his own initiative, with Mr Eroglu,
to find a way to start negotiations over Cyprus, Turkey dispatched the research vessel Barbarossa outside the marine waters of the
occupied Saint Andreas area, ostensibly to explore for natural gas.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

—  What is its position, taking into account the fact that, in addition to the recent highly provocative statement by Mr Erdogan
that ‘there is no country called Cyprus’, Turkish provocations continue on an almost daily basis, with actions and words that
do nothing to contribute towards a supportive climate for the start of negotiations?

—  What does it intend to do in order make Turkey ‘see sense’ and to stop torpedoing every effort to resume negotiations?

Question for written answer E-013801/13
to the Commission
Sophocles Sophocleous (S&D)
(5 December 2013)

Subject: lllegal Turkish research vessel in the free area of Famagusta
The Turkish research vessel Barbaros, accompanied by a tug support vessel, the corvette Kemal Kourou, sailed from the port of Mersin
on 22 November, reaching the Saint Andrew marine region. At first, the ship conducted illegal seismographic surveys along the

southern coastline of Karpas, violating waters controlled by the Republic of Cyprus many times.

On 3 December, the Barbaros was spotted in the free area of Famagusta, namely the marine area of ‘Kappari’ in Paralimni, causing
panic and confusion.

These illegal surveys in the Exclusive Economic Zone of Cyprus by the Turkish ship are intended to maintain a climate of tension
following the recent awarding of licences for hydrocarbon location, exploration and exploitation by the Republic of Cyprus.

How does the Commission intend to respond to the Turkish provocations?

Will it continue to allow Turkey, as a candidate country, to fail to respect a Member State?

Question for written answer E-014065/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(12 December 2013)

Subject: New Turkish challenge to Cypriot sovereignty

Over recent weeks, the Turkish exploration vessel Barbaros, escorted by Turkish navy frigates, has been sailing in the vicinity of the
Gulf of Famagusta outside field 3 to which, as we know, the Italian-Korean consortium ENI-KOGAS has obtained exploration rights.
This new Turkish challenge to the sovereignty of the Republic of Cyprus is having an adverse impact on efforts to restart negotiations
on the Cyprus question.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

1. What are its comments on this new Turkish provocation of the Republic of Cyprus?

2. Does it intend to intervene in order to prevent the vessel from moving and to prevent new infringements by Turkey, insofar as

they are being committed within the Cypriot Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) which, according to the UN International
Convention on the Law of the Sea (Unclos), Turkey is violating?
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3. What efforts has the Commission made and what efforts is it making to get the Turkish government to sign and apply the UN
Convention on the Law of the Sea (Unclos)?

Joint answer given by Mr Fiile on behalf of the Commission
(11 February 2014)

The Commission draws the attention of the Honourable Members to the Council Conclusions of 17 December 2013 stating that
Turkey needs to commit itself unequivocally to good neighbourly relations and to the peaceful settlement of disputes in accordance
with the United Nations Charter, having recourse, if necessary, to the International Court of Justice. The Union expressed serious
concern, and urged Turkey to avoid any kind of threat or action directed against a Member State, or source of friction or actions,
which could damage good neighbourly relations and the peaceful settlement of disputes.

The Council Conclusions stressed the sovereign rights of EU Member States which include, inter alia, entering into bilateral
agreements, and to explore and exploit their natural resources in accordance with the EU acquis and international law, including the
UN Convention on the Law of the Sea. They also stressed the need to respect the sovereignty of Member States over their territorial
sea.
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Question for written answer E-013549/13
to the Commission
Fiona Hall (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Property embargoes in Spain

[ previously tabled a parliamentary question (E-003952/2013) to the Commission regarding the properties built in Murcia by a
company called MASA which have had embargoes placed on them. Since the persons who paid for these properties never received
their title deeds, they now have to undertake legal action in order to have the embargoes lifted.

The Commission responded to my previous question stating that it had recently sent a letter to the Spanish authorities enquiring as
to its actions engaged at national level to address the lack of issuance of title deeds.

Can the Commission confirm whether or not the Spanish authorities have responded to the its enquiry, and whether the it is aware of
what the Spanish authorities are doing to address the lack of issuance of title deeds?

Furthermore, can the Commission confirm whether the property developer MASA has acted in contradiction of the rules laid down
in Directive 2005/29/EC on unfair commercial practices and Directive 93/13/EEC on unfair terms in consumer contracts, by
withholding the title deeds from the property owners?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The Spanish authorities have recently submitted a reply to the Commission’s request for information as to the actions taken at
national level to address the problems faced by immovable property buyers in Spain who failed to obtain their title deeds.

In their reply, the Spanish authorities allege that in light of the very few facts provided, the relevant regional authorities (Comunidad
Autonoma de Murcia) have been unable to carry out a proper investigation on the alleged rogue trader(s) who would have harmed
property buyers.

The Commission would welcome receiving from the Honourable Member any further factual elements on the identity of the traders
and the practices involved allowing both the Spanish regional authorities to conduct an investigation and the Commission services
to assess whether at all a breach of EC law might indeed be at stake.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013552/13
ala Commission
Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL)
(28 novembre 2013)

Objet: Les secrets de la Commission

On apprend, par le magazine danois Notat, que la Commission a tenu une réunion secréte le 22 novembre avec des représentants des
28 Etats membres.

Comment la Commission justifie-t-elle le caractére secret de cette réunion? De qui se cache-t-elle?

L’objet de cette réunion était le développement d'une stratégie de communication pour rassurer les populations quant au grand
marché transatlantique en cours de négociation. Il s'agit de «définir les termes du débat en communiquant de fagon positive» pour
«réduire les craintes et éviter une multiplication des doutes». Ainsi, de 'aveu méme de la Commission, les peuples rejettent cet accord.
C’est une bonne nouvelle.

Aussi, plutot que d’ceuvrer pour faire aboutir cet accord, la Commission ne devrait-elle pas plutot interrompre les négociations?

La Commission justifie ce besoin de communication par la perception d'une faiblesse de la position de 'Union européenne vis-a-vis
des Etats-Unis. Mais cette négociation confidentielle ou les termes exacts de 'accord ne sont pas connus, ni des parlementaires, ni des
peuples européens, alors que, dans le méme temps, les Etats-Unis espionnent les institutions de 'Union et nous placent de fait dans

une position de faiblesse.

La Commission envisage-t-elle a minima d’informer les parlementaires sur ces négociations pour rétablir le rapport de force?

Réponse donnée par M. De Gucht au nom de la Commission
(17 janvier 2014)

La Commission invite 'Honorable Parlementaire a prendre connaissance de sa réponse a la question écrite P-13374/2013 ().

() http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/fr/parliamentary-questions.html
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Question for written answer E-013552/13
to the Commission
Jean-Luc Mélenchon (GUE/NGL)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: The Commission’s secrets

According to the Danish magazine Notat, the Commission held a secret meeting on 22 November 2013 with representatives of the
28 Member States.

How can the Commission justify the secret nature of this meeting? Who is it hiding from?

The purpose of this meeting was to develop a communication strategy to reassure people about the large transatlantic market
currently under negotiation. The aim was to define the terms of the debate by communicating positively in order to reduce fears and
avoid a mushrooming of doubts. Thus, by the Commission’s own admission, the people reject this agreement. This is good news.
Therefore, rather than working to reach an agreement, should the Commission not be putting a stop to the negotiations instead?

The Commission justifies this need for communication by the perception that the EU is not in a sufficiently strong position to engage
with the United States. However, this confidential negotiation or the exact terms of the agreement were not even made known to
MEPs and to the peoples of Europe, despite having, at the same time, the United States spying on EU institutions and actually putting

us in a position of weakness.

Does the Commission have any intention, at the very least, of informing MEPs about these negotiations in order to restore the
balance of power?

Answer given by Mr De Gucht on behalf of the Commission
(17 January 2014)

The Commission would refer the Honourable Member to its answer to written question P-13374/2013 (').

() http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/en/parliamentary-questions.html
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013553/13
ala Commission
Gilles Pargneaux (S&D)
(28 novembre 2013)

Objet: Rapport du comité scientifique européen sur les risques sanitaires et environnementaux (SCHER) sur les risques sanitaires du
mercure dentaire

Le comité scientifique européen sur les risques sanitaires et environnementaux (SCHER) a rendu, a la fin du mois de septembre 2013,
un rapport préliminaire trés attendu concernant la pollution occasionnée par le mercure dentaire et les effets indirects de cette
substance sur la santé publique.

Ce rapport montrait que le mercure issu des «plombages» contamine les poissons d’une maniére qui peut présenter un risque pour les
consommateurs. Toutefois ce travail minorait, voire ignorait d'importants aspects.

Les citoyens et personnes morales étaient invités a adresser leurs commentaires au SCHER jusquau 20 novembre 2013. De
nombreuses contributions ont été déposées.

Mais le SCHER a fait preuve d'une absence singuliére de coordination et de controle sur ses publications en publiant, ce méme
20 novembre, un bulletin d'information qui reprend les résultats du rapport préliminaire.

Cela signifie-t-il que les avis des contributeurs sont d’avance condamnés a ne pas étre lus?

La Commission peut-elle expliquer le recours a de telles pratiques? Cette approche ne va-t-elle pas encore renforcer la défiance des
citoyens envers les agences sanitaires européennes?

La Commission peut-elle contraindre le SCHER a clarifier ses intentions, a retirer son bulletin d’information et a examiner
sérieusement les commentaires qui lui ont été adressés?

Réponse donnée par M. Borg au nom de la Commission
(28 janvier 2014)

La Commission a publié un avis préliminaire sur les risques environnementaux et les effets indirects sur la santé du mercure dans les
amalgames dentaires (mise a jour), conformément aux procédures pour le dialogue avec les parties prenantes (') des comités
scientifiques des produits non alimentaires. Le 20 novembre, une fiche technique a été publiée sur le site web des comités
scientifiques (). Elle présentait I'avis préliminaire aux citoyens et indiquait clairement qu’elle correspondait a I'état de la situation
enjuin 2013.

Le but d'une telle fiche technique est d'informer les citoyens sur les travaux des comités scientifiques et de leur faire mieux connaitre
les travaux sur d'importants sujets, tels que les amalgames dentaires et les questions environnementales et sanitaires. Il a été jugé utile
de publier une fiche technique avant 'adoption de l'avis définitif afin d'informer les citoyens le plus rapidement possible des travaux
en cours.

La fiche technique n'interfére en aucun cas avec la consultation publique. Des commentaires ont été recueillis lors de cette
consultation et le comité scientifique examine actuellement toutes les contributions afin d’étayer la base scientifique de l'avis et de
cerner les points nécessitant une analyse plus approfondie. Ce n'est qua l'issue de cette analyse que le comité établira la version
définitive de son avis. La fiche technique sera, le cas échéant, modifiée afin de refléter le contenu de I'avis définitif.

() (Annexe IV des Régles de procédure(Rules of Procedure) (480 KB)).
() http://ec.europa.eufhealth/scientific_committees/index_en.htm).
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Question for written answer E-013553/13
to the Commission
Gilles Pargneaux (S&D)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Report of the European Scientific Committee on Health and Environmental Risks (SCHER) on the health risks of dental
mercury.

In late September 2013, the European Scientific Committee on Health and Environmental Risks (SCHER) issued a much anticipated
preliminary report on the pollution caused by dental mercury and the indirect effects of this substance on public health.

This report showed that mercury from fillings’ contaminates fish in a way that may pose a risk to consumers. However, this work
underestimated and even ignored important aspects.

Citizens and legal persons were invited to send their comments to SCHER before 20 November 201 3. Numerous contributions were
made.

However, SCHER has shown a singular lack of coordination and control over its publications by publishing on the same date,
20 November, a newsletter containing the results of the preliminary report.

Does this mean that the views of the contributors were condemned in advance not to be read?

Can the Commission explain the use of such practices? Does this approach not just increase public distrust of the European health
agencies?

Can the Commission force SCHER to clarify its intentions, withdraw its newsletter and seriously consider the comments that it has
been sent?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(28 January 2014)

The Commission published a preliminary opinion on ‘Environmental risks and indirect health effects of mercury from dental
amalgam (update)’ following the Stakeholder Dialogue Procedures (') of the non-food Scientific Committees. On 20 November, a
fact-sheet was posted on the website on the Scientific Committees (°) presenting to citizens the preliminary opinion and clearly
stating that the fact-sheet is based on the state of play of June 2013.

The aim of such fact-sheets is to disseminate to citizens the work of the Scientific Committees and to increase awareness about work
on important topics, such as dental amalgam and environmental and health issues. It was considered useful to publish a fact sheet
already before the adoption of the final opinion, in order to inform citizens as early as possible about the ongoing work.

The fact-sheet does not in any way interfere with the public consultation. Comments have been collected through the consultation
and the Scientific Committee is currently examining all contributions with a view to improving the scientific basis of the opinion,
and to identify issues which need to be further investigated. Only after such analysis is concluded can the Committee finalise its
opinion. The fact-sheet will be amended as necessary, to reflect the content of the final opinion.

()  (Annex IV to the Rules of Procedures (480 KB)).
() http:[Jec.europa.eufhealth/scientific_committees/index_en.htm
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013554/13
ala Commission
Catherine Greéze (Verts/ALE)
(28 novembre 2013)

Objet: Utilité des cépages traditionnels dans 'adaptation au changement climatique

Le rapport de la Commission européenne intitulé «L’adaptation au changement climatique: le défi pour lagriculture et les zones rurales»
résume les principales conséquences du changement climatique sur l'agriculture dans 'Union européenne et explore les orientations
qui pourraient étre données a I'action future. Parmi les mesures qu'il préconise figure «la sélection de cultures et de variétés mieux adaptées
a la durée prévisible de la période de végétation et a la disponibilité des ressources en eau, et plus résistantes aux nouvelles conditions de température
et dhumidité».

La vigne est particuliecrement sensible au changement climatique: le stress hydrique, les changements brutaux de températures, les
averses inopportunes et le gel sont quelques-unes des variables ayant un profond impact sur 'équilibre des sucres et de l'acidité, la
maturité des tanins et la palette des aromes du vin, voire sur la simple survie des raisins. Les régions viticoles traditionnelles subissent
déja ces changements, pour lesquels les membres du GIEC (Groupe d’experts intergouvernemental sur I'évolution du climat)
prévoient un renforcement sans commune mesure dans les années a venir. Des mesures d’adaptation au changement climatique sont
donc a mettre en place de maniere urgente pour protéger le secteur viticole.

Certains cépages résistent mieux que d’autres au changement climatique. C'est notamment le cas des cépages traditionnels, ayant une
vigueur extraordinaire du fait de leur identité génétique mais aussi de leur capacité a supporter les sols acides. Ces robustes cépages
ont été introduits en France au XIX° siecle, suite a une épidémie de mildiou ayant décimé bon nombre des plants de vignes.

Pourtant, le réglement (CE) n° 1234/2007 interdit la plantation, la replantation ou la greffe a des fins de production viticole de
certains de ces cépages (Clinton, Noah, Jacquez, Herbemont, Othello et Isabelle). Aujourd’hui, cette interdiction ne se base sur aucune
considération d’ordre sanitaire, comme le démontrent des études scientifiques datant déja de prés de 15 ans. C'est d'ailleurs la raison
pour laquelle la France a, par décret n° 2003-851, aboli la loi de 1934 qui listait ces mémes cépages interdits. Ce réglement semble
donc opposé aux objectifs européens en matiére d’adaptation au changement climatique.

La Commission compte-t-elle autoriser les cépages traditionnels afin de permettre une meilleure adaptation du secteur viticole au
changement climatique?

Réponse donnée par M. Ciolos au nom de la Commission
(27 janvier 2014)

Lutilisation des variétés de vigne Noah, Othello, Isabelle, Jacquez, Clinton et Herbemont a été interdite aux fins de la production
vitivinicole, conformément a l'article 120 bis du réglement (CE) n° 12342007 du Conseil ('). Cette interdiction a été maintenue par le
Conseil et le Parlement européen dans le nouveau reglement «<OCM unique», a savoir le reglement (UE) n°1308/2013 [(article 81,

paragraphe 2)], qui s'applique a compter du 1* janvier 2014.

La Commission n’a connaissance d’aucune demande visant a autoriser ces variétés pour la production vitivinicole.

() JOL299 du16.11.2007.
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Question for written answer E-013554/13
to the Commission
Catherine Greéze (Verts/ALE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Usefulness of traditional varieties of vine in adapting to climate change

The European Commission’s report entitled ‘Adapting to climate change: the challenge for agriculture and rural areas’ summarises
the main impacts of climate change on EU agriculture and explores possible orientations for future action. One of the measures it
recommends is ‘choosing crops and varieties better adapted to the expected length of the growing season and water availability, and
more resistant to new conditions of temperature and humidity.’

The vine is particularly sensitive to climate change: water stress, sudden changes in temperature, untimely rainfall and frost are just a
few of the variables that have a profound impact on the balance of sugars and acidity, on the maturity of tannins and on the palette of
wine aromas, even on the very survival of the grapes. The traditional wine-producing regions are already experiencing these changes,
which is why members of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) predict a disproportionate intensification of the
situation in the coming years. Measures for adapting to climate change therefore need to be put in place urgently to protect the wine
sector.

Some varieties of vine are more resistant to climate change than others. This is particularly true of the traditional varieties of vine,
which are extraordinarily hardy due to their genetic identity but also due to their ability to withstand acidic soils. These robust
varieties were introduced to France in the 19" century, following an outbreak of blight that wiped out many of the vines.

However, Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007 prohibits the planting, replanting or grafting of some of these varieties of vine (Clinton,
Noah, Jacquez, Herbemont, Othello and Isabelle) for wine production purposes. This ban is no longer based on any health
considerations, as demonstrated by scientific studies dating back nearly 15 years. This is also the reason why France, under Decree
No 2003-851, abolished the law of 1934 which listed the same prohibited varieties. This regulation therefore seems to run counter
to European targets for adapting to climate change.

Does the Commission intend to lift the ban on traditional varieties of vine to enable the wine sector to adapt better to climate
change?

Answer given by Mr Ciolos on behalf of the Commission
(27 January 2014)

The varieties of vine Noah, Othello, Isabelle, Jacquez, Clinton and Herbemont were prohibited for wine production according to
Article 120a of Council Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007 (). This prohibition has been maintained by the Council and the European
Parliament in the new single CMO Regulation, Regulation (EU) No 1308/2013, (Article 81(2)) which applies as from
1st January 2014.

The Commission is not aware of any request for allowing those varieties for wine production.

() 0JL299,16.11.2007.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013555/13
alla Commissione
Niccolo Rinaldi (ALDE)
(28 novembre 2013)

Oggetto: Fondi comunitari: tatoo e piercing

La moda dei tatuaggi e dei piercing € in continua crescita negli Stati membri dell'Unione europea. Si stima che circa un giovane su tre
abbia un piercing e uno su quattro sia tatuato.

Si apprende da un articolo pubblicato su «Il Mattino» (del 27 Novembre 2013 pagina 10) che in alcune realta territoriali italiane in
Toscana, Lombardia, Piemonte, Friuli Venezia Giulia si sia riusciti a intercettare fondi europei per il finanziamento di corsi per
«Tecnico qualificato in tatuaggio, «Tatuaggio e piercing, aspetti di igiene e sicurezza», «Tecniche di tatuaggio artistico, «Tecniche di
produzione e di confezionamento di tatuaggi temporanei». In particolare, nel comune di Verolanuova sono stati approvati progetti
per un complesso di 13,6 milioni di euro, con una media di 850 euro a iniziativa ossia un progetto ogni due abitanti.

E noto che la formazione professionale puo contribuire al reinserimento lavorativo, ma si chiede alla Commissione se, alla luce dei
fondi europei utilizzati:

1. limpiego dei finanziamenti europei sia stato in linea con i principi che dovrebbero guidare gli interventi comunitari;

2. qualora venisse accertato che la frammentazione dei progetti non abbia determinato effetti tangibili per la crescita e
l'occupazione, tali fondi dovrebbero essere stati stanziati in maniera pit proficua;

3. qualisiano i meccanismi di valutazione ex post della Commissione.

Risposta di Liszl6 Andor a nome della Commissione
(29 gennaio 2014)

1. La Commissione ritiene che i progetti menzionati dall'onorevole deputato possano rientrare nel campo d’intervento del Fondo
sociale europeo (FSE) ed essere in linea con gli articoli 2 e 3 del regolamento (CE) n. 1081/2006 ('). La Commissione fa inoltre
presente che, sulla base del principio di sussidiarieta, I'autorita di gestione di un programma operativo ¢ responsabile dell’attuazione
del FSE ed ¢ pertanto la meglio qualificata per definire le priorita degli interventi del FSE in linea con le specificita e i bisogni del
territorio.

2. La Commissione attira I'attenzione sul fatto che, per la stessa natura del Fondo, gli interventi del FSE tendono a coinvolgere
piccoli progetti che interessano singole persone. Tuttavia, per il prossimo periodo di programmazione, i servizi della
Commissione (%) hanno invitato I'ltalia a concentrare gli interventi su un numero limitato di progetti al fine di accrescere il valore
aggiunto del FSE. La Commissione riservera un’attenzione particolare a questo aspetto all’atto di esaminare I'accordo di partenariato
e i programmi operativi italiani.

3. La Commissione presentera una valutazione ex-post del FSE entro il 31 dicembre 2015.

()  Regolamento (CE) n. 1081/2006 del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio, del 5 luglio 2006, relativo al Fondo sociale europeo e recante abrogazione del regolamento
(CE)n.1784/1999 (GU L 210 del 31.7.2006).
()  Posizione dei servizi della Commissione sullo sviluppo di un accordo di partenariato e di programmi in Italia per il periodo 2014-2020.
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Question for written answer E-013555/13
to the Commission
Niccolo Rinaldi (ALDE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: EU funds: tattooing and piercing

Tattoos and piercing are increasingly fashionable in the EU Member States. According to estimates, around one in three young
people has a piercing and one in four a tattoo.

According to an article published in the 27 November 2013 edition of Il Mattino (page 10), in some regions of Italy, such as Tuscany,
Lombardy, Piedmont and Friuli-Venezia Giulia, EU funds have successfully been diverted to fund courses to train as a ‘qualified
tattooist’, or on ‘hygiene and safety aspects of tattooing and piercing’, ‘artistic tattooing techniques’, and ‘producing and creating
temporary tattoos’. In particular, in the municipality of Verolanuova, projects worth a total of EUR 13.6 million have been approved,
with an average of EUR 850 per initiative, or one project for every two residents.

Vocational training can help people reintegrate into the workforce, but in view of the EU funds used:
1. Does the Commission think the use of EU funding has been in line with the principles that should guide EU action?

2. Ifitis established that breaking down projects has not had tangible effects on growth and jobs, should these funds be allocated
more profitably?

3. What ex-post evaluation mechanisms does the Commission have?

Answer given by Mr Andor on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

1. The Commission is of the opinion that the projects referred to by the Honourable Member seem to fall within the scope of the
European Social Fund (ESF) and be in line with Articles 2 and 3 of Regulation (EC) No 1081/2006 ('). In addition, the Commission
notes that, according to the subsidiarity principle, the Managing Authority of an Operational Programme is responsible for the
implementation of the ESF and is, therefore, best placed to define the priorities for ESF interventions in line with the territory’s
specificities and needs.

2. The Commission draws attention to the fact that, by its very nature, ESF interventions tend to involve small projects targeting
individuals. However, for the next programming period, the Commission services (*) have invited Italy to concentrate interventions
on a limited number of projects in order to increase ESF added value. The Commission will pay particular attention to this aspect
when examining Italy’s Partnership Agreement and operational programmes.

3. The Commission will present an ex-post evaluation of the ESF by 31 December 2015.

()  Regulation (EC) No 1081/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 5 July 2006 on the European Social Fund and repealing Regulation (EC)
No 1784/1999 (O] L 210, 31.7.2006).
()  Position of the Commission Services on the development of a Partnership Agreement and Programmes in Italy for the period 2014-2020.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung P-013557/13
an die Kommission
Hiltrud Breyer (Verts/ALE)
(28. November 2013)

Betrifft: Mikroplastikpartikel in Honig und Wasser

Aus Polyethylen, aber auch aus Ethylen/Butylen- und Ethylen/Vinylacetat-Copolymeren hergestellte Mikroplastikteilchen, die
vermutlich aus Korperpflegeprodukten mit Peeling-Effekt wie Duschgels und Zahnpasten stammen, gelangen iiber das Abwasser in
die Umwelt und iiber die Luft in Lebensmittel. Der Anteil dieses Mikroplastik kann bis 10 Gewichtsprozent des Gesamtinhalts
ausmachen. Des Weiteren konnen granuldre Partikel, die als Abrasiv zur Oberflichenbehandlung eingesetzt werden, z. B. in Werften,
direkt in die Umwelt gelangen.

Fasern in Bekleidung gelangen ebenfalls {iber Abwisser in die Umwelt, da sie ebenso wie granuldre Partikel aus Kosmetika in
Kliranlagen nicht vollstindig zuriickgehalten werden. Wird Klarschlamm, der Mikroplastik enthilt, in der Landwirtschaft zur
Diingung eingesetzt, konnen diese Mikroplastikteilchen durch Ausblasen in die Atmosphdre und damit auch in Lebensmittel

gelangen.

Forschungsergebnisse der Carl von Ossietzky Universitit Oldenburg zeigen, dass sich Fasern, Fragmente und auch granulires
Material in Honig, Trinkwasser und anderen Getrinken finden lassen.

1. Welche Informationen hat die Kommission zur aktuellen Belastung der Umwelt mit Mikroplastikpartikeln?
2. Welche Informationen hat die Kommission zur Belastung aquatischer Organismen mit Mikroplastik?

3. Welche Informationen hat die Kommission zur Belastung des in der Umwelt vorhandenen Mikroplastiks mit wihrend der
Produktion der Polymere zugesetzten Additiven und aus der Umwelt absorbierten Schadstoffen?

4. Sieht die Kommission angesichts der vorliegenden Studien Handlungsbedarf ?

5. Plant die Kommission einen legislativen Vorschlag zum Ausstieg aus der Verwendung von Mikroplastik in Kosmetika und

Reinigungsmitteln?
Antwort von Herrn Poto¢nik im Namen der Kommission
(29. Januar 2014)
1. Das Ausmaf$ der Umweltbelastung durch Mikrokunststoff ldsst sich nur schitzen. Die Kommission unterstiitzt derzeit das

Projekt CleanSea, mit dem Schitzungen der Mengen dieser Abfille im Meer vorgenommen und Beschreibungen ihrer
Zusammensetzung und Verteilung, einschliefSlich der Zersetzungsraten von Mikropartikeln, entwickelt werden sollen ().

2. Aquatische Organismen konnen Kunststoff-Mikropartikel in ihr Gewebe aufnehmen, was entziindliche Reaktionen hervorruft.
So hat eine Studie ergeben, dass in der Nordsee die Migen von 94 % aller Vogel Kunststoff enthalten; der allgemeine messbare
Umfang der Auswirkungen auf die Meeresfauna ist jedoch nicht bekannt.

3. Der Kommission ist bekannt, dass chemische Additive zugesetzt werden und dass Kunststoff-Mikropartikel ein Vektor fiir die
Verstirkung und den Transport persistenter organischer Schadstoffe sein konnen. Quantitative Bewertungen liegen hierzu nicht vor.
Die Kommission unterstiitzt zurzeit ein Projekt, bei dem Fragen der Lebensmittelsicherheit im Zusammenhang mit vorrangigen
Schadstoffen in Fischen und Meeresfriichten als Folge der Umweltbelastung (einschlieflich derer, die mit Kunststoff-Mikropartikeln
zusammenhingen) untersucht werden ().

4. Mit dem Griinbuch der Kommission zu einer européischen Strategie fiir Kunststoffabfille in der Umwelt wurde eine breite
Diskussion iiber Kunststoffabfille, einschlieflich der Meeresverschmutzung durch Mikrokunststoff, in Gang gebracht. Diese Frage
wird auch im Kontext der Umsetzung der Meeresstrategie-Rahmenrichtlinie (*) angegangen, wo die Menge, Verteilung und
Zusammensetzung dieser Stoffe als Indikatoren fiir den guten Umweltzustand herangezogen werden (*).

http:/[www.cleansea-project.eu

http:/[www.ecsafeseafood.eu

Richtlinie 2000/60/EG, ABI. L 327 vom 22.12.2000.

Vgl. Indikator Nr.10.1.3, Beschluss 2010/477/EU der Kommission iiber Kriterien und methodische Standards zur Feststellung des guten Umweltzustands von
Meeresgewassern.
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5. Derzeit setzt die Kommission noch auf Selbstverpflichtungen der Hersteller. Mehrere weltweit titige Kosmetikunternehmen
haben bereits angekiindigt, bis 2015 die Herstellung von Produkten, die Kunststoff-Mikropartikel enthalten, auslaufen zu lassen.
Sollte dieser freiwillige Ansatz keine ausreichenden Ergebnisse bringen, konnte die Kommission geeignete Rechtsvorschriften in

Erwigung ziehen.
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Question for written answer P-013557/13
to the Commission
Hiltrud Breyer (Verts/ALE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Microplastics in honey and water

Plastic micro-debris made primarily of polyethylene, but also ethylene/butylene and ethylene/vinyl acetate copolymers, thought to
come from cosmetics and toiletries containing exfoliating particles such as shower gels and toothpaste, passes through the sewage
systems and the air into the environment and our food. Microplastics can constitute up to 10% of the product’s total weight. What is
more, granular particles used as abrasives to treat surfaces can pass straight into the environment in shipyards, for example.

Fibres in clothing can also pass into the environment through the sewage system since, like granular particles in cosmetics, some of
these slip through wastewater treatment facilities. If sewage sludge containing microplastics is used as fertiliser in agriculture, plastic
micro-debris can be blown into the atmosphere and can therefore also enter our food.

The results of research carried out at the University of Oldenburg show that fibres, fragments and even granular material are found in
honey, drinking water and other drinks.

1. What information does the Commission have on the current levels of plastic micro-debris in the environment?
2. What information does the Commission have on the level of plastic micro-debris in aquatic organisms?

3. What information does the Commission have on the extent to which microplastics in the environment contain additives used
in the production of polymers, and pollutants absorbed from the environment?

4. In the light of the studies which have been conducted, does the Commission believe that action is required?

5. Does the Commission plan to present a legislative proposal to phase out the use of microplastics in cosmetics and cleaning
products?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

1. The level of the microplastic load in the environment can only be estimated. The Commission is supporting the CleanSea
project, which will provide estimates of the quantities of marine litter and develop descriptions of its composition and distribution,
including the rates of fragmentation of micro-particles. ()

2. Aquatic organisms are capable of absorbing microplastic into their tissue, causing inflammatory reactions. For example, a
study has shown that in the North Sea, the stomachs of 94% of all birds contain plastic, however, the overall measurable level of
impact on aquatic fauna is not known.

3. The Commission is aware of chemical additives and that microplastics can also be a vector for the magnification and
transportation of persistent organic pollutants. Quantitative assessments do not exist. The Commission is supporting a project,
which will assess food safety issues related to priority contaminants present in seafood as a result of environmental contamination
(including those associated with microplastics). (%)

4. The Commission Green Paper on Plastic waste in the Environment initiated a broad discussion on plastic waste including on
microplastic marine pollution. They are also addressed in the context of the implementation of the Marine Strategy Framework
Directive (*), where their amount, distribution and composition as indicators for Good Environmental Status. (*)

5. For the time being the Commission counts on voluntary commitments by producers. Several global cosmetic producers have
already announced their intention to phase out microplastics in their products by 2015. In case that the voluntary approach will not
deliver a sufficient result, the Commission might consider appropriate legislation.

http:/[www.cleansea-project.eu

http:/[www.ecsafeseafood.eu

Directive 2000/60/EC, OJ L 327, 22.12.2000.

See indicator 10.1.3, Commission Decision 2010/477EU, on criteria and methodological standards on good environmental status of marine waters.
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013559/13
ala Comision
Agustin Diaz de Mera Garcia Consuegra (PPE)
(28 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Pornografia y acoso infantil

Los dltimos informes de las autoridades policiales de los Estados miembros estin poniendo de relieve un aumento de la delincuencia
ejercida sobre menores de edad a través del uso de nuevas tecnologias, especialmente redes sociales. Nos referimos a casos de acoso y
explotacion sexual ejercidos no sélo por mayores de edad, sino también por menores como las propias victimas que, utilizando
dichas redes, logran contactar con las mismas y dar una gran difusion a sus actividades ilicitas.

¢Puede indicar la Comisién qué iniciativas legislativas estd desarrollando para proteger, con medios penales, la presencia de los
menores en la red?

Respuesta de la Sra. Kroes en nombre de la Comision
(23 de enero de 2014)

La Comision estd al tanto de las situaciones que pueden encontrar los menores cuando utilizan las TIC, y més en particular las redes
sociales. La Comision actué de mediadora en 2009 para la celebracion de un acuerdo de autorregulacion (Principios de la UE para
unas Redes Sociales mds Seguras) ('), cuyo objetivo es que los recursos sean mds seguros para los nifios. La «Coalicién de directivos
para hacer de Internet un lugar mejor para los nifios» (°) incluye a proveedores de redes sociales que se han comprometido, por
ejemplo, a mejorar los mecanismos de denuncia y ofrecer configuraciones de privacidad adaptadas a la edad.

La «Estrategia europea en favor de una Internet mds adecuada para los nifios» (*), puesta en marcha por la Comisién en 2012, aboga
por un enfoque polifacético con respecto a la seguridad de los menores en linea, en virtud del cual se ofrezcan en linea contenidos de
calidad para los nifios, se refuerce la sensibilizacién y capacitacién de estos y se garantice un entorno en linea mds seguro, lo que
incluye la lucha contra los contenidos de pornografia infantil.

La Directiva relativa a la lucha contra los abusos sexuales y la explotacion sexual de los menores y la pornografia infantil ()
criminaliza exhaustivamente los delitos relacionados con el abuso y la explotacion sexual de los nifios, incluyendo también los actos
cometidos en linea, tales como compartir o contemplar pornografia infantil, o captar a los nifios con fines de abuso sexual. La
Directiva sobre el comercio electrénico (°) incluye un procedimiento de retirada de contenidos ilicitos, incluidos los de pornografia
infantil. La propuesta de Reglamento general de proteccion de datos de la Comisién (%) reconoce que los nifios, en tanto que grupo
vulnerable, son acreedores a una proteccion especifica de sus datos personales.

La Comision financia también proyectos que respaldan el trabajo de las organizaciones policiales nacionales e internacionales sobre
la explotacion sexual de los nifios en relacion con Internet, como por ejemplo la base de datos ICSE de Interpol (7).

http:/[ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/sites/digital-agenda/files/sn_principles.pdf

https:/[ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/node/61973
http:/[ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/en/european-strategy-deliver-better-internet-our-children

Directiva 2011/93/EU (13.12.2011). http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2011:335:0001:001 4:EN:PDF
http:/[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:32000L003 1:En:HTML

25.1.2012, COM(2012) 11. http:/[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=COM:2012:0011:FIN:EN:PDF
http:/[www.interpol.int/Crime-areas/Crimes-against-children/Victim-identification
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Question for written answer E-013559/13
to the Commission
Agustin Diaz de Mera Garcia Consuegra (PPE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Child pornography and harassment

The latest reports from the Member States’ law-enforcement authorities highlight an increase in crime committed against children
through the use of new technologies, especially social networks. We refer to cases of sexual harassment and exploitation committed
not only by adults but also by children — like the victims themselves —, who use these networks to contact the victims and make
their illegal activities very widely seen.

Can the Commission say what criminal legislative initiatives are being developed to protect children online?

Answer given by Ms Kroes on behalf of the Commission
(23 January 2014)

The Commission is aware of the challenges children may encounter when using ICT and more specifically Social Networking Sites
(SNS). The Commission brokered in 2009 a self-regulatory agreement (Safer Social Networking Principles of the EU) (*) to make the
resources safer for children. The CEO Coalition to make the Internet a Better Place for Children (?) includes SNS providers who
committed to e.g. improve reporting mechanisms and provide age-appropriate privacy settings.

The ‘European Strategy for a Better Internet for Children’ (%) launched by the Commission in 2012 calls for a multi-faceted approach
to children’s online safety, providing quality content online for children, increasing awareness and empowerment of children and
ensuring a safer online environment, including fighting child sexual abuse content.

The directive on combating the sexual abuse and sexual exploitation of children and child pornography () comprehensively
criminalizes offences related to child sexual abuse and exploitation, covering also acts committed online, such as the sharing or
viewing of child pornography and grooming of children for sexual abuse. The directive on electronic commerce (*) includes a
procedure for the take-down of illegal content including child sexual abuse content. The Commission’s proposal on Regulation on
General Data Protection (°) recognises that children, as a vulnerable group, deserve specific protection of their personal data.

The Commission also funds projects that support national and international law enforcement organisations’ work on Internet-
related child sexual exploitation, e.g. Interpol’s ICSE database (7).

http:/[ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/sites/digital-agenda/files/sn_principles.pdf
https:/[ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/node/61973
http:/[ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/en/european-strategy-deliver-better-Internet-our-children
Directive 2011/92/EU (13.12.2011)
http:/[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2011:335:0001:001 4:EN:PDF
http:/[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:32000L003 1:En:HTML
25.1.2012, COM(2012) 11.
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=COM:2012:001 1:FIN:EN:PDF

() http://www.interpol.int/Crime-areas|/Crimes-against-children/Victim-identification
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013560/13
ala Comision
Agustin Diaz de Mera Garcia Consuegra (PPE)
(28 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Vehiculo eléctrico

Una de las mayores amenazas a las que se enfrenta la sociedad actual la encontramos en las emisiones contaminantes. El transporte y
especialmente los coches y camiones son responsables del 43 % de estas emisiones. Pero no sdlo el calentamiento global ha
provocado que la industria del automévil apueste por el vehiculo eléctrico.

El vehiculo eléctrico sigue siendo minoritario en nuestras carreteras, aun asi la oferta de los fabricantes va aumentando con modelos
practicos, prestaciones similares a la de vehiculos de combustion, seguros y cada vez con mayor autonomia.

A nivel mundial la produccién crecié en 2012 un 12 %, en Espafia finaliz el afio con un resultado positivo. Las ventas han crecido
un 19,07 % gracias a la matriculacién de 437 unidades de turismos y todoterrenos frente a las 367 del afio anterior. Aun asi esta cifra
s6lo representa un 0,06 % con respecto al mercado total.

¢Va arealizar la Comisién alguna actuacion a nivel europeo para intentar incrementar la venta de este tipo de vehiculos y asi ayudar a
armonizar las necesidades de movilidad con la ecologia?

Respuesta del Sr. Tajani en nombre de la Comisién
(5 de febrero de 2014)

La UE se enfrenta a un reto principal para incrementar la eficiencia energética y reducir la dependencia de los combustibles f6siles. El
sector del transporte por carretera contribuye a la contaminacion atmosférica, especialmente en los centros de las ciudades, debido a
la congestion creciente del trafico y la lenta renovacion del parque automovilistico existente. Cambiar la movilidad en la EU serd
fundamental para alcanzar esos objetivos a corto y largo plazo.

En este contexto, la Comision ha tomado varias medidas importantes que buscan desarrollar e introducir vehiculos ms eficientes en
el uso de la energia y menos contaminantes.

En 2013, el paquete «Energia limpia para el transporte» () propuso establecer requisitos minimos de infraestructuras de
reabastecimiento y repostaje de combustible para todos los Estados miembros. El marco europeo de homologacién de tipo se ha
completado recientemente con los requisitos de homologacién para vehiculos eléctricos (), y actualmente abarca todas las
tecnologias de combustibles alternativos. La Iniciativa Europea para los Coches Ecoldgicos, que forma parte del marco financiero
Horizonte 2020 (*), ofrecerd mds oportunidades para financiar el desarrollo de nuevas soluciones que incrementen la eficiencia
energética y reduzcan la contaminacion. La Directiva sobre fuentes de energfa renovables (*) fomenta atin mds los vehiculos eléctricos
de carretera.

Cabe sefialar que, con arreglo al principio de neutralidad tecnolégica, la Comisién no estd a favor de una tecnologia frente a otra y
aplica un enfoque basado en el rendimiento global. Los vehiculos eléctricos representan una de las tecnologias existentes y el apoyo a
su despliegue estd previsto en las iniciativas mencionadas.

Los Estados miembros también deben fomentar la utilizacién de vehiculos de combustibles alternativos mediante estimulos
financieros y de otra indole. Las directrices de la Comisién de febrero de 2013 () establecieron los principios para introducir
incentivos econdémicos.

COM(2013) 17 final y COM(2013) 18 final.
http:/[www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM|/trans/main/wp29/wp29regs/2013/R100r2e.pdf
Los fondos se han duplicado con creces en relacién con el periodo 2007-2013, centrdndose principalmente en el desarrollo de vehiculos ecoldgicos, pero también en
la reduccion de las emisiones de carbono de los motores convencionales y en la infraestructura de seguridad y STI.
Directiva 2009/28/CE.
SWD(2013) 27 final.
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Question for written answer E-013560/13
to the Commission
Agustin Diaz de Mera Garcia Consuegra (PPE)
(28 November 2013)

Subject: Electric vehicles

Pollutant emissions are one of the greatest threats to society today. Transport, especially cars and lorries, is responsible for 43% of
these emissions. However, it is not only global warming that has led the car industry to commit to the electric vehicle.

Electric vehicles are still in the minority on our roads, but the range offered by manufacturers is increasing, with practical models that
offer similar performance to combustion-engine vehicles and that are safe and have increasingly good range.

Production worldwide grew by 12% in 2012, and in Spain finished the year with positive results. Sales grew by 19.07% thanks to the
registration of 437 passenger and off-road units, compared with 367 in the previous year. Nevertheless, this figure represents 0.06%
of the total market.

Will the Commission be taking any action at European level to try to increase sales of this type of vehicle and so help to reconcile
mobility needs with ecology?

Answer given by Mr Tajani on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

The EU is facing a major challenge to increase energy efficiency and decrease dependency on fossil fuels. The road transport sector
contributes to air pollution especially in city centres due to growing congestion and a slow renewal of the existing vehicle fleet.
Changes in EU mobility will play a key role in achieving both short and long term policy targets.

Against this background, the Commission has taken several important measures aimed at the development and introduction of
vehicles which are more energy efficient and less polluting.

In 2013 a Clean Power for Transport package (') was proposed setting minimum recharging/refuelling infrastructure requirements
for all Member States. The European type-approval framework has recently been completed with homologation requirements for
electric vehicles (*) and currently covers all alternative fuel technologies. The European Green Vehicle Initiative, as a part of the
financing framework of Horizon 2020 (), will provide greater financing opportunities for the development of new solutions to
increase energy efficiency and reduce pollution. The Renewable Energy Directive (*) further promotes electric road vehicles.

It must be underlined that following the principle of technological neutrality, the Commission does not favour one technology over
another and applies a holistic performance based approach. Electric vehicles represent one of the existing technologies and the
support for their deployment is envisaged by the mentioned initiatives.

The uptake of alternative fuel vehicles should also be supported by Member States by financial and non-financial instruments. The
principles of an introduction of the financial incentives were set out in the Commission Guidelines of February 2013 ().

COM(2013) 17 final and COM(2013) 18 final.
http:/[www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM|/trans/main/wp29/wp29regs/2013/R100r2e.pdf
Funds have been more than doubled compared to the period 2007-2013, focusing primarily on green vehicles, but also on decarbonisation of conventional engines,
safety and ITS infrastructure.
¢ 2009/28/EC.
() SWD(2013) 27 final.
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Question for written answer P-013561/13
to the Commission
Martina Anderson (GUE/NGL)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Use of hexafluorosilicic acid for water fluoridation in Ireland

The substance used to fluoridate the water in the Irish state is hexafluorosilicic acid which is classed as a biocide. The EU wrote to the
manufacturer of the substance asking them to provide clinical and epidemiological studies showing that this substance is safe to use
as a biocidal product within the EU.

Given that the manufacturer refused to give this information to the EU and the fact that the EU subsequently banned the product for
use as a biocidal chemical in the EU, can the Commission clarify the legal status of hexafluorosilicic acid and any restrictions that
may exist on its usage, particularly in the process of water fluoridation?

Is the Irish Government in breach of EC law by continuing to allow hexafluorosilicic acid to be used in the fluoridation of the water
supply in Ireland?

Does the Irish Government have any obligation under EC law to stop or review its use of hexafluorosilicic acid in the fluoridation of
water?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(15 January 2014)

Hexafluorosilicic acid is currently not allowed on the EU market as an active substance in biocidal products regulated by the Biocidal
Products Regulation (EU) No 528/2012 (') (BPR)), as no dossier in support of this active substance has been submitted.

The Commission services consider products for fluoridation of water to be out of the scope of the BPR. This specific use of
Hexafluorosilicic acid is not biocidal, but aims to tackle dental caries and tooth decay by adding fluoride to the drinking water with
the purpose of improving dental health.

It is the Commission’s opinion that the current practice of fluoridation of drinking water in Ireland does not breach the provisions set
out in the Drinking Water Directive (98/83/EC) (), as the concentrations are below the limit value for fluoride. Additional
information and statements can be found at Petitions 210 and 211/2007 (*).

() OJL167,27.6.2012.
®  0JL330,5.12.1998.
() http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/peti/cm/911/911493/911493en.pdf
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013562/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(29 Noepfipiouv 2013)

Oépa: Emotpoer oty avamtuén to 2015, PAénel yia my Kunpo ) Enrtporn

Aappavovtag unoyn ow ) Emporny fAénel, yia myv Kimpo, emotpogr omv avamtuén to 2015, epotdtar katd OGOV éxel GUVUTONOYIOEL
moto Ja ival &v T PETaty To avdpemivo KOOTOG G O,TL apopl: a) TNV avepyia, f) T QTOXELR KAl Y) TIG EMNTOCELS 0TOV KOWGVIKO TOHEC,
e1d1kd oe evahwteg opades Mnduopoy;

Anavrion tou k. Rehn €€ ovopatog g Emrtponrg
(12 defpouvapiov 2014)

SUpQeva pe Ty Teleutaia EmKaiponoinon Twv TPOPALYPERV yia TV KUTIPLOKT] OLKOVOHIQ EMEITA amod Ta GUPTEPAoHATA TG deltepnc
anootohi)g eAéyyou, Tov Nogpfpio tou 2013, 1 Emtporn) mpofAéner o n Kumpog da Pyer and v owovopukr) kpion to 2015 kot da
enavéldel oe pudpoug avamtuéng otadiakd, pe Ty avakapyn e WWTIKNG eyxoplag {NTnong kat cuyxpovec e T otadlakr) Xaapwor) Tev
UQIOTAREVOY QUOTIPGY OpLY daveiopov.

H egappoyr] Tou mpoypappatog OKOVOpIKHS Tpoosappoyns te Kumpou (nou cupgavidnke petaty e Euponaikic Emtpornnc, 1 onoia
evepyel €€ ovopatog tou EME, kat g Kimpou otig 25/26 Anpihiou 201 3), cuveyiletar cupguva pie to poPAenopevo ypovodidypapipa,
Napfavovtag cofapd undyn v avaykn mpootacias Tov evaleTev opadev. Bacet tov supfoulav xapatng nokitikig mou nephapfavoval
0TO PVIHOVIo oupgoviag (ME), emdioketal HeTappUdiion TOU CUOTIHATOG KOWWVIKIG TPOVOLAG, 1] 0ol avapeveTal va Tedel oe 1o Tov
loUAio tou 2014. H petappudpion npofAéner obotnpa e\dyiotou eyyurpevou eoodnpatog oto omoio da oupmepihapfavoviar oot dev
KkaAUmtovtar ent Tou mapovtog and to cvotnpa dnpociwy Pordnudtev (Gnhadn gtwyol epyalopevol, auTONmAcXONOUHEVOL TOU HEVOUY
(vVEPYOL Kat VEOL AvepyOL TTTUXLOUYOL).

'Onwg {nuidnke and to Tupfovhio (), n Emtponr| aioloyel o€ taktd SaoTpata Kot TPOTEIVEL EVEPYELEG YiaL TNV ENAXLOTOTOINON TRV
APVIITIKOV KOWOVIKGV emntooewy. Emm\éov, unootnpiktikd péca oto mhaioto tov Eupenaikev Atpdpotikev ka Enevdutikav Tapeiov kau
e [Mpwtofouliag yia v anacyOAnon Twv véwv avapévovat va dieukohuvouy T dnpoupyia Ecewv epyaciag kat Ty €i60d0 Twv véwv
oty ayopd epyactag, Kadag eniong kat va oUpPANoUV ot pElwoT) TS avepyiag Twv VEwy, 1) onola égdace ot enineda pekodp ave tou 30 %
Katd o Tpito Tpipvo Tou 201 3.

H Emrtpon} Snjpovpynoe eniong opada unootpitng e Kimpou pe v anootoM) va cupfalel oty apfAuvon Tov KOWGVIKOV GUVENELGY
TG OKoVOpLKI|G kpiong oty Kumpo kat va fondrioet Tig kunplakés apyés oTig mPOoTAvELES TOUG VOl AMOKATAOTIOOUVY T XPT|HATOTLOTATIKY),
OIKOVORIKT] K01 KOWVOVIKT| CTODEPOTITAL

() BA. eniong to apdpo 1 mapaypagog 3 e andgaong tou Supfouliou g 25 Anpihiou 2013 aneuduvopevns mpog Ty Kimpo oetika pe eidikd pétpa yia mmy anokataotaon
TG XPNHATOTIOTWTIKNG oTadepdtnTag kat 6 fdotung avamtuéng (013/236/EE).
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Question for written answer E-013562/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Commission anticipates return to growth for Cyprusin 2015

Bearing in mind that the Commission anticipates a return to growth for Cyprus in 2015, will the Commission say if it has calculated
what the human cost will be in the meantime in terms of: a) unemployment, b) poverty and c) the impact in the social sector,
especially on vulnerable groups of the population?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(12 February 2014)

Based on its latest update of the Cyprus economy’s forecast following the conclusion of the second review mission in
November 2013, the Commission projects that economic recession in Cyprus would come to an end in 2015 and growth would
resume gradually, as private domestic demand regains strength, supported by a gradual loosening of the current tight credit
conditions.

The economic adjustment programme for Cyprus (agreed between the EC, acting on behalf of the ESM, and Cyprus on
25/26 April 2013), whose implementation to date remains on track, does take into consideration the need to protect vulnerable
groups. Following policy advice in the memorandum of understanding (MoU), a social welfare system reform is currently pursued
and is expected to enter into force in July 2014. It will provide a guaranteed minimum income scheme, including for those currently
not covered by the public assistance scheme (ie., the working poor, the self-employed entering unemployment, and young
unemployed graduates).

As requested by the Council (), the Commission at regular intervals does assess and recommend actions in minimising any harmful
social impacts. Supporting instruments through the European Structural and Investment Funds and the Youth Employment Initiative
are also expected to facilitate job creation and the entrance of youth to the labour market and help reduce the youth unemployment,
which hit records levels above 30% in the third quarter in 2013.

The Commission has also set up a Support Group for Cyprus with the mission of helping alleviate the social consequences of the
economic crisis in Cyprus and assist the Cypriot authorities in their efforts to restore financial, economic and social stability.

()  See also Article 1(3) of Council Decision of 25 April 2013 addressed to Cyprus on specific measures to restore financial stability and sustainable growth
(013/236/EU).
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013563/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(29 Noepfipiouv 2013)

Odpa: Meiwor TG EUMIETOOUVNG TPOG TIG EDVIKES apyEC TG XOPAS AOY® TG OLKOVORIKIG KPiong

Zofapd mMypa wg mpog Ty epmiotoolvy mou delyvouv ot mOATES TPOg TG EdVIKEG apxEs Tic xwpag toug (KuPepvnon, Kowofouhio,
pudpuotikoi gopeig k.Am.) éxel empépet 1 owovopkn kpior. Evvéa otoug déka ENMves kat Iomavoug kat oktad otoug Séka Thofévou,
Kumproug kat [Toproyahoug epmiotetoviat AiydTepo TG apyEs T XOpag Toug, oe ouykpior) pe MaktéCoug kat Zoundoug.

Epwrtatar Aownov ) Enrtpon:

Evoyel tov enikelpevov euponaikav ekhoyov tou Maiou 2014, nota petpa Adapfavel yia va avatpéwet autr| T cofapr) HeEIwoT) ERmotooivg;

Anavtnon g k. Reding €€ ovopatog g Emitporng
(30 Iavouapiov 2014)

Supgova pe To teheutaio egapnviaio taktiko EupoPapopetpo, mave and to 30% tov Eupenaiov Snhaver ot epmotevetar v EE, eve To
25% 1 Myotepo dnhaver ot epmotebetar Tig edvikés kuPepviioeis 1) kowofouia.

H Emitponr| ouppeteiye, kad’ 0An m dupkeia tou 2013, o mpoonadeieg yia va anokatactadel 1) eRmotooivi 0To eupenaikd oxedio. Ta
TEPLOGOTEPA [1ET] TOU GOHATOG TWV EMTPOTIY GUPHETEIXAV OF piia 0epat «ALaNOY®V [1€ TOUG TIOMTEG» Yia Vo 6ULNTHOOUY He TONITEG amd OAat
A KOWVIKG 0TpORATA Kat va evdappuvouy  culrtnon oxetikd pe to péNhov g Eupanng.

To €pyo autod da cuveyiotel To 2014 umod o mpiopa twv ekhoyev yia to Eupondiko Kowofouho. H Emtponn) Siadpapdrtioe kadopiotiko
poho ot Afyn pétpev mou da ekaogakifouy Ty vy, otadepr] kat Pdotn avakappr ano Ty Kpior). AUTOG TPEMEL V. TAPANEIVEL O OTOXOG
pag, kaddg EEKVA 1) OIKOVOHIKT] aVAKApYT), £0G OTOU Ta OPEAN TIG YiVOUV alodiTd OTOUG TOMTEG EKElVOUG TOU Jewpouv OTL UTOQPEPOUV
dusavahoya. Autr eivar i kakUtepn cupfoln pag ot Peltivon e otaons Tev ntoAttev évav g EE kat tov edvikov apyov.

H Enttpon) xprjoiponotel Toug SlalAouG ENKOVOVIAG TG HECH TV YPAPEIOV EKTPOCAOTIONG NG, TGV KEVIpLY mAnpo@odpnons e Europe
Direct, tov «Ala\NOy®V {1€ TOUG TOMTEG, TeV dnpootwv dtafoulevoewv, kKadmg Kal HEGH TOV EKTPOSONAV TUTTOU KL TOV UTPECLOV TN, VLo
VO HETAPEPEL TO EV AOYW HIVULA OTO EUPU KOWVO G€ ONOUG TOUG TOHELS TG LwNG kat o€ ONa Ta kpdrtr peNT).
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Question for written answer E-013563/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Loss of confidence in national authorities as a result of the economic crisis

Public confidence in national authorities (government, parliament, regulatory authorities and so forth) has been seriously
undermined by the economic crisis. Nine out of ten Greek and Spanish citizens and eight out of ten Slovenian, Cypriot and
Portuguese citizens have less confidence in their national authorities than their counterparts in Malta and Sweden.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

In light of the forthcoming European elections in May 2014, what measures is it taking in order to reverse this serious loss of
confidence?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

According to the latest biannual ‘Standard’ Eurobarometer, over 30% of Europeans say they tend to trust the EU, whereas 25% or
fewer say that they tend to trust national governments or parliaments.

The Commission has been engaged throughout 2013 in efforts to rebuild confidence in the European project. Most College members
have engaged in a series of Citizens Dialogues to dialogue with citizens of all backgrounds and to encourage debate about the future
of Europe.

This work will continue in 2014 in the light of the European Parliament elections. The Commission has been instrumental in putting
in place measures that will ensure a sound, stable and sustainable recovery from the crisis. That has to remain our focus as the
economic recovery gets underway until its benefits are felt among those who perceive themselves to be suffering disproportionately.
That is the best contribution we can make to improving public attitudes towards the EU and national authorities.

The Commission is using its communications channels, through its Representation Offices, the Europe Direct Information Centres,
the Citizens Dialogues, public consultations as well as its own Spokespersons and services, to bring this message to the general public
in all walks of life and across all Member States.
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Foresporgsel til skriftlig besvarelse E-013564/13
til Kommissionen
Morten Messerschmidt (EFD)
(29. november 2013)

Om: Rituelle slagtemetoder og folkesundhed

Ved en hering i Parlamentet den 5. november 2013 angdende markning af ked fra rituelt slagtede dyr udtrykte et antal eksperter fra
ngo'er, der beskeftiger sig med veterinere anliggender og dyrevelfeerd, bekymring angdende hygiejnen, og dermed ogsd
kedkvaliteten, nir der anvendes religiose slagtemetoder.

Dette afspejles tilsyneladende i Europa-Parlamentets og Rddets forordning (EF) nr. 853/2004, der fastsatter sarlige
hygiejnebestemmelser for animalske fedevarer, som skal overholdes af slagterier, nemlig ved at »luft- og spiseroret (skal) forblive
intakte under afbledningen undtagen ved slagtning efter en religios skik«.

Kan Kommissionen be- eller afkrefte, at der er risiko for, at kedet kan blive kontamineret, hvis luft- og spiserer beskadiges eller
skeeres over ved afbledning?

Kan Kommissionen be- eller afkrafte, at religiose slagtemetoder, hvor luft- og spiserer skaeres over i forbindelse med afbledning,
narmere betegnet ved det snit, der skaerer dyrets hals over, kan resultere i, at kadet kontamineres, og oge risikoen for ikkereligiose
forbrugere, der forventer, at deres ked kommer fra dyr, der er blevet slagtet i henhold til generelle, ikkereligiose forskrifter?

Har Kommissionen et forslag til, hvorledes forbrugerne skal informeres om slagtemetoden?

Svar afgivet pi Kommissionens vegne af Tonio Borg
(29. januar 2014)

Forordning (EF) nr. 853/2004 om sarlige hygiejnebestemmelser for animalske fodevarer (') og navnlig bilag 111, afsnit I, kapitel IV,
punkt 7, litra a), kraever, at luft- og spiseroret skal forblive intakte under afbledningen undtagen ved slagtning efter en religios skik.

Denne bestemmelse er fastsat for at undgé forurening som folge af tilsmudsning af tarm- og maveindhold fra spiseroret eller af
aspireret tarm- og maveindhold fra luftreret og lungerne. Hvis der forekommer tilsmudsning under slagtning efter en religios skik,
fastsaettes det i forordning (EF) nr. 853/2004, bilag I1I, afsnit I, kapitel IV, punkt 10, at de forurenede dele af det slagtede dyr
omgdende skal fjernes ved afskeering eller andre metoder med ligestillet virkning.

Disse regler og deres gennemforelse sikrer forbrugerne tilstreekkelig beskyttelse.
Hvad angér informationer til forbrugerne om slagtemetoder vil Kommissionen gerne henvise til sit svar pa skriftlig forespargsel

E-012197/2013 (3, hvor der henvises til en undersegelse af mulighederne for, at forbrugerne gives information om bedevelse af dyr.
Resultaterne af denne undersogelse forventes at foreligge i de kommende méneder.

()  EUTL 226 af 25.6.2004, s. 22.
() http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/da/parliamentary-questions.html
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Question for written answer E-013564/13
to the Commission
Morten Messerschmidt (EFD)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Ritual slaughter procedures and public hygiene

During a hearing in Parliament on 5 November 2013 on the ‘labelling of meat from ritually slaughtered animals’, a number of
experts from veterinary and animal welfare NGOs expressed concern about hygiene issues, and thus meat quality, when religious
slaughter methods are applied.

This seems to be reflected in Regulation (EC) No 853/2004 of the European Parliament and of the Council which sets out specific
hygiene rules for food of animal origin that must be respected by slaughterhouses, namely that ‘the trachea and oesophagus must
remain intact during bleeding, except in the case of slaughter according to a religious custom’.

Can the Commission confirm or refute that there is risk of meat contamination if the trachea and oesophagus are damaged or cut
during bleeding?

Can the Commission confirm or refute that religious slaughter procedures where the trachea and oesophagus are cut in connection
with the bleeding, i.e. with the cut made across the animal’s throat, can cause meat contamination and increased risk for non-
religious consumers who expect the meat to come from animals slaughtered according to general, non-religious rules?

Does the Commission have any proposals as to how to inform consumers about the method of slaughter?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

Regulation (EC) No 853/2004 laying down specific hygiene rules for food of animal origin (') and in particular in Annex III, Section I,
Chapter IV, paragraph 7 (a) requires that the trachea and oesophagus must remain intact during bleeding, except in the case of
slaughter to a religious custom.

This provision is laid down to avoid contamination due to spoilage of intestinal content from either the oesophagus or aspired
intestinal content from the trachea and lungs. In the event that spoilage occurs during slaughter to a religious custom, Regulation
(EC) No 8532004, Annex III, Section I, Chapter IV, paragraph 10, foresees that the contaminated parts of the slaughtered animal
have to be removed without delay by trimming or alternative means having an equivalent effect.

These rules and their implementation provide adequate protection of the consumer.
Concerning information to consumers on methods of slaughter the Commission would like to refer to its reply to Written Question

E-012197/2013 (3 referring to a study on the opportunity to provide consumer with information on the stunning of animals the
results of which are expected in the coming months.

() OJL226,25.06.2004, p. 22.
()  http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/en/parliamentary-questions.html
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(Wersja polska)

Pytanie wymagajace odpowiedzi pisemnej E-013566/13
do Komisji
Marek Henryk Migalski (ECR)
(29 listopada 2013 1.)

Przedmiot: Naruszenie prawa migdzynarodowego przez Rosyjska Federalng Stuzbe Celna

Miedzynarodowa Unia Transportu Drogowego (IRU) zwroécita niedawno uwage na zlamanie prawa miedzynarodowego przez
Rosyjskg Federalng Stuzbe Celng poprzez zmuszanie przewoznikéw przewozacych towary przez rosyjska granice do nabywania
ubezpieczen w wysokosci do 1000 euro za kazdg podrdz u rosyjskiego ubezpieczyciela. Jak donosi IRU, w wyniku tychze naruszen
straty dla unijnego handlu moga by¢ bardzo wysokie. Organizacja Narodéw Zjednoczonych stwierdzila, iz jednostronne
wprowadzenie przez organy celne Federacji Rosyjskiej restrykcyjnych srodkow jest naruszeniem miedzynarodowej konwencji celnej
z 14 listopada 1975 r. dotyczacej przewozu towaréw samochodami cigzarowymi w transporcie migdzynarodowym.

Czy Komisja dysponuje szacunkami dotyczacymi potencjalnych strat dla unijnego handlu spowodowanych wprowadzeniem
nowego prawa? Jakie $rodki Komisja ma zamiar podja¢ w przypadku potwierdzenia informacji o niezgodnosci owego prawa
z prawem miedzynarodowym?

Odpowied7 udzielona przez komisarza Algirdasa Semete w imieniu Komisji
(5 lutego 2014 .)

Komisja z ogromnym zaniepokojeniem zauwaza, ze rosyjska FSC wymaga dodatkowych ubezpieczen tranzytowych od unijnych
przewoznikéw (') od unijnych przewoznikéw, poniewaz $rodek ten stanowi naruszenie zapisdw Konwencji celnej dotyczacej
migdzynarodowego przewozu towardw z zastosowaniem karnetéw TIR (konwencji TIR).

Komisja szybko zareagowala, kiedy poinformowano ja o tym zamiarze Rosji. Komisarz ds. podatkéw iunii celnej pozostaje
w kontakcie z szefem rosyjskiej FSC: osobiscie iw drodze wymiany listéw. Stuzby Komisji zorganizowaly telekonferencje
z rosyjskimi organami celnymi oraz misj¢ wyjasniajaca do Moskwy. Poza tym Komisja aktywnie zajmuje si¢ tg kwestig na forach
wielostronnych, m.in. skierowano pismo do Sekretarza Wykonawczego EKG ONZ (%), przeprowadzono specjalna sesje¢ Rady
Wykonawczej TIR, konsultacje z Migdzynarodowym Zwigzkiem Transportu Drogowego iz panstwami trzecimi graniczacymi
z Rosja. Dzialania te byty koordynowane z panstwami cztonkowskimi.

W nastepstwie tych dziatan FSC zdecydowala si¢ odroczy¢ i geograficznie ograniczy¢ wdrazanie przedmiotowych srodkéw. Do dnia
1 grudnia 2013 r. zostaly one jednak stopniowo wprowadzone we wszystkich okregach celnych (). Ze wzgledu na to, ze Srodki te sg
stosowane od niedawna i ze brakuje wiarygodnych informagji na temat cennika tych dodatkowych oplat ubezpieczeniowych, nie
mozna obliczy¢, jak wysokie sa koszty unijnych przedsiebiorstw ponoszone z tytutu tych srodkow.

W dniu 15 listopada 2013 r. przewodniczacy Komisji wystosowal pismo do prezydenta Putina, aby wyrazi¢ glebokie
zaniepokojenie tymi Srodkami.

Komisja bedzie w dalszym ciggu podnosi¢ te kwesti¢ na odpowiednich wielostronnych (tj. przed organami konwencji TIR w ramach
EKG ONZ) oraz dwustronnych forach, aby zagwarantowad, ze zapowiedziane przez Rosj¢ $rodki bedg mialy mozliwie ograniczony
wplyw na podmioty gospodarcze w UE, atakze aby doprowadzi¢ do ich zniesienia. Problem ten zostanie réwniez oméwiony
podczas najblizszych spotkan ze strong rosyjska.

() Federalna Stuzba Celna.
()  Europejska Komisja Gospodarcza Organizacji Narodéw Zjednoczonych (United Nations Economic Commission for Europe).
() Zwyjatkiem okregéw celnych potozonych na granicy z Finlandia (Wyborg, Karelia i Murmansk).


http://pl.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Przewozu&action=edit&redlink=1
http://pl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Transport_drogowy
http://pl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Samoch%C3%B3d_ci%C4%99%C5%BCarowy
http://pl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Towar
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Question for written answer E-013566/13
to the Commission
Marek Henryk Migalski (ECR)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Violation of international law by the Russian Federal Customs Service

The International Road Transport Union (IRU) recently highlighted the fact that the Russian Federal Customs Service is violating
international law by forcing hauliers who transport goods over Russia’s borders to pay for Russian guarantees costing up to
EUR 1 000 per journey. According to the IRU, these violations could mean huge losses for EU businesses. The UN has stated that the
unilateral introduction of restrictions by departments of the Russian Federal Customs Service represents a violation of the Customs
Convention on the International Transport of Goods of 14 November 1975.

Can the Commission provide any estimates of the potential losses which EU businesses will suffer as a result of this new law? What
steps does the Commission plan to take if it is confirmed that this law is incompatible with international law?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

Additional transit guarantees that the Russian FCS (') requires from the EU operators is of great concern for the Commission which
regards these measures as a violation of the TIR Convention.

The Commission acted promptly when it was informed of Russia’s intentions. The Commissioner responsible for Taxation and
Customs Union has been in contact in person and by exchange of letters with the Head of Russia’s FCS. Commission services also
organised a teleconference and a fact-finding mission to Moscow. In addition, the Commission was active in the handling of the issue
at multilateral level, which included a letter to the Executive Secretary of the UNECE (%), a special session of the TIR Executive Board,
as well as consultations with the International Road Transport Union and with non-EU members bordering Russia. These activities
were coordinated with Member States.

Subsequent to this, the FCS decided to postpone and geographically limit the implementation of the measures. However, by
1 December 2013, they have been gradually introduced in all the customs districts (*). Due to the short period of application and lack
of verifiable information on the prices being charged for the additional guarantees it is not possible to calculate costs of these
measures for EU businesses.

On 15 November 2013 the President of the Commission sent a letter to President Putin to express serious concerns about these
measures.

The Commission will continue to raise this issue in the appropriate multilateral (i.e. the UNECE based TIR bodies) and bilateral fora
with a view to ensuring that the impact of these measures for EU operators remains as limited as possible and with the objective to
put an end to them. The issue will also be discussed during upcoming meetings with the Russian side.

(") Federal Customs Service.
()  United Nations Economic Commission for Europe.
()  with the exception of custom districts situated at the border with Finland (Vyborg, Karelia and Murmansk).
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013568/13
ala Comision
Rosa Estaras Ferragut (PPE)
(29 de noviembre de 2013)

Asunto: Plaga del escarabajo picudo rojo en Menorca

Como consecuencia de la plaga del picudo rojo que sufre la isla de Menorca, las autoridades insulares han solicitado recientemente al
Gobierno balear que la isla sea declarada zona afectada. Mds de 26 000 palmeras, segiin el recuento efectuado por los técnicos
medioambientales, estdn afectadas por la plaga. Las ayudas que concede la Consejeria de Agricultura para abordar los elevados costes
de tratamiento y saneamiento estdn practicamente agotadas, puesto que desde el Gobierno balear ya se tuvo que hacer frente con
anterioridad a la plaga en Mallorca, Ibiza y Formentera.

En su respuesta a la pregunta P-002826/2012, la Comisién afirmaba que el préximo Programa Marco de Investigacion e
Innovacién/Horizonte 2020 (2014-2020) incluye posibilidades de investigacion sobre erradicacion y control de plagas agresivas.

1. ¢Cémo cree la Comision que regiones como las Islas Baleares pueden beneficiarse de estas posibilidades —dentro del paquete
Horizonte 2020— a las que hace referencia la Comision en su respuesta?

2. Cree la Comisién que, junto con estas medidas destinadas a la investigacion y a la prevencion, debe articularse algiin otro
mecanismo destinado a financiar los costes de productos fitosanitarios utilizados en campafias de erradicacién?

Respuesta del Sr. Borg en nombre de la Comisién
(24 de enero de 2014)

1. La Comision ha financiado, en el marco del Séptimo Programa Marco (2007-2013), el proyecto Palm Protect
www.palmprotect.eu que busca concretamente soluciones para la erradicacion y la contencién del picudo rojo de las palmeras. El
proyecto estd actualmente en curso y las tecnologias y metodologias especificas se encuentran en diversas fases de desarrollo. Por
otra parte, en el marco de la primera convocatoria de Horizonte 2020, se pueden presentar propuestas en relaciéon con una cuestién
especifica en el contexto del reto social «Seguridad alimentaria, agricultura sostenible y silvicultura, investigacion en el dmbito
marino, maritimo y de las aguas interiores», a saber, «SFS-03a-2014: plagas autdctonas y exoticas en la agricultura y la silvicultura,
destinadas a la investigacion acerca de los problemas causados por distintas plagas.

2. A peticién de Espafia, la Union Europea podria conceder una contribucion financiera destinada al «control fitosanitario» a
través de dicho Estado miembro a la region de Baleares. Asi se cubrirfan los gastos relativos directamente a determinadas medidas
necesarias para combatir el Rhynchophorus ferrugineus, como el uso de productos fitosanitarios, que se concederian siempre que se
cumplieran las respectivas condiciones establecidas en la Directiva 2000/29/CE (') del Consejo, sobre medidas fitosanitarias
(articulos 22y 23).

()  Directiva 2000/29/CE del Consejo, de 8 de mayo de 2000, relativa a las medidas de proteccién contra la introduccién en la Comunidad de organismos nocivos para
los vegetales o productos vegetales y contra su propagacion en el interior de la Comunidad (DO L 169 de 10.7.2000).
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Question for written answer E-013568/13
to the Commission
Rosa Estaras Ferragut (PPE)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Red palm weevil pest in Menorca

As aresult of the red palm weevil pest affecting the island of Menorca, the island authorities recently asked the Balearic Government
to declare the island an affected area. According to a survey by environmental experts, over 26 000 palm trees have been affected by
the pest. Aid granted by the Ministry of Agriculture to cover the high treatment and clean-up costs has practically run out, given that
the Balearic Government has already had to deal with the pest before in Mallorca, Ibiza and Formentera.

In its answer to Question P-002826/2012, the Commission confirmed that Horizon 2020, the next Programme for Research and
Innovation (2014-2020), includes possibilities for research on the eradication and control of aggressive pests.

1.  How does the Commission think that regions such as the Balearic Islands can benefit from these possibilities — part of the
Horizon 2020 package — which the Commission mentions in its answer?

2. Does the Commission think that, in addition to these research and prevention measures, another mechanism should be
developed to finance the costs of plant protection products used in eradication campaigns?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(24 January 2014)

1. The Commission has funded, under the 7thFramework programme (2007-2013), the project PALM PROTECT
(www.palmprotect.eu) that specifically seeks solutions for the eradication and containment of red palm weevil. The project is
currently ongoing and specific technologies and methodologies are in various stages of development. Furthermore, under the first
call of Horizon 2020 there is a specific topic for proposals under the Societal Challenge ‘Food security, sustainable agriculture and
forestry, marine and maritime and inland water research’, namely ‘SFS-03a-2014: Native and alien pests in agriculture and forestry’
aiming at research addressing the problems caused by various pests.

2. On request of Spain, a ‘plant health control’ financial contribution from the European Union might be granted through that
Member State to the Region of Baleares. It might cover expenditure relating directly to certain necessary measures against
Rhynchophorus ferrugineus, like the use of plant protection products, and would be granted provided that the respective conditions
laid down in the plant health Council Directive 2000/29/EC (') (Articles 22 and 23) are complied with.

() Council Directive 2000/29/EC of 8 May 2000 on protective measures against the introduction into the Community of organisms harmful to plants or plant products
and against their spread within the Community (O] L 169, 10.7.2000).
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Forespeorgsel til skriftlig besvarelse E-013569/13
til Kommissionen
Anna Rosbach (ECR)
(29. november 2013)

Om: Frihandelsaftale med USA og betydningen for europziske standarder

I forleengelse af de pagdende forhandlinger med USA om det transatlantiske handels- og investeringspartnerskab (TTIP), er der i den
offentlige debat stor usikkerhed omkring aftalens konkrete betydning indenfor en raekke europziske politikomréder.

I den forbindelse bedes Kommissionen svare pa folgende:

1. Hvilke konsekvenser forventer Kommissionen, at TTIP fir for europeiske fodevarestandarder, europeisk databeskyttelse,
dyrevelfeerd, forbruger- og miljgstandarder?

2. Erdet Kommissionens hensigt at fi harmoniseret, alternativt indfert gensidig anerkendelse pd visse fedevareomrader?

3. Er det Kommissionens hensigt at fi en aftale om investeringsbeskyttelse med en mekanisme til at bileegge tvister mellem
virksomheder og stater over Atlanten via ISDS (investor state dispute settlement)?

4. Er de europziske og amerikanske nationale domstole sa vilkdrlige, at der er behov for en ny mekanisme, der er lasrevet fra
nationale retssystemer i andet regi, og hvad vil Kommission gere for at undg at en ISDS-konstruktion vil fé en »kelende effekt«
pa ny lovgivning?

5. Er der i forhandlingerne tale om at indfere et sdkaldt »regulatory council¢, hvor ny lovgivning eller ny regulering vil blive
diskuteret pd tvaers af Atlanten, og hdber kommissionen at fa dbnet op for de amerikanske »keb amerikansk«-klausuler?

6.  Hvilke konsekvensvurdering tillegger Kommissionen storst betydning i forhold til, hvad EU-landene og USA fér ud af aftalen i
kroner og grer? Kommissionens egne assesments eller den rapport fra CEPR, hvis mest optimistiske scenarie ofte citeres i
medierne?

Svar afgivet pd Kommissionens vegne af Karel De Gucht
(20. februar 2014)

Kommissionen ensker at mindske unedvendige forskelle, samtidig med at de hgje beskyttelsesniveauer for EU’s borgere fastholdes.

Det er endnu for tidligt at sige, om der bliver givet tilsagn om gensidig anerkendelse eller harmonisering. Under alle omstandigheder
bliver det hgje beskyttelsesniveau, som den generelle fodevarelovgivning og anden relevant lovgivning i EU sikrer, ikke
undermineret.

Rédet har i den forbindelse bemyndiget Kommissionen til at fore forhandlinger om investeringsbeskyttelse og tvistbilaeggelse mellem
investorer og stater (ISDS). Om ISDS kommer med, vil athenge af, om de centrale mal for investeringsbeskyttelse nis, og af aftalens
endelige udformning.

Selv om EU og USA har veludviklede retssystemer, kan investorer stadig stede pa problemer, som pévirker deres investeringer, og
som deres nationale domstolssystemer ikke altid kan lese. ISDS skaber ikke et konkurrerende retssystem, men bliver et forum for
behandling af spergsmal i henhold til folkeretten, som nationale domstole ikke har kompetence til at behandle. Hvad angér effekten
pd ny lovgivning vil staternes ret til at regulere og traffe foranstaltninger, der er nedvendige for at né legitime mal for den offentlige
politik, veere udtrykkelig beskyttet i henhold til aftalen.

Der er sket fremskridt med den eventuelle nedszttelse af et rad for reguleringsmaessigt samarbejde. Det er dog for tidligt at sige noget
om den endelige institutionelle ramme.

Kommissionen héber, at virkningerne af bestemmelserne om »keb amerikansk« neutraliseres i forhold til det europaiske erhvervsliv.
Kommissionen har imidlertid ikke noget enske om at fa afskaffet bestemmelserne som sadan.

Kommissionens konsekvensvurdering var baseret pd en ekonomisk analyse udfert af CEPR ('). De ngjagtige resultater af den type
undersogelser athaenger af de anvendte modelantagelser og metoder.

() http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2013/september/tradoc_151787.pdf#Explanatory.



24.7.2014 Official Journal of the European Union C241/199

(English version)

Question for written answer E-013569/13
to the Commission
Anna Rosbach (ECR)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Free trade agreement with the US and its significance for European standards

Further to the ongoing negotiations with the US on the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP), there is a great deal of
uncertainty in the public debate concerning the significance of the agreement in practical terms in a number of European policy
areas.

1. What consequences does the Commission expect the TTIP to have for European food standards, European data protection,
animal welfare and consumer and environmental standards?

2. Does it intend to harmonise or introduce mutual recognition in certain food-related areas?

3. Does it intend to obtain an agreement on investment protection with a mechanism for settling disputes between undertakings
and states across the Atlantic using investor-state dispute settlement (ISDS)?

4. Are the European and US national courts so arbitrary that there is a need for a new mechanism that is detached from national
legal systems and within a different framework, and what will the Commission do to prevent an ISDS construction from having a
‘cooling effect’ on new legislation?

5. Isthere talk in the negotiations of introducing a ‘regulatory council’, where cross-Atlantic discussions of new legislation or new
regulations will take place, and is the Commission hoping to open up the US ‘buy American’ clauses?

6.  To which impact assessment does the Commission attach the greatest importance in terms of what the EU Member States and
the US will get out the agreement in euros and cents, the Commission’s own assessments or the Centre for Economic and Policy
Research (CEPR) report, the most optimistic scenario of which is often quoted in the media?

Answer given by Mr De Gucht on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

The Commission seeks to reduce unnecessary divergences, while maintaining high levels of protection for EU citizens.

It is premature to predict at this stage whether there will be undertakings for mutual recognition or harmonisation. In any event, the
high level of protection afforded by the general food law and other pertinent legislation in force in the EU will not be undermined.

The Council has authorised the Commission to negotiate investment protection and investor-state dispute settlement (ISDS) in this
context. The inclusion of ISDS will depend on a satisfactory outcome on the key objectives on investment protection and on the final
balance of the Agreement.

Although the EU and the US have developed legal systems, investors can still come across problems affecting their investments
which their domestic courts systems are not always able to solve. ISDS does not create a competing legal system, but provides a
forum for addressing issues under international law over which domestic courts have no jurisdiction. As regards effects on new
legislation, the states right to regulate and take measures necessary to achieve legitimate public policy objectives will be explicitly
protected under the Agreement.

The possible creation of a regulatory cooperation council has been advanced. However, it is too early to speculate on the final
institutional set-up.

The Commission hopes to see the effects of the Buy American provisions to be neutralised with respect to the European industry.
However, the Commission is not seeking the elimination of those provisions as such.

The Commission’s impact assessment was based on an economic analysis carried out by CEPR ('). The exact results of such studies
depend on the modelling assumptions and methodology used.

() http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/201 3/september/tradoc_151787.pdf#Explanatory
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Question for written answer E-013570/13
to the Commission
Roger Helmer (EFD)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Gas extraction

The Commission is planning to publish a strategy paper shortly on shale gas in Europe. I understand that one issue of concern to the
Commission is public acceptance of unconventional gas extraction. Yet at the same time the Commission is providing substantial
funding to a wide range of green NGOs, which are spreading misinformation and black propaganda on the issue of shale gas, and
stirring up fear and hysteria amongst the public and sections of the media.

Does the Commission believe it is consistent to set out a positive programme for shale gas in Europe while at the same time funding
organisations seeking to sabotage that programme? Will the Commission now desist from such funding? Or will it at least make
future funding conditional upon these NGOs adopting a more reasonable and balanced approach to this issue?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(3 February 2014)

The Commission believes that there needs to be an open and wide-ranging dialogue with all stakeholders for the development and
implementation of EU policies. It is important that NGOs are able to take part in such a dialogue, since they reflect the view and
experience of their members who are concerned and mobilised members of the public. Economic actors that are directly involved in
activities related to policies and regulation generally have an economic or financial interest in the policy outcomes and devote
resources to participating in such dialogue accordingly. However the Commission needs to be aware of a wider range viewpoints
than only those of stakeholders with a direct business interest if it is to present balanced policy proposals.

Operating grants to European environmental NGOs are provided according to the provisions of the LIFE+ programme (*). This
programme provides for funding of ‘operational activities of NGOs that are primarily active in protecting and enhancing the
environment at European level and involved in the development and implementation of Community policy and legislation’ (Annex 1
to the regulation). The Commission will not make the provision of funding to NGOs conditional on them taking a particular
approach on an issue, however, in all co-funded reports or publications a disclaimer is required stating that the content remains the
responsibility of the beneficiary and should in no way be taken to reflect the views of the European Commission.

() Regulation (EC) No 614/2007 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 23 May 2007 concerning the Financial Instrument for the Environment (LIFE+).
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Pytanie wymagajgce odpowiedzi pisemnej E-013571/13
do Komisji
Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg (S&D)
(29 listopada 2013 1.)

Przedmiot: Swobodny przeptyw obywateli UE miedzy UE i Szwajcaria

W jakim zakresie, oile wogéle, Szwajcaria stosuje wspdlnotowy dorobek prawny w odniesieniu do swobodnego przeplywu
obywateli UE na swoim terytorium?

W jakim stopniu, o ile w ogéle, UE i Szwajcaria egzekwuja wspdlnotowy dorobek prawny w odniesieniu do swobodnego przeptywu
obywateli UE miedzy UE i Szwajcarig?

Odpowiedz udzielona przez Wysoka Przedstawiciel/Wiceprzewodniczaca Komisji Catherine Ashton w imieniu Komisji
(29 stycznia 2014 1.)

Szwajcaria stosuje wspolnotowy dorobek prawny, o ktérym mowa w zalgczniku I, I1i IIl do umowy o swobodnym przeplywie os6b.
Zgodnie z art. 17 1 18 tejze umowy Szwajcaria moze réwniez stosowac zmiany w dorobku prawnym istotne dla tych zalacznikéw.
Stosowanie tych zmian nie odbywa si¢ wsposéb automatyczny i wymaga zmiany umowy o swobodnym przeplywie os6b (w
odniesieniu do zalgcznikéw Il iIll — w drodze decyzji Wspdlnego Komitetu). Zgodnie z art. 16 ust. 1 przedmiotowej umowy
Szwajcaria przedsigbierze wszelkie Srodki niezbedne dla zapewnienia, aby prawa i obowigzki réwnowazne tym zawartym w aktach prawnych Unii
Europejskiej, do ktdrych odniesienia zawiera umowa, byly stosowane w stosunkach migdzy stronami umowy. Art. 16 ust. 2 stanowi, ze przy
stosowaniu umowy uwzgledniane jest odpowiednie orzecznictwo Trybunatu Sprawiedliwosci Unii Europejskiej wydane przed data
podpisania umowy. Ewentualny wplyw orzecznictwa wydanego po tej dacie okresla Wsp6lny Komitet.

Wladze Szwajcarii — przede wszystkim Federalny Urzad ds. Migracji — odpowiedzialne sa za egzekwowanie stosownego dorobku
prawnego w odniesieniu do swobodnego przeptywu obywateli UE w Szwajcarii. Szwajcaria stosuje wspdlnotowy dorobek prawny
zgodnie ze swym federalnymi i wewnetrznymi procedurami.

Zgodnie z art. 19 umowy o swobodnym przeplywie osob wszelkie kwestie zwiazane z wykladnig lub stosowaniem tejze umowy
mogg zostaé poruszone na posiedzeniu Wspdlnego Komitetu w celu ich ewentualnego rozwigzania. Nalezy wspomnieé, ze zgodnie
z art. 14 ust. 1 Wsp6lny Komitet podejmuje decyzje w drodze wzajemnego porozumienia.
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Question for written answer E-013571/13
to the Commission

Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg (S&D)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Free movement of EU citizens between the EU and Switzerland
To what extent, if any, is Switzerland applying the acquis communautaire in respect of the free movement of EU citizens in its territory?

To what degree, if any, are the EU and Switzerland enforcing the acquis communautaire in respect of the free movement of EU citizens
between the EU and Switzerland?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

Switzerland applies acquis communautaire referred to and listed in the Annex I, Il and III of the Free Movement of Persons Agreement
(FMPA"). Following Articles 17 and 18 of the FMPA, Switzerland may also apply amendments of the acquis pertinent to those
Annexes. The application of the latter does not take place automatically and requires an amendment of the FMPA (for Annexes Il and
111, via a Joint Committee Decision). Following Article 16(1) of the FMPA, Switzerland shall take all measures necessary to ensure that
rights and obligations equivalent to those contained in the legal acts of the European [Union] to which reference is made are applied. Article 16(2)
stipulates that relevant Case-law of the Court of Justice of the European [Union] prior to the date of signature of the agreement shall
be taken into account for the application of the Agreement. The Joint Committee shall determine the implications of the case-law
established after that date.

The Swiss authorities are responsible for the enforcement of the pertinent acquis communautaire in respect of the free movement of EU
citizens in Switzerland, notably the Federal Office of Migration. Switzerland enforces the acquis communautaire according to its federal
order and internal procedures.

According to Article 19 of the FMPA, any issues concerning interpretation or application of the agreement may be addressed in the
Joint Committee, which may provide for a solution. It is to be noted that, according to Article 14(1), the Joint Committee decides by
mutual agreement.
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Question for written answer E-013572/13
to the Commission
Chris Davies (ALDE)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Promoting peace and reconciliation

Terrorist attacks by Irish Republicans in the decades after 1969 led to the deaths of civilians on the UK mainland as well as in
Northern Ireland. However, does the Commission confirm that mainland British citizens, or projects based on the UK mainland, are
not eligible to benefit from the EU Structural Funds Peace and Reconciliation (PEACE III) programme, even if they have been victims
of the Northern Ireland conflict?

If this is the case, can the Commission indicate other sources of EU funding that might be used to support peace and reconciliation
projects based on the British mainland?

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(3 February 2014)

As a general rule, projects financed by the Structural Funds shall be located in the eligible area of the programme concerned, which,
for the PEACE Il programme, comprises Northern Ireland and the border region of Ireland. In limited and duly justified cases, the
2007-13 regulations allow for a derogation so as to co-finance projects in specific areas adjacent to the programme area (') or
surrounded by such adjacent areas.

The new 2014-20 EU regulations of the European Parliament and the Council allow for an exception to the general rule provided
that a certain number of conditions are satisfied, including evidence that the proposed projects are for the benefit of the programme
area even if located outside of it (}). Proposals will also have to meet the specific selection criteria set at programme level and
demonstrate that they contribute to the achievement of programme objectives and priorities.

In line with the shared management principle used for the implementation of European Structural and Investment Funds, Member
States have primary responsibility for awarding funding to projects and for ensuring compliance with the applicable EU regulations.
The Commission does not intervene in the selection of the projects (except for major projects), as this comes under the exclusive
competence of the national managing authorities, provided that their choices are in line with the adopted programming documents
and selection criteria and that they comply with current legislation. All information on possible funding opportunities under PEACE
III can be found on the following website: www.seupb.eu

Structural Fund programmes exist across the United Kingdom and can be used to support a range of economic and social
development activities.

() NUTS 3 level areas as referred to in Article 7(1) of Regulation (EC) No 10832006 and Article 21 of Regulation No 1080/2006.
()  Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 December 2013.
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Question for written answer E-013573/13
to the Commission
Chris Davies (ALDE)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Use of drones in fisheries control

Has the Commission or the Fisheries Control Agency made an assessment of the benefits that could be derived from the use of
drones to monitor fishing practices and, in particular, to identify illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) activities?

Answer given by Ms Damanaki on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

The Commission has asked the European Fisheries Control Agency (EFCA) to provide the elements of response to the question raised
by the Honourable Member of the Parliament. The response from the Agency will be forwarded to the Honourable Member of
the Parliament as soon as possible.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013575/13
ala Commission
Jean-Pierre Audy (PPE)
(29 novembre 2013)

Objet: Coopération de I'Union européenne avec la République arabe d'Egypte au cours de la période 2007-2013

L'Union européenne a alloué environ 1 milliard d’euros a I'Egypte pour la période 2007-2013, qui se répartissent ainsi: 60 % au titre
de Tappui budgétaire au gouvernement égyptien et 40 % au titre de projets choisis d'un commun accord avec les autorités
égyptiennes. La base juridique de ces financements a été, pour l'essentiel, I'instrument européen de voisinage et de partenariat (IEVP),
et des montants beaucoup plus modestes ont été mis a la disposition d’organisations de la société civile grace a l'instrument européen
pour la démocratie et les Droits de Thomme (IEDDH).

Les financements octroyés au titre de I'TEVP sont subordonnés au respect de la démocratie et des Droits de 'homme (article 28 du
réglement n° 1638/2006 du Parlement européen et du Conseil du 24 octobre 2006 arrétant des dispositions générales instituant un
instrument européen de voisinage et de partenariat).

La Cour des comptes européenne a examiné la coopération de I'Union avec I'Egypte dans le domaine de la gouvernance dans un
rapport spécial n° 4/2013 présenté en application de l'article 287, paragraphe 4, deuxiéme alinéa, du traité sur le fonctionnement de
'Union européenne.

La Cour a fait des observations particulierement préoccupantes: maigres résultats obtenus pendant la période qui a précédé le
soulévement, des dialogues mais peu d’actions en matiére de Droits de Thomme et de démocratie, absence de plan de réforme de la
gestion des finances publiques, insuffisances majeures non traitées dans le domaine de la gestion des finances publiques, peu de
progres dans la lutte contre la corruption. Apres le soulévement, la Cour constate qu’il y a eu peu de changements.

Outre ces maigres résultats, le probléme du respect des conditions liées a la démocratie et aux Droits de 'Thomme fixées dans le
réglement IEVP se pose.

Au cours de la présentation du rapport de la Cour devant la commission du controle budgétaire du Parlement européen, j'ai demandé
si les financements alloués au titre de I'TEVP respectaient la législation afférente a cet instrument.

Le fonctionnaire s'exprimant au nom de la Commission a indiqué que oui et le membre de la Cour a indiqué que non.

C'est dans ce contexte que le député européen soussigné a I'honneur de demander a qui de droit au sein de la Commission si la
législation relative a 'TEVP a été correctement appliquée dans le cadre des financements alloués au titre de la coopération UE-Egypte
pour la période 2007-2013 et, sinon, quelles sont les sanctions que la Commission envisage de prendre en cas d'infraction dans
lapplication du droit communautaire.

Réponse donnée par M. Fiile au nom de la Commission
(24 janvier 2014)

L'article 28 du réglement IEVP prévoit que le Conseil, sur proposition de la Commission (CE), peut, ou non, prendre toutes mesures
appropriées au regard de toute aide communautaire accordée au pays partenaire si ce dernier ne respecte pas les principes de liberté,
de démocratie, de respect des Droits de 'homme et des libertés fondamentales ainsi que de I'Etat de droit.

Durant la période 2007-2013, ni la CE ni le Conseil n'ont pris des mesures pour suspendre l'aide de 'UE. Le 21 aott 2013, a la suite
des événements politiques de 'été, le Conseil Affaires étrangéres (CAE) s'est penché sur l'aide a IEgypte et exprimé ses préoccupations
al'égard de la situation économique du pays et de I'impact négatif sur les groupes les plus vulnérables. Tout en soulignant le besoin de
suivre de pres la situation de I'Egypte et de réajuster la coopération de I'UE en conséquence, le Conseil a réitéré son engagement 2
maintenir 'aide de I'UE au secteur socioéconomique et a la société civile.

La haute représentante, en coopération avec la CE, a été invitée a examiner I'aide de I'UE a 'gypte dans le cadre de la politique
européenne de voisinage et de I'accord d’association en fonction de 'engagement du pays a I'égard des principes qui les sous-tendent.
Cet examen a été présenté et discuté au CAE le 21 octobre et a confirmé que 'UE cible ses interventions sur le soutien au secteur
socioéconomique et  la société civile. Ce principe s'inscrit dans le droit fil de l'article 28 et de la position adoptée par les Etats
membres, qui n'ont pas suspendu leur coopération bilatérale.
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Enfin, il importe de souligner que le rapport de la Cour des comptes n'indique pas que I'aide de I'UE ait enfreint la législation de I'UE
applicable. Dans ses conclusions du 24 septembre 2013 sur le rapport de la Cour des comptes, le Conseil n’estime pas non plus que
l'aide de I'UE ait enfreint la législation de I'UE.
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Question for written answer E-013575/13
to the Commission
Jean-Pierre Audy (PPE)

(29 November 2013)

Subject: EU cooperation with the Arab Republic of Egypt in the period 2007-2013

The European Union has allocated around EUR 1 billion to Egypt for the period 2007-2013, broken down as follows: 60% as budget
support to the Egyptian Government and 40% under projects chosen by mutual agreement with the Egyptian authorities. The legal
basis for this funding has predominantly been the European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument (ENPI), and much more
modest sums have been made available to civil society organisations under the European Instrument for Democracy and Human
Rights (EIDHR).

Funding granted under the ENPI is conditional upon respect for democracy and human rights (Article 28 of Regulation (EC)
No 16382006 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 24 October 2006 laying down general provisions establishing a
European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument).

The European Court of Auditors has investigated EU cooperation with Egypt in the field of governance in Special Report No 4/2013,
submitted pursuant to Article 287(4)(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union.

Some of the Court’s comments are particularly worrying: few results achieved before the uprising, dialogue but little action on
human rights and democracy, no public finance management reform plan, major shortcomings in public finance management not
tackled, and little progress in fighting corruption. The Court notes that little has changed since the uprising.

In addition to these poor results, there is also the problem of non-compliance with the conditions in respect of democracy and
human rights laid down by the ENPI Regulation.

When the Court’s report was being presented to Parliament’s Committee on Budgetary Control, I asked whether the funding
allocated under the ENPI complied with the applicable legislation.

The official representing the Commission said that it did comply and the member of the Court said that it did not.

In this context, can the Commission say whether ENPI legislation has been correctly applied within the framework of funding
allocated under EU-Egypt cooperation for the period 2007-2013 and, if not, what penalties does it plan to impose if EC law has been
breached?

Answer given by Mr Fiile on behalf of the Commission
(24 January 2014)

Art 28 of the ENPI regulation foresees that the Council, on a proposal from the Commission (EC), may, or may not, take appropriate
steps in respect of any EU assistance granted to the partner country if the latter fails to respect the principles of liberty, democracy,
respect for human rights, fundamental freedoms and the rule of law.

In the period 2007-2013, neither the EC nor the Council took measures to suspend EU assistance. On 21 August 2013, following
political events that took place over the Summer, the Foreign Affairs Concil (FAC) discussed the issue of assistance to Egypt and
expressed its concern at the economic situation in the country and the negative impact on the most vulnerable groups. While
stressing the need to monitor the situation in Egypt closely and readjust EU cooperation accordingly, the Council reiterated its
commitment to continuing EU assistance to the socioeconomic sector and to civil society.

The High Representative, in cooperation with the EC, was tasked to review EU assistance to Egypt under the European
Neighbourhood Policy and the Association Agreement on the basis of Egypt’s commitment to the principles that underpin them. The
review was presented and discussed at the FAC on 21 October, confirming the EU focus on socioeconomic interventions and
support to civil society. This is in line with Article 28 and with the stance taken by Member States, which have not suspended their
bilateral cooperation.

Finally, it is important to stress that the report of the Court of Auditors does not indicate that EU assistance has been conducted in
breach of the applicable EU legislation. In its conclusions of 24 September 2013 on the CoA report, the Council also does not find
that EU assistance has been conducted in breach of EU legislation.
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Question for written answer P-013577/13
to the Commission
Nessa Childers (NI)
(29 November 2013)

Subject: Assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects

Directive 2011/92/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 December 2011 on the assessment of the effects of
certain public and private projects obliges developers of both private and public projects which are likely to have significant effects
on the environment to undertake an assessment of those probable effects, before any consent can be granted. The effects of a project
on the environment should be assessed in order to take account of concerns, to protect human health, to contribute by means of a
better environment to the quality of life of a given ecosystem, and to ensure maintenance of the diversity of species as well as the
reproductive capacity of the ecosystem as basic necessities for life.

As part of the assessment, effective public participation in the taking of decisions is required, and throughout the decision-making
process the public should be given the opportunity to express their concerns and opinions about the projects at hand. Decision-
makers should take account of opinions and concerns which may be relevant to their decisions, thereby increasing the accountability
and transparency of the decision-making process and contributing to public awareness on environmental issues and support for the
decisions taken.

EirGrid, Ireland’s state-owned electricity provider, is planning Grid Link projects which include corridors of overhead pylons across
the land-mass of the Republic of Ireland, and is also developing around 40 individual onshore wind farms. These projects are
included in the list of 248 projects of common interest (PCI) in the energy field adopted by the Commission on 14 October 2013.
These projects fall under the category of projects which are likely to have a significant effect on the environment.

Can the Commission confirm that these projects underwent the necessary assessment required under the aforementioned directive?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(4 February 2014)

The Commission is currently investigating a complaint regarding the compliance of the planned Eirgrid overhead pylon project with
Directive 2011/92/EU (') on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects and Directive 92/43/EEC (°) on the
conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora.

As for wind farm projects, the information provided by the Honourable Member does not allow the Commission to identify
individual projects and their planning history. The Commission is currently investigating several complaints regarding the
compliance of specific wind farms across Ireland with the abovementioned directives.

All Projects of Common Interest (PCI) were selected according to criteria defined in Article 4 and Annex IV of the regulation
347/2013 () on guidelines for trans-European energy infrastructure. During the selection process the projects were assessed
regarding their contribution from the perspective of the European energy policy. The inclusion of projects in the Union list of PCIs is
without prejudice to the outcome of relevant environmental assessment and permitting procedures carried out by the national
permitting authorities. Projects not in compliance with Union legislation should be removed from the Union list of PCIs (Article 5.8
of the regulation 347/2013) and would then also not be eligible to receive any financial aid under the CEF Regulation.

() OJL26,28.1.2012.
®  0JL206,22.7.1992.
() OJL115,25.4.2013.
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013579/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

Odpa: Anodgaor) tou London Court of International Arbitration yia tov @I1A tou agpodpopiou EX. Bevitéhog

H etaipia «Awedvrig Aepohipgvag Adnvov AE», otic 11.11.2010, npocgguye katd tou eAvikou kpatoug, ot dartnoia evoriov tou «London
Court of International Arbitration», oxetika pe Sapuvia mov unapyel edo kar xpovia yia GITA mou 1 etaipia apveitar va anodwoet oo
ENANVIKO KPATOG.

Zupgova pe dnpootevpata tou Timou, To Srarttikd dikactipto anogavinke otig 27.2.2013 0w, facet g Zopfacng mou eixe unoypdiyet 1
etaipia pie To ENVIKO dpocto, 10xVeL «€1dikd kadeoTagy kat 0Tt To kKPATog €xel avaldfel v unoypéwor) emotporic Tou OIIA oty etaipia.
H metoyn¢ia tov Sikaotov Opeg onpelosce 0Tt KATL TETOLO gival avTIJETO TPOG TO KOWOTIKO Sikalo Kat GUYKEKPIEVA TPOg Ty odryia yia tov
OITA.

Agdopévou ot 1 unoveor agopd oe GITA mou dev £xel amododel and o 1998, vyoug ekatoppupiov eup, Kat dedopévou o o GIIA
ouykataléyetal otoug idtoug mopoug g EE,

epotarar 1) Emtponry:
1. Mrnopel va evyjpepooet yia v dadikasia mou akoloudndnke kat yio ta factka onueia e anogaons g dutnoiag;

2. Ocwpel o givar oupgavn pe v odnyia yia tov OITA 1) avetépe andgaon Tou darttikou dikaotrpiou;

Andvrnon tou k. Semeta £€ ovopatog g Enrtpontig
(19 defpouvapiov 2014)

'Ocov agopa v mpoty epdrmon, 1 Enrtponn emonuaiver o 1 drartnoia anoteel dadikaoia enihuong wiwtikav diagopav petaby tov
evilaQepopevevy Lepav, 1 onola eaptdtal and Toug OPoUE emi TV onolwv Ta pépn cupgavnoav. H Enttponr) dev dadéter avtiypago g
Stk andgaons kat, cuvenmg, dev propel va mepLypayeL, 68 auto To 0TadLo, T factkd oHei TG dIALTTIKNAG AnOQAsT|S.

'O00V agopa To Katd TOsOV 1 avertépe andgac diartnoiag eivar oupfath pe v odnyia OIIA, 1) Emtponn Sev pnopel mpogavag va Aafet
Yéon xopic va éxel eketdoel v anogaot). Ta kpatn pehn duvavtar kat’ apynv va tpofAénouv, oto TAaioLo TG EDVIKNG TOUG vopoveoiag, Ot
nepintaoels edikol kadeotwtog pudpilovial eite oto mhaicto dadikaciag dartnoiag eite and edvika Scaotrpia. [Ipogavag, éva kpatog
peNog dev pmopel va anal\ayel pEcw oupgeviag 1 Slartnoiag and Ty UTOXPERET] THPTONG TOV EPUPHOTTEGY EVOOLAKOV KAVOVEY, EITE AUTOL
kadopilovtar ot Tuvdikn eite o cuyKekpLpéve 0dMyies, Omawg 1) odnyia OIIA.
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Question for written answer E-013579/13
to the Commission
Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Award by the London Court of International Arbitration on VAT payable by Eleftherios Venizelos airport

Diethnes Aerolimenas Athinon SA took the Greek state to arbitration on 11 November 2010 before the London Court of
International Arbitration in connection with a long-standing disagreement over VAT which the company refuses to pay to the Greek
state.

According to articles in the press, the arbitration tribunal ruled on 27 February 2013 that, based on the contract executed between
the company and the Greek state, a ‘special regime’ applies and that the state has undertaken to refund VAT to the company.
However, the majority of the judges noted that this conflicts with Community law in general and with the VAT Directive in
particular.

Given that the case concerns VAT totalling millions of euros which has not been paid to the state since 1998 and given that VAT is
included in the EU’s own resources,

Will the Commission say:
1. What procedure was applied and what were the basic points of the arbitration award?

2. Does it consider that it the above arbitration award is compatible with the VAT Directive?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(19 February 2014)

With regard to your first question, the Commission notes that arbitration is a private litigation between the parties and the procedure
depends on what the parties have agreed. The Commission has no copy of the arbitral award and therefore cannot describe the basic
points of the arbitration award at this stage.

With respect to the question whether the above arbitration award is compatible with the VAT Directive, the Commission can
obviously not take a position without having examined the ruling. Member States, in their legal systems, are in principle free to
provide that a specific legal relation is regulated either by an arbitration procedure or by national courts. Obviously, a Member State
cannot free itself by an agreement or by arbitration from the respect of the applicable EU rules, whether laid down in the Treaty or in
specific Directives, such as on VAT.
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013580/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

Odpa: Tuotpa avakUkhoong oty EN\ada — Epevva Enrtponric yia toug prke kadoug

e dnpooieupa tou eNAnvikov TUmou éyive avagopa ot £yypago g Fevikiic Aevduvone [Mepifailovtog g Enttponric pe to onoio {nrjdnke
ano v EN\nvikr) KufBépvron va napaoyet minpogopieg oxetikd pie to «u@iotapevo cuotnpa avakUkhwons oty EXAada», ota mhaiowa g
TpOKATapKTIKTG diepevvong Jepdtwv epappoync tou Kowotikot Awkaiou EU Pilot (Ynodeon EU Pilot— 5333/13/ENVI).

SUpgova pe to dnpocieupa, 1) Enttponr| unéfale oeipd epOTHATOVY OXETIKA PE TV AEITOUPYIQ TOU GUOTIHATOS TOV HMAE KAdWV otV
EN\ada, ta pétpa mou éouv Angdel mpoketpévou va anogeuydel 1 avapelfn] opyavikev Kat avakuKAOOIHeVY UAKGY, Kaddg Kat ToV TPOTO Tou
ggaogaNiletar 6T Ta ototyeia mou otélvovar oty Enttpon) Pacilovar e ohokMipou oo fipog Twv avakukAaotny UNKGY cuskevasiag.
Eniorg, oo dnpoctevpa toviCetar o 1) Emtponr| €xet evtonioer €61 mpofAipata oto obotpa avakUkAwong (opyavikd anofAnta péoa ota
avakukhGopa, avapesn kowev kadov pe pmhe ano anopprupatogopa, avapeign ota KAAY pe fropnyavika, pin endpkea prle kadov, k.a.),
Ta mePLocOTEPa amod Ta onoia Ta fibvoupe olot ot EAves moiteg.

Me dedopéva ta napanave, epwtdra 1) Enreporn):
1. Mnopeiva ddoer mAnpogopieg oyetika pe v avetépe unoveon; Exel anaveroet ) eAAnvikn kufepvijon otig arnidoeig g Enttponnic;

2. 'Exe akohoudnoel ) ENMada tig ouotdoeig g Emtponrs (070307/2011/606502/SER/C2) 1 onota evromiCe Tig eNAelpelg oG mpog
TV avaKUKAOOT GTIY T);

Anavtion tou k. Poto&nik €€ ovopatog e Emrponic
(30 Iavouapiov 2014)

H Emtponr| anogdoioe va é\det oe enagr] pe ig eNAvikés apyés peow tou ouotipatog EU Pilot mpokepévou va Aafer Sieukpviceig oyetikd
€ TOV TPOTO [1g TOV omoio Aertoupyel To u@LoTapevo cuoTtpa avakUkAwong oty EAMada, Aoye aviouyiov oxetikd pe to cvotnpa auto. Eni

TOU MAPOVTOG, 1] anavrjon Tewv eENAVIKev apyev Ppioketat und afloloyron.

H Emtporr] katavoet ot f EAMada npotidetan va egappooet tig ouotaoei (070307/2011/606502/SER/C2) () yia Ty katdpTion Tou véou
edvikov oyediou Stayeiptong anofMtev Kat Tou vEoU TPOYPARRATOS TPOAWING TV anofATwv.

() Mepartépo Aemtopepeies eivan Sradéotpeg o devduvon http:/fec.europa.eu/environment/waste/framework/support_implementation.htm
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Question for written answer E-013580/13
to the Commission
Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Recycling system in Greece — Commission investigation of blue bins

According to an article in the Greek press, DG Environment has written to the Greek Government asking for information on the
‘existing recycling system in Greece’ within the framework of a preliminary investigation into issues relating to the application of
Union law (EU Pilot 5333/13/ENVI).

According to the article, the Commission has asked a number of questions about how the blue bin system operates in Greece, the
measures that have been taken to prevent mixing of organic and recyclable materials and what is being done to ensure that the data
sent to the Commission are based entirely on the weight of recyclable packaging materials. The article also points out that the
Commission has identified six problems with the recycling system (organic waste in recyclable waste, ordinary and blue bins mixed
in dust carts, recyclable material disposal centres with industrial waste, too few blue bins etc.), most of which are familiar to all Greek
citizens.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:
1. Canit provide any information on the above matter? Has the Greek Government responded to the Commission’s demands?

2. Has Greece applied the Commission’s recommendations (070307/2011/606502/SER/C2) identifying the shortcomings in
terms of recycling at source?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

The Commission decided to contact the Greek authorities via the EU Pilot system in order to receive clarification on how the existing
recycling system operates in Greece following concerns about this system. The reply of the Greek authorities is currently under

assessment.

The Commission understands that Greece intends to apply the recommendations (070307/2011/606502/SER/C2) (') in drafting the
new national waste management plan and new waste prevention programme.

() Further detail can be found at http://ec.europa.eu/environment/waste/framework/support_implementation.htm
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013581/13
ala Commission
Patrick Le Hyaric (GUE/NGL)
(2 décembre 2013)

Objet: Révision de la directive 96/71/CE

La Commission a présenté le 21 mars 2012 une proposition de révision de la directive 96/71/CE sur le détachement des travailleurs.
La directive 96/71/CE montre plusieurs limites sur les points suivants: 1) elle reste, au mieux, mal appliquée, souvent ignorée;
2) méme appliquée pour des minimas sur les conditions de travail et de rémunération, elle peut créer un dumping social entre les
minimas fixés par la loi, les salaires et les conditions de travail pratiqués; 3) les cotisations sociales étant réglées dans le pays d'origine,
elle peut favoriser des conditions de dumping social selon les systemes de protection sociale et leurs modes de financement; 4) elle
peut créer un appel d’air cassant toute action collective en remplacant rapidement les salariés grévistes.

1. La Commission européenne estime-t-elle avoir tenu compte de tous ces facteurs dans sa proposition de révision de la directive
96/71/CE?

2. Comment la Commission européenne compte-t-elle parvenir & un accord avec les Etats refusant une responsabilité solidaire
entreprises-sous-traitants, sans abandonner ce principe rendant les entreprises responsables des pratiques de leurs sous-traitants?

3. La coopération entre autorités nationales du travail apportant une vraie valeur ajoutée afin de combattre le non-respect de la
directive et des minimas légaux, que pense la Commission de l'introduction d'un corps d'inspecteurs du travail européens pour
épauler les inspecteurs nationaux dans les dossiers transnationaux?

4. Que pense la Commission de 'ajout d'un principe de protection sociale égale entre travailleurs détachés et locaux afin d'éviter
tout facteur de dumping?

5. Aprés le retrait de sa proposition de réglement du Conseil relatif a 'exercice du droit de mener des actions collectives dans le
contexte de la liberté d’établissement et de la libre prestation des services, la Commission compte-t-elle présenter d’autres initiatives
législatives pour mettre un terme au flou juridique existant et affirmer clairement la primauté du droit du travail sur le droit
économique?

Réponse donnée par M. Andor au nom de la Commission
(12 février 2014)

1-2-4. La libre circulation des travailleurs doit étre distinguée de la libre prestation de services, qui comporte le droit pour les
entreprises de détacher leurs travailleurs en vue d’assurer temporairement une prestation de services dans un autre Etat membre. La
directive 96/71/CE (') établit un ensemble de conditions fondamentales que doit respecter le prestataire de services dans I'Etat
membre ot le détachement a lieu.

En mars 2012, la Commission a adopté une proposition de directive (?) visant & améliorer 'exécution de cette directive, qui contient
des mesures proportionnées pour lutter contre l'utilisation illicite des régles applicables et prévoit l'introduction d'un systéme limité
de responsabilité directe du sous-traitant a I'échelon de I'UE.

Les colégislateurs ont entamé des trilogues informels afin de se mettre éventuellement d’accord sur la version définitive de la directive
avant la fin de la législature actuelle.

3. Lamise en ceuvre correcte de la législation applicable concernant les conditions de travail et d'emploi reléve de la compétence
des Etats membres.

La Commission travaille actuellement a une initiative visant a établir une plateforme européenne afin d'intensifier la coopération
entre les organes d’exécution des Etats membres et de parvenir a mieux empécher le travail non déclaré ou faussement déclaré.

5. Comme indiqué ci-dessus (*), malgré le retrait de la proposition susmentionnée, ses principes clés, tels que I'absence de
primauté des libertés économiques sur les droits sociaux fondamentaux, demeurent valides. En outre, les droits des travailleurs sont
ancrés dans la Charte des droits fondamentaux que la Commission continuera de promouvoir.

()  Directive 96/71/CE du Parlement européen et du Conseil du 16 décembre 1996 concernant le détachement de travailleurs effectué dans le cadre d'une prestation de
services, JOL 18 du 21.1.1997.

()  Proposition de directive du Parlement européen et du Conseil relative a I'exécution de la directive 96/71/CE concernant le détachement des travailleurs effectué dans le
cadre d’une prestation de services, COM(2012) 131 final du 21.3.2012.

() Voir, par exemple, sa réponse aux questions E-8570/12, E-8617/2012 et P-10971/2013.
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Question for written answer E-013581/13
to the Commission
Patrick Le Hyaric (GUE/NGL)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Revision of Directive 96/71/EC

On 21 March 2012, the Commission presented a proposal for a revision of Directive 96/71/EC concerning the posting of workers.
Directive 96/71/EC has the following limitations: 1. it remains — at best — poorly implemented and frequently ignored; 2. even
when it is implemented to enforce minimum work and pay conditions, it can result in social dumping due to the gap between the
minimum legal standards and actual work and pay conditions; 3. since social security contributions are set in the country of origin,
they may promote social dumping depending on the different social security schemes and their funding models; 4. it may have the
knock-on effect of eliminating all collective action since striking employees will rapidly be replaced.

1. Does the Commission believe that all these factors are taken into account in its proposal for a revision of Directive 96/71/EC?

2. How does the Commission intend to reach an agreement with the Member States which refuse to recognise the joint and
several liability of companies and subcontractors, without abandoning a principle which makes companies responsible for the
actions of their subcontractors?

3. Given that cooperation between national labour authorities brings real added value to the fight against violations of the
directive and the minimum legal standards, what is the Commission’s view on the introduction of a team of European labour
inspectors who would assist the national inspectors in respect of cross-border cases?

4. Does the Commission believe that due recognition should be given to the principle of equal social protection between posted
and local workers in order to avoid any form of dumping?

5. Following the withdrawal of the Council’s proposal for a regulation on the exercise of the right to take collective action within
the context of the freedom of establishment and the freedom to provide services, does the Commission intend to put forward other
legislative initiatives aimed at putting an end to the current legal uncertainty and at clearly stating the primacy of labour legislation
over economic legislation?

Answer given by Mr Andor on behalf of the Commission
(12 February 2014)

1, 2 and 4. The free movement of workers has to be distinguished from the freedom to provide services, which includes the right of
undertakings to ‘post’ their workers to carry out the work necessary to provide services in another Member State temporarily.
Directive 96/71/EC (') establishes a set of core conditions of employment to be respected by the service provider in the Member State
where the posting takes place.

In March 2012, the Commission adopted a proposal Directive () to improve the enforcement of this directive, which contains
proportionate measures to combat abuse of the applicable rules and foresees the introduction of a limited system of direct
subcontractor liability at EU level. The co-legislators have started informal trilogues to possibly agree on the definitive version of the
directive before the end of the current legislature.

3. The correct enforcement of the applicable legislation concerning working and employment conditions falls within the
competence of the Member States,

The Commission is working on an initiative to establish a European platform to step up cooperation between the Member States’
enforcement bodies, to achieve a more efficient approach to prevent undeclared or falsely declared work.

5. Asindicated previously (), despite the withdrawal of the mentioned proposal, its key principles, such as the absence of primacy
of economic freedoms over fundamental social rights, remain valid. Moreover, workers’ rights are enshrined in the Charter of
Fundamental Rights which the Commission will continue to promote.

()  Directive 96/71/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 December 1996 concerning the posting of workers in the framework of the provision of
services, O] L 18, 21.1.1997.

()  Proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the enforcement of Directive 96/71/EC concerning the posting of workers in the framework
of the provision of services, COM(2012) 131 final, 21.3.2012.

() Seeforinstance its reply to E-8570/12 and E-8617/2012, as well as the reply to P-10971/2013.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013587/13
alla Commissione
Oreste Rossi (PPE)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Metodologie di valutazione del rischio ambientale in Italia: nuovo studio a integrazione di taluni parametri della direttiva
2011/92/UE

Una recente ricerca privata commissionata dalla Marina Militare statunitense di stanza in Italia sui rischi cancerogeni delle sostanze
presenti nel territorio circostante ha riproposto all'attenzione pubblica un grave problema di malfunzionamento delle procedure
pubbliche per la valutazione e gestione del rischio per la popolazione residente in siti inquinati in Italia. Questa ricerca fornisce: a)
una stima del rischio sanitario, b) un’integrazione di tre studi epidemiologici sulle famiglie (riguardanti cancro, malformazioni
congenite e asma) e ¢) un'indagine sulla sicurezza alimentare. Per queste ragioni rappresenta un modello eccellente di ricerca in
quanto combina il rigore a un’osservazione scientifica pianificata e controllata.

Secondo quanto affermato da esperti e dirigenti delle Agenzie regionali per la protezione dell’ambiente delle regioni italiane, nelle
autorizzazioni integrate ambientali loro richieste vengono trascurati quasi del tutto gli aspetti sanitari, mentre il sistema nazionale di
protezione ambientale andrebbe fondato sui principi di terzieta, sussidiarieta e rispetto dei livelli essenziali di tutela ambientale per
garantire che le Arpa non siano meri enti strumentali delle Regioni, ma parte di un sistema tecnico-scientifico capace di offrire
prestazioni omogenee e qualitativamente elevate in tutta Italia.

1l recente decreto-legge del 3 dicembre 2012, n. 207 Balduzzi/Clini riguardante la valutazione del danno sanitario sposta di fatto in
avanti nel tempo di 3-4 anni la valutazione ex-post per la soglia di intervento causando considerevoli ritardi nell'intervento a tutela
della salute.

Puo la Commissione far sapere:
—  seintende acquisire e valutare i risultati e le metodologie di tale ricerca;

—  seritiene opportuno formulare un parere sulla metodologia utilizzata da tali ricerche e la possibilita di integrarla all'interno dei
parametri stabiliti nella direttiva 2011/92/UE?

Risposta di Janez Poto¢nik a nome della Commissione
(20 febbraio 2014)

La Commissione non ¢ in grado di esprimere un parere sulla metodologia utilizzata in questa ricerca privata. Per quanto riguarda il
collegamento con la direttiva 2011/92/UE ('), tale direttiva si applica alla valutazione dellimpatto ambientale dei progetti pubblici e
privati che possono avere un impatto ambientale significativo. La proposta () della Commissione di modificare la
direttiva 2011/92/UE prevede un rafforzamento delle disposizioni relative alla valutazione degli effetti dei progetti sulla salute
umana.

()  Direttiva 2011/92UE del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio concernente la valutazione dell'impatto ambientale di determinati progetti pubblici e privati (GU L 26
del 28.1.2012).
() http:[/ec.europa.eufenvironment/eia/pdf/COM-2012-628.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013587/13
to the Commission
Oreste Rossi (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Environmental risk assessment methods in Italy: new study complementing certain parameters of Directive 2011/92/EU

Recent private research commissioned by the United States Navy stationed in Italy on the carcinogenic risks of substances present in
the surrounding area has once again drawn public attention to the serious issue of ineffective public procedures for assessing and
managing the risks to people living in polluted sites in Italy. The research includes: a) a health risk assessment, b) the integration of
three epidemiological studies carried out on families (concerning cancer, congenital deformities and asthma) and c) a food safety
investigation. For these reasons, it represents an excellent research model insofar as it combines a rigorous approach with carefully
planned and controlled scientific observation.

Experts and heads of Italy’s regional environmental protection agencies (ARPA) claim that health-related aspects are all but ignored
in the integrated environmental permits requested of them, whereas the national environmental protection system should be
founded on principles of third-party monitoring, subsidiarity and compliance with essential environmental protection standards to
ensure that the ARPA are not mere tools of the Regions, but part of a technical/scientific system capable of providing uniform, high-
quality services across the whole of Italy.

The recent Decree-Law No 207 of 3 December 2012 (Balduzzi/Clini Decree) on the assessment of damage to health brings the ex-
post evaluation for the intervention threshold forward by three to four years, causing considerable delays in the implementation of
health protection measures.

Can the Commission say:
—  whether it intends to obtain and assess the results and methodologies of this research;

—  whether it believes it should issue an opinion on the methodology used in this research and the possibility of integrating it into
the parameters set out in Directive 2011/92/EU?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

The Commission is not in a position to issue an opinion on the methodology used in this private research. As regards the link to
Directive 2011/92/EU ('), this directive applies to the assessment of the environmental effects of those public and private projects
which are likely to have significant effects on the environment. The proposal (%) of the Commission to amend Directive 2011/92/EU
strengthens the provisions related to the assessment of the effects of projects on human health.

() Directive 2011/92/EC on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment (O] n°L 026, 28/01/2012).
() http:[/ec.europa.eufenvironment/eia/pdf/COM-2012-628.pdf
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Pergunta com pedido de resposta escrita E-013588/13
a Comissdo
Nuno Teixeira (PPE) e Paulo Rangel (PPE)
(2 de dezembro de 2013)

Assunto: Ano Europeu contra o Desperdicio Alimentar
Tendo em conta que:

— A resolucio do Parlamento Europeu, de 19 de janeiro de 2012, intitulada «Como evitar o desperdicio de alimentos», ressalva
que, «diariamente, uma quantidade considerdvel de alimentos, mesmo sendo perfeitamente consumivel, é tratada como
residuos, considerando-se que o desperdicio de alimentos representa um problema ambiental e ético com custos econdmicos e
sociais, o que coloca desafios no contexto do mercado interno, tanto para as empresas, como para os consumidores»;

—  Esta mesma resolucdo insta a Comissdo Europeia a criar objetivos especificos em matéria de prevencio de residuos alimentares
para os Estados-Membros, reduzir o desperdicio ao longo de toda a cadeia alimentar, proceder ao intercimbio de boas préticas
e definir normas comuns para armazenar e cozinhar os alimentos em bom estado de conservacio;

— Na drea da restauracdo, nomeadamente em cafés, restaurantes ou cantinas, existem varios excedentes alimentares ja
cozinhados que estdo em boas condi¢des de consumo; em Portugal, o desperdicio alimentar pode traduzir-se anualmente em
mais de 18 milhdes de refeicdes que ndo sdo utilizadas apenas e s6 devido ao mau aproveitamento da alimentagio
confecionada;

—  Atualmente, os cidaddos europeus estdo mais soliddrios e possuem uma preocupacio superior em ndo desperdicar os
alimentos que se encontram em boas condigdes; no entanto, é fundamental continuar a sensibilizar a sociedade em geral para a
importancia de todos colaborarem no melhor aproveitamento dos bens alimentares, contribuindo assim para uma melhoria
da qualidade de vida de milhares de pessoas que passam sérias dificuldades econdmicas e sociais;

—  Entende-se que o préximo Ano Europeu deverd ser dedicado ao desperdicio alimentar atualmente existente na generalidade
dos paises europeus, seguindo-se o bom exemplo do Ano Europeu dos Cidaddos, que alcancou um grande sucesso devido a
proximidade das sessdes realizadas de promogdo da cultura e identidade europeia junto das organizacdes da sociedade civil.

Pergunta-se a Comissao:
1. Quais as medidas adotadas pela Comissdo Europeia para evitar o desperdicio alimentarnos diversos Estados-Membros?

2. Quando é que a Comissdo Europeia pretende definir o tema do préximo Ano Europeu? Estd a Comissdo disponivel para
consagrar o desperdicio alimentar como um dos principais temas a ser debatido a escala europeia?

Resposta dada por Tonio Borg em nome da Comissio
(29 de janeiro de 2014)

1. A Comissdo estd a analisar, em estreita cooperagdo com as partes interessadas, formas de reduzir o desperdicio alimentar sem
comprometer a seguranga alimentar, estando ainda a debater eventuais medidas da UE para complementar as medidas nacionais. Os
resultados das reunides do grupo de trabalho podem ser consultados no seguinte sitio Web (*): O sitio Web inclui um video e outro
material de informagdo, disponivel em todas as linguas da UE, para apoiar as campanhas de sensibilizagdo nos Estados-Membros. De
forma a facilitar o intercimbio de boas praticas em matéria de reducdo de desperdicio alimentar, o sitio Web também agrupa uma
vasta gama de iniciativas lancadas a nivel nacional, regional e local.

Este trabalho apoiard a preparagio de uma comunicagio sobre a sustentabilidade do sistema alimentar apds andlise dos resultados de
uma consulta publica sobre esta questdo, efetuada em 2013.

2. No que se refere a0 Ano Europeu de 2014, a Comissdo remete os Senhores Deputados para a resposta dada anteriormente
sobre esta matéria (P-012282/2013) (3.

() http:/Jec.europa.eu/food/food[sustainability/index_en.htm
()  http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/en/parliamentary-questions.html



C241/218 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(English version)

Question for written answer E-013588/13
to the Commission
Nuno Teixeira (PPE) and Paulo Rangel (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: European Year against Food Waste

— The Parliament resolution of 19 January 2012 entitled ‘How to avoid food wastage’ states that ‘a considerable amount of food is
being discarded on a daily basis, despite being perfectly edible and that food waste gives rise to both environmental and ethical
problems and economic and social costs, which pose internal market challenges for both business and consumers’;

— This resolution urges the Commission to create specific food waste prevention targets for Member States, to reduce waste along
the entire food chain, to promote the exchange of best practices, and to define common standards for storing and cooking well-
preserved food;

— Catering establishments, specifically cafés, restaurants and canteens, produce surpluses of cooked food that is in edible condition;
in Portugal, food equivalent to over 18 million meals is wasted ever year simply because poor use is made of prepared food;

— European citizens now have a greater sense of solidarity and are more concerned with the need to avoid wasting food that is in
good condition; however, it is necessary to continue to make the general public more aware of the importance of working together
to make the best use of food, thereby helping to improve the lives of thousands of people who are experiencing financial and social
difficulties;

— The next European Year should be devoted to the problem of food waste affecting most European countries and attention should
be paid to the good example set by the European Year of Citizens, which enjoyed great success by cooperating closely with civil
organisations in holding sessions to promote European culture and identity;

1.  What steps has the Commission taken to prevent food waste in the various Member States?

2. When does the Commission intend to determine the theme of the next European Year? Is the Commission willing to make food
waste one of the main subjects of debate across Europe?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

1. The Commission is analysing, in close cooperation with stakeholders, how to reduce food waste without compromising food
safety and is discussing possible EU measures to complement national measures. The results of the working group meetings can be
found at the following website ('): This website includes a video and other information materials, available in all EU languages, to
support awareness raising campaigns in Member States In order to facilitate the exchange of good practices in food waste reduction,
the website also brings together a wide range of initiatives launched at national, regional and local levels.

This work will support the preparation of a communication on the Sustainability of the Food System following analysis of the results
of a public consultation on this issue carried out in 2013.

2. With respect to the 2014 European Year, the European Commission refers the Honourable Member to a previous reply given
on this subject (P-012282/2013) (3.

() http:/Jec.europa.eu/food/food[sustainability/index_en.htm
()  http://www.europarl.europa.eu/plenary/en/parliamentary-questions.html



24.7.2014 Official Journal of the European Union C241/219

(Versiunea in limba romdnd)

intrebarea cu solicitare de rispuns scris E-013589/13
adresatd Comisiei
Elena Bisescu (PPE)
(2 decembrie 2013)

Subiect: Politica agricold comund 2014-2020: masurile destinate micilor fermieri

Conform propunerii de regulament (UE) nr. 0280/2011 privind platile directe, statele membre ar trebui sé fie autorizate sd introduci
o schemi simpla si specificd destinatd micilor fermieri in scopul reducerii costurilor administrative aferente gestiondrii si controlarii
sprijinului direct.

Printre aceste mdsuri, apar si o serie de norme de simplificare a formalititilor, prin reducerea, printre altele, a obligatiilor impuse
micilor fermieri, cum sunt cele legate de depunerea cererilor pentru sprijin, de practicile agricole benefice pentru climi si mediu, de
ecoconditionalitate si de controale. Mai mult, statele membre pot alege intre diferite metode de calculare a plitilor anuale, inclusiv o
optiune conform cidreia agricultorii ar primi, pur si simplu, suma de care ar trebui, de altfel, sd beneficieze. Tot acest pachet de masuri
va reprezenta o simplificare substantiald pentru fermierii in cauzi, oferind in acelasi timp un set de stimulente deosebit de atractive
pentru proprietarii micilor exploatatii.

In ciuda tuturor beneficiilor evidente aduse de aceste masuri, atat modalitatea, ct si criteriile de aplicare a acestora pot da nastere
unor abuzuri.

Din punctul de vedere al Comisiei, care sunt masurile care pot fi luate pentru evitarea fragmentdrii exploatatiilor, doar cu scopul de a
beneficia de aceastd schemd simplificatd si avantajoasa?

[n acest sens, are in vedere Comisia posibilitatea formularii unor sugestii si/sau orientdri, pentru a preveni astfel de situatii?

Rispuns dat de dl Ciolos in numele Comisiei
(11 februarie 2014)

La articolul 60 din Regulamentul (UE) nr. 1306/2013 (') este previzuti o clauzi de eludare generali:

,Fard a aduce atingere dispozitiilor specifice, nu se acordd niciun avantaj previzut in cadrul legislatiei agricole sectoriale persoanelor
fizice sau juridice in privinta cdrora s-a stabilit ¢ au fost create in mod artificial conditiile cerute in vederea obtinerii acelor avantaje,
contrar obiectivelor legislatiei respective.”

La articolul 61 alineatul (4) din Regulamentul (UE) nr. 1307/2013 (}) este prevdzutd o clauzd de eludare specificd referitoare la
schema pentru micii fermieri:

»4. Niciun avantaj prevazut in prezentul titlu nu este acordat fermierilor in cazul cirora s-a constatat ca, incepand cu 18 octombrie
2011, au creat in mod artificial conditiile pentru a beneficia de schema pentru micii fermieri.”

Desi este de competenta statelor membre si pun in aplicare aceste dispozitii in cazurile posibile de eludare a dispozitiilor schemei
pentru micii fermieri, Comisia este pregatiti sd le ofere consiliere.

()  Regulamentul (UE) Nr. 1306/2013 al Parlamentului European si al Consiliului din 17 decembrie 2013 privind finanfarea, gestionarea si monitorizarea politicii
agricole comune si de abrogare a Regulamentelor (CEE) nr. 352/78, (CE) nr. 165/94, (CE) nr. 2799/98, (CE) nr. 814/2000, (CE) nr. 1290/2005 si (CE) nr. 485/2008
ale Consiliului, JOL 347, 20.12.2013.

()  Regulamentul (UE) nr. 1307/2013 al Parlamentului European si al Consiliului din 17 decembrie 2013 de stabilire a unor norme privind plitile directe acordate
fermierilor prin scheme de sprijin in cadrul politicii agricole comune si de abrogare a Regulamentului (CE) nr. 637/2008 al Consiliului i a Regulamentului (CE) nr.
73/2009 al Consiliului, JO L 347, 20.12.2013.



C 241220 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(English version)

Question for written answer E-013589/13
to the Commission
Elena Bisescu (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Common agricultural policy 2014-2020: measures for small farmers

According to the proposal for a regulation (EC) No 0280/2011 on direct payments, Member States should be authorised to set up a
simple and specific scheme for small farmers aimed at reducing the administrative costs linked to the management and control of
direct support.

These measures also feature a series of rules for simplifying formalities by reducing, for instance, the obligations imposed on small
farmers such as those related to submitting applications for support, to agricultural practices beneficial to the climate and the
environment, as well as to cross-compliance and controls. In addition, Member States may choose from different methods to
calculate the annual payments, including an option whereby farmers would simply receive the amount which they should otherwise
be eligible for. This whole package of measures will greatly simplify the process for these farmers, while also offering a set of
particularly attractive incentives for small farm owners.

In spite of the all the obvious benefits derived from these measures, both the method and criteria for implementing them can lead to
abuses.

In the Commission’s view, what measures can be adopted to prevent holdings from being broken up, with the sole aim of taking
advantage of this simplified, beneficial scheme?

In this regard, is the Commission considering the option of drafting some suggestions and/or guidelines to prevent such situations
occurring?

Answer given by Mr Ciolos on behalf of the Commission
(11 February 2014)

A general anti circumvention clause is provided for in Article 60 of Regulation (EU) No 1306/2013 ('):

‘Without prejudice to specific provisions, no advantage provided for under sectoral agricultural legislation shall be granted in favour
of a natural or legal person in respect of whom it is established that the conditions required for obtaining such advantages were
created artificially, contrary to the objectives of that legislation.’

A specific anti circumvention clause for the Small farmers Scheme is provided for in Article 61(4) of Regulation (EU)
No 1307/2013 (%):

‘4. No advantage provided for under this Title shall be granted in favour of farmers in respect of whom it is established that they
artificially created, after 18 October 2011, the conditions to benefit from the small farmers scheme.’

While it is up to the Member States to implement these provisions to possible cases of circumvention of the small farmers’ scheme
provisions, the Commission stands ready to provide them with advice.

()  Regulation (EU) No 1306/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 December 2013 on the financing, management and monitoring of the common
agricultural policy and repealing Council Regulations (EEC) No 352/78, (EC) No 165/94, (EC) No 2799/98, (EC) No 814/2000, (EC) No 1290/2005 and (EC)
No 485/2008, OJ L 347, 20.12.2013.

()  Regulation (EU) No 1307/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 December 2013 establishing rules for direct payments to farmers under support
schemes within the framework of the common agricultural policy and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 637/2008 and Council Regulation (EC) No 73/2009 ,
OJ L 347,20.12.2013.
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita P-013590/13
ala Comision
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(2 de diciembre de 2013)

Asunto: Espafia — El Gobierno ofrecerd las autopistas mds rentables a las concesionarias quebradas — Seguimiento de las preguntas
E-005354/2013 y E-010698/2013

En su respuesta de 25 de julio de 2013 a la pregunta E-005354/2013, la Comision declaraba: «[...] La Comision procedera a solicitar
inmediatamente informacién y aclaraciones a las autoridades espaiiolas.». En su respuesta de 6 de noviembre de 2013 a la pregunta
E-010698/2013, la Comisién afirmaba: «[...] ha pedido mds informacion a las autoridades espafiolas. Si las medidas constituyeran
ayuda estatal, la Comision actuarfa como procediera de conformidad con las normas vigentes en la materia.».

Actualmente se dispone de los siguientes nuevos elementos: El Gobierno ofrecerd las autopistas mds rentables a las concesionarias
quebradas. El Consejo de Ministros aprobard en las proximas semanas la constitucion del que ya se denomina «<banco malo de las
autopistas». El ministerio de Fomento y las concesionarias (entre las que se encuentran firmas como Abertis, ACS, Ferrovial, OHL,
Sacyr, Acciona, Azvi, Isolux o Comsa) llevan meses en un tira y afloja para pactar una férmula de rescate de diez radiales en quiebra:
682 kilémetros de infraestructuras ruinosas cuyas licencias finalizan entre los lejanos 2040 y 2066. La Sra. Pastor les ofrece que, a
cambio de devolver al Estado las concesiones de estas vias, tomen el 20 % del capital de la nueva versién del «banco malo» para
carreteras, cuya valoracion del 100 % se ha fijado en 608 millones de euros (*).

El Ministerio de Fomento parece dispuesto a subir de 350 a 480 millones la cuantia que les adeuda en concepto de las expropiaciones
de los terrenos sobre los que se construyeron las radiales, frente a los 1 200 millones que reclaman las empresas. A cambio les exige
que renuncien a ejercitar acciones legales y exoneren al Estado de la responsabilidad patrimonial que mantiene con la titularidad
ultima sobre las autopistas quebradas.

A laluz de estos nuevos elementos y de la informacion recibida por parte de las autoridades espafiolas, cabe plantear a la Comisién
las siguientes preguntas:

¢Estd satisfecha la Comisién con las explicaciones recibidas? ;Nos podria enviar estos documentos y su explicacion?

¢Considera la Comision que estas ayudas estatales (articulo 107, apartado 1 del TFUE) distorsionan la competencia favoreciendo a
determinadas empresas?

¢Considera que estas ayudas publicas estdn dirigidas a reducir el déficit publico del Estado?

Respuesta del Sr. Almunia en nombre de la Comisién
(19 de diciembre de 2013)

Como sefialaba en su respuesta de 6 de noviembre de 2013 a la pregunta E-010698/2013 de Su Sefioria, la Comisién ha solicitado
informaci6n y aclaraciones a las autoridades espafiolas sobre la denominada «Empresa Nacional de Autopistas» y las medidas
mencionadas en la prensa presuntamente concedidas a una serie de concesionarias de peaje privadas. La informacién atn no se ha
recibido y cuando se reciba requerird una evaluacion detallada por parte de la Comision.

La Comision todavia no puede pronunciarse sobre si las medidas mencionadas constituyen ayuda estatal a tenor del articulo 107,
apartado 1, del TFUE. Si las medidas constituyeran ayuda estatal, la Comision tomarda todas las medidas necesarias con arreglo a las
normas sobre ayudas estatales.

En el contexto de los procedimientos de ayuda estatal, no corresponde a la Comision comentar la relacién entre las medidas y el nivel
del déficit espafiol. La Comision limita su analisis a la existencia de ayuda estatal y su compatibilidad con el mercado interior.

() http://www.eldiario.es/economia/Sareb-autopistas-Fomento-Espana-quebradas-Abertis-ACS-Ferrovial-OHL-Sacyr-Acciona-Azvi-Isolux_o_Comsa-
Ana_Pastor_0_201580429.html
http:/[www.euroefe.efe.com/3790_economia-y-empleo/2106280_eurodiputado-critica-ante-la-ce-la-creacion-de-empresa-publica-de-autopistas.html
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http://www.eldiario.es/economia/Sareb-autopistas-Fomento-Espana-quebradas-Abertis-ACS-Ferrovial-OHL-Sacyr-Acciona-Azvi-Isolux_o_Comsa-Ana_Pastor_0_201580429.html
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Question for written answer P-013590/13
to the Commission
Ramon Tremosa i Balcells (ALDE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Spain — the government to offer the most profitable motorways to bankrupt concession holders — follow-up to questions
E-005354/2013 and E-010698/2013

In its reply of 25 July 2013 to Written Question E-005354/2013 the Commission stated that it would ‘immediately request
information and clarification from the Spanish authorities’. In its reply of 6 November 2013 to Written Question E-010698/2013, it
stated that it had ‘requested further information from the Spanish authorities. Should the measures constitute state aid the
Commission will take all necessary actions in line with state aid rules’.

The following new information is now available: the government is to offer the most profitable motorways to the bankrupt
concession holders. In the coming weeks the government is due to approve the establishment of what is already being called the ‘bad
bank for motorways’. The Ministry of Public Works and the concession holders (including firms such as Abertis, ACS, Ferrovial,
OHL, Sacyr, Acciona, Azvi, Isolux and Comsa) have been engaged in a tug of war for months in order to agree on a rescue package
for ten bankrupt radial motorways: 682 kilometres of dilapidated infrastructure, the licences for which are due to expire some time
between the distant 2040 and 2066. In exchange for returning the state concessions for these motorways, Mrs Pastor is offering the
concession holders a 20% stake in the new ‘bad bank’ for roads, which has been valued at EUR 608 million (*).

The Ministry of Public Works seems willing to increase from EUR 350 million to EUR 480 million the amount owed to the
concession holders due to the expropriation of the land on which the radial motorways were built, as against the EUR 1 200 million
the companies were demanding. In exchange, it is requiring them to refrain from taking legal action and to exonerate the state from
its liability as the final owner of the bankrupt motorways.

In the light of this fresh information, and of the information received from the Spanish authorities, can the Commission answer the
following questions:

—  Isitsatisfied with the explanations received? Could it forward these documents together with the relevant explanations?
—  Does the Commission not agree that this state aid (Article 107(1) TFEU) distorts competition by favouring certain companies?

— Inits view, is such government aid designed to reduce the government deficit?

Answer given by Mr Almunia on behalf of the Commission
(19 December 2013)

As noted in its reply of 6 November 2013 to Question E-010698/2013 from the Honourable Member, the Commission has
requested information and clarification from the Spanish authorities on the so-called ‘National Motorway Company’ and the
measures referred to in the press allegedly provided to a number of private toll road concession holders. The information has not yet
been received and once received it will require detailed assessment by the Commission.

The Commission cannot yet take a view on whether the measures referred to would constitute state aid in the sense of Article 107(1)
TFEU. Should the measures constitute state aid the Commission will take all necessary actions in line with state aid rules.

In the context of state aid procedures, it is not for the Commission to comment on the relationship between the measures and the
level of the Spanish deficit. The Commission confines its analysis to the existence of state aid and its compatibility with the internal
market.

() http://www.eldiario.es/economia/Sareb-autopistas-Fomento-Espana-quebradas-Abertis-ACS-Ferrovial-OHL-Sacyr-Acciona-Azvi-Isolux_o_Comsa-Ana_
Pastor_0_201580429.html
http:/[www.euroefe.efe.com/3790_economia-y-empleo/2106280_eurodiputado-critica-ante-la-ce-la-creacion-de-empresa-publica-de-autopistas.html
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Epdrtnon pe aitpa ypantic andvinong E-013593/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

Odpa: [Swtikonoroeig

H tpoa @aivetar va amotelel To «OXMHO» ylo KATOLEG KUPEPVIOEIS GOTE VA MPOWDOUV SLXPOVIKEG TOMITIKEG Yo IOLOTIKOTION)OEIG
NHKPATIKGOVY opyaviopdy. Aapfavovias wotdco undyn ot

—  Ze yopeg onov umipEav 1dwtikonooeis, mapamprdnke empapuvon v katavalotov (TX. Bpetavia omou mapatprdnkav pe
YN\OTePes TipEG yia nAekTpikr) evépyea kar AuotpaNa onou onpeiadnke avénon tupav katd 170%, évavt avénong 60% tou yevikoy
deikn pov katavehot) kau

—  TloM\éc xmpeg 0dnyolvtat ek véou ot enavakpatikonotroels (m.y. Bpetavia, Teppavia, Fakhia, dwAavdia, omou enavaktdrar o é\eyxog
o¢ Topeic mou elyav Wiwtikonomdel 0To MapeAdov ki aUTO AOY® TGV APVITIKGY KOLWVOVIKOOIKOVOLIKGY EMMTAOCEOY TOU UTTpXAY).
Suykekpipéva, ot Feppavia, mive ano ta pied Tomkd kEvVipa napoxns NAEKTPIKOU pEURATOG £(OUV enavakpatikonomdel, evd, péypt
0 2016, unoloyiletar ta 23 aUTOV TwV emyELpr|oewy va neploouv oto dnuoato. To idio wyver ot Bpetavia, FakMa, Iphavdia. H
Owhavdia ayopalel miow to 53% Tou edvikol dikTUou evépyetag AOy® Tou UPNAOU KOGTOUG Y1t TOUG TOALTES.

Epotatat Aownov n Enttpornt):

1. TIpog T 1 eppovr] TG TPOKAG VO OIWTIKOTIOWGEL TAPAUTA KAl EVIOG GUYKEKPLHEVOU XpOvOdLaypappaTtos Tpels kepdopopous
NHKpaTikous opyaviopols oty Kimpo;

2. Eiva oe 9¢on n Emtponr| va extipnioel Tic mpofAenopeves apviuikés 1 DETIKEG KOWOVIKOOIKOVOMIKEG EMUTOOEIS MO TETOLEG
i Tikono08LG;

3. Tlou ah\oU £50Uv EQAPHOCTEL TETOLOU ELOOUG IOLWTIKOMOWCELS A0 TV TPOLKA KAl TOLAL T)TAV Ta AMOTENECHATE;

Anavion tou k. Rehn €€ ovoparog e Emtponiic
(11 defpouvapiov 2014)

H Emtporr] mpel oudétepn otdon 6cov agopd Tov dnpodoto 1 wtikd Xapaktipa Tou 8l0KTNoLaKol KaDEoTATOS, OUHQGYVA HE TO
apdpo 345 g Zuvdkng yia ) Aertoupyia g Euponaikng Eveong (EAEE).

Tov Mdptio tou 2013 o1 kumplakés apxés emfefaiooav «tn GEOHEUOH TOUG VA EVIEIVOUV TIG TMPOOTIAVEIEG TOUG GTOUG TOMEIS Trg
dnpociovopkrc efuyiavong, tov dapdpwtikav petappudpiceny Kol Tov 1010TIKONOU|oEWY», ONWG mMPokUTTEL and T Sfhwor T
Eupwopadag kat to ptvipovio cupgeviag mou enakoholtdnoe:
http://www.consilium.europa.eufuedocs/cms_Data/docs/pressdata/en/ecofin/136487.pdf

To Uqmpa tov dwukonomoewy oty Kimpo efetaletar evdeheytotepa oty ékdeon mou akohoudel T deltepn enaveEétaon tou

npoypappatog npooappoync (). To {impa tev 1dlwtikonoimoewy oTig AANES XOPES TOU TPOYPAHHATOC DIYETAL 0TO AVTIGTOLYO TPOYPAIia.
H oyetikn tekpnpioon nepihapfavetat otig ekdeoels mou akoloudolv v enavetetaor).

() http://ec.europa.eufeconomy_finance/publications|occasional_paper/2013/pdffocp169_en.pdf, fA. &deto mhaioio 3.4, . 34.
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Question for written answer E-013593/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Privatisations

The Troika appears to be the ‘vehicle’ for certain governments to promote long-standing policies to privatise semi-public
organisations. Bearing in mind, however, that:

—  in countries which have seen privatisations, charges on consumers have increased (for example in Britain, where electricity
prices have risen, and in Australia, where there has been a 170% increase in prices, compared with a 60% increase in the retail
price index) and

—  numerous countries are again moving towards renationalisation (for example Britain, Germany, France and Finland, where
control has been regained in sectors previously privatised due to the negative socioeconomic impact). In Germany, over half
the local electricity supply centres have been renationalised and it is estimated that two-thirds of these undertakings will be
nationalised by 2016. The same applies in Britain, France and Ireland. Finland is buying back 53% of the national energy
network due to the high cost to citizens.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

1. Why s the Troika insisting nonetheless that three profitable semi-public organisations in Cyprus should be privatised within a
specific timeframe?

2. Is the Commission in a position to estimate the foreseeable negative or positive socioeconomic repercussions of such
privatisations?

3. Where else has the Troika applied this sort of privatisation and what was the outcome?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(11 February 2014)

The Commission has a neutral position on the public or private ownership, in accordance with Article 345 of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union (TFEU).

In March 2013, the Cypriot authorities reaffirmed ‘their commitment to step up efforts in the areas of fiscal consolidation, structural
reforms and privatisation’, as reflected in the Eurogroup statement and the memorandum of understanding has followed from this:
http://www.consilium.europa.eufuedocs/cms_Data/docs/pressdata/en/ecofin/136487.pdf

The issue of privatisation in Cyprus is discussed in more details in the report following the second review of the adjustment

programme (*). The subject of privatisation in other programme countries is addressed in the respective programme, documentation
including in the reports following the review.

() http:[Jec.europa.eufeconomy_finance/publications/occasional_paper/2013/pdffocp169_en.pdf, please see Box 3.4 p.34.
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Epdrtnon pe aitpa ypantic andvinong E-013594/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

Oépa: Ot petavaotevtikeg mohrtikes g EE napafialouy ta avdpomniva dikardpata

Ye npdogatn napépfaoct] Tou o Enitponog Avipenivev Akatopdtey tou Zupfouliou g Eupanng, Nihg Mouilvieks, otlitevet ta pétpa
mou eQappoloval yia Tov £EAeyXo TOV GUVOPWY KAl TV GVIHETOMLON Tou mpofAnpatog ¢ petavaotevong and v EE. Ozwpel ot
OTPEQOVTAL KaTA Twv avdpenivov Sikaepdtov, epocov ¢ auta oupmepihapfavovtal, avapeoa oe aA\a, anokeiopoi e106dou pe faon
EOVOTIKG KPITHPLa, KUPMOELG OTOUG HETAOpEIC mou dev ouvepyalovtal pe v AGTUVOpIC Kai KATAPYTON 0TIV TPAS TOV GUHQOVIGY
ENnavelsdoyNG, KATL TOU CUVIOTA e ESAIPETIKA EMKIVOUVY Kal MAPAVOLT TIPAKTIKT) 0TO MAGIGIO TG UTOSOXIG LETAVAOTAOV amd OTEPLAL Kat
Yakaooa.

O Enitponog onpeiavel akopn, ot ot cuvoplogUAakes ¢ EE, pe v mpaktikn napepnodiong twv petavactav and ) dadhacoa, Aertoupyolv
napavopa kat evavia ot Zuvdhkn [pootaciag twv Aviponivey Aikatopdtey.

Epotatat Aownov n Enttpornt):
1. Twg oxohidlet tic dnhaeoeis tou Emtponou Avipenivev Aikatopdtov tou Tk

2. Zemoiwo Padpd avranokpivoviar oty mpaypatikotta kot T Sopdetikés Spaoeis avahapfavovrar and v idi;

Anavrion e k. Malmstrom €€ ovopatog g Emrtpong
(20 defpouvapiov 2014)

H Emtpor) €xet avalafer avotnpr) Séopeuon va mpodyel Kat va TPOoTATEVEL To avDpOTIVE SIKAIGHATA OTOUG TOHELS TIG HETAVAOTEUONG Kat
Tou acUAou, ot omoiot mephapfavouy kat T diayeipion TV cLVOpLY Kal TV EMOTPOQT, oUpQeva pe TG diedveig oupPacei yia ta
avdpomnva dikapata.

'Ocov agopd Tt diayeiplon tev eEWTEPIKGY TOUG GUVOPLYV, T KPAT LEAT EXOUV TV UTIOXPEWMOT] Va EVEPYOUV KATA TPOTIO aVANOYIKO Kat
apepoMTo, pe oefaopd e avdpamvig aflonpenelag kar Tov Vepehodov dikatwpdtev, cupnepthapfavopévig e apyns e Hn
enavarnpowdnong. To 1310 1oyVEL TOGO yia TV EMLXELPTOLAKT] GUVEPYQOLA HETAEY KPaT®V LeEAGY 1 omoia cuvtoviCetar and ) Frontex 000 kat
Yl0 TI] OUVEpPYQOLa TOUG HE TOUG HETAPOPELS TPOKELHEVOU val dlac@alioTel 0 0efacpog Tov JepeModov SIKalOPATOV TeV aTOpGY Tou
npoonadoLy va elee\Jouv oty EE.

H Emitporn| napakohoudel ouvexag Ty opdn epappoyn e vopodesiag g EE, Aapfavovtag cofapa undyn kade katayyehia oxeTikd pe
pn Tpron tov JepeModov Sikatopdtey Kai e apyrs TG L Enavanpowinarg.

H npoctasia tov aviponivev dikaiepdtey tov petavaotay anotelel opilovtio {impa oto mhaioto ¢ eEwtepiknc nohrtikis g EE yia )
petavaotevor] («Suvohikn mpooéyyton e EE yia ) petavaotevon kat Ty KivijukOTTay). AUt anotunavetar 6 OAoUG Toug Slahoyoug kat
T GUVEPYOLQ HE TPITEG XMPES OTOV TOPER TIG UETAVACTEVONG KAL TG KIVITIKOTITAS, KAUMG KOl OTIC ETAIPIKEG OXEOEIG KIVITTIKOTITAG — TO
KUpto TAGIGIO i T ouvepyacia otov &v AOyw Topéa To omnoio mpofAémel e1dik Spdon yia TV MPOCTAGIA TWV HETAVAOTGY AnO TV
KAKOMETAYEIPLON Kl TIG TApAPLACEIS TRV avIpemivey dikalopdtey.

Ot oupgovies enavelodoyns e EE kadopilouv toug kavoves yia ) SleukdAUVeT TG UVEPYaOLag e TPITEG XMPES KT TOV ENAVATIATPIORO
atopev nou Sapévouy napavopa oty EE. Ot oupguvies autés mpofAénouv tov oefacpod Tov oXeTikGv aviponivoy SIKUORATOV Kal Tov
Kkavovev Siedvoug mpootasiag kad” OA T diapkela g dadikaoiag.
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Question for written answer E-013594/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: EU immigration policies in breach of human rights

In a recent intervention, Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights Nils Muiznieks condemned the measures applied by
the EU to control borders and address the problem of immigration. He considers that they violate human rights, because they
include, among other things, denial of entry based on ethnic criteria, sanctions on carriers which do not cooperate with the police
and abolition in practice of readmission agreements, which is an exceptionally dangerous and illegal practice within the framework
of the reception of immigrants from land and sea.

The Commission also notes that, by obstructing immigrants from sea, EU border guards are acting illegally and in breach of the
Convention for the Protection of Human Rights.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:
1. What are its comments on the statements by the Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights?

2. To what extent do they reflect the situation on the ground and what corrective action it is taking?

Answer given by Ms Malmstrom on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

The Commission is firmly committed to the promotion and protection of the human rights in the fields of migration and asylum,
including with regard to border management and return, in line with international human rights conventions.

In the management of their external borders, Member States have the obligation to act in a proportionate and non-discriminatory
manner, respecting human dignity and fundamental rights, including the principle of non-refoulement. The same applies to
operational cooperation between Member States coordinated by Frontex and to their cooperation with carriers, in order to guarantee
the respect of fundamental rights of people trying to enter the EU.

The Commission continuously monitors the correct application of EU legislation, taking any allegations of non-respect of
fundamental rights and the principle of non-refoulement very seriously.

The protection of the human rights of migrants is a cross-cutting issue in the EU’s external migration policy, the Global Approach to
Migration and Mobility. It is reflected in all dialogues and cooperation with third countries on migration and mobility, including in
the Mobility Partnerships, the main framework for cooperation in this field, which provide for specific action to protect migrants
from abuse and human rights violations.

EU readmission agreements set out the rules facilitating cooperation with third countries during the return of people who are
irregularly residing in the EU. These provide for the respect of the relevant human rights and international protection rules
throughout the process.
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Epdrtnon pe aitpa ypantic andvinong E-013595/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

Odpa: TupmepiopaTa EPEUVAG Yo CULHETOXT oTa ToArtioTikd dpdpeva g EE

TIpdogatn épeuva O O,TL aQOPaL Th) GUXVOTITA CURETOXT|G O ONEG TIG LLOPPEG TOMTIOTIKGOV SpacTnpLoTTey, anod Ty avayveor fifliov éwg
Kaw TNV eMLOKEYT] HOUCELWV, KATAOEIKVUEL TIOG 0TI POPEIES XMPES OUYKEVTPGVOVTAL OL UAOTEPES fadpohoyieg.

Emikegahig eivar 1) Zoundia pe 1dwaitepa uyn\o (43%) mocootd ouppetoxns Twv moMtev me. Akoloudel i Aavia (36%), ot Kate Xopes
(34%). Zmv aM\n axpn ™6 kMpakag, fpioketar  ENada (5%) pe moAv xapnha nocoota cuppetoxrs, n Hoptoyahia kat n Kumpog (6%), 1
Poupavia kar 1 Ouyyapia (7%). Tlocootd 34% tou mAnduopot g EE, dnhaver 0T mote, 1) oxedov moté, dev ouppeteiye oe moArtiotikeg
dpacmpromtes.

Epotatat ) Emtpon:
1. Tou katd t yvopn e ogeiletal auth 1) peyaln Siagopd avapesa otig Bopeies xwpeg oe aykpior pe tig Notieg yopes e EE;

2. Menow ¢unpakta pétpa emdidketar kAeiowo autrg g pahidag;

Anavrion e k. Baci\eiov €€ ovopatog e Emrtporng
(27 defpouvapiov 2014)

H Euponaikr Emrtponn, Jewpel 0T 1) ouppetoyr) oty noArtiotikn) Cor e EE eivar uyiome onpasiag kar cuppepiletar g aviouyies me
Kkupliag fouleutr) OXETIKA P TV anOKALOT] GULHETOXT]S.

Evtoutoig, auto anotehet katd kUpto Aoyo edvikr) euduvn tov kpatev pehov e EE, cbpgova pe to dpdpo 167 g TAEE.

To ydopa eivor TDavov, TOUNAXLOTOV €V HEPEL, VA AVTIKATOMTPILEL TV OIKOVORLLKT Kpion mou €yel enmnpedoet Tig xopes te Notag Eupamnng oe
peyalUtepo faduo and 6,1 e Bopeiag Eupamnng.

To véo mpoypappia «Anpoupyikr) Evponn» da Sivet, petall ah\ov, &pgacr) oty npocfact) 6Tov TOATIONO Kat GTIV TPOGENKUGT] KOWOU Kal
e Tov Tpomo auto propel va fondnoet ot kaAuyn g ev Aoyo Stagopas. Aivetal emiong Epgact ot TpOGHaot) oTo «IPOYpAPpa Epyaciag
tou Zupfouliov 2011-2014», cbpgova pe to omoio 1 Emrtponn) kat ta kpatr péAn cuvepyaloval yia TG TOMTIKEG: «0 TOAITIONOG HE
eukohia Tpoofaons kat Xwpis amoKAEIGHOUG», CUYKATAAEYETAL HETAED Twv potepatoTiTey yia T Sadikasia autr).

210 TAIGI0 aUTO, pia Opada epyaociag £Xel ENKEVTPLUEL «OTOV TOAITIONO e EUKOAN TPOOfact] Kai XwpIC anokAELOHOUG, 0TV TOALTIOTIKY)
noAupopgia kai Tov dtamoArtiopkd Sihoyo». H opdda autr) xel Nertoupyroel o€ GUVEPYELX I TIG TAATQPOPLIES TNG KOIVGVIAS TGV TIOMTAV,
«atpoofaon otov mohrtiopd kat | Swanohrtiopkr) Eupdmnny, ot onoieg eketalouv depata mou agopolv v mpdofact otov mohitiopo. H
¢xdeon toug eivar Stadéorpn oo Awadiktuo ().

()  http:[/ec.europa.eu/culture/our-policy-development/documents/20121 2access-to-culture-ome-report.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013595/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Results of a survey on participation in cultural life in the EU

According to a recent survey into the frequency of participation in all forms of cultural activities, from book-reading to museum
visits, northern countries score the highest.

Sweden ranks first, with the highest rate of participation by citizens (43%). It is followed by Denmark (36%) and the Netherlands
(34%). At the other end of the scale are Greece, with a very low rate of participation (5%), Portugal and Cyprus (6%) and Romania and
Hungary (7%). 34% of the population of the EU reported that they have never, or almost never, participated in a cultural activity.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

1. What, in its opinion, is the cause of this wide gap between northern countries and southern countries in the EU?

2. What practical measures does it intend to use to try and close this gap?

Answer given by Ms Vassiliou on behalf of the Commission
(27 February 2014)

The European Commission regards participation in cultural life in the EU as being of the highest importance and shares the
Honourable Member’s concern about the diveregence in participation.

This is, however, primarily a national responsibility of EU Member States, in accordance with Article 167 of the TFEU.

The gap is likely at least in part to reflect the economic crisis, which has affected countries in southern Europe more severely than in
northern Europe.

The new Creative Europe programme will, inter alia, focus on access to culture and audience development, and in this way it may
help to close the aforementioned gap. Access is also emphasised in the Council Work plan 2011-2014 under which the Commission
and Member States exchange about policies: ‘accessible and inclusive culture’ is listed among the priorities for this process.

Within this framework, a working group has focused on ‘accessible and inclusive culture, cultural diversity and intercultural

dialogue’. It has been acting in synergy with the civil society platforms Acces to Culture and Intercultural Europe, which reflect on
issues related to access to culture. Their report can be found online. (')

()  http:[/ec.europa.eu/culture/our-policy-development/documents/20121 2access-to-culture-ome-report.pdf
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Epdrtnon pe aitpa ypantic andvinong E-013596/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

O¢pa: Metavaoteutikr [ohrtikr) Kapepov

Xe dpaotikég mepikoneg ota emdopata npovolas Xhadwy petavaotav oty Bpetavia, aN\a kat oe mepartépe pétpa okApuveng e avtt-
HETOVAGTEVTIKIG MONITIKNG (aivetal va gival £T01Ho¢ va mpoywprioel o Bpetavog mpedunoupyog Ntéfvt Kapepov. Ze apdpo tou mou
dnpooievmke otoug Financial Times, eEéppaoce fadia avnouyia yia éva mdavo peyaho kupa petavaotevong dekadwy xtiddov atopov and
T Boulyapia kar ™ Poupavia. Xapaxtripioe «uvrpeiddec o@alpar v andgaon g mPOyoUHEVS KUBEPVIIONG TOV «EPYATIKGY» Va
enTpépouy avepnodiota my eloodo petavaotav anod v Hohovia kar tig aAkeg ydpeg mou prrjkay oty EE to 2004.

Tpoywpavtag o k. Kapepov apgiofrimoe pa and g facikés diatateis e Zuvdikng tov Maaotpiyt mou agopa v ekevdepn diakivion
petall tov Xopav e EE, Méyovtag 6T autd o dikaiopa «dev da mpéner va oxver Xwpig mpounovéoeicy. Suveyiloviag avégepe ot 1)
Bpetavikn kufepviion mou da mpokUel and TiG endpeves eKAOYEG, Do MPEMEL VA AOKIOEL MEGELG MOTE V. MEPLOPLOTEL dPaTTIKA 0 aptIpog TV
EI0EPYOHEVLY ETAVACTAY amd VUV kat piehhovtikes xopes g EE.

Epotatat n) Emtpon:

'Otav moMtikd mpocwena s epféhelac Tou k. Kapepov ekppalouy TETOlES EUPOOKENTIKIOTIKEG AMOYELS, TOU AVTLOTPATEUOVTOL OUGLAOTIKA TO
Vepehodes dkaiopa e «eheldepng diakivione, eykatdotacns kat epyactagy eupenainy TOMTGV 6" OAOKANPY TNV EUPONAIKY EMKPATELT,
Kkat paiota Aiyoug povo prves mptv and Tt enepyopeves Eupwekhoyés tou 2014,  pétpa hapfavovrar and v Enttponi) dorte:

1. Ag@evog va pny enektadel o eupokenTIKIGROG ot Meyahn Bpetavia,

2. Agetgpou va pny akoAoudnoouv aAuctdwTd TapopoIes CURTEPIPOPES Kat amd AANEG EUPWOKENTIKIOTIKEG OPAES 1) KuPepvrioeis Kal oe
o kplrn péln;

Anavtnon g k. Reding €€ ovopatog e Enrtporg
(25 defpouvapiov 2014)

H e\etdepn kukhogopia eivar to anoppéov anod t Zuvdnkn g EE dikaiopa, oto onoio ot moAiteg anodidouv Tt peyalvtepn afia kat to
omnoio Jewpolv &G TO TALOV GIHAVTLKO EMITEVYHA TG EUPLTIOIKNG evomoinang. Eivat n oucia g eupenaikng wayevelag.

Ta kpatn pen kar 1 EE €xouv v kown euvdivr va eappolouv toug kavoveg eAeldepng KUKAOQOPIAG TPOG OPENOG TV MONLTGV, TNG
avamTugng Kal TG anacyoAone.

Anotehel kowr) euduvr Tev kpatev pekov kat Ty deopkov opyavey e EE va unootrnpilouv to dikaiopa e\eldepns kukhogopiac, petaby
MoV, avtitacoopeva o kowvés avtiNyelg mou dev facilovial o€ yeyovaTa 1] OTIY OIKOVOMIKT] TPAYHATIKOTITA.

Tug 25 Nogpfpiou 2013, n Emitponn) e€&dwoe avakoivwon (') ot onoia mpoTeivovtar Mévie GUYKEKPIPEVES SPAOEIS yia TV evioyuor] Tou
dikarvpatog e ehetdepng kukhogopiag, kadwg kat yia T oTPIEN TV KPATOVY HENGY TNV aVTIIETOMION TUXOV SUOKOA®V KATAOTAGEDY.

() COM(2013)837 tehkiko.
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Question for written answer E-013596/13
to the Commission
Antigoni Papadopoulou (S&D)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Cameron’s immigration policy

British prime minister David Cameron appears to be ready to make drastic cuts to the welfare benefits of thousands of immigrants in
Britain and to adopt further measures to tighten up anti-immigration policy. In an article published in the Financial Times, he
expressed deep concern about the possibility of a large wave of tens of thousands of immigrants from Bulgaria and Romania. He
called the decision by the previous Labour government to allow unimpeded entry to immigrants from Poland and other countries
which joined the EU in 2004 a ‘monumental mistake’.

Mr Cameron went on to contest one of the basic provisions of the Maastricht Treaty on freedom of movement between EU Member
States, saying that this should not be an unqualified right. He continued by saying that the British Government returned at the next
election should exert pressure to drastically limit the number of incoming immigrants from current and future EU Member States.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:

With politicians in Mr Cameron’s circle expressing such eurosceptic views, which basically conflict with the fundamental right of free
movement, establishment and work of European citizens throughout EU territory, just a few months before the forthcoming
European elections in 2014, what measures is the Commission taking to prevent:

1.  Firstly, euroscepticism from spreading in Great Britain.

2. Secondly, a similar, knock-on approach being taken by other eurosceptic groups or governments in other Member States?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(25 February 2014)

Free movement is the EU Treaty right which citizens value the most and see as the most important achievement of EU integration. It
goes to the heart of Union citizenship.

Member States and the EU share the responsibility to make the free movement rules work to the benefit of citizens, growth and
employment.

It is the joint responsibility of Member States and the EU institutions to uphold the right to free movement, including by countering
public perceptions that are not based on facts or economic realities.

The Commission adopted a communication (*) on 25 November 2013 that puts forward five concrete actions to strengthen the right
to free movement while helping Member States to deal with challenging situations if they arise.

() COM(2013) 837 final.
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Question for written answer E-013598/13
to the Commission
Charles Tannock (ECR)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Yasuni National Park, Ecuador

The Yasuni National Park, Ecuador, was declared a Unesco biosphere reserve in 1989. This rainforest is reputed to be one of the five
most important in the world in terms of its level of species diversity. The Smithsonian Institute has studied the area for nearly
10 years, producing detailed evidence and research to support this case.

Aside from its abundance of flora and fauna, the Yasuni National Park is also the site of an estimated 800 million barrels of oil —
approximately 20% of Ecuador’s total reserves. Despite the huge economic potential of the site, in 2007 the Government of Ecuador
made a proposal to refrain from exploiting the oil reserves, in exchange for 50% of their value from the international community —
an estimated USD 3.6 billion.

In August 2013, however, President Correa announced that the initiative was to be scrapped, citing a lack of pledges to make the
scheme economically viable. The Ecuadorian Parliament then passed a motion in October 2013 allowing for oil extraction to take
place in 0.1% of the park, and reports suggest that exploratory drilling has subsequently occurred.

1. Hasthe Commission taken note of this development? What does it think about the decision to terminate the initiative?

2. Has the EU had previous discussions with the Ecuadorian Government regarding the now defunct Yasuni-ITT initiative?

3. Would the Commission consider working with the Ecuadorian Government to realise the aims of the initiative?

4. Will the Commission make a public statement regarding its view of the decision to terminate the initiative and of the
subsequent drilling that has occurred?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(19 February 2014)

The Commission has already explained its views on the Yasuni-ITT initiative in its reply to Written Question E-001863/2012. The
Commission is aware of the Ecuadorian authorities’ announcement to step back from the Yasuni-ITT initiative and considers that it is
Ecuador’s sovereign right to do so.

Bilateral discussions on the Yasuni-ITT initiative took place in June 2013 during the high level EU-Ecuador Bilateral Consultation
Mechanism meeting. The Commission is ready to continue working with the Ecuadorian Government, in the framework of the EU’s

external cooperation in support of environmental protection and the sustainable management of natural resources.

The Commission is not planning to release a public statement on this issue at present.
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Question avec demande de réponse écrite E-013599/13
ala Commission
Gaston Franco (PPE)
(2 décembre 2013)

Objet: Projets-clés dans le domaine des infrastructures énergétiques

Le 14 octobre 2013, la Commission européenne a adopté une liste de 248 projets-clés dans le domaine des infrastructures
énergétiques. Ces projets d'intérét commun (PIC) bénéficieront de procédures accélérées et plus efficaces pour I'octroi de licences, de
meilleures conditions de régulation, et d'un soutien financier grace au mécanisme pour 'interconnexion en Europe.

1. Alors que sont actuellement discutés la version définitive du plan solaire méditerranéen et le projet de déclaration ministérielle
pour la premiere rencontre ministérielle de 'Union pour la Méditerranée le 11 décembre 2013 a Bruxelles, pour quelles raisons les
interconnexions énergétiques entre 'Union européenne et les pays méditerranéens du sud et de l'est n’ont-elles pas été inscrites sur la
liste des 248 projets d'intérét commun?

2. Afin de renforcer la coopération énergétique en Méditerranée, ces interconnexions figureront-elles sur la liste lors de la révision
prévue en 2015?

Réponse donnée par M. Oettinger au nom de la Commission
(29 janvier 2014)

Des projets d'intérét commun (PIC) ont été sélectionnés en fonction de leur respect des critéres généraux et spécifiques énoncés a
l'article 4 du réglement (UE) n° 347/2013. Selon ces criteres, les projets doivent avoir une incidence transfrontaliere sur au moins
deux Etats membres et contribuer aux trois objectifs fixés en matiére de politique énergétique, notamment en ce qui concerne
l'intégration du marché, la sécurité dapprovisionnement et la durabilité. En outre, 'annexe III, point 2.1, du réglement (UE)
n° 3472013 exige qu'un projet, susceptible d'étre sélectionné en tant que projet d'intérét commun, soit proposé par un promoteur a
des fins d’évaluation.

Dans le cas d'interconnexions entre 'UE et les pays du Sud et de IEst de la Méditerranée, seul un nombre limité de projets a été
présenté. Ces projets n'ont pas pu satisfaire aux critéres mentionnés ci-dessus, en raison du fait qu'ils n’avaient pas atteint un stade
d’avancement suffisant.

Toutefois, des projets peuvent étre & nouveau soumis pour le prochain exercice d'identification des PIC et pourront donc faire partie
de la prochaine liste des PIC. Comme indiqué dans la communication COM(2013)711 «Vision a long terme pour les infrastructures
en Europe et au-dela», des autoroutes de I'électricité acheminant de I'électricité a l'intérieur et de 'extérieur de 'Europe deviendront de
plus en plus nombreuses au fil du temps. Elles devraient notamment inclure des liaisons transfrontaliéres au-dela de 'Union, en
reliant, entre autres, les pays d’Afrique du Nord et les pays de I'Est de la Méditerranée avec 'Union.
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Question for written answer E-013599/13
to the Commission
Gaston Franco (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Key energy infrastructure projects

On 14 October 2013 the Commission adopted a list of 248 key energy infrastructure projects. These ‘projects of common interest’
(PCI) will benefit from faster and more efficient permit granting procedures, improved regulatory treatment and financial support
from the Connecting Europe Facility.

1.  Given that a debate is currently underway on the final version of the Mediterranean Solar Plan and the draft Ministerial
Declaration to be adopted at the Union for the Mediterranean’s first Ministerial Meeting on Energy in Brussels on 11 December 2013,
why were energy interconnections between the European Union and the Southern and Eastern Mediterranean countries not included
on the list of 248 projects of common interest?

2. In order to strengthen energy cooperation in the Mediterranean, will these interconnections be included on the list when it is
updated as planned in 2015?

Answer given by Mr Oettinger on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

Projects of common interest have been selected according to their fulfilment of general and specific criteria set out in Article 4 of
Regulation (EU) No 347/2009. According to these, projects have to have a cross-border impact on at least two Member States, and
contribute to the three energy policy objectives, notably market integration, security of supply and sustainability. Furthermore,
Annex IIl point 2.1 of Regulation (EU) No 347/2009 requires that a potential project of common interest be submitted by a project
promoter for evaluation.

In the case of the interconnections between the EU and Southern and Eastern Mediterranean countries, only a limited number of
projects has been submitted. These projects could not demonstrate the fulfilment of the criteria mentioned above, including due to
the fact that the projects were not yet sufficiently mature.

However, projects may again be submitted for the next PCl identification exercise and may hence be part of the second PCI list. As set
out in the communication COM(2013) 711 ‘Long term infrastructure vision for Europe and beyond’, electricity highways to
transport power within and from outside of Europe will become more important over time. These include links beyond the Union
border, connecting inter alia the North African and Eastern Mediterranean countries with the Union.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013600/13
alla Commissione
Lorenzo Fontana (EFD)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Immissione sul mercato di prodotti cinesi pericolosi per la salute

Negli ultimi mesi, in Italia sono stati sequestrati ingenti quantitativi di prodotti pericolosi e molto tossici per la salute provenienti dal
mercato cinese.

Si sono verificati due sequestri a Monza (uno a maggio, uno in novembre) e un altro la scorsa settimana, a Cagliari. Le dinamiche dei
due casi presentano similarita: si tratterebbe di commercianti cinesi che avrebbero immesso sul mercato prodotti <Made in China»
non conformi alla disciplina del codice del consumo.

Un ultimo sequestro risalirebbe a due giorni fa, in questo caso sono stati sequestrati 140mila pastelli destinati a bambini, i quali
sarebbero tossici e potenzialmente pericolosi per la salute.

Tenuto conto del fatto che un rilevante quantitativo di merce sarebbe stato privo di etichettatura, quindi fuori legge secondo il codice
che tutela i consumatori dell'UE, che a Cagliari sarebbero stati trovati 830 mila prodotti che secondo le analisi di laboratorio
sarebbero altamente nocivi per la salute e che nell'ultima operazione della Guardia di finanza, i sequestri sarebbero avvenuti in pit di
800 negozi di tutto il paese:

£ la Commissione al corrente dei suddetti fatti?

Per la protezione dei consumatori comunitari, ha intenzione di intervenire intensificando i controlli, al fine di evitare che questi
prodotti entrino nel territorio dell'UE?

Risposta di Neven Mimica a nome della Commissione
(12 febbraio 2014)

La Commissione ¢ a conoscenza del sequestro di pastelli colorati contenenti ftalati avvenuto in Italia. Le autorita italiane hanno
inviato alla Commissione e agli altri Stati membri una notifica per il tramite del sistema RAPEX che agevola lo scambio rapido di
informazioni tra gli Stati membri e la Commissione sulle misure adottate per prevenire o limitare la commercializzazione o l'uso di
prodotti che presentino un rischio per la salute e la sicurezza dei consumatori. La notifica conteneva informazioni sul rischio, sulle
misure adottate e particolari utili per identificare e tracciare il prodotto, come ad esempio fotografie e l'indicazione dei canali di
distribuzione.

In seguito all'entrata in vigore del regolamento (CE) n. 765/2008 in materia di accreditamento e vigilanza del mercato (') sono stati
potenziati i controlli delle autorita doganali sui prodotti che arrivano sul mercato dell'UE. La proposta della Commissione in materia
di vigilanza del mercato dei prodotti (*), che & attualmente in corso di discussione innanzi al Parlamento europeo e al Consiglio,
intende migliorare ulteriormente il coordinamento dei controlli della sicurezza dei prodotti, soprattutto alle frontiere esterne dell'UE.

La Commissione opera a stretto contatto con le autorita cinesi per migliorare ulteriormente il controllo efficace dei prodotti non
sicuri provenienti dalla Cina. Nellambito del cosiddetto sistema RAPEX-China le autorita cinesi ricevono informazioni dalla
Commissione sui prodotti cinesi non sicuri che sono stati oggetto di notifica e forniscono quindi un feedback sulle azioni correttive
adottate in Cina. E stato inoltre avviato di recente un progetto congiunto di enforcement nel campo della sicurezza dei prodotti con il
quale le autorita europee e cinesi intendono rafforzare la loro cooperazione e assicurare un controllo lungo l'intera filiera delle
forniture, dal fabbricante al consumatore (3).

() GUL 218 del 13.8.2008, pag. 30.
()  COM(2013) 75 final.
() http://www.prosafe.org|/default.asp?itemid=178.
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Question for written answer E-013600/13
to the Commission
Lorenzo Fontana (EFD)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Marketing of Chinese products that are hazardous to health

Over the last few months, huge quantities of products that are hazardous to health and highly toxic, originating from the Chinese
market, have been seized in Italy.

Two seizures took place in Monza (one in May and one in November) and another last week in Cagliari. The dynamics of the two
cases are similar: Chinese retailers selling ‘Made in China’ products which do not comply with the provisions of the Italian Consumer
Code.

The latest seizure took place two days ago: this time 140 000 children’s crayons, which were toxic and potentially hazardous to
health, were seized.

A considerable quantity of goods were unlabelled and therefore illegal, according to the code which protects consumers within
the EU. In Cagliari, 830 000 products were found, which, according to the results of laboratory tests, are extremely harmful to
health, and the latest seizures conducted by the Italian Financial Police involved over 800 shops across the entire country.

Is the Commission aware of these facts?

As regards protecting EU consumers, does it intend to take action by tightening checks, in order to prevent such products from
getting into the EU?

Answer given by Mr Mimica on behalf of the Commission
(12 February 2014)

The Commission is aware of the seizures of colour pencils containing phthalates in Italy. The Italian authorities have notified the
Commission and other Member States via the RAPEX system that facilitates the rapid exchange of information between Member
States and the Commission on measures taken to prevent or restrict the marketing or use of products posing a risk to the health and
safety of consumers. This contained information about the risk, measures taken and details to help identify and trace the product,
such as photographs and distribution channels.

Following the entry into force of Regulation (EC) No 765/2008 on accreditation and market surveillance ('), the control of products
entering the EU market by the Member States’ customs authorities has been stepped up. The Commission proposal on market
surveillance of products (*), which is currently being discussed by the European Parliament and the Council, aims at further
enhancing coordination of product safety checks, especially at the EU external borders.

The Commission is working closely with Chinese authorities to further improve the effective control of unsafe products originating
from China. Within the so-called RAPEX-China system, Chinese authorities receive information from the Commission on notified
unsafe Chinese products and report back on corrective actions taken in China. In addition, a joint product safety enforcement project
has been launched recently under which European and Chinese authorities aim at reinforcing their cooperation and control
throughout the entire supply chain from the manufacturer to the consumer (*).

() OJL218,13.8.2008, p. 30.
®  COM(2013) 75.
() http://www.prosafe.org|default.asp?itemid=178
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013602/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Risarcimento per sostenere i cittadini europei coinvolti in atti terroristici e i famigliari delle vittime del terrorismo

Sebbene il governo italiano si sia impegnato pit volte a risolvere il problema del risarcimento per i famigliari delle vittime di stragi
terroristiche, nella finanziaria appena approvata dal Senato cosi non ¢ stato. L’Associazione dei famigliari delle vittime del terrorismo
ha protestato per il mancato inserimento nella legge di Stabilita dei risarcimenti per quanti sono rimasti coinvolti in attentati o per i
loro famigliari.

Preso atto che '11 marzo 2004 il Parlamento europeo ha approvato la risoluzione (P5_TA(2004)0179) sui progressi compiuti nel
2003 in ordine alla creazione di uno spazio di liberta, sicurezza e giustizia (SLSG) (articoli 2 e 39 del trattato UE) in cui il punto 6
stabilisce: «esprime sostegno e solidarieta alle vittime del terrorismo e alle loro famiglie nonché alle organizzazioni e collettivita che le
sostengono; considerato che nella risposta all'interrogazione E-001516/2010 la Commissione ha affermato di aver «dimostrato il
suo pieno sostegno alle vittime del terrorismo attraverso azioni diverse»;

La Commissione:
1. E a conoscenza della situazione italiana?

2. Quali azioni attivera in concomitanza del prossimo periodo di programmazione 2014-2020 per sostenere coloro che sono
stati coinvolti in atti terroristici e i famigliari delle vittime del terrorismo?

Risposta di Viviane Reding a nome della Commissione
(10 febbraio 2014)

1l risarcimento, da parte dello Stato, delle vittime di atti terroristici rientra nel campo d'applicazione della direttiva 2004/80/CE
relativa all'indennizzo delle vittime di reato. Ai sensi dell'articolo 12 di tale direttiva tutti gli Stati membri sono tenuti a provvedere a
che le loro normative nazionali prevedano l'esistenza di un sistema di indennizzo delle vittime di reati intenzionali violenti, compresi
gli atti terroristici, commessi nei rispettivi territori. Tale sistema deve garantire un indennizzo equo ed adeguato delle vittime.
L'indennizzo deve essere previsto in situazioni sia nazionali che transfrontaliere, indipendentemente dal paese in cui la vittima risiede
e dallo Stato membro in cui il reato ¢ stato commesso. La definizione dell'indennizzo ¢ a discrezione degli Stati membri, a condizione
che sia equa ed adeguata.

La Commissione ¢ a conoscenza di alcuni problemi emersi in Italia in relazione al risarcimento delle vittime di reati, e ha avviato nei
confronti dell'talia una procedura d’infrazione per non corretto recepimento dell’articolo 12 della direttiva. Nell'ottobre del 2013 ha
trasmesso all'ltalia un parere motivato sulla questione.
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Question for written answer E-013602/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Compensation to support European citizens caught up in terrorist attacks and the relatives of the victims of terrorism

Although the Italian Government has pledged several times to resolve the issue of compensation for the relatives of victims of
terrorist attacks, no such provision was made in the budget recently approved by the Senate. The Association of the Relatives of
Victims of Terrorism protested against the lack of any provision for compensation for those caught up in terrorist attacks or their
relatives in the Italian Stability Law.

On 11 March 2004, Parliament approved a resolution (P5_TA(2004)0179) on the progress made in 2003 in creating an area of
freedom, security and justice (AFS]) (Articles 2 and 39 of the EU Treaty), in point 6 of which it ‘declares its support for and solidarity
with the victims of terrorism and their families, as well as with the organisations and communities caring for them’. In its answer to
Question E-001516/2010, the Commission claimed to have ‘demonstrated its full support for the victims of terrorism through
different actions’.

1. Isthe Commission aware of the situation in Italy?

2. Which measures it will implement in the next programming period 2014-2020 to support those who have been caught up in
terrorist attacks and the relatives of the victims of terrorism?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(10 February 2014)

Compensation by the state to victims of terrorist attacks is covered by Directive 2004/80/EC relating to compensation to crime
victims. Article 12 of this directive obliges all Member States to ensure that their national rules provide for the existence of a scheme
on compensation to victims of violent intentional crimes, including terrorist attacks, committed in their respective territories. This
scheme should guarantee fair and appropriate compensation to victims. Compensation should be available in national as well as
cross-border situations, regardless of the country of residence of the victim and regardless of the Member State in which the crime
was committed. The definition of compensation is left to the Member States’ discretion, provided that it is fair and appropriate.

The Commission is aware of certain problems as regards compensation to victims of crime in Italy. The Commission launched an
infringement procedure against Italy as regards incorrect transposition of Article 12 of the directive. In October 2013 the
Commission sent a reasoned opinion to Italy on this question.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013603/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Attacchi di gruppi armati di jihadisti stranieri a nord di Damasco

I villaggi cristiani a nord di Damasco, nel massiccio del Qalamoun, sono nel mirino di gruppi armati di jihadisti stranieri che li stanno
rastrellando. L’Agenzia Fides racconta che la Chiesa di San Michele a Qara ¢ stata devastata e bruciata. Il sacerdote della chiesa spiega
che i jihadisti armati applicano sempre un medesimo schema di attacco: prendono di mira un villaggio, lo invadono, uccidono,
bruciano devastano. Per i civili cristiani la vita ¢ sempre piu difficile.

Intanto a Qara la situazione ¢ drammatica. Dopo giorni di combattimenti case e strade sono state minate con esplosivi. La Chiesa
greco-cattolica di San Michele ¢ stata devastata e bruciata. Altre chiese cattoliche ortodosse a Der Athie hanno subito la stessa sorte,

come alcune moschee: € un monito ai musulmani moderati.

La Commissione:

1. eaconoscenza di questi fatti?
2. Come intende aiutare le popolazioni vittime di queste violenze?
3. Come intende intervenire per fermare le ondate di cristianofobia a Damasco?

Risposta dell’Alta Rappresentante/Vicepresidente Catherine Ashton a nome della Commissione
(20 febbraio 2014)

L'UE ¢ perfettamente consapevole di quanto avviene nella zona di Qalamoun e della situazione particolarmente drammatica dei
cristiani che vivono in questa parte della Siria.

1l Consiglio Affari esteri ha riservato particolare attenzione alla situazione dei cristiani in Siria e nelle sue recenti conclusioni del
20 gennaio 2014 ha espresso preoccupazione per la drammatica situazione di tutti i gruppi vulnerabili e delle minoranze etniche e
religiose, compresi i cristiani.
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Question for written answer E-013603/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Attacks by foreign armed Jihadist groups north of Damascus

Foreign armed Jihadist groups are targeting Christian villages north of Damascus, in the Qalamoun mountains, and ransacking them.
According to the Fides news agency, the church of Saint Michael in Qara has been burned down and destroyed. According to the
church’s priest, the armed Jihadists always follow the same plan of attack: they target a village, invade it, kill the villagers, burn it
down and cause total devastation. Life is increasingly hard for Christian civilians.

Meanwhile, the situation in Qara is very serious. After days of fighting, houses and roads have been mined with explosives. The Greek
Catholic church of Saint Michael has been burned down and destroyed. Other orthodox Catholic churches in Deir Atieh have
suffered the same fate, as have a number of mosques, as a warning to moderate Muslims.

1. Isthe Commission aware of this situation?

2. How will it help the victims of this violence?

3. How will it put a stop to the surge of Christianophobia in Damascus?

Answer given by High-Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

The EU is well aware of the situation in the Qalamoun area and the particular plight of the Christians there.
The Foreign Affairs Council took particular note of the situation of Christians in Syria and in its recent conclusions from

20 January 2014 expressed its concern about the plight of all vulnerable groups, and ethnic and religious minorities, including
Christians.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013604/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Caso Hoppe: licenziamenti e delocalizzazione nella Repubblica ceca

Lo scorso lunedi la Hoppe, azienda tedesca che produce maniglie per porte e finestre, presente nel territorio di San Martino in
Passiria, da circa quarant’anni, ha annunciato che chiudera i battenti lasciando senza lavoro 158 dipendenti e mettendo in difficolta
gran parte delle famiglie del Val Passiria. 60 persone che si occupavano del settore amministrativo saranno forse impiegate in una

sede provvisoria di Merano, mentre tutti gli altri dipendenti resteranno a casa.

Nella nota trasmessa ai dipendenti, I'azienda motiva la chiusura parlando della pesante crisi che ha coinvolto il mondo dell’edilizia e
precisa che per contenere i costi la produzione sara delocalizzata a Chomutov nella Repubblica ceca.

Puo la Commissione riferire se:

1. eal corrente dei fatti sopra esposti;
2. intende attivare il Fondo europeo di adeguamento alla globalizzazione (FEG) a sostegno di questi lavoratori;
3. eaconoscenza di finanziamenti comunitari, diretti o indiretti, erogati a favore di questa multinazionale;

4. considerato che sempre pili spesso si verificano casi di delocalizzazione allinterno del mercato unico, ritiene doveroso
intervenire e, se si, come intende arginare il fenomeno?

Risposta di Liszl6 Andor a nome della Commissione
(7 febbraio 2014)

1. La Commissione non ¢ informata dei fatti menzionati dall'onorevole deputata.

2. Tlavoratori colpiti possono beneficiare delle attivita cofinanziate dal Fondo sociale europeo e, se sono soddisfatte le pertinenti
condizioni, del Fondo europeo di adeguamento alla globalizzazione (FEG). Spetta agli Stati membri decidere se richiedere un
sostegno del FEG. E possibile ottenere ulteriori informazioni rivolgendosi alla persona di contatto del FEG per I'Ttalia ().

3. Sulla base delle informazioni di cui dispone la Commissione la societa Hoppe non ha ricevuto nessun finanziamento diretto dei
Fondi strutturali europei in Italia o nella Repubblica ceca. Le informazioni relative ai finanziamenti diretti e indiretti sono reperibili
sul sito web della Commissione europea (3).

4. La Commissione non ha potere per interferire nelle decisioni specifiche delle imprese in merito alla gestione delle loro risorse
umane. La Commissione ¢ perd fortemente impegnata ad assicurare che I'Europa sia il luogo piti attraente al mondo per operarvi
investimenti e installarvi strutture produttive. Tale sollecitudine ¢ al centro della strategia Europa 2020 e delle iniziative faro in tema
di Unione dell'innovazione e di politica industriale. La Commissione ha inoltre adottato nel dicembre 2013 una comunicazione
relativa a un Quadro dellUE per la qualita in caso di ristrutturazioni, dedicato all'anticipazione dei cambiamenti e delle
ristrutturazioni, che presenta le buone pratiche esistenti in tale ambito.

() http://ec.europa.eufsocial/main.jsp?catld=581&langld=it.
()  http:[Jec.europa.eu/budget/fts/index_en.htm
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Question for written answer E-013604/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Hoppe case: redundancies and relocation to the Czech Republic

Last Monday, Hoppe, the German door and window handle manufacturer, which has been operating in St. Martin in Passeier for
around 40 years, announced that it was to close, leaving 158 employees out of work and putting many families in the Passeier Valley
in a difficult situation. Sixty administrative staff might be given jobs at a temporary site in Merano, while the remaining employees
will be out of a job.

In the memo sent to employees, the company justifies the closure by referring to the serious crisis affecting the construction industry
and states that production will be relocated to Chomutov in the Czech Republic to contain costs.

1. Isthe Commission aware of the facts outlined above?
2. Will it mobilise the European Globalisation Adjustment Fund (EGF) to support these workers?
3. Is the Commission aware of direct or indirect EU funding which has been granted to this multinational?

4. Given that cases of relocation within the single internal market happen all too often, does the Commission think it should take
action and, if so, how will it put a stop to such relocations?

Answer given by Mr Andor on behalf of the Commission
(7 February 2014)

1. The Commission has not been made aware of the facts reported by the Honourable Member.

2. The workers concerned may benefit from the activities co-financed by the European Social Fund and, if the necessary
conditions are met, from the European Globalisation Adjustment Fund (EGF). It is the decision of the Member State to apply for EGF
support. Further information may be provided by the EGF Contact Person for Italy ().

3. According to the information available to the Commission, the company Hoppe has not received any direct funding from the
European Structural Funds in Italy or in the Czech Republic. Information regarding direct and indirect funding can be found on the
website of the European Commission (?).

4. The Commission has no powers to interfere in any specific company decisions concerning the management of their human
resources. However, it is strongly committed to ensure that Europe is the most attractive location globally for investments and for
manufacturing production. This is at the core of the Europe 2020 strategy and the flagship initiatives on Innovation Union and on
Industrial Policy. Moreover, the Commission has adopted in December 2013 a communication on an EU Quality Framework on
Restructuring for Anticipation of Change and Restructuring presenting best practices in this field.

() http://ec.europa.eufsocial/main.jsp?catld=581&langld=en
()  http:[Jec.europa.eu/budget/fts/index_en.htm
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013605/13
alla Commissione
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Proposta della Commissione europea sui criteri di end-of-waste (EOW): perplessita della filiera della carta italiana

Pur condividendo il concetto di end-of-waste (EOW) (cessazione della qualifica di rifiuto) e sostenendo le pratiche favorevoli a un uso
piu efficiente delle risorse, in Italia Iintera filiera della carta, della grafica, della cartotecnica e della trasformazione ¢ molto
preoccupata della proposta della Commissione europea sui criteri di end of waste (EOW) per la carta. Secondi i rappresentanti italiani
della categoria, disciplinando solo il «prodotto EOW» la Commissione perderebbe di vista la ragione per cui lo stesso ¢ stato
concepito: fungere da strumento per migliorare la qualita della raccolta e cio¢ del materiale che viene riciclato dalla cartiera, unico ed
effettivo momento in cui il risparmio delle risorse e il loro uso pit efficiente si concretizza.

Secondo i rappresentanti della filiera la proposta viola le «best practices» formulate proprio dall'Unione europea in materia di
riciclaggio della carta, oltre a determinare un aumento del costo della materia di recupero che impatterebbe non solo sull'industria
della carta ma sull'intera filiera della trasformazione grafica e cartotecnica.

Considerato che ogni volta che si esporta carta da macero 'Europa si priva di un materiale a basso valore e rinuncia alla possibilita di
lavorarlo cedendo ad altri il vantaggio di creare occupazione;

la Commissione:

1. ha valutato che il beneficio economico derivante da un aumento dell'export di rifiuti sarebbe ben poca cosa rispetto ai
contraccolpi in termini di perdita di occupazione per il comparto e di incremento del fabbisogno d'importazione di energia e
di materie prime vergini?

2. Ritiene che questa proposta sia compatibile con gli obiettivi sociali e ambientali dell'Unione europea e non sia in conflitto con
le definizioni stabilite dalla direttiva Rifiuti (2008/98/CE), con la gerarchia dei rifiuti dell'UE e con gli obiettivi di sostenibilita e
di efficienza delle risorse?

Risposta di Janez Poto¢nik a nome della Commissione
(5 febbraio 2014)

Per quanto riguarda la proposta della Commissione sui criteri volti a definire quando la carta cessa di essere un rifiuto, la
Commissione rinvia 'onorevole parlamentare alla sua risposta all'interrogazione scritta E-010660/2013 dell'onorevole Cristiana
Moscardini.

In occasione della riunione plenaria del Parlamento europeo del 10 dicembre 2013, la proposta relativa ai criteri end-of-waste per la
carta € stata respinta. Al momento, la Commissione non prevede di riprendere ulteriormente questa iniziativa.
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Question for written answer E-013605/13
to the Commission
Mara Bizzotto (EFD)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Commission proposal on end-of-waste (EOW) criteria: misgivings of the Italian paper industry

Although it agrees with the end-of-waste concept and it supports practices promoting more efficient use of resources, the whole
paper, graphics and paper processing industry in Italy has great concerns over the Commission’s proposal on end-of-waste criteria
for paper. According to Italian industry representatives, by regulating only ‘end-of-waste products’, the Commission would lose sight
of the idea underpinning the end-of-waste concept: to serve as an instrument to improve the quality of collection and of the material
recycled by paper mills, the only time resources can actually be saved and used more efficiently.

According to industry representatives, the proposal breaches the European Union’s own best practices on paper recycling, and makes
recycling more expensive, which would affect not only the paper industry but also the entire graphics and paper processing industry.

Given that every time waste paper is exported, Europe loses a low-value material and gives up the possibility of processing it, giving
others the benefit of creating jobs.

1. Has the Commission considered that the financial benefit resulting from increased exports of waste would be small in relation
to the consequences in terms of job losses in the sector and increased reliance on importing energy and virgin raw materials?

2. Does it think that this proposal is compatible with the EU’s social and environmental objectives and that it does not clash with
the definitions laid down by the Waste Directive (2008/98/EC), with the EU’s waste hierarchy and the objectives of sustainability and
resource efficiency?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

As regards the Commission proposal on end-of-waste criteria for recovered paper, the Commission refers the Honorable Member to
its reply to Written Question E-010660/2013 by Ms Cristiana Muscardini.

Following the plenary meeting of the European Parliament on 10 December 2013, the proposal for end-of-waste criteria for
recovered paper has been rejected. At the moment, the Commission has no plans to take this initiative any further.
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Vraag met verzoek om schriftelijk antwoord E-013606/13
aan de Commissie
Mark Demesmaeker (Verts/ALE)
(2 december 2013)

Betreft: Bestanddelen medicijnen zonder voorschrift

Volgens een recente studie die verschenen is in de British Medical Journal bevatten bruisvarianten van pijnstillers zo veel zout dat ze de
kans op hartaanvallen en hersenbloedingen met een vijfde verhogen. De studie die dit bevestigde werd uitgevoerd bij 1,3 miljoen
personen.

Bij regelmatig gebruik van zulke pijnstillers zou de kans op hartaanvallen zestien procent hoger liggen, de kans op hoge bloeddruk
verzevenvoudigen en de kans om vroeg te sterven met een kwart toenemen.

Op welke wijze wordt er vanuit de EU ingespeeld en toezicht uitgeoefend op de in de farmaceutische sector geproduceerde
producten als het gaat om verwerkte bestanddelen?

De EU heeft regels over de ingrediénten van voeding en hoeveel calorieén, koolhydraten, eiwitten, zout enz. die voeding bevat. Bij
deze medicijnen die zonder voorschrift worden verkocht, is dat echter niet het geval. Klopt dit? Waarom niet?

Zal de Commissie rekening houden met dit onderzoek, het nader bekijken en desgevallend gepaste actie ondernemen?

Antwoord van de heer Borg namens de Commissie
(29 januari 2014)

De Commissie en het Europees Geneesmiddelenbureau zijn op de hoogte van de studie (') die erop wijst dat patiénten die
natriumhoudende geneesmiddelen (in bruistabletvorm, dispergeerbaar, oplosbaar) nemen een verhoogd risico hebben op hart- en
vaatziekten in vergelijking met patiénten die andere, niet-natriumformuleringen nemen. Hoewel de auteurs erkennen dat er nog
steeds controverse bestaat rond het verband tussen natrium in de voeding (zout) en hart- en vaatziekten, waarschuwen zij voor het
mogelijke gevaar van een hoge inname van natrium in geneesmiddelen.

Overeenkomstig de EU-geneesmiddelenwetgeving (*) wordt een vergunning voor het in de handel brengen van een geneesmiddel
slechts verleend nadat de kwaliteit, de veiligheid en de werkzaamheid van het geneesmiddel zijn beoordeeld en een positieve
risico/batenbeoordeling door de bevoegde autoriteit in verband met het gebruik is uitgevoerd. Een geneesmiddel is voorts
onderhevig aan toezicht na in de handel te zijn gebracht, waaronder monitoring en rapportage van ongewenste voorvallen. De EU-
wetgeving op dit gebied is verder versterkt na de herziening in 2010.

In overeenstemming met de EU-richtsnoeren (*) voor geneesmiddelen die 1 millimol (of 23 mg) of meer vrij natrium bevatten wordt
de hoeveelheid natrium meestal vermeld in de bijsluiter, met een waarschuwing dat dit in aanmerking moet worden genomen door
patiénten die op een natriumarm dieet zijn.

Het Bureau zal in samenwerking met de nationale bevoegde autoriteiten de nieuwe gegevens zorgvuldig beoordelen en rekening
houden met de noodzaak van passende maatregelen.

() http://www.bmj.com/content/347[bm;j.f6954.

()  Verordening (EG) nr. 726/2004 tot vaststelling van communautaire procedures voor het verlenen van vergunningen en het toezicht op geneesmiddelen voor
menselijk en diergeneeskundig gebruik en tot oprichting van een Europees Geneesmiddelenbureau, PB L 136 van 30.4.2004, zoals gewijzigd, Richtlijn 2001/83/EG
tot vaststelling van een communautair wetboek betreffende geneesmiddelen voor menselijk gebruik, PB L 311 van 28.11.2001, zoals gewijzigd.

() ,Hulpstoffen op etiket en in bijsluiter van geneesmiddelen voor menselijk gebruik” http://www.ema.europa.eu/docs/en_GB[document_library/Scientific_guideline/
2009/09/WC500003412.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013606/13
to the Commission
Mark Demesmaeker (Verts/ALE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Ingredients of non-prescription medication

According to a recent study in the British Medical Journal, soluble versions of painkillers contain so much salt that they increase the
risk of heart attacks and strokes by a fifth. The study of which this is a finding was carried out on 1.3 million people.

When these painkillers are used regularly, the chances of a heart attack are 16% higher, the chances of high blood pressure increase
seven-fold and the chances of premature death rise by a quarter.

How is the EU addressing this and monitoring the products produced in the pharmaceuticals sector in respect of processed
ingredients?

The EU has rules about the ingredients in foodstuffs and the quantities of calories, carbohydrates, proteins, salt, etc. that such
foodstuffs may contain. However, for these medicines, which are sold without prescription, that is not the case. Is this the case? Why
not?

Will the Commission take note of this study, give it detailed consideration and if necessary take appropriate action?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

The Commission and the European Medicines Agency are aware of the study (') which suggests that patients taking effervescent,
dispersible and soluble sodium-containing medicines had an increased risk of cardiovascular events compared with patients taking
other non-sodium formulations. Although the authors acknowledge that there is still some controversy regarding the relation
between dietary sodium (salt) and cardiovascular events, they warn about the potential danger of high sodium intake from
medicines.

In accordance with the EU pharmaceutical legislation (%) a marketing authorisation for a medicinal product is granted only after
quality, safety and efficacy of the product have been evaluated and a positive benefit-risk balance related to its use has been
concluded by the competent authority. A medicine is further subject to a post-marketing surveillance, which includes monitoring
and reporting of the adverse events. EU legislation in this area has been further strengthened with the revision in 2010.

In line with EU guidelines (*), for medicines that contain 1 millimol (or 23 mg) or more of free sodium, the amount of sodium in the
medicine is usually included in the package leaflet, with a warning that this is to be taken into consideration by patients on a
controlled sodium diet.

The Agency in cooperation with the national competent authorities will assess the new data carefully and consider the need for any
appropriate action.

() http://www.bmj.com/content/347[bm;.f6954

()  Regulation (EC) No 726/2004 laying down Community procedures for the authorisation and supervision of medicinal products for human and veterinary use and
establishing a European Medicines Agency, O] L 136, 30.4.2004, as amended, Directive 2001/83/EC on the Community code relating to medicinal products for
human use, OJ L 311, 28.11.2001, as amended.

() ‘Excipients in the label and package leaflet of medicinal products for human use’
http:/[www.ema.europa.eu/docs/en_GB|document_library/Scientific_guideline/2009/09/WC500003412.pdf
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Vraag met verzoek om schriftelijk antwoord E-013607/13
aan de Commissie
Mark Demesmaeker (Verts/ALE)
(2 december 2013)

Betreft: Inschrijving voertuigen

In een arrest van het Europees Hof van Justitie (zaak C-150/11) werd Belgié veroordeeld omdat het 1) door in een andere lidstaat
ingeschreven voertuigen voor hun inschrijving op naam van een andere eigenaar aan een technische controle te onderwerpen
waarbij geen rekening wordt gehouden met de resultaten van de technische controle in een andere lidstaat, de verplichtingen niet is
nagekomen die op hem rusten krachtens artikel 34 VWEU; en 2) door bij de verplichte technische controle van een eerder in een
andere lidstaat ingeschreven voertuig die voorafgaat aan de inschrijving ervan in Belgi€, niet alleen de overlegging van het
geharmoniseerde kentekenbewijs, maar stelselmatig ook die van het certificaat van overeenstemming van het voertuig te verlangen,
de krachtens artikel 4 van de Richtlijn 1999/37/EG inzake de kentekenbewijzen van motorvoertuigen op hem rustende
verplichtingen niet is nagekomen.

Belgié heeft als antwoord daarop zijn wetgeving aangepast bij Koninklijk Besluit van 6 september 2013 tot wijziging van het
Koninklijk Besluit van 15 maart 1968 houdende algemeen reglement op de technische eisen waaraan de auto’s [...] moeten voldoen.
Door de wijziging wordt geen certificaat van overeenstemming meer verlangd. De overige onderdelen van de Belgische validatie- en
homologatieprocedures voor ingevoerde voertuigen blijven ongewijzigd.

[s de Commissie van mening dat Belgié hiermee afdoende aan zijn verplichtingen heeft voldaan, zowel wat betreft onderdeel 1) als 2)
van het arrest?

Lopen er bij de Commissie onderzoeken die de overige onderdelen van de Belgische validatie- en homologatieprocedures voor
ingevoerde voertuigen toetsen aan het Europees recht? Plant de Commissie verdere ingebrekestellingen?

Antwoord van de heer Tajani namens de Commissie
(6 februari 2014)

Om het arrest van het Hof van Justitie van de Europese Unie (HJEU) in zaak C-150/11 uit te voeren, heeft Belgié zijn wetgeving als
volgt aangepast:

Zoals het geachte Parlementslid heeft aangehaald, is het certificaat van overeenstemming niet langer vereist.

Wat betreft de verplichting om geimporteerde voertuigen aan een technische controle te onderwerpen voor registratie, wordt er in de
Belgische wetgeving (artikel 23 sexies, lid 4, punt 3, van het Koninklijk Besluit van 6 september 2013) bepaald dat indien het
certificaat met de resultaten van de technische controle wordt afgegeven door de autoriteiten van een andere lidstaat twee maanden
voor het verzoek tot inschrijving van het voertuig in Belgié, het wordt erkend en het voertuig is ingeschreven. De Commissie is van
mening dat door deze wijziging het erkenningsbeginsel van documenten die zijn afgegeven door andere lidstaten, wordt verzekerd,
en dat het de bepalingen van Richtlijn 2009/40/EG (') in acht neemt. De wijziging is bijgevolg in overeenstemming met het arrest van
het HJEU en met zowel artikel 34 VWEU en Richtlijn 2009/40/EG.

Wat betreft de registratie van een voertuig dat eerder in een andere lidstaat werd geregistreerd, voorziet de gewijzigde Belgische
wetgeving (artikel 10, lid 2, punt 10, en artikel 23, lid 7, van het Koninklijk Besluit van 6 september 2013) in een nieuwe registratie
op basis van het geharmoniseerde kentekenbewijs tenzij er zich uitzonderlijke omstandigheden voordoen waaronder het certificaat
van overeenstemming zou kunnen worden aangevraagd. De Commissie is van mening dat deze voorwaarden in overeenstemming
zijn met Richtlijn 1999/37EG betreffende kentekenbewijzen (%), en dat de wijzigingen in overeenstemming zijn met het arrest van
het HJEU.

De Commissie is daarom niet van plan om door te gaan met de inbreukprocedure tegen Belgié en zij overweegt op dit moment ook
geen andere gelijkaardige procedure.

()  PBL141/12 van 6.6.2009. In artikel 5, onder a), van Richtlijn 2009/40/EG betreffende de technische controle van motorvoertuigen en aanhangwagens wordt met
name bepaald dat ,de lidstaten de datum van de eerste verplichte technische controle kunnen vervroegen en in voorkomend geval eisen dat het voertuig aan een
controle wordt onderworpen alvorens het wordt geregistreerd”.

() PBL138van1.6.1999,blz. 57.
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Question for written answer E-013607/13
to the Commission
Mark Demesmaeker (Verts/ALE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Vehicle registration

In a judgment of the European Court of Justice (Case C-150/11), Belgium has been found guilty of 1) failing to fulfil its obligation
under Article 34 TFEU by making vehicles which were previously registered in another Member State subject to a roadworthiness
test prior to their registration in the name of a different owner, without taking into account the results of the roadworthiness test
carried out in another Member State; and 2) failing to fulfil its obligations under Article 4 of Directive 1999/37/EC by requiring
systematically, in addition to production of the harmonised registration certificate, production of a vehicle’s certificate of conformity,
for the purpose of an obligatory roadworthiness test of a vehicle previously registered in another Member State prior to its
registration in Belgium.

In response, Belgium adapted its legislation by means of a Royal Decree of 6 September 2013 amending the Royal Decree of
15March 1968 laying down general regulations on the technical requirements for motor cars [...]. Under the amendment,
certificates of conformity are no longer required. The other elements of Belgium’s validation and approval procedures for imported
vehicles remain unchanged.

Does the Commission believe that, with this measure, Belgium has complied with its obligations, as regards to parts 1) and 2) of the
judgment, to a satisfactory degree?

Is the Commission currently investigating whether the other elements of Belgium’s validation and approval procedures for imported
vehicles comply with European law? [s the Commission planning any further letters of formal notice?

Answer given by Mr Tajani on behalf of the Commission
(6 February 2014)

To comply with the judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) in Case C-150/11, Belgium modified its
legislation as follows:

As mentioned by the Honourable MEP, the certificate of conformity is no longer required.

Concerning the requirement to submit imported vehicles to a roadworthiness test prior to their registration, the amended Belgian
legislation (Article 23 sexies, paragraph 4, point 3 of the Royal Decree of 6 September 2013) stipulates that if the certificate of
roadworthiness test results is delivered by the authorities of another Member State two months before the request for the vehicle
registration in Belgium, it is recognised and the vehicle is registered. The Commission is of the opinion that this amendment is likely
to ensure the principle of recognition of documents issued by other Member States and observes the provisions of
Directive 2009/40/EC ('). Consequently, the amendment is in line with the judgment of the CJEU and with both Art. 34 TFEU and
Directive 2009/40/EC.

Concerning the re-registration of a vehicle previously registered in another Member State, the amended Belgian legislation
(Article 10, paragraph 2, point 10 and Article 23, paragraph 7 of the Royal Decree of 6 September 2013) provides for a re-
registration on the basis of the harmonised registration certificate unless exceptional conditions occur under which a certificate of
conformity might be requested. The Commission considers that these conditions comply with Directive 1999/37/EC on registration
documents (*) and that the amendments are in line with the judgment of the CJEU.

Therefore the Commission does not intend to continue with the infringement procedure against Belgium, nor is it currently
considering any other procedure of the kind.

() OJL141/12, 6.6.2009. Notably, Art. 5 a) of Directive 2009/40/EC on roadworthiness tests for motor vehicles and their trailers states that ‘Member States may bring
forward the date for the first compulsory roadworthiness test and, where appropriate, require the vehicle to be submitted for testing prior to registration’.
®  OJL138/57,1.6.1999.



C 241248 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(Versiunea in limba romdnd)

intrebarea cu solicitare de rispuns scris E-013609/13
adresatd Comisiei
Vasilica Viorica Dancili (S&D)
(2 decembrie 2013)

Subiect: Bioindustrii

Economia europeand se bazeaza intr-o mare mdsurd pe petrol si pe alte resurse fosile pentru productia de energie si fabricarea de
produse. Reducerea acestei dependente este de o importantd capitald, avind in vedere epuizarea resurselor fosile si impactul acestora
asupra schimbrilor climatice. Este esential ca UE sd isi indeplineasca obiectivele pentru 2020 legate de schimbrile climatice si si
treacd pand in 2050 la 0 economie competitiva cu emisii reduse de carbon.

Bioindustriile pot contribui la modificarea acestei stari de fapt, prin inlocuirea partiald a resurselor fosile cu resurse regenerabile
pentru a produce biocombustibili si bioproduse.

Bioindustriile reprezintd o piatrd de temelie a bioeconomiei in termeni de stimulare a cresterii si creare de locuri de munci. Desi in
prezent nu reprezintd decat aproximativ 3% din cifra de afaceri anuald de 2 000 de miliarde de euro a bioeconomiei europene si 1%
din cele 22 de milioane de locuri de munci generate de aceasta, este de asteptat ca bioindustriile ecologice si se dezvolte intr-un ritm
mai rapid si mai substantial decat sectoarele mai traditionale ale bioeconomiei.

Avand in vedere cresterea concurentei la nivel mondial, sunt necesare investitii suplimentare in cercetarea, demonstrarea si
implementarea bioindustriilor, pentru a consolida si mai mult pozitia competitivd a Europei.

[n acest sens, ce masuri specifice ia Comisia pentru a imbunititi si exploata acest potential, in vederea reducerii decalajului in materie
de bioindustrii, astfel incat Europa si-si depdseasci concurentii?

Rispuns dat de dna Geoghegan-Quinn in numele Comisiei
(6 februarie 2014)

Pentru a asigura Europei un loc fruntas in sectorul bioindustriilor, strategia europeani in domeniul bioeconomiei defineste actiuni
concrete pentru a sprijini dezvoltarea unor noi piete pentru bioproduse. Acestea sunt, printre altele, elaborarea de standarde si de
metode standardizate de evaluare a sustenabilitdtii pentru bioproduse, pentru a facilita achizitiile publice ecologice si pentru a
ameliora informarea consumatorilor cu privire la proprietétile produselor prin intermediul etichetdrii si al campaniilor de informare.

Campania lansatd in cadrul strategiei in domeniul bioeconomiei va fi sprijinitd puternic prin intermediul programului Orizont 2020,
noul program-cadru al UE pentru cercetare si inovare.

In cadrul programului Orizont 2020 sunt alocate aproximativ 4 miliarde EUR pentru activititi de cercetare si inovare care vizeazi in
mod direct bioeconomia. Aceastd cifrd este dublul fondurilor alocate in cadrul PC7 ('). Aceastd crestere evidentiazd determinarea UE
de a se situa in linia intai a evolutiilor mondiale in domeniul bioeconomiei.

Prin programul Orizont 2020 se va investi masiv si in parteneriatele public-privat (PPP), care atrag un nivel inalt de participare din
partea industriei, atat din partea intreprinderilor mici, cat si a celor mari. in acest context, Comisia a propus, in iulie 2013, Pachetul
privind investitiile in inovare, incluzand cinci PPP sub forma Initiativelor comune in domeniul tehnologiei (ICT), una dintre ele fiind
dedicatd bioindustriilor. (%)

ICT care vizeazd bioindustriile (*) va amplifica efectul investitiilor industriei europene in activitdti de cercetare si inovare pentru a
pune la dispozitie pe scard largd bioprodusele si procesele aferente. ICT ar trebui sd creascd competitivitatea intreprinderilor
europene in cursa mondiald din domeniul bioeconomiei in raport cu alte tiri, cum ar fi SUA, China si Brazilia. Bugetul total va fi de
aproximativ 3,8 miliarde EUR, 1 miliard EUR din partea UE, iar 2,8 de miliarde EUR din partea industriei.

() Al saptelea program-cadru pentru cercetare, dezvoltare tehnologici si activititi demonstrative (PC7, 2007-2013).
() COM(496)2013,10/07/2013.
() http://www.biconsortium.eu/
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Question for written answer E-013609/13
to the Commission
Vasilica Viorica Dancili (S&D)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Bio-based industries

The European economy relies heavily on oil and other fossil resources for producing energy and manufacturing products. Reducing
this dependence is paramount, given the depletion of fossil resources and their impact on climate change. It is vital that the EU meets
its climate change targets for 2020 and moves towards a competitive low-carbon economy in 2050.

Bio-based industries can contribute to changing this situation by partially substituting fossil resources with renewable ones to
produce biofuels and bio-based products.

Bio-based industries are a cornerstone of the bioeconomy in stimulating growth and generating jobs. Although they currently
account for only 3% of the EUR 2 trillion in annual turnover and 1% of the 22 million jobs generated by the European bioeconomy,
green bio-based industries are expected to grow more rapidly and substantially than more traditional bioeconomy sectors.

In view of growing global competition, additional investment in research, demonstration and deployment of bio-based industries is
required to strengthen Europe’s competitive position further.

With this in mind, what specific measures is the Commission taking to improve and tap this potential, with the aim of narrowing the
gap in the bio-based industry sector, so that Europe can outperform its competitors?

Answer given by Ms Geoghegan-Quinn on behalf of the Commission
(6 February 2014)

In order to secure Europe’s place amongst the top players in the bio-based industries sector, the European Bioeconomy Strategy
defines concrete actions to support the expansion of new markets for bio-based products. These are, among others, the development
of standards and standardised sustainability assessment methodologies for bio-based products, to facilitate green procurement and
to improve consumer information on product properties through labelling and information campaigns.

The policy drive launched by the Bioeconomy Strategy will be supported strongly by Horizon 2020, the new EU Framework
Programme for Research and Innovation.

Horizon 2020 will dedicate around EUR 4 billion to research and innovation directly related to the bioeconomy. This figure
represents a doubling of the funding earmarked under FP7. (') This increase underscores the EU’s determination to be at the forefront
of global developments in the bioeconomy.

Horizon 2020 will also invest heavily in public-private partnerships (PPPs), which attract a high level of industrial participation, from
both small and large companies. In this context, the Commission has proposed in July 2013 the Innovation Investment Package,
including five PPPs in the form of Joint Technology Initiatives (JTI), one of which is dedicated to Bio-based Industries. (%)

The Bio-based Industries JTI (*) will leverage European industrial investment in research and innovation activities for the deployment
of bio-based products and processing. The JTI should enable European companies to become more competitive in the global
bioeconomy race with other countries such as the US, China and Brazil. The overall budget will be around EUR 3.8 billion,
EUR 1 billion from the EU, EUR 2.8 billion from industry.

()  Seventh Framework Programme for Research, Technological Development and Demonstration Activities (FP7, 2007-2013).
() COM(496)2013,10.7.2013.
() http://www.biconsortium.eu/
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013610/13
ala Comision
Francisco Sosa Wagner (NI)
(2 de diciembre de 2013)

Asunto: Difusién adecuada de la politica de cookies

La mayoria de los Estados miembros de la Unién Europea ha incorporado ya a su ordenamiento juridico las dltimas disposiciones
sobre el tratamiento de los datos personales y la proteccion de la intimidad en las comunicaciones electronicas establecidas en la
reforma de la Directiva 2002/58/CE, de 12 de julio de 2002, mediante la Directiva 2009/136/CE, de 25 de noviembre de 2009, en
concreto, las relativas a la confidencialidad y la correcta utilizacion de las cookies. En varias ocasiones, diputados al Parlamento
Europeo han trasladado a la Comisién su preocupacién en este dmbito tan sensible. Me permito insistir porque muchas empresas y
usuarios han advertido de las diferencias de regulacion entre los distintos paises y de la ambigiiedad existente al no especificarse con
precisién qué tipo de informacién ha de facilitarse al usuario; tampoco se aclara mediante qué formas puede prestarse el
consentimiento. Algunas paginas de la web de la Comision, que en su momento difundieron la reforma y explicaron su aplicacion,
han desaparecido del servidor. También algunos organismos nacionales han iniciado procedimientos contra las empresas que no
explican minimamente qué hacen con la informacion que almacenan (caso del organismo neerlandés de proteccién de datos).

Por ello, pregunto a la Comisién:
1. ;Tiene alguna previsién temporal acerca de la aprobacion de la reforma de la normativa europea de proteccién de datos?

2. (No considera conveniente ofrecer mientras tanto una explicacion o guia desde la propia web de la Comisién sobre la
informacién minima que debe facilitarse o las formas para recabar el consentimiento de los usuarios?

Respuesta de la Sra. Reding en nombre de la Comisién
(25 de febrero de 2014)

Dos aflos después de que la Comision propusiera una importante reforma de la aplicacién de las normas de proteccién de datos de
la UE ('), con objeto de hacerlas aptas para el siglo XX, se han realizado progresos considerables. En octubre de 2013, la Comisién de
Libertades Civiles, Justicia y Asuntos de Interior (LIBE), que es la comisién competente del Parlamento Europeo, vot6 por amplia
mayoria apoyar las propuestas de la Comision. Entre tanto, los ministros en el Consejo de Justicia han celebrado numerosos debates
sobre las propuestas, pero atin no se ha llegado a un acuerdo sobre un mandato para iniciar negociaciones con el Parlamento
Europeo.

Existen orientaciones relativas a la aplicacion practica de las disposiciones sobre cookies y al consentimiento requerido por la
Directiva 2002/58/CE sobre la privacidad (*) tanto a nivel de la UE como a nivel nacional, como el documento WP 208 del Grupo de
trabajo del articulo 29, donde se facilitan directrices sobre la obtencién del consentimiento para las cookies (*) y las orientaciones
publicadas por la Comisién en su sitio web (*).

COM(2012) 10 y COM(2012) 11.

DOL 201 de 31.7.2002, p. 37.
http:/[ec.europa.euljustice/data-protection/article-29/documentation/opinion-recommendation/files/2013/wp208_en.pdf
http:/[ec.europa.eu/ipg/basics/legal/cookies/index_en.htm

=
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Question for written answer E-013610/13
to the Commission
Francisco Sosa Wagner (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Appropriate dissemination of policy on cookies

Most Member States of the European Union have already incorporated into their legal system the latest provisions on personal data
processing and privacy protection in electronic communications, particularly those relating to confidentiality and proper use of
cookies, as set out in the reform of Directive 2002/58/EC of 12 July 2002 by Directive 2009/136/EC of 25 November 2009.
Members of Parliament have informed the Commission of their concern about this sensitive area on several occasions. I am
persisting on this subject because many companies and users have warned of regulatory differences between countries and of the
ambiguity arising from not specifying precisely what information the user must be given; it is also unclear what means are permitted
for giving consent. Certain Commission web pages, which disseminated the reform when it was made and explained how it was to be
applied have disappeared from the server. Some national bodies have also initiated proceedings against companies that do not give a
minimum explanation of what they do with the information they store (the case of a Dutch data protection body).

Therefore, I would like to ask the Commission:
1. Does it have any forecast of when the reform of Europe’s data protection legislation will be adopted?

2. Does it not believe it would be useful in the meantime to offer an explanation, or guidelines, on the Commission’s website
about the minimum information that must be provided and the ways in which user consent may be obtained?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(25 February 2014)

Two years after the Commission proposed a major reform of the EU’s data protection rules (') to make them fit for the 21st century,
considerable progress has been made. In October 2013, the European Parliament’s leading Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and
Home Affairs (LIBE) voted by a large majority to back the Commission’s proposals. Ministers in the Justice Council have meanwhile
held numerous discussions on the proposals but not yet agreed on a mandate to start negotiations with the European Parliament.

Guidance as regards the practical implementation of the provisions on cookies and consent required under the e-Privacy
Directive 2002/58/EC () is available both at EU and national level, such as the article-29-Working Party Document WP 208
providing guidance on obtaining consent for cookies (*) and the guidance published by the Commission on its website ().

COM(2012) 10 and COM(2012) 11.

0JL 201, 31.7.2002 p. 37.
http:/[ec.europa.euljustice/data-protection/article-29/documentation/opinion-recommendation/files/2013/wp208_en.pdf
http:/[ec.europa.eu/ipg/basics/legal/cookies/index_en.htm

=



C 241252 Official Journal of the European Union 24.7.2014

(English version)

Question for written answer E-013612/13
to the Commission
Nicole Sinclaire (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Sexual offender databases
Could the Commission state whether there are plans for sexual offender databases to be shared between Member States in future?

If so, which actors in society would have access to such databases?

Answer given by Ms Malmstrém on behalf of the Commission
(20 February 2014)

The Commission has no plans to set up sexual offender databases at EU level, or to propose that Member States set them up.

Concerning child sexual offenders, the issue was raised during the discussions on the Child Sexual Abuse Directive (*). The directive
did not include a provision on this matter. However, a recital (*) recognised that Member States may consider adopting additional
administrative measures in relation to perpetrators, such as the registration in sex offender registers of persons convicted of offences
referred to in this directive. Access to those registers should be subject to limitation in accordance with national constitutional
principles and applicable data protection standards, for instance by limiting access to the judiciary andfor law enforcement
authorities.

()  Directive 2011/93/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 December 2011 on combating the sexual abuse and sexual exploitation of children and
child pornography, and replacing Council Framework Decision 2004/68[JHA; O] L 335,17.12.2011, p. 1-14.
()  Recital No 43.
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Question for written answer E-013613/13
to the Commission
Diane Dodds (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Homelessness in the EU

In the United Kingdom, the housing and homelessness charity Shelter recently estimated that more than 80 000 children will be
without a home for Christmas, living instead in sub-standard, temporary housing.

In this context:

1. Can the Commission provide any information in its possession on the number of EU citizens who are homeless, and a
breakdown of those figures by age and Member State?

2. What action has been, and will be, taken at EU level to tackle homelessness across the Member States, with specific reference to
the new programming period 2014-2020?

Answer given by Mr Andor on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

1. Unfortunately comparative EU level data on homelessness does not exist. What is available is irregular, collected by local or
national organisations, not based on common counting methods and subject to seasonal variations. The situation might improve
through the 2011 Census ('). A summary of what is currently available can be found in the June 2012 EU Employment and Social
Situation Quarterly Review, on page 43 (%)

2. The EU Member States are competent for giving their population access to decent housing. The role of the Commission is
limited to providing support and guidance. In February 2013, the Commission presented its Social Investment Package, which
included a Staff Working Document on homelessness (). The Roadmap of the foreseen actions was published in November 2013 ().
The Commission published in 2011 a Staff Working Paper on national measures to avoid foreclosures (°). The Financial Services User
Group (FSUG) set up by the Commission in 2011 commissioned in 2012 a study on means to protect consumers in financial
difficulty (). The Commission is currently finalising a study on over-indebtedness () and will soon start a new study focusing on
promoting protection of the right to housing- homelessness prevention in the context of evictions.

() See Regulation (EU) No 519/2010. Some additional information may become available through the results of the 2011 Census of Population and Housing. However,
the completeness and comparability of these data are limited by the inherent difficulty of ensuring the full coverage in population registers and census enumerations
of primary homeless persons (persons living in the streets without shelter), secondary homeless persons (persons moving frequently between temporary
accommodation), and persons living in non-conventional shelters.

()  See: http://ec.europa.eufsocial keyDocuments.jsp?pager.offset=10&langld=en&mode=advancedSubmit&policy Area=0&subCategory=0&year=0&country=0&type=
0&advSearchKey=quarterlyreview&orderBy=docOrder

() Seein particular the CSWD (2013) 42 final on Confronting Homelessness in the European Union:

http:/[ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?langld=en&catld=1044&newsld=1807 &furtherNews=yes

See: http:/[ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?langld=en&catld=1044

See: http:|[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=SEC:2011:0357:FIN:EN:PDF

See: http:|[ec.europa.eu/internal_market/finservices-retail/docs/fsug/papers/debt_solutions_report_en.pdf

‘The over-indebtedness of European households: update mapping of the situation, nature and causes, effects and initiatives for alleviating its impact’.
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Question for written answer E-013614/13
to the Commission
Diane Dodds (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Rural fuel rebate schemes

It was recently confirmed that the UK Government has submitted an application to the European Commission to extend the rural
fuel rebate scheme in place in the Scottish islands and the Isles of Scilly to a further ten areas in Scotland and England. The current
scheme offers a five-pence-per-litre discount on pump prices for consumers and retailers.

In this context, can the Commission respond to the following queries:

1. How many rural fuel rebate schemes are in place across the EU? Can the Commission also provide a breakdown of their remit
by Member State?

2. What criteria currently exist at EU level to assess eligibility for participation in a rural fuel rebate scheme?

3. With specific reference to my constituency (Northern Ireland), can the Commission detail whether it foresees the extension of
a rural fuel rebate scheme to remote areas of Northern Ireland, as a part of the UK?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

1. At present there are two Member States (United Kingdom and France) applying tax reductions based on Article 19 of
Directive 2003/96/EC on energy products () () used as motor fuel in remote isolated regions (islands).

2. The decision on the territorial scope of such a tax reduction is taken by the Member State requesting its approval. The
Commission assesses whether the Member State has presented sufficient arguments in support of such a request and decides whether
to make a proposal for a Council decision. The Commission takes its decisions following a comprehensive evaluation of all the
information provided by the Member States, taking into account inter alia the proper functioning of the internal market; fair
competition; consistency with EU health, environment, energy and transport policies. The Council takes the final decision on the
approval of the measure.

3. Currently there is no formal application made by the United Kingdom for a new proposal as an earlier application was
withdrawn in which Northern Ireland was not included. At this stage it is not possible to comment on a potential future request
involving Northern Ireland.

()  Council Implementing Decision of 22 April 2013 authorising the French Republic to apply a reduced rate of taxation to unleaded petrol used as motor fuel and
consumed in the Corsican departments in accordance with Article 19 of Directive 2003/96/EC (2013/192/EU).

()  Council Implementing Decision of 24 November 2011 authorising the United Kingdom to apply reduced levels of taxation to motor fuels supplied on the islands of
the Inner and Outer Hebrides, the Northern Isles, the islands in the Clyde and the Isles of Scilly, in accordance with Article 19 of Directive 2003/96/EC
(2011/776/EU).
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Question for written answer E-013615/13
to the Commission
Diane Dodds (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Tackling depression

According to the recent findings of a study published in PLOS Medicine, a medical journal, depression is the second most common
cause of disability worldwide, after back pain. The study compared over two hundred diseases in order to identify the main factors
contributing to disability around the world.

In this context, can the Commission respond to the following queries:
1. What action has been, and will be, taken at EU level to tackle clinical depression among EU citizens?

2. With specific reference to young people and those affected directly or indirectly by violence, discrimination or trauma, what
provisions will be made in the new EU programming period 2014-2020 to combat the causes of depression across the
Member States?

Answer given by Mr Borg on behalf of the Commission
(7 February 2014)

Preventing depression is one of the priorities of the European Pact for Mental Health and Well-being of 2008. The Joint Action on
Mental Health and Well-being between Member States (') under the EU Health Programme 2008 — 2013 includes a work package
addressing depression. A number of studies and projects under the Health Programme also address depression. In addition, a
preparatory action for the European Parliament to create a European Network of Experts in the field of adapted care for adolescents
with mental health problems (including depression) was launched in late 2013.

Through the Seventh Framework Programme for Research, Technological Development and Demonstration Activities (FP7, 2007-
2013), the Commission has invested over EUR 70 million in research on depression with a focus on the underlying
pathophysiological mechanisms and, linked to this, on novel therapeutic approaches.

Under the European Disability Strategy 2010-2020 (%), the Commission further supports national efforts to promote mental health
services and the development of early intervention, by providing Member States with analysis, political guidance and information
exchange.

Horizon 2020, the new Framework Programme for Research and Innovation (*) (2014-2020), through its ‘Health, demographic
change and wellbeing’ societal challenge will provide further opportunities to support this area of research. Moreover, the prevention
or treatment of depression may be developed through ‘bottom-up’ funding opportunities to research projects in the field, such as
proposed under the Marie Sktodowska-Curie Actions. Information on current funding opportunities can be obtained at the EC
Research and Innovation Participant Portal (*).

http://www.mentalhealthandwellbeing.eu/
http:/[ec.europa.eufjustice/discrimination|/disabilities/disability-strategy/index_en.htm
(
/

COM(2011) 808 final, COM(2011) 811 final.
http:/[ec.europa.eu|research/participants/portal [desktop/en/opportunities/h2020/index.html

[
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Question for written answer E-013616/13
to the Commission
Diane Dodds (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: EU re-opens accession talks with Turkey

This week, it was confirmed that the European Union has reopened pre-accession talks with Turkey after negotiations were
suspended for more than three years due to a range of issues.

Can the Commission outline its aims for the resumption of negotiations? Can it also guarantee that respect for the rule of law, the
independence of the courts, and the protection of fundamental freedoms will be prioritised in the renewed talks?

Answer given by Mr Fiile on behalf of the Commission
(12 February 2014)

The accession negotiations with Turkey were opened in October 2005 following a unanimous decision by the EU Member States. So
far, 14 chapters have been opened; most recently the chapter on Regional policy and coordination of structural instruments in
November 2013. One chapter has been provisionally closed.

As underlined in the Commission’s Communication to the European Parliament and the Council on the ‘Enlargement Strategy and

Main Challenges 2013-2014" (), rule of law, strengthening of democratic institutions and respect for fundamental rights are key
priorities of the EU’s enlargement policy.

() http:[/ec.europa.eufenlargement/pdf/key_documents/2013/package/strategy_paper_2013_en.pdf
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Question for written answer E-013617/13
to the Commission
Diane Dodds (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Political extremism in Greece

Last week two men were killed in a drive-by shooting outside offices of the far-right Golden Dawn party in Athens, Greece. This
atrocity comes just months after Pavlos Fyssas, an anti-fascist musician, was stabbed to death by a self-confessed Golden Dawn
activist.

In this context, can the Commission outline what steps it is taking to ensure that the economic crisis in Greece does not create a
vacuum for the dangerous influences of extremist political factions?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(14 February 2014)

The Commission refers to its statement of 9 October 2013 to the European Parliament about the rise of right-wing extremism in
Europe.

The Commission strongly condemns all forms and manifestations of racism and xenophobia, as they are incompatible with the
values and principles on which the EU is founded.

Framework Decision 2008/913/JHA obliges all Member States to sanction with criminal penalties the intentional public incitement
to violence and hatred based on race, colour, descent, religion, or ethnic or national origin, as well as to provide for aggravating
circumstances in relation to crimes with a racist or xenophobic motivation. The Commission’s report on the Member States’
implementation was published on 27 January 2014.

The investigation of individual situations and the application of national laws transposing the framework Decision belong to
national authorities. It is for national courts to determine, according to the circumstances and context, whether a situation represents
an incitement to violence or hatred.
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Question for written answer E-013618/13
to the Commission
Diane Dodds (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Timeshare-related fraud

In my constituency (Northern Ireland), many citizens have fallen victim to the actions of fraudulent legal companies who have
offered to represent them in cases relating to timeshare schemes abroad. This has involved many Member States, including Spain and
Portugal, and has often led to vulnerable constituents making payments for services, only to find that they are no longer able to make
contact with the company.

In this context, can the Commission respond to the following queries:
1. What action has been, and will be, taken at EU level to combat timeshare-related fraud across the EU?

2. What provisions exist at EU level to promote cooperation between national authorities in cases of alleged fraud that occur on a
cross-border, transnational basis?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The Commission initiated a modernisation of EU regulation in the area of timeshare, which resulted in the adoption of
Directive 2008/122/EC on timeshare and similar products. This directive, in application throughout the EU since 2012, replaced the
previous Directive 94/47[EC and significantly enhanced the level of consumer protection. In particular, the directive protects
consumers from concluding timeshare contracts that they might actually not want and ensures that they enter into such transactions
with full knowledge of the relevant terms and conditions. The evaluation of its application is currently underway and the
Commission will report to the European Parliament and the Council in 2014.

Besides initiating legal proceedings, individual consumers concerned may also consider using the available out-of-court mechanisms
for resolving their disputes with timeshare professionals. In cross-border complaints, they may receive assistance from the European
Consumer Centres Network (ECC-Net) () co-funded by the Commission. Traders’ practices in breach of Directive 2008/122EC
should be reported to the competent national enforcement authorities. For cross-border infringements of the directive, these
authorities may cooperate in the framework of the Consumer Protection Cooperation (CPC) Network (%).

Offering fake legal services in connection with timeshare with a view to eliciting money from owners may also normally be treated as
fraud and be punishable under criminal laws of Member States. The victims of such fraud should apply to the competent law
enforcement authorities, which can use the available mechanisms of police and judicial cooperation to identify and punish the
perpetrators in cross-border cases.

() The contact details of the centres in each country are available at: http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/ecc/index_en.htm
()  Established under Regulation (EC) No 2006/2004 of 27 October 2004.
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Pergunta com pedido de resposta escrita E-013619/13
a Comissdo
Jodo Ferreira (GUE/NGL) e Inés Cristina Zuber (GUE/NGL)
(2 de dezembro de 2013)

Assunto: Decisdo de encerramento dos Estaleiros Navais de Viana do Castelo

Nio obstante a sua importancia estratégica e a sua importante carteira de encomendas, concretizando ameacas anteriormente feitas,
o governo portugués decidiu encerrar os Estaleiros Navais de Viana do Castelo (ENVC), avangando para o despedimento dos seus
mais de 600 trabalhadores.

A razdo avangada para a decisdo, que envolverd a subconcessdo a um grupo privado dos terrenos dos ENVC e implicard um gasto de
dinheiros publicos na ordem dos 30 milhdes de euros a despender no despedimento dos trabalhadores, foi mais uma vez uma
alegada imposicio da Comissdo Europeia.

Assim, e tendo em conta que em resposta a perguntas anteriores sobre este mesmo tema (E-005205/2013 e E-011396/2013), a
Comissdo reconhece nio ter tomado nenhuma decisdo relativa a obrigatoriedade de devolugdo dos cerca de 181 milhdes de euros
que os ENVC terdo alegadamente recebido como ajudas de Estado, solicitamos & Comissdo que nos informe sobre o seguinte:

1. Quais os desenvolvimentos neste caso, desde a resposta as perguntas supramencionadas (E-005205/2013 e E-011396/2013)?

2. Estd disponivel para apoiar um plano de viabilizacdo dos ENVC, que permita a manutengdo de todos os postos de trabalho e a
concretizagdo da atual carteira de encomendas, no quadro da manutencio do cardter ptblico da empresa?

Resposta dada por Joaquin Almunia em nome da Comissdo
(5 de fevereiro de 2014)

Como indicado nas suas respostas as perguntas E-5205/2013 e E-11396/2013, desde o inicio do procedimento de investigacio
formal no processo SA.35546 (2013/C) — Medidas anteriores a favor dos Estaleiros Navais de Viana do Castelo (ENVC) de 23 de janeiro
de 2013, a Comissdo procedeu a vérias trocas de correspondéncia com as autoridades portuguesas e estd a acompanhar de perto os
ltimos acontecimentos relacionados com os ENVC. Neste contexto, as autoridades portuguesas informaram a Comissio das
medidas referidas pelos Senhores Deputados e do resultado do procedimento de subconcessdo, bem como das proximas etapas que
planeiam adotar em relagdo aos trabalhadores dos ENVC. A Comissdo continuard a sua avaliagdo do processo SA.35546 ¢ a
supervisionar atentamente a evolucio da situagdo dos ENVC.

No processo SA.35546, a Comissdo estd a avaliar a conformidade das medidas anteriores de que beneficiaram os ENVC com as
regras em matéria de auxilios estatais da UE. Se um Estado-Membro pretender conceder auxilios estatais no futuro, esses planos
devem ser notificados a Comissdo, em conformidade com o artigo 108.°, n.° 3, do TFUE. Todavia, ndo compete a Comissdo decidir se
os ENVC devem ser privatizados ou mantidos como propriedade publica. Essa decisdo deve ser tomada pelo Estado-Membro. A
Comissdo continua a ser neutra no que respeita a questdo da propriedade privada ou publica, em conformidade com o artigo 345.°
do TFUE.
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Question for written answer E-013619/13
to the Commission
Jodo Ferreira (GUE/NGL) and Inés Cristina Zuber (GUE/NGL)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Decision to close the Viana do Castelo Shipyard

Although the Viana do Castelo Shipyard (ENVC) is strategically important and has a substantial number of orders, the Portuguese
Government has decided to act on its previous threats to close it, making over 600 workers redundant.

The Commission has once again been blamed for imposing this decision, which will involve sub-contracting the ENVC’s land to a
private group and spending EUR 30 million of public money to make the workers redundant.

In response to my previous questions on this subject (E-005205/2013 and E-011396/2013), the Commission stated that no
decision had been taken as to whether the EUR 181 million that the ENVC allegedly received as state aid would have to be returned.

1. Inlight of the above, what developments have taken place in this case since the abovementioned questions were answered?

2. Is the Commission prepared to support a plan to make ENVC viable, making it possible to save all the jobs and to strengthen
the current order book, as part of keeping the company publicly owned?

Answer given by Mr Almunia on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

As indicated in its replies to questions E-5205/2013 and E-11396/2013, since the opening of the formal investigation procedure in
case SA.35546 (2013/C) — Past measures in favour of Estaleiros Navais de Viana do Castelo S.A. (ENVC) dated 23 January 2013, the
Commission has had several exchanges of correspondence with the Portuguese authorities and is closely following the latest
developments in relation to ENVC. In this context, the Portuguese authorities informed the Commission of the measures referred to
by the Honourable Members and of the outcome of the sub-concession procedure, as well as of the next steps they plan to undertake
in relation to the employees of ENVC. The Commission will continue its assessment of case SA.35546 and will closely monitor the
developments in relation to ENVC.

In case SA.35546, the Commission is assessing the compliance of the past measures granted to ENVC with EU state aid rules. If a
Member State intends to grant state aid in the future, those plans should be notified to the Commission in accordance with
Article 108(3) TFEU. However, it is not for the Commission to decide whether ENVC should be privatised or maintained in public
ownership. This decision must be taken by the Member State. The Commission remains neutral towards private or public ownership
in accordance with Article 345 TFEU.
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intrebarea cu solicitare de rispuns scris E-013620/13
adresatd Comisiei
Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE)
(2 decembrie 2013)

Subiect: Noul Cod al insolventei

Guvernul romén a adoptat prin Ordonanti de Urgentd un nou Cod al insolventei, declarat recent neconstitutional de citre Curtea
Constitutionald. Vi rog sd precizati daci:

1. Comisia este la curent cu situatia actuald privind modificirile Codului insolventei din Romania.

2. Considerati cd introducerea unui articol special pentru furnizorii de radio si televiziune are caracter discriminatoriu. Textul
ordonantei prevede suspendarea posturilor de radio si de televiziune in momentul intrdrii in insolventd pani la aprobarea
planului de reorganizare de citre judecitorul sindic.

3. Aceastd prevedere riscd sd limiteze libertatea de exprimare si libertatea presei.

4. Care este pozitia Comisei fatd de noul Cod al insolventei, iar in cazul in care considerati ci existd probleme, care sunt méisurile
pe care le veti lua.

Rispuns dat de dna Reding in numele Comisiei
(18 februarie 2014)

Comisia cunoaste faptul cd propunerea initiald a guvernului privind un nou Cod al insolventei pentru Romania continea o prevedere
potrivit cdreia licentele furnizorilor de radio si televiziune ar fi fost suspendate pand la deschiderea procedurii de insolventd
impotriva acestora si pand la aprobarea unui plan de reorganizare.

De asemenea, Comisia cunoaste faptul ci aceastd dispozitie a fost ulterior declaratd neconstitutionald de citre Curtea Constitutionald
a Romaniei.

Potrivit informatiilor detinute de Comisie, dispozitia controversatd nu mai apare in proiectul de Cod al insolventei care este in
prezent dezbdtut in Parlamentul Roméniei.

Prin urmare, Comisia nu considerd necesar sd adopte o pozitie cu privire la faptul ci dispozitia aceasta are caracter discriminatoriu si
limiteaza libertatea de exprimare si libertatea presei. Cu toate acestea, Comisia va urmdri evolutia situatiei.
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Question for written answer E-013620/13
to the Commission
Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: New Insolvency Code

The Romanian Government has issued an Emergency Order to adopt a new Insolvency Code, which was recently declared
unconstitutional by the Constitutional Court. [ would like you to answer the following questions:

1.  Isthe Commission aware of the current situation regarding the amendments to Romania’s Insolvency Code?

2. Do you think that introducing an article specifically for radio and television services amounts to discrimination? The text of
the order stipulates that radio and television stations will be suspended as soon as they become insolvent until their
restructuring plan is approved by the administrator.

3. Isthis provision likely to restrict the freedom of expression and freedom of the press?

4. What is the Commission’s view on the new Insolvency Code, and if you think that there are problems with it, what measures
will you take?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(18 February 2014)

The Commission is aware that the original government proposal for a new Romanian Insolvency Code contained a provision
according to which the licences of broadcasters would have been suspended upon the opening of insolvency proceedings against
them and until the approval of a reorganisation plan.

The Commission is also aware that this provision has subsequently been declared unconstitutional by the Romanian Constitutional
Court.

According to the Commission’s information, the contentious provision does no longer figure in the draft insolvency code which is
currently being discussed in the Romanian Parliament.

Consequently, the Commission does not consider it necessary to take a position on whether the provision in question amounts to
discrimination or restricts the freedom of expression and the freedom of the press. The Commission will, however, follow the
developments.
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intrebarea cu solicitare de rispuns scris E-013621/13
adresatd Comisiei
Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE)
(2 decembrie 2013)

Subiect: Regionalizarea in Romania

Avand in vedere faptul ci procesul de regionalizare/descentralizare din Romania se suprapune inceputului perioadei de programare
2014-2020, vd rog sd precizati:

1. Ce va face Comisia pentru a se asigura ca existd competente administrative adecvate la nivel regional si cd interesele politice
locale nu vor afecta buna functionare a sistemului de management si control al fondurilor europene?

2. Din experienta procesului de regionalizare a altor state membre, considerati cd existd riscul sd existe intarzieri in punerea in
aplicare a fondurilor structurale in Romania? Daci da, ce masuri va lua Comisia?

Rispuns dat de dl Hahn in numele Comisiei
(10 februarie 2014)

1. Comisia este constientd de faptul cd autoritdtile romane au lansat un proces de regionalizare/descentralizare. Statele membre
sunt pe deplin competente si instituie propriile acorduri institutionale interne. In contextul pregitirii fondurilor structurale si a
programelor europene de investitii (ESI) pentru perioada 2014-2020, autoritdtile romane nu au indicat o eventuald interventie
viitoare a structurilor administrative regionale in cadrul sistemelor de gestionare si control. Statele membre sunt responsabile pentru
pregdtirea si punerea in aplicare a programelor la nivelul teritorial corespunzitor, in conformitate cu cadrul institutional, juridic si
financiar, precum si pentru desemnarea autorititilor de management si de control. Aceste desemniri se bazeaza pe un raport si pe o
opinie din partea unui organism de audit independent. Comisia poate solicita raportul si opinia in cauzd si poate face observatii
respectind proportia din suma prevazutd in regulament privind sprijinul din partea fondurilor.

2. In cazul in care au loc schimbiri ale cadrului institutional, acestea ar afecta gestionarea fondurilor ESI sifsau autorititile
desemnate. Autorititile romane vor trebui sd analizeze riscurile presupuse de punerea in aplicare cu intarziere. In conformitate cu
responsabilititile sale prevdzute in regulament, Comisia, pe baza informatiilor disponibile, se asigura ci sistemele de gestionare si de
control continui s fie in conformitate cu regulamentul si cu normele specifice fondurilor si ¢ functioneaza in mod eficace. Comisia
poate efectua audituri si controale la fata locului.
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Question for written answer E-013621/13
to the Commission
Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Regionalisation in Romania

Given that the regionalisation/decentralisation process in Romania will overlap with the start of the 2014-2020 programming
period, I would like you to clarify:

1. What is the Commission going to do to ensure that an adequate level of administrative powers are available at regional level
and that local political interests will not affect the smooth operation of the system for managing and controlling EU funds?

2. Based on the experience of regionalisation in other Member States, do you think that there is a risk of the implementation of
the Structural Funds in Romania being delayed? If so, what measures will the Commission take?

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(10 February 2014)

1. The Commission is aware that the Romanian authorities have launched a regionalisation/decentralisation process. Member
States are fully competent to set up their internal institutional arrangements. In the context of the preparation of the 2014-2020
European Structural and Investment (ESI) Funds programmes, the Romanian authorities have not indicated the involvement of any
future regional administrative structures in the management and control systems. The Member States are responsible for preparing
and implementing programmes, at the appropriate territorial level, in accordance with their institutional, legal and financial
framework and designating the management and control authorities. These designations shall be based on a report and opinion of an
independent audit body. The Commission may request this report and opinion and make observations respecting in proportion to
the amount of support from the Funds laid down in the regulation.

2. If there are changes in the institutional framework that would affect the management of the ESI Funds and/or the designated
authorities. The Romanian authorities will have to analyse the risks of delayed implementation. In line with its responsibilities laid
down in the regulation, the Commission will, on the basis of available information, satisfy itself that the management and control
systems continue to comply with the regulation and the Funds-specific rules and function effectively. The Commission may carry out
on-the-spot audits and checks.
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intrebarea cu solicitare de rispuns scris E-013622/13
adresatd Comisiei
Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE)
(2 decembrie 2013)

Subiect: TAROM — monopol ,de facto”

Avand in vedere faptul cd TAROM este singurul operator de curse aeriene interne din Romania si cd a decis suspendarea unor curse,
fara a oferi explicatii pertinente, v rog sd precizati:

1. Cum apreciazd Comisia lipsa de concurentd pe piata aeronauticd din Romania?

2. Cevaface Comisia pentru a se asigura ci TAROM nu abuzeazi de actualul statut de monopol de facto?

Rispuns dat de dl Almunia in numele Comisiei
(10 februarie 2014)

Comisia nu are un punct de vedere specific privind concurenta pe piata aeronauticd din Romania. Tarom este supus concurentei
exercitate de alte companii aeriene pe rute citre si din Romania. Faptul cd aceastd concurentd este limitatd sau inexistentd pe
(anumite) rute interne poate fi chiar rezultatul conditiilor de pe piata relevantd, avand in vedere volumul cererii, nivelul investitiilor
necesare pentru a infiinta/gestiona o companie aeriand, previziunile legate de rentabilitatea investitiei si alti factori.

Ca orice alti companie, Tarom se supune normelor nationale si europene in materie de concurent. in cazul in care existd indicii de
incilcare a dreptului concurentei, Comisia sau autoritatea nationald competentd in materie de concurent initiazd investigatii din
proprie initiativd sau ca urmare a unor plangeri. Pot fi sesizate si instantele nationale. In prezent, Comisia nu deine nicio informatie
in sensul cd TAROM incalcd normele in materie de concurentd. Faptul ¢ TAROM nu are concurenti pe rutele interne nu reprezintd
neapdrat un semnal al unei incdlcari a dreptului concurentei.
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Question for written answer E-013622/13
to the Commission
Petru Constantin Luhan (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: TAROM — a de facto monopoly

Given that TAROM is the only domestic airline operator in Romania and it has decided to suspend some flights without providing
any relevant explanations, I would like you to clarify:

1. How does the Commission view the lack of competition in Romania’s aeronautical market?

2. What is the Commission going to do to ensure that TAROM does not abuse its current status as a de facto monopoly?

Answer given by Mr Almunia on behalf of the Commission
(10 February 2014)

The Commission has no specific view on the competition landscape in the Romanian aeronautical market. Tarom is subject to
competition from other airlines on routes to and from Romania. The fact that there is limited or no competition on (certain)
domestic routes may very well be the result of the relevant market conditions, in light of the volume of demand, the level of
investment necessary to start/operate an airline business, the prospects for investment return, and other factors.

Like any other company, Tarom is subject to national and European competition rules. Should there be indications of competition
law infringements, the Commission or the relevant national competition authority could investigate on its own initiative or
following complaints. Cases can also be brought before national courts. The Commission currently has no information that Tarom
might be infringing competition rules. The fact that Tarom has no competitors on domestic routes does not necessarily signal an
infringement of competition rules.



24.7.2014 Official Journal of the European Union C241/267

(Wersja polska)

Pytanie wymagajace odpowiedzi pisemnej P-013624/13
do Komisji
Tomasz Piotr Por¢ba (ECR)
(2 grudnia 2013 r.)

Przedmiot: Zawieranie kontraktéw w ramach perspektywy budzetowej 2007-2013

W zwigzku z wlasnie koficzacym sig¢ okresem programowania funduszy strukturalnych na lata 2007-2013 zwracam si¢ do Komisji
Z nastepujgcymi pytaniami:

1. Ktore rozporzadzenie UE lub decyzja Komisji umozliwia podpisywanie kontraktéw na okres programowania 2007-2013 do
roku 2015?

2. Najakiej w ogéle podstawie prawnej kontrakty w ramach wykorzystywania funduszy strukturalnych moga by¢ podpisywane
do2015r.?

3. Do kiedy wg Komisji mozna podopisywal kontrakty na duze inwestycje infrastrukturalne drogowe czy kolejowe?

4. Jak wg Komisji podpisanie kontraktu w 2014 r. lub 2015 r. w przypadku duzych inwestycji drogowych i kolejowych wplywa
na mozliwo$¢ korzystania z funduszy strukturalnych przewidzianych w okresie programowania 2007-2013?

Odpowiedz udzielona przez komisarza Johannesa Hahna w imieniu Komisji
(22 stycznia 2014 .)

1, 2. Artykul 56 rozporzadzenia Rady (WE) nr1083/2006 stanowi, ze wydatki kwalifikuja si¢ do wsparcia z Funduszy
Strukturalnych i Funduszu Spéjnosci, jezeli zostaly faktycznie poniesione do dnia 31 grudnia 2015r.

3, 4. Komisja zachgca panstwa czlonkowskie do podpisywania uméw i realizacji projektow tak szybko, jak to mozliwe.
Obowigzkiem panstw czlonkowskich jest zapewnienie, ze wydatki na projekty pokryte w ramach programu operacyjnego,
niezaleznie od tego, kiedy zostaly one podpisane, zostang poniesione przez beneficjenta przed dniem 31 grudnia 2015 .

Konicowe sprawozdanie z realizacji programu operacyjnego, ktére musi zosta¢ przedstawione wraz z innymi dokumentami
zamkniecia najpézniej do dnia 31 marca 2017 r., powinno wykaza¢, ze projekt jest zakoficzony i byl stosowany przed tg datg, jak
okreslono wdecyzji Komisji C(2013) 1573 final z dnia 20 marca 2013 r. wsprawie zatwierdzenia wytycznych dotyczacych
zamkniecia przyjetych programéw operacyjnych przyjetych do celéow pomocy z Europejskiego Funduszu Rozwoju Regionalnego,
Europejskiego Funduszu Spolecznego i Funduszu Spéjnosci (2007-2013) (pkt 3.2). Jednakze po dniu 31 grudnia 2015 r. projekt
musi zosta¢ zakonczony za pomocg §rodkéw krajowych. Komisja zezwolita panstwom czlonkowskim na pewna elastycznosé
w celu stopniowego wdrazania duzych projektéw na nastepny okres (pkt 3.3 wytycznych dotyczacych zamkniecia).
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Question for written answer P-013624/13
to the Commission
Tomasz Piotr Por¢ba (ECR)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Conclusion of contracts under the 2007-2013 budgetary period

In connection with the expiry of the programming period for the Structural Funds for the years 2007-2013, I would like to ask the
Commission the following:

1. Which EU regulation or Commission decision enables the signing of contracts for the 2007-2013 programming period up to
20157

2. Ingeneral, on what legal basis can contracts under the structural funds be signed up to 2015?
3. Inthe Commission’s view, by what date can contracts for major road and rail infrastructure investment be signed?

4. In the Commission’s view, what effect will the signing of contracts in 2014 or 2015 for major road and rail investment have
on the possibility of using structural funds provided for in the 2007-2013 programming period?

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(22 January 2014)

1 and 2. Article 56 of Council Regulation (EC) No 1083/2006 specifies that expenditure is eligible for contribution from the
Structural Funds and Cohesion Funds if it has actually been paid by 31 December 2015.

3 and 4. The Commission encourages Member States to sign contracts and implement projects as soon as possible. It is the Member
States” responsibility to ensure that expenditure for projects covered by an operational programme, regardless of when they were
signed, are paid by the beneficiary before 31 December 2015.

The final report on the implementation of the operational programme, which has to be presented with the other closure documents
at latest at 31 March 2017, should demonstrate that the project is completed and in use by that date, as specified in the Commission
Decision C(2013) 1573 final of 20.03.2013 on the approval of guidelines on the closure of operational programmes adopted for
assistance from the European Regional Development Fund, European Social Fund and the Cohesion Fund (2007-2013) (point 3.2).
However, after 31 December 2015 the completion has to be achieved by national resources. The Commission has provided some
flexibility to Member States to phase large projects into the next period (point 3.3 of the closure guidelines).
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Pregunta con solicitud de respuesta escrita E-013625/13
ala Comision
Ifiaki Irazabalbeitia Ferndndez (Verts/ALE)
(2 de diciembre de 2013)
Asunto: Lindano en Oiola y respuesta de las autoridades de Bizkaia

En su respuesta a mis preguntas E-008793/2013 y E-008794/2013, el sefior Potocnik sefialaba textualmente:

«Pese a no poder detectar ninguna infraccién de la normativa de la UE a partir de la informacién facilitada, la Comisién se pondrd en
contacto con las autoridades competentes a fin de obtener una vision mds clara de la situacion existente en la provincia de Bizkaia.»

Pasado un razonable periodo de tiempo, quisiera saber lo siguiente:
¢Se ha puesto ya la Comision en contacto con las autoridades competentes?
¢Le han hecho llegar a la Comision dichas autoridades la informacién requerida?

En el caso de que dicha informacion haya sido recibida por la Comision, ;qué valoracion hace de ella?

Respuesta del Sr. Potonik en nombre de la Comision
(6 de febrero de 2014)

La Comision se puso efectivamente en contacto con las autoridades competentes a fin de obtener informacién adicional y, en estos
momentos, estd evaluando la informacion facilitada en su respuesta.
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Question for written answer E-013625/13
to the Commission
Ifiaki Irazabalbeitia Ferndndez (Verts/ALE)
(2 December 2013)
Subject: Lindane in Oiola and the response from the Bizkaia authorities.

In his answer to my questions E-008793/2013 and E-008794/2013, Mr Poto stated as follows:

‘From the information provided, the Commission cannot at this point detect a breach of EU legislation. However, in order to get a
clearer picture of the situation in the Province of Bizkaia, the Commission will contact the competent authorities.’

A reasonable period of time now having passed, I would like to know the following:
Has the Commission already contacted the competent authorities?
Have these authorities provided the required information to the Commission?

If the Commission has received this information, what is its assessment of it?

Answer given by Mr Poto¢nik on behalf of the Commission
(6 February 2014)

The Commission did contact the competent authorities for additional information and is currently assessing the information
provided in their reply.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013626/13
an die Kommission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2. Dezember 2013)

Betrifft: Apple-Datenschutzklauseln

Deutsche Verbraucherschiitzer konnten im Mai des Jahres einen Etappensieg gegen mehrere Datenschutz-Klauseln von Apple
erzielen. Das Landgericht Berlin kippte acht Punkte aus der Datenschutz-Erkldrung des iPhone-Konzerns. Beispielsweise stellt laut
Gerichtsurteil die Klausel zur Weitergabe von Daten an verbundene Unternehmen ,eine globale Einwilligung in
Datenverarbeitungsprozesse dar, ohne dass der Umfang der Einwilligung dem Verbraucher hinreichend transparent gemacht wird*“.

Apple hatte unter anderem argumentiert, das deutsche Recht greife nicht, weil keine personenbezogenen Daten durch eine
Niederlassung in Deutschland erhoben wiirden. Das Gericht sah das anders: Hinsichtlich deutscher Verbraucher sei deutsches Recht
anzuwenden.

Gibt es auf EU-Ebene hinsichtlich (bedenklicher) Datenschutzklauseln grofSer (US-)Konzerne ein koordiniertes Vorgehen?

Antwort von Frau Reding im Namen der Kommission
(25. Februar 2014)

Der Kommission ist bekannt, dass in mehreren EU-Lindern, darunter auch in Deutschland, einige Vertragsklauseln im
Zusammenhang mit Online-Diensten grofSer Online-Anbieter aus Datenschutzgriinden fiir rechtswidrig befunden wurden.

Unbeschadet der Zustindigkeiten der Europédischen Kommission als Hiiterin der Vertrége fillt die Uberwachung und Durchsetzung
der Datenschutzvorschriften in die Zustindigkeit nationaler Behorden, insbesondere der Datenschutz-Kontrollstellen und der
Gerichte. Die Datenschutzbehé6rden der EU arbeiten im Rahmen der Artikel-29-Datenschutzgruppe eng zusammen und fithren in
einigen Fillen gemeinsame Untersuchungen durch.

Gegen Klauseln in der Datenschutzpolitik von in der Union titigen Unternehmen, die gegen das EU-Verbraucherschutzrecht wie die
Richtlinie 93/13/EWG tber missbriuchliche Klauseln in Verbrauchervertrigen verstoffen, konnen auch nationale
Strafverfolgungsbehorden und Gerichte, z.B. im Rahmen der Verordnung iiber die Zusammenarbeit im Verbraucherschutz
(CPC-Netz), vorgehen.

Die im Januar 2012 von der Kommission vorgeschlagene Datenschutz-Grundverordnung wird direkt anwendbar sein und die
Datenschutzvorschriften in der EU weiter harmonisieren. Sie gilt auch fiir die in Drittstaaten niedergelassenen fir die Verarbeitung
Verantwortlichen, z. B. wenn Personen in der EU Waren und Dienstleistungen angeboten werden.

Die Kommission hat 2013 eine Sachverstandigengruppe eingesetzt, um sichere und faire Klauseln fiir Cloud-Computing-Vertrige
festzulegen ('), die vertraglichen Vereinbarungen zwischen Anbietern von Cloud-Computingdiensten, Verbrauchern und
Kleinunternehmen zu verbessern sowie die Anwendung der geltenden EU-Datenschutz-Richtlinie 95/46/EG (*) in Bezug auf
samtliche Fragen zu erleichtern, die Cloud-Computing-Vertrage beriihren.

()  ABLC174vom 20.6.2013,S. 6.
() ABLL281vom23.11.1995,S. 31.
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Question for written answer E-013626/13
to the Commission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Apple data protection clauses

In May of this year, German consumer protection groups managed to achieve a partial victory against several of Apple’s data
protection clauses. The Berlin Regional Court overturned eight clauses in the iPhone company’s privacy policy. For example,
according to the court ruling, the clause concerning data sharing with affiliates ‘constitutes a global consent to data processing acts,
without the extent of the consent being made sufficiently transparent to the consumer’.

Apple had argued, among other things, that German law did not apply, as no personal data were collected by a branch office in
Germany. The court disagreed with this and stated that German consumers are subject to German law.

Is there a coordinated approach at EU level with regard to the (questionable) data protection clauses of large (US) companies?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(25 February 2014)

The Commission is aware that some contract clauses related to online services provided by major online providers have been judged
unlawful for data protection reasons in several EU countries including Germany.

Without prejudice to the competence of the European Commission as guardian of the Treaties, the supervision and enforcement of
data protection legislation falls within the competence of national authorities, in particular the data protection supervisory
authorities, and courts. The EU data protection supervisory authorities closely cooperate in the framework of the article 29 Working
Party and, in some instances, conduct common investigations.

Terms in the privacy policies of companies operating in the Union which violate EU consumer legislation, such as the Unfair
Contract Terms Directive 93/13/EEC, may also be addressed by national enforcement authorities and courts, also in the framework
of the consumer protection cooperation (CPC Network).

The General Data Protection Regulation, proposed by the Commission in January 2012 will be directly applicable and further
harmonise data protection rules in the EU. It will also apply to data controllers established in third countries e.g. whenever goods and
services are offered to individuals in the EU.

The Commission set up a Commission expert group in 2013 in order to identify safe and fair terms for cloud computing contracts (')
to facilitate an improvement of the contractual arrangements between cloud computing service providers and consumers and small
firms, and to facilitate the application of the current EU Data Protection Directive 95/46/EC (?) to the extent that it is relevant to cloud
computing contracts.

() 2013/C 174/04.
@ OJL281,23.11.1995,p.31.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013627/13
an die Kommission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2. Dezember 2013)

Betrifft: Fordergelder fiir Israel

Die EU hat im Juli in ihren neuen Forderkriterien klargestellt, dass Mittel der Gemeinschaft nicht fiir Projekte oder Institutionen in
den von Israel 1967 besetzten Gebieten eingesetzt werden diirfen, die die Paldstinenser fiir ihren kiinftigen Staat beanspruchen. Den
Medien ist zu entnehmen, dass im seit lingerem schwelenden Streit zwischen der EU und Israel iiber die Forschungszusammenarbeit
nun die Unstimmigkeiten beigelegt wurden. Die Vereinbarung soll Israel weiterhin Zugang zu EU-Fordergeldern ermdglichen;
gleichzeitig wird aber eine zentrale Forderung der EU in vollem Umfang beachtet: IThre Fordermittel sollen nicht in Siedlungen in den
von Israel besetzten Gebieten fliefen diirfen.

Was wurde hinsichtlich der Kontrolle der zweckgemafen Verwendung der Fordergelder in Israel vereinbart?

Antwort von Frau Ashton — Hohe Vertreterin/Vizeprisidentin im Namen der Kommission
(4. Februar 2014)

Der Standpunkt der Kommission in der Frage der angemessenen Verwendung von Férdermitteln in Israel wird in den Antworten auf
die Parlamentarischen Anfragen E-13106/2013 und E-13107/2013 erlutert.
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Question for written answer E-013627/13
to the Commission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Financial assistance for Israel

In July, the EU made it clear in its new eligibility criteria that Union funds must not be used for projects or institutions in the
territories occupied by Israel since 1967 that the Palestinians are claiming for their future state. According to the media, the
disagreements in the dispute that has been simmering for a long time between the EU and Israel over cooperation in research have
been resolved. The agreement should allow Israel continued access to EU funding; at the same time, however, a key requirement of
the EU is to be observed in full: its funding must not go to settlements in the territories occupied by Israel.

What has been agreed with regard to monitoring of the appropriate use of funding in Israel?

Answer given by High Representative/Vice-President Ashton on behalf of the Commission
(4 February 2014)

The Commission’s position on the issue of the appropriate use of funding in Israel is given in the replies to parliamentary Question
E-13106/2013 and E-13107/2013.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013628/13
an den Rat
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2. Dezember 2013)

Betrifft: Forderung der Produktionsverlagerung

In der Vergangenheit gab es Kritik, EU-Forderungen wiirden oft zu einer reinen Produktionsverlagerung innerhalb der Europdischen
Union fithren. Im Zusammenhang mit dem Fall der Firma Nokia, wo eine Produktion von Deutschland {iber Ungarn nach Ruménien
verlegt wurde hat die Kommission klargestellt, dass EU-Recht jede Forderung reiner Standort-Verlagerungen verbietet. Als der
schwedische Haushaltsgeritehersteller Electrolux seine Produktion der AEG-Waschmaschinen von Niirnberg nach Polen verlagerte,
war die Aufregung dhnlich grof.

1.  Inwieweit wird im Zusammenhang mit EU-Forderungen darauf geachtet, dass im Endeffekt nicht die Produktionsverlagerung
innerhalb der EU gefordert wird?

2. Wer kontrolliert das Verbot der Férderung von Standortverlagerungen, welches im Jahr 2006 ausdriicklich in die Vorschriften
zur Strukturforderung aufgenommen wurde?

Antwort
(10. Februar 2014)

Der Herr Abgeordnete wird gebeten, seine Anfrage an die Kommission zu richten, da die Anfrage in deren Zustindigkeit fallt. Es ist
Aufgabe der Kommission als Hiiterin der Vertrige, die Anwendung des Unionsrechts durch die Mitgliedstaaten zu iiberwachen.
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Question for written answer E-013628/13
to the Council
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Funding for the relocation of production

In the past there has been criticism that EU funding would often lead to a simple relocation of production within the European
Union. In connection with the case of the company Nokia, in which production was moved from Germany via Hungary to Romania,
the Commission stated that EC law prohibits any support for a simple relocation. When the Swedish white goods manufacturer
Electrolux moved its production of AEG washing machines from Nuremburg to Poland, the furore was just as great.

1.  Inconnection with EU funding, to what extent is it ensured that it is not, ultimately, the relocation of production within the EU
that is funded?

2. 'Who monitors the prohibition of funding for relocations, which was explicitly included in the provisions relating to structural
funding in 2006?

Reply
(10 February 2014)

The Honourable Member is invited to put this question to the Commission, as it falls within its sphere of competence. The
Commission, as guardian of the Treaties, is responsible for overseeing Member States’ application of Union law.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013629/13
an die Kommission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2. Dezember 2013)

Betrifft: Kampf gegen Kredithaie

Das Geschift mit ,Payday Loans®, also teuren Kredite zur Uberbriickung der Zeit bis zur nichsten Lohnzahlung, boomt in
Grofbritannien. Der Markt ist Schitzungen zufolge mittlerweile mehr als zwei Milliarden Pfund schwer. Im Endeffekt ergibt sich oft
ein effektiver Jahreszins von iiber 1 000 %.

Anscheinend werden etwa ein Drittel der Kredite zu spit oder nie zuriickgezahlt werden. Den Kreditnehmern, die ja ohnehin bereits
in finanziellen Schwierigkeiten stecken, entstehen mit jeder Verlingerung immer neue Gebiihren und Zinswucher. Untersuchungen
zufolge erwirtschaften die Anbieter ein Fiinftel ihres Erloses mit nur einem Zwanzigstel der Darlehen — namlich mit jenen, die
viermal oder ofter verlingert werden.

ADb April 2014 iibernimmt die Financial Conduct Authority (FCA) die Aufgabe der Regulierung der britischen Kreditbranche. Sie will
etwa festlegen, dass derartige Kredite hochstens zweimal verlingert werden diirfen. Danach soll der Anbieter den Kreditnehmer
zundchst iiber Angebote der Schuldnerberatung informieren miissen. Erfahrungen aus den USA haben gezeigt, dass sich mit festen
Zinsobergrenzen nicht gegen diese Problematik angehen lisst, da die Kredithaie einfach die zusitzlichen Gebithren entsprechend
anheben.

1. Istsich die Kommission dieses Problems bewusst?
2. Gibtes auf EU-Ebene ein gemeinsames Vorgehen gegen Kredithaie?

3. Werden Projekte zur Schuldnerberatung durch EU-Férderungen subventioniert?

Antwort von Herrn Mimica im Namen der Kommission
(5. Februar 2014)

Der Kommission ist sich der Problematik der ,Payday Loans“ durchaus bewusst. Diese Kredite stellen in verschiedenen
Mitgliedstaaten ein ernstes Problem dar, auch im Vereinigten Konigreich (wie aus dem Bericht des britischen Office of Fair Trading
(OFT) vom Mirz 2013 -Payday Lending Compliance Review, Final Report — hervorgeht) (*).

Gemifs der Richtlinie 2008/48/EG iiber Verbraucherkreditvertrige (*) miissen die Kreditgeber den Verbrauchern (Kreditnehmern)
Standardinformationen bereitstellen, darunter Angaben zum effektiven Jahreszins, in dessen Berechnung alle Kosten und Gebiihren
einfliefen. Dank dieser Informationen und insbesondere dank des effektiven Jahreszinses konnen sich die Verbraucher einen
genauen Uberblick verschaffen, welche Kosten tatsichlich auf sie zukommen, bevor sie entscheiden, ob sie einen Kreditvertrag
unterschreiben.

Einige Mitgliedstaaten versuchen das Problem in den Griff zu bekommen, indem sie den effektiven Jahreszins deckeln. Da alle Kosten
und Gebiihren in dem effektiven Jahreszins enthalten sind, haben Kreditgeber dadurch weniger Moglichkeiten, die Kreditkosten in
die Hohe zu treiben.

Der Kommission ist hingegen nicht bekannt, dass Projekte fiir die Beratung von Schuldnern finanziell unterstiitzt wiirden; sie selber
finanziert solche Projekte derzeit jedenfalls nicht.

() http://www.oft.gov.uk/OFTwork/credit/payday-lenders-compliance-review
@  ABLL133vom 22.5.2008.
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Question for written answer E-013629/13
to the Commission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Fight against loan sharks

The ‘payday loans’ business, in other words expensive loans to bridge the period until the next pay day, is booming in the United
Kingdom. The market is now estimated to be worth more than GBP 2 billion. The APR often ends up being over 1 000%.

It seems that around a third of the loans are paid back too late or not at all. With each extension, the borrowers, who are in any case
already in financial difficulties, are faced with ever more fees and usury. According to studies, the lenders generate a fifth of their
income from just a twentieth of the loans — in other words, from those that are extended four times or more.

From April 2014 onwards, the Financial Conduct Authority (FCA) will take over the regulation of the UK loan sector. It will establish,
for example, that it will not be permissible to extend this type of loan more than twice. After this, the lender will firstly have to
inform the borrower of the availability of debt advice. Experience in the US has shown that it is not possible to tackle this problem
with fixed interest ceilings, as the credit sharks simply increase their additional fees accordingly.

1. Isthe Commission aware of this problem?
2. Isthere a common approach for tackling credit sharks at EU level?

3. Aredebt advice projects subsidised by EU funding?

Answer given by Mr Mimica on behalf of the Commission
(5 February 2014)

The Commission is fully aware of the problems on payday loans which are a major issue for consumers in various Member States
including the UK, as reflected in the report issued in March 2013 by the Office of Fair Trading (Payday Lending Compliance Review,
Final Report) (').

Directive 2008/48/EC on Consumer Credit (*) obliges creditors to provide to borrowers standard information which includes the
Annual Percentage Rate of charge (APR). The calculation of APR puts together all charges and fees. With this information, and in
particular APR, which gives a real figure of total cost of the credit, the consumer can take an informed decision whether to enter or
not in the credit contract.

Some Member States have adopted specific measures to tackle the problem of payday loans by capping APR. As all charges and fees
are included in APR, this in practice limits boosting any credit costs by creditors.

However, the Commission is not aware of any funding for debt advice projects and is not funding such projects.

() http://www.oft.gov.uk/OFTwork/credit/payday-lenders-compliance-review
®  OJL133o0f22.5.2008.
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Anfrage zur schriftlichen Beantwortung E-013630/13
an die Kommission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2. Dezember 2013)

Betrifft: Pressemeldungen zum EU-Haushalt nur in englischer Sprache

Gemif$ Artikel 1 der Verordnung Nr. 1/1958 des Rates, in dem die Amtssprachen und Arbeitssprachen der Union aufgefiihrt sind,
sind alle Amtssprachen der EU gleich zu behandeln, was die Veroffentlichung von Rechtsakten und anderen amtlichen
Schriftstiicken betrifft. Deutsch ist neben Englisch und Franzésisch eine der drei Sprachen, in denen die Kommission tiblicherweise
ihre internen Beschliisse fasst. Selbstverstindlich hat jede Institution hat das Recht, frei tiber ihre interne Sprachenregelung fiir den
Arbeitsalltag zu entscheiden.

Laut ,Eurobarometer*-Studie aus dem Jahr 2006 ist die deutsche Sprache mit einem Anteil von 18 % die am meisten gesprochene
Muttersprache innerhalb der EU und wird zudem von 14 % der EU-Biirger auch als Fremdsprache gesprochen. Franzésisch und
Englisch werden nur von 14 % bzw. 13 % der Unionsbiirger als Muttersprache verwendet. Weltweit wird Deutsch von 90-100
Millionen Menschen gesprochen. Mehrere Biirger haben ihre Verargerung dariiber bekundet, dass die Pressemeldungen zum EU-
Haushalt fiir 2014 ausschliefSlich in englischer Sprache erhiltlich waren.

1. Welcher Dienst ist fiir die Pressemeldungen verantwortlich?

2. Wird die Kommission den entsprechenden Dienst in diesem Zusammenhang auffordern, die Verwendung aller drei
Amtssprachen, also Deutsch, Englisch und Franzosisch hinsichtlich Pressemeldungen konsequenter durchzufithren?

Antwort von Viviane Reding im Namen der Kommission
(28. Januar 2014)

Zustindig fur die Herausgabe von Pressemitteilungen ist der Dienst des Sprechers der Kommission.

Generell ist es die Politik des Sprecherdienstes, alle Pressemitteilungen in allen drei Verfahrenssprachen der Kommission, also
Deutsch, Englisch und Franzosisch, herauszugeben. Es kann indessen vorkommen, dass Erklarungen, die Kommissionsmitglieder
sehr kurzfristig zu aktuellen Ereignissen oder Entwicklungen abgeben, anschlieSend nicht tibersetzt werden. Die Erfahrung zeigt
nimlich, dass solche nachtriglich gefertigten Ubersetzungen von den Journalisten nicht genutzt werden, denn wenn sie vorliegen, ist
schon iiber das Thema berichtet worden.

Zu den Pressemitteilungen tiber den Haushalt 2014, auf die sich der Herr Abgeordnete konkret bezieht, ist zu sagen, dass funf

solcher Pressemitteilungen oder Erklirungen von EU-Haushaltskommissar Lewandowski abgegeben wurden, die alle in tibersetzter
Fassung, auch auf Deutsch, auf der Website (') des Kommissars zur Verfiigung stehen.

() http:[/ec.europa.eu/commission_2010-2014/lewandowski/headlines/index_de htm?id=201311201200
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Question for written answer E-013630/13
to the Commission
Andreas Mélzer (NI)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Press releases relating to the EU budget only in English

In accordance with Article 1 of Council Regulation No 1/1958, which lists the official and working languages of the Union, all
official languages of the EU are to be treated equally where publication of legislative acts and other official documents are concerned.
In addition to English and French, German is one of the three languages in which the Commission normally takes its internal
decisions. Of course, each institution has the right to freely determine its own internal language arrangements for its day-to-day
work.

According to a Eurobarometer study from 2006, German is spoken as a mother tongue by the most people within the EU, with a
share of 18%, and is also spoken as a foreign language by 14% of EU citizens. French and English are spoken as a mother tongue by
only 14% and 13% of Union citizens, respectively. Worldwide, German is spoken by 90-100 million people. Several people have
expressed their frustration at the fact that the press releases relating to the EU budget for 2014 were only available in English.

1. Which service is responsible for the press releases?

2. In this connection, will the Commission call on the relevant service to use all three official languages, that is to say German,
English and French, more consistently in the press releases?

Answer given by Mrs Reding on behalf of the Commission
(28 January 2014)

The Spokespersons’ Service of the Commission is in charge of issuing press releases.

The general policy of the Spokespersons’ Service is to use systematically for all press releases all three working languages of the
Commission: English, French and German. However, it may happen that statements by members of the College issued rapidly on
breaking news developments are not translated later on, as experience shows that such translations produced a posteriori are not
used by the journalists since, by the time the translations are available, the news has already been reported on.

Concerning press releases on the 2014 budget to which the Honourable Member specifically refers to, five press releases or

statements were issued by EU budget Commissioner Lewandowski, and their translations are all available on the Commissioner’s
website ('), including the German translation.

() http:[/ec.europa.eu/commission_2010-2014/lewandowski/headlines/index_de htm?id=201311201200
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013633/13
alla Commissione
Lara Comi (PPE)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Limiti all'ammontare di monete metalliche utilizzabili in un singolo pagamento
Considerando:

—  cheil corso legale delle banconote denominate in euro ¢ stabilito nell'articolo 128, paragrafo 1, del trattato sul funzionamento
dell'Unione europea (ex articolo 106 del TCE), nell'articolo 16 dello Statuto del Sistema europeo di banche centrali e della
Banca Centrale europea, e nell'articolo 10 del regolamento (CE) n. 974/98 del Consiglio, del 3 maggio 1998, relativo
all'introduzione dell’euro;

—  che larticolo 11 del regolamento (CE) N. 974/98 stabilisce che, ad eccezione dell'autorita emittente, nessuno ¢ obbligato ad
accettare pitt di 50 monete metalliche in un singolo pagamento, a prescindere dal taglio;

tutto quanto sopra considerato, si chiede alla Commissione di:

1. chiarire la ratio che ha portato a introdurre le summenzionate misure di restrizione all'ammontare di monete metalliche che
possono essere utilizzate per estinguere debiti pecuniari;

2. indicare se ritiene che tale limite sia derogabile nell'eventualita in cui il debitore si trovi impossibilitato ad effettuare il
pagamento dovuto attraverso modalita alternative;

3. in caso di risposta negativa alla questione posta al punto precedente, indicare, in termini generali, se ritiene necessario un
adeguamento della norma di cui all’articolo 11 del regolamento (CE) N. 974/98, introducendo quantomeno un margine di
flessibilita in pitt rispetto al limite perentorio in essa sancito.

Risposta di Olli Rehn a nome della Commissione
(30 gennaio 2014)

11 limite stabilito all'articolo 11 del regolamento (CE) n. 97498 ¢ stato introdotto per assicurare la rapidita, efficienza e sicurezza dei
pagamenti in contante. Il regolamento permette peraltro a debitore e creditore di decidere, col reciproco consenso, di utilizzare un
numero superiore di monete. Finora il limite stabilito dal regolamento non risulta aver causato problemi pratici: infatti, qualora il
debitore non disponga di mezzi di pagamento alternativi, il creditore tende naturalmente ad accettare, in via eccezionale, un numero
superiore di monete piuttosto di non essere pagato. Non si ravvisa pertanto alcuna necessita di proporre una modifica
dell’articolo 11.
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Question for written answer E-013633/13
to the Commission
Lara Comi (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Limits on the amount of coins that can be used in a single transaction

— The legal tender of euro banknotes is laid down in Article 128(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
(formerly Article 106 TEC), Article 16 of the Statute of the European System of Central Banks and of the European Central Bank, and
Article 10 of Council Regulation (EC) No 974/98 of 3 May 1998 on the introduction of the euro.

— Article 11 of Regulation (EC) No 974/98 lays down that, except for the issuing authority, no party shall be obliged to accept more
than 50 coins in any single payment, irrespective of the denominations involved.

1. Can the Commission clarify its reasoning for introducing the aforementioned measures restricting the amount of coins which
can be used for settling financial debts?

2. Does it believe that a derogation may apply to such limits should it be impossible for the debtor to pay using alternative means?

3. If not, can it say, in general terms, whether it believes the provisions of Article 11 of Regulation (EC) No 974/98 should be
amended in order to at least introduce a margin of flexibility greater that the peremptory limit laid down therein?

Answer given by Mr Rehn on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

The limit set by Article 11 of Regulation (EC) No 974/98 was introduced in the interest of keeping cash payments swift, efficient and
secure. In line with the regulation, debtor and creditor can always agree on higher amounts through mutual consent. No practical
problems with the limit set by the regulation have been reported. The reason is that, should the debtor have no alternative payment
means, the creditor is naturally inclined to exceptionally accept a higher amount of coins rather than remaining unpaid. Against this
background, there is no need to propose an amendment to Article 11.
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Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013634/13
alla Commissione
Lara Comi (PPE)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Cartelli di avviso legale lungo le ex fasce confinarie tra Stati per una migliore applicazione della direttiva 2008/118/CE sulle
accise

La concreta applicazione della direttiva 2008/118/CE sta creando disagi in varie zone d’Europa che si trovano a cavallo tra Stati con
differenti prezzi e imposizioni fiscali su beni soggetti ad accisa (in particolare tra Italia, Austria e Repubblica di Slovenia).

Ogni anno svariati cittadini e turisti stranieri che superano, anche di pochissimo, i quantitativi di legge previsti per alcolici, tabacchi e
carburanti vengono puniti severamente con processi penali, sanzioni amministrative da decine di migliaia di euro e confisca dei
mezzi.

Nella maggior parte dei casi si tratta di condotte attuate in completa buona fede e dovute all'ignoranza della complessa e articolata
materia fiscale.

Tutto cid premesso:

1. puo la Commissione prevedere, a carico degli Stati interessati, I'obbligo di apporre lungo le ex fasce confinarie dei cartelli
multilingue con le esatte indicazioni di legge e i quantitativi liberamente trasportabili dai privati?

2. In caso di risposta negativa al precedente quesito, ritiene la Commissione di dover quanto meno sollecitare un’azione in tal
senso da parte degli Stati, in modo da tutelare la buona fede di decine di malcapitati cittadini?

Risposta di Algirdas Semeta a nome della Commissione
(29 gennaio 2014)

1. La Commissione non ha il potere di obbligare gli Stati membri ad affiggere, nelle zone di frontiera, avvisi riguardanti le norme
sugli acquisti transfrontalieri per uso personale di prodotti sottoposti ad accisa.

2. Le disposizioni legali comuni sugli acquisti transfrontalieri per uso personale di prodotti sottoposti ad accisa sono contenute
nell’articolo 32 della direttiva 2008/118/CE ('). La Commissione ha pubblicato tali disposizioni sul sito web Europa al seguente
indirizzo: http:|/ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/common/travellers/travel_eu/index_en.htm.

Nessun pagamento di accisa & dovuto dal viaggiatore che entra in uno Stato membro, in provenienza da un altro Stato membro, con
prodotti sottoposti ad accisa, purché questi siano destinati all'uso personale e trasportati dal viaggiatore stesso. I quantitativi minimi
indicati nella direttiva rappresentano livelli indicativi e sono destinati unicamente ad essere utilizzati come un elemento di prova, fra
gli altri, per dimostrare che i prodotti sottoposti ad accisa sono per uso personale. I livelli indicativi non costituiscono franchigie.

Qualora un viaggiatore ritenga che le misure adottate da uno Stato membro in quest'ambito siano sproporzionate pud presentare
denuncia alla Commissione.

()  Direttiva 2008/118/CE del Consiglio, del 16 dicembre 2008, relativa al regime generale delle accise e che abroga la direttiva 92/12/CEE (GU L 9 del 14.1.2009, pag.
12).
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Question for written answer E-013634/13
to the Commission
Lara Comi (PPE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Legal advisory notices in former border zones between States to improve the implementation of Directive 2008/118/EC on
excise duty

The practical implementation of Directive 2008/118/EC is causing problems in several parts of Europe that straddle States with
different prices and taxation systems for goods subject to excise duty (particularly between Italy, Austria and the Republic of
Slovenia).

Every year, many citizens and foreign tourists who exceed, even slightly, the stipulated legal quantities of alcoholic beverages,
tobacco products and fuels are severely punished with criminal trials, fines of tens of thousands of euros and the confiscation of
goods.

In most cases, their actions are entirely in good faith and result from an ignorance of the complex and convoluted tax legislation.

1. Canthe Commission establish an obligation for the States in question to set up multilingual notices along former border zones,
with precise information about the law and the quantities that can be freely carried by private citizens?

2. Ifnot, does the Commission believe that it should, at the very least, encourage action in this matter on the part of the States, in
order to protect the good faith of dozens of unfortunate citizens?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(29 January 2014)

1. The Commission has no power to oblige Member States to erect notices in border areas concerning the rules for cross-border
personal acquisition of excise goods.

2. The common legal provisions for cross-border personal acquisition of excise goods are contained in Article 32 of
Directive 2008/118/EC ('). The Commission has published these provisions on the Europa website at:
http://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/common/travellers/travel_eu/index_en.htm.

No excise duty has to be paid by the traveller when he enters a Member State from another Member State with excise goods if the
goods are for the personal use of the traveller and transported by him or herself. The minimum quantities indicated in the directive
are guide levels and are solely to be used, among other elements, as evidence that the excise goods are for personal use. The guide
levels are not allowances.

If a traveller believes that action taken by a Member State in this area is disproportionate he or she can make a complaint to the
Commission.

()  COUNCIL DIRECTIVE 2008/118/EC of 16 December 2008 concerning the general arrangements for excise duty and repealing Directive 92/12/EEC (OJ L9,
14.1.2009, p. 12).



24.7.2014 Official Journal of the European Union C241/285

(Versione italiana)

Interrogazione con richiesta di risposta scritta E-013635/13
alla Commissione
Niccolo Rinaldi (ALDE)
(2 dicembre 2013)

Oggetto: Procedura per deficit eccessivi e ISTAT

Nell'ambito della procedura per deficit eccessivi, cosi come prevista dal regolamento (CE) n. 479/2009 e successive modificazioni e
integrazioni, I'Istituto nazionale di statistica italiano (ISTAT) ha comunicato alla Commissione europea, il 30 settembre 2013, un
indebitamento netto di -47.186 milioni di euro, pari al 3 % del Pil, mentre la Nota di aggiornamento al Def (Documento di economia
e finanza) del 20 settembre 2013, prevista dall'articolo 10 bis della legge nazionale 196/2009, fissava I'indebitamento netto a
legislazione vigente a -48.723 milioni di euro, il 3,1 % del Pil.

L'Istituto nazionale di statistica italiano (ISTAT), per I'indagine 2011 col metodo CAPI (computer assisted personal interview) sul
reddito e sulle condizioni di vita, denominata EU-SILC (EU statistics on income and living conditions), disciplinata dal regolamento
(CE) n. 1177/2003, avrebbe dovuto ultimare le relative interviste alla data del 31 dicembre 2011, ma poiché delle 26.000 interviste
stabilite ne risultavano effettuate circa la meta, la rilevazione si ¢ protratta sino a marzo 2012, quando ¢ stata dichiarata conclusa con
sole 17.052 interviste, circa 9.000 in meno di quelle previste.

Pud la Commissione comunicare quanto segue, ossia se ritiene che:

1.  ai sensi dell’articolo 2, paragrafo 1, del regolamento (CE) n. 479/2009 i dati da comunicare alla Commissione europea
debbano essere riferiti al quadro normativo vigente?

2. la qualita del dato sull'indebitamento netto trasmesso dall'Istituto nazionale di statistica il 30 settembre 2013 sia conforme
all'articolo 8 del regolamento (CE) n. 479/2009?

3. nello specifico non esistessero i presupposti per esprimere riserve in merito alla qualita dei dati effettivi trasmessi, ai sensi
dell’articolo 15 del regolamento (CE) n. 479/2009?

4. TISTAT, qualora non avesse, come sembra, presentato a EUROSTAT motivata istanza di differimento del predetto termine,
abbia agito nel pieno rispetto del regolamento (CE) n. 1177/2003?

5. la qualita del dato sul reddito e le condizioni di vita 2011, quale determinato dallISTAT, possa essere ritenuto conforme ai
regolamenti comunitari?

Risposta di Algirdas Semeta a nome della Commissione
(11 febbraio 2014)

Gli Stati membri devono comunicare a Eurostat i dati relativi al disavanzo e al debito pubblico in linea con il regolamento (CE) n.
479/2009 (). Per disavanzo (o avanzo) pubblico si intende 'indebitamento (o accreditamento) netto quale definito nel SEC95 (%). Per
debito pubblico si intende il valore nominale di tutte le passivita lorde in essere alla fine dell'anno. Gli Stati membri non comunicano
il debito netto a Eurostat. Le cifre menzionate dall’Onorevole deputato riguardano in effetti il disavanzo e non il debito netto. I dati
forniti dall'Italia il 30 settembre sono in linea con i requisiti del regolamento citato.

[ dati relativi all'Ttalia sono stati pubblicati il 21 ottobre 2013 (°) senza riserve in merito alla qualita dei dati e in linea con il disposto
del regolamento (CE) n. 479/2009 del Consiglio.

Non essendovi nel regolamento (CE) n. 1177/2003 (*) disposizioni rigorose in merito al periodo di rilevazione sul campo, il
prolungamento della sua durata non puo essere ritenuto alla stregua di un elemento di inottemperanza.

()  Regolamento (CE) n. 479/2009 del Consiglio, del 25 maggio 2009, relativo all'applicazione del protocollo sulla procedura per i disavanzi eccessivi, allegato al trattato
che istituisce la Comunita europea (GU L 145 del 10.6.2009, pagg. 1-9).

()  Regolamento (CE) n. 2223/96 del Consiglio, del 25 giugno 1996, relativo al Sistema europeo dei conti nazionali e regionali nella Comunitd (GU L 310 del
30.11.1996, pagg. 1-469).

()  http:||epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/government_finance_statistics/documents/IT_2013-10.pdf

()  Regolamento (CE) n. 1177/2003 del Parlamento europeo e del Consiglio, del 16 giugno 2003, relativo alle statistiche comunitarie sul reddito e sulle condizioni di vita
(EU-SILC) (GU L 165 del 3.7.2003, pagg. 1-9).
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Question for written answer E-013635/13
to the Commission
Niccolo Rinaldi (ALDE)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: Excessive deficit procedure and ISTAT

Within the context of the excessive debt procedure, as laid down by Regulation (EC) No 479/2009, as subsequently amended and
supplemented, the Italian National Statistics Institute (ISTAT) reported to the Commission, on 30 September 2013, a net debt of
EUR -47.186 billion, equal to 3% of GDP, while the memo of 20 September 2013, updating the Economy and Finance Document,
provided for by Article 10a of National Law No 196/2009, set the net debt under legislation in force at EUR -48.723 billion, 3.1% of
GDP.

In its 2011 computer-assisted personal interview investigation into income and living conditions, entitled EU Statistics on Income
and Living Conditions (EU-SILC), governed by Regulation (EC) No 1177/2003, ISTAT should have completed the relevant interviews
by 31 December 2011, but since only half of the planned 26 000 interviews were actually conducted, the data collection was
extended until March 2012, when it was declared concluded, with only 17 052 interviews, around 9 000 fewer than anticipated.

1. Does the Commission think that, pursuant to Article 2(1) of Regulation (EC) No 479/2009, data to be reported to the
Commission should pertain to the legal framework in force?

2. Does it think that the quality of the data concerning the net debt, provided by ISTAT on 30 September 2013, conforms to
Article 8 of Regulation (EC) No 479/2009?

3. In this specific case, does it agree that there were no grounds to express reservations as to the quality of the data actually
provided, pursuant to Article 15 of Regulation (EC) No 479/2009?

4. Does it think that ISTAT, having seemingly failed to provide Eurostat with grounds for postponing the aforementioned
deadline, complied fully with Regulation (EC) No 1177/2003?

5. Does it believe that the quality of the data concerning income and living conditions in 2011, as calculated by ISTAT, can be
considered compliant with EU legislation?

Answer given by Mr Semeta on behalf of the Commission
(11 February 2014)

Member States shall report to Eurostat, data on government deficit and debt, in line with Council Regulation 479/2009 (').
Government deficit (surplus) means the net borrowing (net lending) as defined in ESA95 (*). Government debt means total gross debt
at nominal value outstanding at the end of the year. Member States do not report net debt to Eurostat. The figures referred to by the
Honourable Member refer in fact to the deficit and not to the net debt. The data provided by Italy on 30 September are in line with
the requirements in the abovementioned Regulation.

Italy’s data was published on 21 October 2013 (’), without a reservation on the quality of the data, and in line with Council
Regulation 479/2009.

As there are no strict provisions in Regulation 1177/2003 (*) concerning the field work period, the prolongation of its duration
cannot be considered as an element of non-compliance.

()  Council Regulation (EC) No 479/2009 of 25 May 2009 on the application of the Protocol on the excessive deficit procedure annexed to the Treaty establishing the
European Community (O] L 145, 10.6.2009, p. 1-9).

()  Council Regulation (EC) No 2223/96 of 25 June 1996 on the European system of national and regional accounts in the Community (OJ L 310, 30.11.1996, p. 1-
469).

()  http:/|epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/government_finance_statistics/documents/IT_2013-10.pdf

()  Regulation (EC) No 1177/2003 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 June 2003 concerning Community statistics on income and living conditions
(EU-SILC) (OJ L 165, 3.7.2003, p. 1-9).
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013636/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

O¢pa: Tlapavopes kpatikeg evioyuoels ot Fepuavia

Supgeva pe minpogopiec, 1 Evponaikn Enrtponn éyer Eexvijoer épeuveg oxeTikd pe T oUPSATOTTA HE TOUG EUPOMNAIKOUG KavOves mepl
KPOTIKGY EVIOXUOEWV, Tou Kadeotatog emdotioeny Avavenoipwy [nyov Evépyelag (ATTE) ot Tepuavia. [Tio ouykekpipéva, ot umnpeoieg
avtaywviopol g Emtponrg epeuvolv katd moco mapafiialovar ot Kavoveg mepl KPATIKGY evioxUoewy, pe v ekaipeor) mepimou 1 690
evepyofopav fropnyaviev e Feppaviag and v mAnpopr) houg ATIE, ta tekeutaia 10 ypovia.

Me dedopéva ta mapanave, kadog eniong, to 0T ot eapéoeig mou anohapfavouv ot yeppavikés fropnyavies dnpoupyolv éva oxupd
QVTOYWVIOTIKO TAEOVEKTNHA, EO® KaL KALPO, O OXE0T] HE TIG UTIONOLTEG EVEPYOPOPES EUPWTATKES PLOUTYAVIEG TOU EMKANOUVTAL TN} YEPHAVIKT]
TIPOKTIKT] Y10 Ve aZlooouy [ entPolr) ota Tipoloyid Toug tou tehoug ATTE, epwtdtat n Emtporn:

Mropel va pe evpepooer yia to otidlo oto omoio fpiokovtar ot mapandve épeuves; Oa {NToeL TV EMOTPOP TOV TAPAVOHGY KPATIKGOV
evioxUoewv g Teppaviag mpog Tig fropnyavieg tg;

Anavnon tou k. Almunia €€ ovopatog ¢ Emtpornic
(12 defpouvapiov 2014)

Yt 18 Aekepfpiov 2013, n Enrtpornt) kivnoe enionpun Siadikacia £peuvag mPOKELHEVOU VaL EEETAGEL KATA TTIOCOV 1] HELOOT] TPOCVETHY TENGY 1|
onoia opiyronke, PAGEL TOU VOHOU yia TV avavedotpn evépyela 0mwg tpomonotdnke to 2012 (vopog EEG 2012), o enieiprjoeis uynArg
KOTAVAAWOTG EVEPYELAS YiaL TN XPHATOdOTNON avavemotuwy Tyev evépyelag ot Teppavia, oupfifaletar pe tig dtakels e EE mept
KPATIKOV EVIOXUOEWV.

H évapén Aemtopepovg épeuvag dev mpodikaler to anotéleopa g €peuvag. Kata v ohokhipeon g dadikasiag, 1 Emtponr propel va
damotaoer o dev unnpée evioyuon 1 0T 1) evioxuon ouppiPateton 1) o dev oupfiPatetar pe Tig datdeig e EE mepi kpatikdv evioyvoewy.
2Ty TEPINTOOT aUTH, TO [) GUIPATO TOGO TG EVIOXUOT|G MPEMEL Va EMOTPAYEL, 1ie TNV empuAatn 0T n avakmor dev aviifaiver oe kamota
Yeviki) apy1) Tou eveotakou dikaiou. Eival, 001660, TOA vopis yia va yvepiloupe o moto cupnépaciia Ja kataknel n épeuva.

To pn epmoTeUTIKO Keljievo TG anogaonc yia ekkivrjon e dadikasiag épeuvag Swatidetar pe apwpo unddeons SA.33995 oto Mitpwo
Kkpatkev evioyvoewy (') otov diktuakd tono e Enttpors. Eniong da dnpocievdel oty Enionpn Egnuepida evdg tev endpevey efdopddov.
Meta ) Snpooievon tou oty Enionpn Eenuepida, ta tpita pgpn propouv unofdlouv Tig mapatrproels toug oty Emtponr) evdg evog
pnvoc.

Téhog, emonpaivetar 0T, napaAnha pe v épeuva, 1 Emtponn kalel ta evdiagepopeva pépn va umoBaNouv TIG TapatproeLs TOUG OXETIKA

pe mava kprople oupPatomrag ta omoia Ja Pnopolcav va GUHTEPIAQUOUY OTIG ETIKEIHEVEG KATEUDUVTIPLEG YPARUES Yo TIG
nepLPaNAOVTIKEG EVIOXUGELG OL OTIOLEG APOPOUV LELOTELS TV TENGV 1€ GTOXO Tr) XPNHATOdOTIKT OTPIEN 08 avavemotjLes myEg evépyeLag.

() http:[Jec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/register/
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Question for written answer E-013636/13
to the Commission
Nikolaos Chountis (GUE/NGL)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: lllegal state aid in Germany

It is rumoured that the European Commission has initiated an investigation into the compatibility of the German renewable energy
sources (RES) subsidy scheme with European state aid rules. To be precise, the Commission competition services are investigating if
state aid rules have been infringed due to exemption of approximately 1 690 energy-intensive factories in Germany from payment of
RES charges over the last 10 years.

In light of the above and the fact that the exemptions enjoyed by German factories have for some time been giving them a strong
competitive edge over other energy-intensive factories in Europe, which are citing the German practice in order to call for RES
charges to be waived in their invoices, will the Commission say:

Can it tell me what stage has been reached in the above investigation? Will it call for the illegal German state aid to be refunded by its
factories?

Answer given by Mr Almunia on behalf of the Commission
(12 February 2014)

The Commission initiated a formal investigation on 18 December 2013 to examine whether the reduction granted under the
Renewable Energy Law as amended in 2012 (EEG-Act 2012) to energy-intensive companies on the surcharge for the financing of
renewable energy sources in Germany is compatible with EU State aid rules.

The opening of an in-depth investigation does not prejudge the outcome of the investigation. At the end of the investigation, the
Commission can conclude that there is no aid, that the aid is compatible or that it is not compatible with EU State aid rules. In that
case, the part of the aid that is not compatible must be refunded, provided recovery is not contrary to a general principle of EC law. It
is however too soon to know to which of these outcomes the investigation will lead.

The non-confidential version of the decision to open the investigation is available under case number SA.33995 in the State Aid
Register (') on the Commission website. It will also be published in the Official Journal in a few weeks. After publication in the
Official Journal, third parties have one month to submit their comments to the Commission.

Finally, the Commission notes that in parallel to the investigation, the Commission is inviting stakeholders to comment on possible

compatibility criteria that could be included in the forthcoming guidelines on environmental aid for reductions of charges aimed at
financing support to renewables.

() http:[Jec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/register/
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Epomon pe aitqpa ypantic anavenong E-013637/13
npog v Emrtporm)
Nikos Chrysogelos (Verts/ALE)
(2 Aekepfspiov 2013)

O¢pa: Tupguvies Etaptkng Zxéong
Ot Zupgovies Etaipikrg Zxéonc 2014-2020 amartolv, péoa and avaluor dedopgvov ki avaykev, Epapynor TPOTEPMOTHTOV Kat
dafovdevon pe toug kowwvikolg etaipous, T dlapdpewon oxedlov MOU AVTOMOKPIVOVTAL OTOUG KAVOVICHOUG TGV 5 EUPOMAIKGV

dapdpwtikev ka enevdutikav tapeiov. Me dedopévo ot

— 1 xatapuon tev oxediov mpénet va faciletar ouy apyr e moAuveninedng dafovlevong oG kar va avtamokpivetar oTig
TIPOTEPALOTITTEG KAl TG PUIHIGELG TV KAVOVIGH®V (k0o mAaioto kat edikol kavoviopol yia kade Tapeio),

— 1 anootoAn] tou lou mpooyediou oty Eupwnaikn Emtponn eiye mpodeopia m 171 louviou 2013, evé 1 etotpaoia tou 20u
npooyediou eiye mpoveopia péxpt ehog loukiou 2013,

—  ynogiomkav anod to Eupenaikd Kowofouho ot tekikoi kavoviopol petd tov tpipepr dithoyo (Euponaikd Kowofouhto, Enttpornt,
SupPovhio),

—  ano 1.1.2014 npéner va apyioer i} uhomoinon TG veag Tpoypappatikig nepiodou 2014-2020.
Epotatar n) Emitpon:
1. Tooa kparn pehn £xouv umoPdlet oxedia yia ) Zupgevia Etaipikrg Zxéong 2014-2020;

2. Tlboca and autd ta oxedia avTamokpivovTal OTIG AMALTHGELS TOV KAVOVIGHAV, £XOUV Yivel SeKTA Kat TpoywpoUV, Kat Tota oxedia Kpatav
peov €xouv emotpagel yia enmA£ov encéepyaoia;

3. Tlow kpdtn peAn Egouv epappooer ouctaoTikd Ty apyr s moAueninedng dafoudeuons yia m Siapdpewor e Supgeviag Etatpikrg
Zxéong;

4. HENASa éyear katadéoer ta ox¢dia evidg Tev mpodeopdy, kat av va, T ta aflohoyel n Emtpon);

Anavtnon tou k. Hahn €€ ovopatog g Enrtpormig
(10 defpouvapiov 2014)

1. 'Oha ta kpdtn pekn éxouv anooteilel 0XEdL0 KEWEVOU TV CURQOVIGY ETAIPIKIG OXEONG OTO TAQIGLO TOU GUVEXLLOHEVOU aVEMiOTHOU
daldyou. Ano g 22 lavouapiou, 3 kpatn peln éyouv emonpog unofdher oxédia cupguviav etapikic oxéongs. Ta avemionpa oxedu
eEetaotnkav ano v Enrtpornn kar oulnudnkav pe Oha ta kpdtn péhn katd m didpketa tou 201 3.

2. 'Ola ta oyédia mou &xouv eketaotel £mg Topa Xperdlovial nepartepe eneEepyaoia yia va ¢IAcOUV G IKAVOTOU|TIKO EMINEdO MOLOTNTAG
ooTe va eykpidolv anod Ty Emtpor).

3. H Emtporr| da mpofei oty tehikn) a€lohdynon e cUpHOpQeONG TOV Kpatey HEAGOV jiE TO GpYpo 5 TOU KAVOVIOHOU MEpL KOGV
dataEewv oxetika pe v etaipikn oxgon kai Ty noAveninedn Swakufépvrion peta v emionun unofol) twv eyypagav. Egocov kpiel
avaykaio, 1) Emrtponn) da Siafifaoet tig napamproeis me ota kparn pékn.

4. H Emtpornn é\afe éva avenionpo oxédio oupguviag etatpikng oxéong ano tig eNMvikés apyés. [Ipogtotpalovtat ATunes mapatnprioels,
o1 onoieg mpOKerTaL va anoataAouy £wg ta AN lavouapiou.
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Question for written answer E-013637/13
to the Commission
Nikos Chrysogelos (Verts/ALE)
(2 December 2013)
Subject: Partnership agreements
The 2014-2020 partnerships require priorities to be hierarchized and social partners to be consulted and plans to be prepared that
comply with the regulations of the five European structural and investment funds, based on an analysis of data and needs. In view of

the fact that

— plans must be prepared based on the principle of multi-level consultation and must be in keeping with the priorities and
arrangements of the regulations (common framework and special regulations for each fund);

— the first preliminary draft had to be sent to the European Commission by 17 June 2013 and the second preliminary draft had to be
ready by the end of July 2013;

— the final regulations were adopted by the European Parliament following tripartite dialogue (European Parliament, Commission,
Council);

— implementation of the new programming period 2014-2020 is due to start on 1 January 2014,
Will the Commission say:
1. How many Member States have filed plans for the Partnership Agreements 2014-2020?

2. How many of those plans satisfy the requirements of the regulations, have been accepted and are progressing and which plans
by Member States have been returned for further processing?

3. Which Member States have properly applied the principle of multilevel consultation in order to prepare Partnership
Agreements?

4. Did Greece file plans by the deadlines and, if so, what are the Commission’s comments on them?

Answer given by Mr Hahn on behalf of the Commission
(10 February 2014)

1. All Member States have sent draft versions of the partnership agreements (PAs) in the framework of the ongoing informal
dialogue. As of 22 January, 3 Member States have officially submitted their draft partnership agreements. The informal drafts have
been reviewed by the Commission and discussed with all Member States during 2013.

2. All draft PAs reviewed so far still need further work to arrive at a satisfactory level of quality for adoption by the Commission.
3. The Commission will make the final assessment of Member States’ compliance with the Common Provisions Regulation’s
Article 5 on partnership and multi-level governance once the documents are officially submitted. If needed, Commission send its

observations to the Member States.

4. The Commission has received an informal draft PA from the Greek authorities. Informal observations are under preparation
and scheduled to be sent by the end of January.
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Mistogsija ghal twegiba bil-miktub E-013638/13
lill-Kummissjoni
Claudette Abela Baldacchino (S&D)
(2 ta’ Dicembru 2013)

Suggett: Jum Ewropew tan-Nanniet
Meta jitqies li I-Unjoni Ewropea ghandha popolazzjoni li qed tixjieh, huwa importanti li jigi rikonoxxut ir-rwol tan-nanniet fis-
so¢jeta taghna, partikolarment fit-trobbija ta’ neputijiethom. FMalta, perezempju, Jum in-Nanniet gie ccelebrat fl-

20 ta’ Ottubru 2013.

Fid-dawl ta’ dan, il-Kummissjoni tikkunsidra tintroduci Jum Ewropew tan-Nanniet li jirrikonoxxi r-rwol tan-nanniet fis-socjeta
taghna?

Twegiba moghtija mis-Sur Andor fisem il-Kummissjoni
(30 ta’ Jannar 2014)

[I-Kummissjoni Ewropea tirrikonoxxi r-rwol importanti tan-nanniet biex jigi Zgurat ambjent ta’ trawwim san ghal uliedna ckejknin u
biex jittaffa l-piz minn fuq il-genituri taghhom u jippermettulhom jippartecipaw b’'mod attiv fis-suq tax-xoghol.

Bhalissa I-Kummissjoni Ewropea ma ghandhiex pjanijiet ghal jum tal-UE ddedikat lin-nanniet.
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Question for written answer E-013638/13
to the Commission
Claudette Abela Baldacchino (S&D)
(2 December 2013)

Subject: European Grandparents’ Day
Taking into consideration that the European Union has an ageing population, it is important to acknowledge the role of
grandparents in our society, particularly in the upbringing of their grandchildren. In Malta, for example, Grandparents’ Day was

celebrated on 20 October 2013.

In light of this, would the Commission consider introducing a European Grandparents’ Day, acknowledging the role of grandparents
in our society?

Answer given by Mr Andor on behalf of the Commission
(30 January 2014)

The European Commission recognises the important role of grandparents in ensuring a nurturing environment for our young
children and alleviating the burden on their parents and allowing them to participate actively on the labour market.

At the moment the European Commission does not have plans for an EU grandparent day.
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