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The European Parliament's Commit-
tee on Petitions tells the Commission 
to resolve the long-running dispute

Cecilia Wikström, the chair of the Euro-
pean Parliament’s Committee on Petitions 
(PETI), gave the Commission an ultima-
tum on 1 December in the long-running 
dispute which she said had become “an 
embarrassment for the EU institutions”.

The Swedish Liberal MEP was openly 
critical of the Commission’s handling 
of the legal battle between scores of for-
eign language lecturers (lettori) at Ital-
ian universities and the Italian govern-
ment, describing the decades-long saga 
as “going too far even for my Swedish 
iceberg attitude”.

She instructed the Commission to 
give a full assessment as soon as possi-
ble – she withdrew her initial deadline 
of one month – of the 2010 Gelmimi 
law with basic EU non-discrimination 
principles. The legislation had been 
placed on the statute books after the 

EU Court of Justice had ruled that the 
previous employment conditions for 
the lettori broke EU rules by discrimi-
nating against the language teachers on 
grounds of nationality.

She announced that her committee 
and the Commission would write to the 
Italian government stressing the impor-
tance of resolving the dispute which 
began in the 1980s, was lodged in Par-
liament’s PETI committee in 1998 and 
been the subject of six EU court rulings 
and three parliamentary resolutions – 
almost all in the lettori’s favour.

Jaroslaw Walesa (EPP, Poland) graph-
ically illustrated MEPs’ frustration at 
the Commission’s handling of the dis-
pute when he confirmed that he had 
come to the meeting to recommend 
the petition be closed since it was one 
of the oldest on the committee’s books. 
He announced that he had changed his 
mind when listening to the petitioner, 
David Petrie, the lettori’s chairman, 
who argued that discrimination was 
still taking place, and Francisco Perez-
Flores, the Commission lawyer, who 

maintained that the legislation was 
compatible with EU rules.

“I see that the European Commission 
has not done its homework. The peti-
tioner’s interpretation is in strict contra-
diction to the Commission’s,” he said, 
emphasising the need for a complete 
assessment of the Italian legislation.

British Labour MEP Jude Kirton-Dar-
ling joined in the attacks on the Com-
mission. Non-discrimination was essen-
tial if people were to enjoy the right to 
live and work in another EU country 
and she described as “very worrying” 
that Italy was targeting foreign workers.

After she had criticised the Com-
mission for rejecting part of the letto-
ri’s complaint earlier this summer, the 
committee put political pressure on the 
Commission to reopen it in its entirety.

Petrie described the committee’s deci-
sion as “incredibly encouraging,” point-
ing out that the members were “totally 
united in their position that the Com-
mission’s answer was unacceptable and 
they were all united in supporting our 
submissions”. �

By Rory Watson

MEPs criticise Commission handling of lettori case

The member states want to include 
the special instruments below the 
ceiling, a demand rejected by the 
Commission and Parliament

The Council and the European Par-
liament embarked, on 2 December, on 
their final attempt to reach an agree-
ment on the EU’s budget for 2015, 
which will provide the basis for the 
!315 billion investment plan.

The same day, Commissioner Krista-
lina Georgieva stated that the Com-
mission’s new draft budget provides 
more room for negotiation following 
the collapse of conciliation talks on 17 
November on expenditure next year 
and on draft amending budgets (DABs) 
to clear unpaid bills of 2014 to the tune 

of !5 billion. In its new proposal, the 
Commission reduces the payments 
ceiling by !800 million on condition 
that the Council accepts the DABs. 
During the last round of negotiations, 
the legislators asked for an additional 
!3.8 billion for this year and next. “We 
were close to an agreement,” Georgieva 
said.

She explained that disagreements 
persist over “issues of principle” – ie the 
way the ‘special instruments’ could and 
should be used – rather than over the 
figures in play.

While the Council wants to include 
these expenses below the ceiling 
against the opinion of its own legal ser-
vice, Parliament and the Commission 
are strongly opposed to such a move 
Georgieva believes that agreement 
is possible “within the ambiguity” of 

the multiannual financial framework 
(MFF), which does not refer to the pay-
ments ceiling, and only says that com-
mitments must be included above the 
ceilings.

If the EU institutions fail to seal a 
deal by the 31 December deadline, the 
budget appropriations would be funded 
monthly by one twelfth of the 2014 
budget until a new budget for 2015 is 
adopted.

Meanwhile, the Commission is 
expected to prepare a DAB early next 
year to reallocate the ! 8billion needed 
for the investment package.  Georgieva 
said that it should not be a problem if 
the negotiations on the 2015 budget 
last longer than scheduled, since the 
money for the investment plan would 
be needed only in the second half of 
next year. �

EP and Council in last-ditch attempt to agree on 2015 budget
By Jorge Valero


