International Research Project on Regional Parliaments in the European Union.
QUESTIONNAIRE on 

the role of regional parliaments in the Early Warning System

The Lisbon Treaty, which entered into force on 1st December 2009, has introduced an Early Warning System (EWS) which gives all national parliaments the right to control the EU legislative process. The system allows national parliaments to object to an EU draft legislative act within eight weeks of its publication on the grounds that it breaches the principle of subsidiarity. Depending on the number of reasoned opinions, the Commission might have to reconsider, amend or withdraw its proposal.

Under the new Treaty, "It will be for each national parliament to consult, where appropriate, regional parliaments with legislative powers".
 
This questionnaire is directed to all EU regional parliaments with legislative powers and aims to gather feedback on their hitherto experience in the EWS. 

Institutional changes:
1. In your opinion, has the new prerogatives granted to national parliaments within the Early Warning System (EWS) influenced the position of the regional parliaments? If yes, in what way? 

2. Has your regional parliament established a procedure to conduct the subsidiarity analysis within the framework of the EWS? If yes, please describe and the procedure. 
3. What institutional changes have taken place in your regional parliament in order to fulfill the new role in the EWS (e.g. institutional reorganization, hiring new staff)?
4. What institutional body is responsible for subsidiarity analysis in your regional parliament? Did you establish a specific committee for subsidiarity analysis or adapt the existing structures? 
5. Is there any mechanism of cooperation established between the national and your regional parliament in the framework of the EWS? If yes, please describe it. 
6. Does your regional parliament receive all draft legislative proposals coming from the EU, or is there any “filtering” procedure at the national level? Was your regional parliament involved in the establishment of such a procedure?

EWS experience so far: 
7. What has been so far the regional input into the EWS carried out at the national level? Is there any data on how many subsidiarity scrutinies have been carried out and how many reasoned opinions have been  issued by your parliament so far ?
8. How much time does your regional parliament have to conduct the analysis of the legislative projects within the EWS? In your opinion, is it sufficient amount of time?

9. In practice, does the national parliament take regional opinions into account, e.g. by making reference to regional reports?

10. In your opinion, what are the hindering factors (if any) of regional parliament’s participation in the EWS?
11. What is the general attitude of the Members of Regional Parliament to participation in the EWS (e.g. enthusiastic, involved, indifferent, skeptical, ignorant) ? In your opinion, what is the reason for it? 
12. Has the introduction of the EWS influenced your Parliament’s involvement in European affairs in general?

The nature of inter-institutional cooperation: 
13. In your opinion, has the parliamentary cooperation with the national parliament in the EWS so far been: very good, good, mediocre, poor (underline the correct one). 

14. In your opinion, what is the biggest obstacle for a more effective cooperation with the national parliament in the EWS? 

15. Did you establish a coordination mechanism with your regional executive ? If yes, what kind ?

16. In your opinion, cooperation with the regional executive in the EWS has so far been: very good, good, mediocre, poor (underline the correct one).  Please, state reasons for your answer. 
17. Did you establish any coordination mechanisms with other regional parliaments in your Member State?  If yes, please describe them.

18. Did you establish any coordination mechanisms with regional parliaments in other Member States ? If yes, please describe them.

19. Does your regional parliament consult or cooperate with any non-governmental organization, European associations (CALRE, RegLeg, etc.), external experts or stakeholders in the field of subsidiarity? 

General reflections: 
20. In your opinion, has the fact of participation in the EWS empowered your regional parliament? If yes, in what ways (e.g. political, institutional, administrative, symbolic)?

21. In your opinion, what is the biggest challenge for your regional parliament to conduct effective analyses of subsidiarity in the EWS? (e.g. lack of human resources, expertise, financial resources, insufficient time for conducting the scrutiny, lack of cooperation with other actors, disinterest of regional politicians, etc.)
22. In your opinion, does the involvement of regional parliaments in the EWS improve the accountability and democratic character of the EU policy-making process? Please, explain your answer. 
23. Among the Members of your regional parliament, is the involvement in the EWS perceived more as a privilege of as a burden?

Thank you for participation in the questionnaire. 

If you wish to obtain the final report on the results of the research, please provide your email address: ........................................................................................................................ . 
� Art. 6-7 of the Protocol no. 2 on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality.


� Art. 6 of the Protocol n°2 on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality.
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