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Amendment  1 

Helmut Scholz 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital -A (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 -A. Notes that the IIABLM calls for 

inter-institutional cooperation with the 

aim of simplifying existing Union 

legislation, avoiding overregulation and 

administrative burdens for 

citizens,administrations and businesses; 

emphasizes that with regard to 

international trade agreements these 

objectives should not lead to lower 

standards on the protection of the 

environment, public health, workers' 

health, safety, ILO labour standards and 

consumer rights; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  2 

Helmut Scholz 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital -A a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 -A a. Notes that regulatory cooperation 

has emerged as a key instrument in 

international trade agreements on a path 

towards regulatory dialogue and 

coherence between the trade partners; 

calls on the Commission to remain in that 

process committed to the principles of a 

fair and level playing field for all 

stakeholders and guaranteeing utmost 

transparency in decision-making; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  3 
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Daniel Caspary 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Believes it is essential to respect 

horizontally the longstanding practice to 

await for Parliament’s consent before 

provisionally applying the trade and 

investment provisions of politically 

important agreements; calls on the Council, 

Commission and the EEAS to continue to 

extend this practice to all international 

agreements; 

1. Believes it is essential to respect 

horizontally the longstanding practice to 

await for Parliament’s consent before 

provisionally applying the trade and 

investment provisions of politically 

important agreements, as also committed 

to by Commissioner Malmström in her 

hearing on 29 September 2014; calls on 

the Council, Commission and the EEAS to 

continue to extend this practice to all 

international agreements; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  4 

Helmut Scholz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 – point b a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 b a.  is pro-actively informed about the 

Commission's position in international 

fora, like the WTO, UNCTAD, OECD, 

UNDP, FAO and UNHRC;  

Or. en 

 

Amendment  5 

Emma McClarkin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Notes that each of the institutions 

should be mindful that the responsibility 

as legislators does not end once 
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international agreements are concluded; 

stresses the need for close monitoring of 

implementation and ongoing efforts to 

ensure agreements are meeting their 

aims; calls on the institutions to extend 

best-practice and a collaborative 

approach to the implementation and 

evaluation phases of international 

agreements; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  6 

Helmut Scholz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 a. Notes that human rights impact 

assessments can be an important tool for 

States, or the Union to which powers have 

been attributed, in negotiating trade and 

investment agreements, particularly to 

ensure that they will not make demands or 

concessions that will make it more 

difficult for them, or for the other party or 

parties, to comply with their human rights 

obligations; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  7 

Emma McClarkin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Welcomes the more systematic 

approach to impact assessments although 

the methodology used is not always 

optimal; 

4. Welcomes the more systematic 

approach to impact assessments although 

the methodology used is not always 

optimal; calls on the Commission to 

continue to pursue this approach for an 

evidence and results-based trade policy, 
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that must reduce the administrative and 

regulatory burden for businesses; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  8 

Helmut Scholz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Welcomes the more systematic 

approach to impact assessments although 

the methodology used is not always 

optimal; 

4. Welcomes the more systematic 

approach to impact assessments although 

the methodology used is not always 

optimal; urges the Commission to rely on 

the Guiding Principles for human rights 

impact assessments of trade and 

investment agreements1a 

 _________________ 

 1a Presented to the Human Rights Council 

by the UN Special Rapporteur on the right 

to food, 19 December 2011 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  9 

Helmut Scholz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Points out that based on the 

principle of the binding character of 

treaties 2a, like for example the 

International Covenant on Economic, 

Social and Cultural Rights, both States 

and the Union have the duty to act in 

accordance with the results of the human 

rights impact assessment; 

 _________________ 

 2a Vienna Convention on the Law of 



AM\1144233EN.docx 7/7 PE616.794v01-00 

  EN 

Treaties, arts. 26 and 30 (4)(b) 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  10 

Daniel Caspary 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Calls on the Commission to provide 

additional justification for its choice of 
legal basis for proposals; 

5. Calls on the Commission and the 

Council to fully respect the distribution of 

competences between the EU and its 

Member States, as can be deduced from 

the CJEU Opinion 2/15 of 16 May 2017, 

for the adoption of negotiating directives, 

the negotiations, the legal basis of 

proposals to sign and conclude, and in 

particular for Council’s signature and 

conclusion of international trade 

agreements; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  11 

Emma McClarkin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Calls on the Commission to provide 

additional justification for its choice of 

legal basis for proposals; 

5. Calls on the Commission to provide 

additional justification for its choice of 

legal basis for proposals, in order to avoid 

uncertainty in the areas of parliamentary 

responsibility, and for the legislative 

process to be conducted efficiently and 

effectively; 

Or. en 

 


