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Amendment 1
Michał Boni

Draft opinion
Citation 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Having regard to Communication from 
the Commission to the European 
Parliament, the European Council, the 
Council, the European Economic and 
Social Committee and the Committee of 
the Regions on Artificial Intelligence for 
Europe (COM(2018) 237 final);

Or. en

Amendment 2
Michał Boni

Draft opinion
Citation 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Having regard to European Parliament 
resolution of 16 February 2017 with 
recommendations to the Commission on 
Civil Law Rules on Robotics 
(2015/2103(INL));

Or. en

Amendment 3
Michał Boni

Draft opinion
Recital 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(1a) Whereas artificial intelligence is one 
of the strategic technologies for the 21st 
century both globally and in Europe, 
bringing positive change for the 
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European economy, enabling innovation, 
productivity, competitiveness and well-
being;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Michał Boni

Draft opinion
Recital 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(1b) Whereas the European framework 
for AI must be developed in full respect of 
the fundamental rights as enshrined in 
the Charter of Fundamental Rights, and 
in particular with the principles of data 
protection, privacy and security;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Michał Boni

Draft opinion
Recital 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(1c) Whereas human-centric AI and 
machine learning is an advantage for 
European society and can address some 
of the most pressing societal challenges 
with tangible benefits for citizens;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing 
dual-use concerns, such as security and 
privacy, and that they should be applied to 
the area of AI;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 7
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

1. Calls on the Commission and other 
competent institutions to collaborate 
closely with multi-disciplinary teams of
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious or negligent uses and to develop 
tools, policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; stresses the need to develop 
knowledge-exchange programs and 
facilitate joint-strategy development 
between civil society organisations; notes 
that best practices should be identified in 
research areas with more mature methods 
for addressing dual-use concerns, such as 
security and privacy, and that they should 
be applied to the area of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 8
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Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with multi-disciplinary 
teams of researchers to investigate, 
prevent, and mitigate potential harmful 
effects of malicious or negligent uses and 
to develop tools, policies, and norms 
appropriate to AI applications; stresses the 
need to develop knowledge-exchange 
programs and facilitate joint-strategy 
development between civil society 
organisations; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Daniel Dalton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical
researchers to identify, support and 
leverage potential positive effects of 
innovative uses, and to investigate, 
prevent, and mitigate potential harmful 
effects of malicious uses, and to develop 
tools, policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 



AM\1168602EN.docx 7/41 PE630.455v01-00

EN

of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Ana Gomes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to ensure 
the ethical governance of AI applications; 
notes that best practices should be 
identified in research areas with more 
mature methods for addressing dual-use 
concerns, such as security and privacy, and 
that they should be applied to the area of 
AI;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical and 
social science researchers to investigate, 
prevent, and mitigate potential harmful 
effects of malicious uses of AI, and to 
develop tools, policies, and norms 
appropriate to AI applications; notes that 
best practices should be identified in 
research areas with more mature methods 
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use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

for addressing dual-use concerns, such as 
security and privacy, and that they should 
be applied to the area of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers and civil society to investigate, 
prevent, and mitigate potential harmful 
effects of malicious uses and to develop 
tools, policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 

1. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with the best technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate possible harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
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more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

more mature methods for addressing dual-
use concerns, such as security and privacy, 
and that they should be applied to the area 
of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient 
attacks;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 15
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks;

2. Highlights the fact that malicious or 
negligent use of AI could threaten 
democracy, the rule of law, digital 
security, physical security, and political 
security as it could be used to conduct 
large-scale, finely-targeted and highly-
efficient attacks; stresses that the use and 
development of AI poses risks for human 
rights, such as privacy, data protection, 
and freedom of expression and 
information, and that in the future it may 
pose further risks that are still unknown; 
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calls on the competent authorities to 
effectively prevent and strictly prohibit 
the malicious and negligent use of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security,
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks;

2. Highlights the fact that malicious or 
negligent use of AI could threaten digital 
security and physical safety as it could be 
used to conduct large-scale, finely-targeted 
and highly-efficient attacks; stresses that 
the development of AI poses risks for 
human rights - namely privacy, data 
protection, and freedom of expression and 
information - and that in the future it may 
pose further risks that are still unknown;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks;

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks; 
the malicious use of AI could affect the 
democracy and the future of Europe;

Or. en
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Amendment 18
Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks;

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks 
on information society services 
and connected machinery, as well as 
disinformation campaigns;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Ana Gomes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks;

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
and unethical use of AI could threaten 
human rights and the rule of law, digital 
security, physical security, and political 
security as it could be used to conduct 
large-scale, finely-targeted and highly-
efficient attacks;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, and political security as 
it could be used to conduct large-scale, 
finely-targeted and highly-efficient attacks;

2. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, political security and 
democracy, as it could be used to conduct 
large-scale, finely-targeted and highly-
efficient attacks;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Daniel Dalton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the right to respect 
for private life and the protection of 
personal data, as enshrined in Articles 7 
and 8 of the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights, and in Article 16 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
(TFEU), apply to all areas of robotics and 
that the Union's legal framework for data 
protection must be fully complied with in 
the area of AI systems;

3. Emphasises that the right to respect 
for private life and the protection of 
personal data, as enshrined in Articles 7 
and 8 of the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights, and in Article 16 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
(TFEU), apply to all areas of robotics and 
that the Union's legal framework for data 
protection must be fully complied with in 
the area of AI systems; reiterates the 
Commission's "FinTech Action plan: For 
a more competitive and innovative 
European financial sector", which 
highlighted the role regulatory 
"sandboxes" can play in facilitating both 
technological innovation and better 
understanding of innovative business 
models and market developments by 
allowing regulators to supervise firms 
under the Union's legal framework with a 
margin of discretion with regard 
proportionality and flexibility;

Or. en

Amendment 22
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Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the right to respect 
for private life and the protection of 
personal data, as enshrined in Articles 7 
and 8 of the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights, and in Article 16 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
(TFEU), apply to all areas of robotics and 
that the Union's legal framework for data 
protection must be fully complied with in 
the area of AI systems;

3. Emphasises that the right to respect 
for private life and the protection of 
personal data, as enshrined in Articles 7 
and 8 of the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights, and in Article 16 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
(TFEU), apply to all areas of robotics and 
AI and that the Union's legal framework 
for data protection must be fully complied 
with in the area of AI systems, including 
i.a. big data analytics, machine learning, 
Internet of Things and robotics;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the right to respect 
for private life and the protection of 
personal data, as enshrined in Articles 7 
and 8 of the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights, and in Article 16 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
(TFEU), apply to all areas of robotics and 
that the Union's legal framework for data 
protection must be fully complied with in 
the area of AI systems;

3. Emphasises that the right to respect 
for private life and the protection of 
personal data, as enshrined in Articles 7 
and 8 of the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights, and in Article 16 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
(TFEU), apply to all areas of robotics and 
to all the other areas in which AI may be 
used and that the Union's legal framework 
for data protection must be fully complied 
with in the area of AI systems;

Or. en

Amendment 24
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Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Underlines that the automation of 
certain jobs may reduce the possibility for 
social mobility and benefit the wealthiest, 
able to adapt better to this change;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in compliance with Union 
data protection law;

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the EU regulatory framework on AI 
guarantees personal data protection, 
including the principles of lawfulness, 
fairness and transparency, data protection 
by design and default, purpose limitation 
and data minimisation in compliance with 
Union data protection law, as well as 
personal safety and other fundamental 
rights, such as the right to freedom of 
expression and information; calls on the 
Commission to continually assess such a 
regulatory framework and, if necessary, to 
propose the appropriate amendments to 
keep it updated with the technological 
developments;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in compliance with Union 
data protection law;

4. Calls on the competent EU 
institutions to ensure that the EU 
regulatory framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in compliance with Union 
data protection law, as well as personal 
safety and other fundamental rights, such 
as the right to freedom of expression and 
information; calls on the Commission to 
continually assess such a regulatory 
framework and, if necessary, to propose 
the appropriate amendments to keep it 
updated with the technological 
developments;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in compliance with Union 
data protection law;

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation, storage 
limitation, and data minimisation and 
accuracy in compliance with Union data 
protection law;

Or. en

Amendment 28
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Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in compliance with Union 
data protection law;

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation, data 
minimisation, and storage limitation, in 
compliance with Union data protection 
law;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Morten Helveg Petersen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in compliance with Union 
data protection law;

4. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI guarantees 
personal data protection, including the 
principles of lawfulness, fairness and 
transparency, data protection by design and 
default, purpose limitation and data 
minimisation in full compliance with 
Union data protection law;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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4 a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any EU framework on AI ensures the 
privacy and confidentiality of 
communications of individuals by 
integrating privacy by design and default 
into the development of these 
technologies;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Calls on the Commission to 
promote strong and transparent 
cooperation between public and private 
sectors and the academia to enforce 
knowledge sharing, and to promote 
education and training of AI 
professionals on ethical standards and 
implications;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 c. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate closely with technical 
researchers to investigate, prevent, and 
mitigate potential harmful effects of 
malicious uses and to develop tools, 
policies, and norms appropriate to AI 
applications; further encourages the 
cross-border cooperation in their 
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identification; notes that best practices 
should be identified in research areas with 
more mature methods for addressing 
dual-use concerns, such as security and 
privacy, and that they should be applied to 
the area of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 d. Highlights the fact that malicious 
use of AI could threaten digital security, 
physical security, political and societal 
security and public safety, as it could be 
used to conduct large-scale, finely-
targeted and highly-efficient attacks, lead 
to mass surveillance and generally 
diminish the right of individuals to choice 
and self-determination;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
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systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans;

systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans; stresses the need 
to systematically and immediately invest 
in developing the future expertise needed, 
and particularly in training researchers 
on several disciplines - including applied 
ethics - specialised on AI technology, 
robotics, and related fields;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans;

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans; the European 
standards for AI should be compatible 
with the operational standards from the 
Internal Market;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
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digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans;

digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans; underlines the 
importance to embrace the approach of 
rule of law, democracy and human rights 
by design;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Ana Gomes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans;

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data,
respect for ethics and the rule of law, and 
ultimately controlled by human beings;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that European standards 5. Stresses that European standards 
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for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans;

for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, aiming at incorporating these 
principles by design, thus contributing to 
building trust among users; emphasises the 
importance of capitalising on the EU’s 
potential for creating a strong infrastructure 
for AI systems rooted in high standards of 
data and respect for humans;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
and respect for humans;

5. Stresses that European standards 
for AI must be based on the principles of 
digital ethics, human dignity, respect for 
fundamental rights, data protection and 
security, thus contributing to building trust 
among users; emphasises the importance of 
capitalising on the EU’s potential for 
creating a strong infrastructure for AI 
systems rooted in high standards of data 
protection and respect for humans;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses the need to systematically 
and immediately invest in developing the 
future expertise needed, and particularly 



PE630.455v01-00 22/41 AM\1168602EN.docx

EN

in training researchers on several 
disciplines - including applied ethics -
specialised on AI technology, robotics, 
and related fields;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Calls on the Commission to take a 
strong stance against the development and 
use of autonomous weapon systems 
powered by AI within any EU framework;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with interacting with the 
High-Level Expert Group of Artificial 
Intelligence (AI HLEG) in developing 
comprehensive AI ethical guidelines and 
policy recommendations; highlights the 
importance of active participation in 
global alliances and AI fora to enable 
knowledge sharing and a comprehensive 
understanding on an international fora of 
concerns relating to data privacy, 
transparency and security in developing 
and deploying AI systems; calls on the 
Commission to complete the work and 
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publish the guidelines in coordination with 
the Member States, and to continue 
working towards an EU-wide approach;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach; invites the 
Commission to initiate a political process 
on a global level aiming at the 
development of EU-wide high standards 
in the field of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach; invites the 
Commission to initiate a political process 
on a global level aiming at the 
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development of EU-wide high standards 
in the field of AI;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Ana Gomes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach which will 
be human centric and human governed;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work in an open and 
transparent manner, publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

Or. en
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Amendment 47
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines, and to continue working 
towards an EU-wide approach;

6. Welcomes the Commission’s 
initiative to establish the European AI 
Alliance tasked with developing draft AI 
ethical guidelines; calls on the Commission 
to complete the work and publish the 
guidelines demonstrating transparency , 
and to continue working towards an EU-
wide approach;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Morten Helveg Petersen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Welcomes the work of the High-
Level Expert Group on Artificial 
Intelligence (AI HLEG); calls on the 
Commission to continue the work of the 
working group;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Morten Helveg Petersen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
the participation of data protection 
authorities in this group, especially in the 
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drafting process of the AI ethics 
guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 
final determination being made by a 
person;

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency and for 
algorithmic accountability, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data, as well as other data and data 
inferred from their data, is used and when 
they are communicating or interacting with 
an AI system or with humans supported 
by an AI system; believes that this will 
contribute to better understanding and 
confidence among users; stresses that the 
explainability of decisions must be an EU 
standard in accordance with Articles 13, 14 
and 15 of the GDPR; recalls that 
this already foresees a right to be 
informed about the logic involved in data 
processing; stresses that individuals have 
the right to a final determination being 
made by a person;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7
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Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 
final determination being made by a 
person;

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the intelligibility of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that, according to Article 22 of the 
GDPR, individuals have the right to obtain 
human intervention when a decision 
based on automated processing 
significantly affects them;

Or. en

Amendment 52
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the intelligibility of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that, according to Article 22 of the 
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final determination being made by a 
person;

GDPR, individuals have the right to obtain 
human intervention when a decision 
based on automated processing 
significantly affects them;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 
final determination being made by a 
person;

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of algorithmic transparency and 
accountability, allowing for human 
understanding of its actions; notes that in 
order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when interacting with 
machines; stresses that the explainability of 
decisions must be an EU standard in 
accordance with Articles 13, 14 and 15 of 
the GDPR; stresses that individuals have 
the right to a final determination being 
made by a person;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Ana Gomes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that any AI system must 7. Underlines that any AI system must 



AM\1168602EN.docx 29/41 PE630.455v01-00

EN

be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 
final determination being made by a 
person;

be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 
final determination being made by a person 
guided by ethic principles;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Morten Helveg Petersen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that any AI system must 
be developed with respect for the 
principles of transparency, allowing for 
human understanding of its actions; notes 
that in order to build trust in and enable the 
progress of AI, users must be aware of how 
their data is used and when they are 
communicating or interacting with an AI 
system; believes that this will contribute to 
better understanding and confidence 
among users when dealing with machines; 
stresses that the explainability of decisions 
must be an EU standard in accordance with 
Articles 13, 14 and 15 of the GDPR; 
stresses that individuals have the right to a 
final determination being made by a 
person;

7. Underlines that any AI system and 
the use hereof must be developed with 
respect for the principles of transparency, 
allowing for human understanding of its 
actions; notes that in order to build trust in 
and enable the progress of AI, users must 
be aware of how their data is used and 
when they are communicating or 
interacting with an AI system; believes that 
this will contribute to better understanding 
and confidence among users when dealing 
with machines; stresses that the 
explainability of decisions must be an EU 
standard in accordance with Articles 13, 14 
and 15 of the GDPR; stresses that 
individuals have the right to a final 
determination being made by a person;

Or. en
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Amendment 56
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Highlights the fundamental role 
that the Commission, the European Data 
Protection Board, national data protection 
authorities and other independent 
supervisory authorities should play in the 
future to promote transparency and due 
process, legal certainty in general and, 
more specifically, concrete standards that 
protect fundamental rights and 
guarantees associated with the use of data 
processing and analytics; calls for closer 
collaboration among regulators of 
conduct in the digital environment; calls 
for adequate funding and staffing of such 
authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Highlights the fundamental role 
that the Commission, the European Data 
Protection Board, national data protection 
authorities and other independent 
supervisory authorities shall play in the 
future to promote transparency and due 
process, legal certainty in general and, 
more specifically, concrete standards that 
protect fundamental rights and 
guarantees associated with the use of data 
processing and analytics; calls for closer 
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collaboration among regulators on 
conducting the digital environment; calls 
for adequate funding and staffing of such 
authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Highlights the importance to 
tackle developer bias, thus the need for a 
diverse workforce in all branches of the 
IT sector as well as safeguard 
mechanisms to avoid biases based 
on gender and age embedded into AI 
systems;

Or. en

Amendment 59
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 b. Stresses that, because of the data 
sets and algorithmic systems used when 
making assessments and predictions at the 
different stages of data processing, big 
data may result not only in infringements 
of the fundamental rights of individuals, 
but also in differential treatment of and 
indirect discrimination against groups of 
people with similar characteristics; calls 
on the competent authorities to take any 
possible measures in order to ensure the 
quality of the data used, to avoid bias or to 
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make sure that the relevant programs 
does not take any bias into 
account, to prevent algorithmic 
discrimination and to develop a strong 
and common ethical framework for the 
transparent processing of personal data 
and automated decision-making that may 
guide data usage and the ongoing 
enforcement of Union law;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Cornelia Ernst

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 b. Stresses that, because of the data 
sets and algorithmic systems used when 
making assessments and predictions at the 
different stages of data processing, big 
data may result not only in infringements 
of the fundamental rights of individuals, 
but also in differential treatment of and 
indirect discrimination against groups of 
people with similar characteristics; Calls 
on the Commission, the Member States 
and the data protection authorities to 
identify and take any possible measures to 
minimise algorithmic discrimination and 
bias and to develop a strong and common 
ethical framework for the transparent 
processing of personal data and 
automated decision-making that may 
guide data usage and the ongoing 
enforcement of Union law;

Or. en

Amendment 61
Kostas Chrysogonos
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 c. Highlights the importance to 
establish a regulatory framework to 
control algorithms and their impact is 
therefore,including the possibility of 
engaging independent auditors for 
algorithms (or even software watchdogs, 
or a regulator that can investigate AI 
automated decisions;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 d. Considers that in order to avoid 
the erosion of human privacy and 
autonomy it is vital to resist the temptation 
to use AI systems before appropriate 
cultural and legal frameworks are 
adapted;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 e. Considers that it shall always 
be possible to supply the rationale behind 
any decision taken with the aid of an AI 
that can have a substantive impact on one 
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or more persons' lives';

Or. en

Amendment 64
Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Stresses the importance of the 
quality of data used in the development of 
algorithms, as the standard of AI systems 
relies on the data used to train them; notes 
that the use of low quality, outdated, 
incomplete or incorrect data may lead to 
poor predictions and in turn discrimination 
and bias, and that it is therefore important 
in the age of big data to ensure that 
algorithms are trained on representative 
samples of high quality data in order to 
achieve statistical parity.

8. Stresses the importance of the 
quality of data used in the development of 
algorithms, as the standard of AI systems 
relies on the data used to train them; notes 
that the use of low quality, outdated, 
incomplete or incorrect data may lead to 
poor predictions and in turn discrimination 
and bias, and that it is therefore important 
in the age of big data to ensure that 
algorithms are trained on representative 
samples of high quality data in order to 
achieve statistical parity; stresses that even 
high-quality training data can lead to a 
perpetuation of existing discrimination 
and injustice if not used carefully and 
consciously; emphasises that even if 
such standards are met, predictive 
analysis based on AI can only offer a 
statistical probability and by no means 
can predict individual behaviour; recalls 
that under the GDPR, the further 
processing of personal data for statistical 
purposes, including AI training, may only 
result in aggregate data which cannot be 
re-applied to individuals;

Or. en

Amendment 65
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8
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Draft opinion Amendment

8. Stresses the importance of the 
quality of data used in the development of 
algorithms, as the standard of AI systems
relies on the data used to train them; notes 
that the use of low quality, outdated, 
incomplete or incorrect data may lead to 
poor predictions and in turn discrimination 
and bias, and that it is therefore important 
in the age of big data to ensure that 
algorithms are trained on representative 
samples of high quality data in order to 
achieve statistical parity.

8. Stresses the importance of the 
quality and accuracy, as well as the 
representative nature of data used in the 
development and deployment of 
algorithms, as their standard relies on the 
data used to train them; notes that the use 
of low quality, outdated, incomplete or 
incorrect data may lead to poor predictions 
and in turn discrimination and bias, as well 
as purely incorrect conclusions or false 
outcomes, and that it is therefore important 
in the age of big data to ensure that 
algorithms are trained on representative 
samples of high quality data in order to 
achieve statistical parity;

Or. en

Amendment 66
Ana Gomes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Stresses the importance of the 
quality of data used in the development of 
algorithms, as the standard of AI systems 
relies on the data used to train them; notes 
that the use of low quality, outdated, 
incomplete or incorrect data may lead to 
poor predictions and in turn discrimination 
and bias, and that it is therefore important 
in the age of big data to ensure that 
algorithms are trained on representative 
samples of high quality data in order to 
achieve statistical parity.

8. Stresses the importance of the 
quality of data used in the development of 
algorithms, as the standard of AI systems 
relies on the data used to train them; notes 
that the use of low quality, outdated, 
incomplete or incorrect data may lead to 
poor predictions and in turn discrimination 
and bias, and that it is therefore important 
in the age of big data to ensure that 
algorithms are trained on representative 
samples of high quality data in order to 
achieve statistical parity and to ensure 
there are ways to prevent and redress any 
unfair discrimination.

Or. en
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Amendment 67
Romeo Franz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. Underlines that the following 
principles should be applied for overall 
strategies on AI and robotics:

a) Robots and artificial intelligence are 
multi-use tools. Robots and artificial 
intelligence should not be designed solely 
or primarily to kill or harm humans. 
Individual rights and fundamental 
freedoms must be guaranteed; particular 
human integrity (physical and mental 
integrity), human dignity and identity. We 
underline the primacy of the human being 
over the sole interest of science or society;

b) Humans are responsible agents. 
Lawmakers should make sure that 
emerging technologies comply with 
existing laws and fundamental rights;

c) Robots and artificial intelligence as 
products should be designed to be safe, 
secure and fit for purpose, as other 
products;

d) Robots and artificial intelligence are 
manufactured artefacts. They should not 
be designed in a deceptive way to exploit 
vulnerable users; instead, their machine 
nature should be transparent;

e) A person with legal responsibility for a 
robot or artificial intelligence should be 
attributed. In case of gross negligence 
regarding safety and security, 
manufacturers shall be held responsible 
despite non-liability clauses in user 
agreements may exist;

f) In accordance with responsible 
research and innovation, the 
precautionary principle should be taken 
into account;
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Or. en

Amendment 68
Ivari Padar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. Highlights the importance of 
designing and enforcing a comprehensive 
set of auditing rules and guidelines for 
developing and deploying AI systems; 
underlines that a coordinated approach is 
necessary to ensure risk-based 
evaluations are carried out frequently for 
AI systems and their components; stresses 
the importance of developing safety and 
flagging mechanisms aimed at mitigating 
risks of infringement by AI systems;

Or. en

Amendment 69
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. Highlights that AI research or 
other relevant activities shall respect 
fundamental rights and be conducted in 
the interests of the well-being and self-
determination of the individual and 
society at large in their design, 
implementation, dissemination and use. 
Human dignity and autonomy – both 
physical and psychological – shall always 
to be respected;

Or. en
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Amendment 70
Josef Weidenholzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. Emphasises the need to include the 
public in the AI development process; 
therefore, calls on the Commission to 
publish any algorithms, tools and 
technology funded or co-funded by the 
public as open source;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 b. Stresses that AI research or other 
relevant activities shall be conducted in 
accordance with the precautionary 
principle, anticipating potential safety 
impacts of outcomes and taking due 
precautions, proportional to the level of 
protection, while encouraging progress 
for the benefit of society and the 
environment;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

8 c. Stresses that AI engineers and 
their employers shall consider and respect 
people’s physical wellbeing, safety, health 
and rights and preserve human wellbeing, 
while also respecting human rights, and 
disclose promptly factors that might 
endanger the public or the environment;

Or. en

Amendment 73
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 d. Considers that AI engineers and 
their employers shall be accountable for 
the social, environmental and human 
health impacts that robotics may impose 
on present and future generations;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 e. Underlines that is shall be 
fully ensured that private information is 
kept secure and only used appropriately;

Or. en

Amendment 75
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Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 f. Stresses that it shall be fully 
guaranteed that individuals are not 
personally identifiable, aside from 
exceptional circumstances and then only 
with clear, unambiguous informed 
consent; emphasises that human 
informed consent shall be pursued and 
obtained prior to any man-machine 
interaction; highlights that in this context 
appropriate procedures shall be developed 
and followed for valid consent, 
confidentiality, anonymity, fair treatment 
and due process; all the responsible 
persons shall immediately fully comply 
with any requests that any related data be 
destroyed, and removed from any 
datasets;

Or. en

Amendment 76
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 g. Highlights that, where risks arise 
as an unavoidable and integral element of 
the AI research, robust risk assessment 
and management protocols shall be 
developed and complied with, taking into 
account that the risk of harm shall be no 
greater than that encountered in ordinary 
life, (i.e. people shall not be exposed to 
risks greater than or additional to those to 
which they are exposed in their normal 
lifestyles);
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Or. en

Amendment 77
Kostas Chrysogonos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 h. Stresses that the operation of an 
AI system shall always be based on a 
thorough risk assessment process, which 
shall be informed by the precautionary 
and proportionality principles;

Or. en
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