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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on Constitutional Affairs calls on the Committee on Legal Affairs, as the 
committee responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions in its motion for a resolution:

Better lawmaking

1. Appreciates the Commission’s continuation of its practice of examining the application of 
the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality by the Union institutions and the national 
parliaments on the basis of individual ‘key cases’, thus improving the clarity of the ‘Better 
Lawmaking’ report;

2. Draws attention to the national parliaments’ enhanced role under the Treaty of Lisbon 
with regard to the scrutiny of legislative proposals in the light of the principles of 
subsidiarity and proportionality, and, recognising the technical problems involved, 
encourages national parliaments to make more use of their new rights, using the 
Conference of European Union Affairs Committees, COSAC, as a platform for the 
exchange of best practices;

3. Highlights, in this context, the need for the national parliaments, when submitting an 
opinion, to distinguish between the aspects of subsidiarity and proportionality insofar as 
possible;

4. Calls for the EUR-lex database to be improved in order to make it more transparent and 
‘user friendly’ for the national parliaments;

Smart regulation

5. Suggests an investigation into whether some kind of common understanding could be 
found and formalised between the Union institutions and the Member States on how to 
apply the ‘smart regulation’ standards;

6. Points out that the assessed weight of administrative and regulatory burdens should be 
expressed in net rather than gross figures;

7. Stresses that targets for the reduction of administrative and regulatory burdens should not 
only be fixed until the year 2012, but should already be set for the period beyond that 
date;

8. Recognises the work carried out so far by the Impact Assessment Board in scrutinising the 
quality of the Commission’s impact assessments; stresses, however, the need for such 
scrutiny to be carried out in strict independence from the Commission, either by ‘out-
sourcing’ this function to an external body or by organising the board adequately; is of the 
opinion that this would not interfere with the Commission’s right of initiative nor with its 
own prerogatives but would rather strengthen the credibility of the assessments;

9. Points out that the time constraints of parliamentary procedure do not always allow impact 
assessments to be carried out on ‘substantive amendments’ to Commission proposals 
tabled at committee stage; recalls, however, that Parliament and the Council have agreed 
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in principle to carry out a supplementary impact assessment whenever they bring into the 
legislative process new elements which touch upon the legal or economic substance of the 
act in question; therefore asks for improved use of ex-ante assessments;

10. Points out that the Commission must regard the citizens’ initiative, introduced by the 
Treaty of Lisbon as an element of participatory democracy, not as a ‘by-product’ of the 
Treaty but rather as a component of its smart regulation concept, as it opens a new 
pathway to legislation;

11. Is of the opinion that the transposition of EU directives into the law of the Member States 
should not only be completed inside the deadline but should, insofar as possible, be 
synchronised in order to avoid effects such as the distortion of competition between the 
relevant economic players, ‘gold plating’, etc.


