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Amendment 1
Teresa Riera Madurell

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that the Commission’s Impact 
Assessment Board (IAB) should be 
independent from the European 
Commission consisting of independent 
non-executive members accountable to, 
and appointed by, the European 
Parliament;

1. Requests that the European 
Commission consider including a 
percentage of independent experts on the
current Impact Assessment Board (IAB), 
with a view to enhancing its efficiency;

Or.es

Amendment 2
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that the Commission's Impact 
Assessment Board (IAB) should be 
independent from the European 
Commission consisting of independent 
non-executive members accountable to,
and appointed by, the European 
Parliament;

1. Stresses that the Commission's Impact 
Assessment Board (IAB) should ensure a 
stringent quality control as well as 
transparency and shall report regularly to
the European Parliament;

Or.en

Amendment 3
Alajos Mészáros

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that the Commission's Impact 1. Stresses that the Commission's Impact 
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Assessment Board (IAB) should be 
independent from the European 
Commission consisting of independent
non-executive members accountable to, 
and appointed by, the European 
Parliament;

Assessment Board (IAB) should be 
independent from the European 
Commission consisting mainly of 
impartial non-executive members 
accountable to, and appointed by the 
European Parliament - based on evaluation 
of the competent committees;

Or.en

Amendment 4
Teresa Riera Madurell

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Believes the impact assessment to be a 
suitable instrument for verifying the 
relevance of Commission proposals, and 
in particular compliance with the 
principles of subsidiarity and 
proportionality, and for explaining more 
clearly to the co-legislators and the public 
at large the reasons behind opting for a 
given measure;

Or.es

Amendment 5
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Calls at the European Commission to 
systematically include other institutions' 
representatives in public consultations, 
hearings and the like; thus, the European 
Parliament could be involved earlier and 
closer in the process and Commission 
could hence better target the need for 
impact assessments and its content, as far 
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as policy options are concerned;

Or.en

Amendment 6
Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. The IAB should check all Commission 
IAs and issue opinions on them; if the 
Commission, following a critical opinion 
from the IAB, decides not to make any 
changes to its proposal, a statement from 
the Commission explaining this decision 
should be published with the proposal as 
should the IAB's opinion;

Or.en

Amendment 7
Teresa Riera Madurell

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Stresses that impact assessments must 
in no way diminish the Commission’s 
independence in exercising its 
institutional prerogatives, and in 
particular its sole right to initiate 
legislation as provided for in Article 17 of 
the Treaty on European Union;   

Or.es

Amendment 8
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Believes that the IAB should be in a 
position to verify the cost calculations of
the impact assessment (IA) and establish 
independent cost calculations with the 
assistance of independent experts where 
necessary;

2. Believes that the IAB should be in a 
position to verify the balance between the 
consideration of environmental, social
and economic impacts;

Or.en

Amendment 9
Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Believes that the impact on EU 
economic partnerships as well as the 
implications of choosing a specific 
European standard instead of an 
international standard should be taken 
into consideration in IAs;

Or.en

Amendment 10
Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that IAs should be carried out 
systematically for any legislative proposal 
and calls on the Commission, for the 
exceptional cases in which no IA can be 
carried out, to always provide a reasoned 
justification why an IA is not performed;

3. Believes that IAs should be carried out 
systematically for any legislative proposal; 
calls for the Commission to consult 
stakeholders on analysis drafts before the 
proposal and the IA are finalised, believes 
furthermore that executive summaries of 
IAs should be provided; calls on the 
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Commission, for the exceptional cases in 
which no IA can be carried out, to always 
provide a reasoned justification why an IA 
is not performed;

Or.en

Amendment 11
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that IAs should be carried out 
systematically for any legislative proposal
and calls on the Commission, for the 
exceptional cases in which no IA can be 
carried out, to always provide a reasoned 
justification why an IA is not performed;

3. Believes that IAs should be carried out 
for significant legislative proposals and 
calls on the Commission, for the cases in 
which no IA can be carried out, to always 
provide a reasoned justification why an IA 
is not performed;

Or.en

Amendment 12
Teresa Riera Madurell

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Emphasises the importance of an 
integrated approach to IAs that address 
interactions between economic 
considerations – with particular emphasis 
on SMEs – environmental, social, 
territorial and health considerations;

Or.es
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Amendment 13
Ilda Figueiredo

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Advocates that every IA include a 
consideration of policy alternatives and 
urges the Commission to set up a 
mechanism to ensure greater inter-
institutional cooperation; Advocates that 
every IA include a consideration of policy 
alternatives and urges the Commission to 
set up a mechanism to ensure greater inter-
institutional cooperation;

4. Advocates that every IA include a 
consideration of policy alternatives and 
their comparative impact in the social and 
environment fields, including on workers’
rights and gender equality, and urges the 
Commission to set up a mechanism to 
ensure greater inter-institutional 
cooperation;

Or.pt

Amendment 14
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Advocates that every IA include a 
consideration of policy alternatives and 
urges the Commission to set up a 
mechanism to ensure greater inter-
institutional cooperation;

4. Advocates that every IA include a 
consideration of policy alternatives, to be 
debated publicly in such a way as to 
ensure the information and consultation 
of those affected by the legislative 
proposal, and urges the Commission to set 
up a mechanism to ensure greater inter-
institutional cooperation;

Or.ro

Amendment 15
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Advocates that every IA include a 
consideration of policy alternatives and 
urges the Commission to set up a 
mechanism to ensure greater inter-
institutional cooperation;

4. Advocates that every IA include a 
consideration of policy alternatives and 
urges the Commission to set up a 
mechanism to ensure greater inter-
institutional cooperation; this would 
notably limit the need for updates of IA 
during the policy-making cycle; notes that 
the Parliament may decide to undertake 
an IA on its own substantive amendments 
in accordance with the Interinstitutional 
common approach to IA and the 
Parliament's IA Handbook;

Or.en

Amendment 16
Teresa Riera Madurell

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls for the draft IAs to be published 
and submitted for consultation prior to 
the drawing up of the legislative proposal;

Or.es

Amendment 17
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that IAs should be updated 
during the policy-making cycle, in 
particular to take account of substantive 
changes to the initial legislative proposal 
put forward by the Commission, and that 
the update be available prior to the final 

deleted
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vote in Parliament;

Or.en

Amendment 18
Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that IAs should be updated 
during the policy-making cycle, in 
particular to take account of substantive 
changes to the initial legislative proposal 
put forward by the Commission, and that 
the update be available prior to the final 
vote in Parliament;

5. Stresses that IAs should be updated 
during the policy-making cycle, in 
particular to take account of substantive 
changes to the initial legislative proposal 
put forward by the Commission, and that 
the update be available prior to the final 
vote in Parliament; believes that there 
should be developed mechanisms allowing 
for a targeted use of IAs in Parliament in 
cases where proposals undergo 
substantive changes in committee;

Or.en

Amendment 19
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that the administrative burden 
of new legislation to be imposed on 
business and public administration should 
be a key element assessed by IAs, and 
administrative and compliance costs should 
if possible be quantified; urges that the 
effects of new regulation on industry be 
thoroughly assessed and that the SME test 
be consistently applied to evaluate the 
impact of new regulation on SMEs in 
particular;

6. Reminds that the administrative burden 
of new legislation to be imposed on 
business and public administration is an
element assessed by IAs, and 
administrative and compliance costs should 
if possible be quantified; calls for a 
balance between administrative burden 
reduction and achieving the goals of 
legislation, in order to ensure that the 
latter are not being compromised; points 
at the fact that some aspects of IA, notably 
with regard to administrative burden 
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might be better assessed at Member State 
level; asks for the SME test to be 
consistently applied to evaluate the impact 
of new regulation on SMEs in particular;

Or.en

Amendment 20
Jorgo Chatzimarkakis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that the administrative burden 
of new legislation to be imposed on 
business and public administration should 
be a key element assessed by IAs, and 
administrative and compliance costs should 
if possible be quantified; urges that the 
effects of new regulation on industry be 
thoroughly assessed and that the SME test 
be consistently applied to evaluate the 
impact of new regulation on SMEs in 
particular;

6. Stresses that the administrative burden 
of new legislation to be imposed on 
business and public administration should 
be a key element assessed by IAs, and 
administrative and compliance costs should 
if possible be quantified; urges that the 
effects of new regulation on industry and 
its competitiveness be thoroughly assessed, 
with regards to the objectives of the 
Europe 2020 Strategy and the current 
discussions on a new industrial policy for 
Europe; and that the SME test be 
consistently applied to evaluate the impact 
of new regulation on SMEs in particular;

Or.en

Amendment 21
Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that the administrative burden 
of new legislation to be imposed on 
business and public administration should 
be a key element assessed by IAs, and 
administrative and compliance costs should 
if possible be quantified; urges that the 

6. Stresses that the administrative burden 
of new legislation to be imposed on 
business and public administration should 
be a key element assessed by IAs, and 
administrative and compliance costs should 
if possible be quantified; urges that the 
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effects of new regulation on industry be 
thoroughly assessed and that the SME test 
be consistently applied to evaluate the 
impact of new regulation on SMEs in 
particular;

effects of new regulation on industry be 
thoroughly assessed and that the SME test 
be consistently applied and published to 
evaluate the impact of new regulation on 
SMEs in particular;

Or.en

Amendment 22
Claude Turmes on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Considers that the methodology for the 
IAB's impact assessment process should 
be regularly evaluated by an independent 
body such as the Court of Auditors; urges 
that ex-post evaluations be carried out to 
show whether the policy has been effective 
and to optimise the methodology for IAs.

7. Considers that costs, red tape and delays 
to the legislative process for impact 
assessments should be regularly evaluated 
by an independent body such as the Court 
of Auditors; urges that ex-post evaluations 
be carried out to show whether the policy 
has been effective and to optimise the 
methodology for IAs, without however 
pre-empting the Commission's powers to 
enforce EU legislation.

Or.en

Amendment 23
Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines, Pilar del Castillo Vera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Proposes that IAs on legislative 
proposals include an economic and 
viability assessment on application of the 
substitution principle, while taking into 
account unavoidable exceptions such as 
heritage considerations. It must be 
ensured that substitute products are 
affordable and do not always come from 
monopoly companies;
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Or.es

Amendment 24
Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines, Pilar del Castillo Vera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7b. Emphasises that promoters of projects 
or direct or indirect beneficiaries of their 
implementation must not be able to 
conduct or approve the draft 
environmental assessment, since a 
mandatory independent external 
assessment is necessary; 

Or.es

Amendment 25
Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines, Pilar del Castillo Vera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7c. Takes the view that it should not be 
possible for environmental impact 
assessments on projects or legislation 
sponsored by public administrations or 
their dependent undertakings to be 
conducted or approved by the 
administration concerned; 

Or.es

Amendment 26
Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines, Pilar del Castillo Vera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 d (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

7d. Believes that a cost-benefit approach 
is insufficient when it comes to IAs, since 
this does not serve to assess the impact on 
natural and historical resources, and that 
specific indicators should therefore be 
developed to assess those non-renewable 
resources;

Or.es

Amendment 27
Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines, Pilar del Castillo Vera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7e. Given the cost of IAs, priority should 
be given to their being conducted on 
legislative proposals laying down binding 
rules.  

Or.es


