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Amendment 1
Ibán García Del Blanco, Marcos Ros Sempere, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls;

1. Recalls that free and pluralistic 
media are the backbone of our democratic 
societies; recalls that traditional media 
services are strongly regulated, including 
by self-regulation, in order to ensure 
freedom of expression and editorial 
freedom for the content published in their 
media; calls for steps to be taken to ensure 
that the same principles apply to online 
and offline media services in order to 
establish a level playing field; considers 
that it is important to safeguard content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is already subject to a generally 
recognised independent oversight, when 
such content is available on other 
platforms or services, so that it is subject to 
the same rules and supervision;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Dace Melbārde

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls;

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
especially safeguard the availability and 
accessibility of content for which editorial 
responsibility and liability are already 
taken or which is produced by journalists 
and all other media that are already subject 
to a generally recognised independent 
oversight on other platforms or in other 
services so that their content is not 
subjected to any additional controls; notes, 



PE650.540v01-00 4/20 AM\1203654EN.docx

EN

therefore, that compatible frameworks are 
needed for online and offline 
environments;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls;

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls, while applying clear rules 
on platform liability with regards to data 
privacy, online security, transparency, 
and the enforcement of fundamental 
rights;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Tomasz Frankowski, Sabine Verheyen, Michaela Šojdrová, Asim Ademov, Milan Zver, 
François-Xavier Bellamy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
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that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls;

that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls; underlines that such steps 
should fully respect intellectual property 
rights and contractual freedom in line 
with European and international 
regulatory provisions;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of content for 
which editorial responsibility is taken or 
which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls;

1. Calls for steps to be taken to 
safeguard the availability of lawful content 
for which editorial responsibility is taken 
or which is produced by journalists and all 
other media that are already subject to a 
generally recognised independent oversight 
on other platforms or in other services so 
that their content is not subjected to any 
further controls;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Dace Melbārde

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Considers that due to constant and 
rapid technological progress and the 
associated development of new products 
and services, many of which cannot yet be 
anticipated, any new relevant 
legislative proposals should as much as 
possible also be forward looking instead 
of only concentrating on addressing the 
immediate challenges related to online 
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platforms and current dominant market 
players;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Alexis Georgoulis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Emphasises that the products 
bought from online marketplaces should 
comply with all the relevant Union safety 
regulations, as the Digital Services Act 
should be able to upgrade the liability and 
safety rules for digital platforms, services 
and products;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Emphasises that content that is 
legal and legally shared under Union or 
national law has to stay online and that 
any removal of such content must not lead 
to the identification of individual users 
nor to the processing of personal data;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Ibán García Del Blanco, Marcos Ros Sempere, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Recalls that transparency 
obligations on media platforms and 
services operating online should also 
apply to their ownership and their 
funding sources;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Dace Melbārde

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Highlights that relevant 
forthcoming legislative proposals should 
aim to strengthen the digital single 
market, and thus must avoid creating new 
barriers that prevent growth in digital 
services; stresses that any new obligations 
on platforms should be proportional to 
their market share and financial capacity, 
in order to help even the level playing 
field and promote competition instead of 
stifling it;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Dace Melbārde

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Considers that creating the right 
environment is vital to harnessing the full 
potential of the digital single market; 
highlights that the right framework would 
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involve treating the online environment 
similarly to the offline one, including for 
advertising and taxation;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Irena Joveva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
content, but may under no circumstances 
replace them;

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
content, but may under no circumstances 
replace them; notes that editorial 
decisions, algorithmic processes and 
arbitrary content removal by online 
platforms can have a large impact on 
freedom of expression and access to 
information; calls for a safe digital 
environment promoting diversity of 
opinion, net neutrality, freedom of speech, 
and access to information and a balanced 
approach between individual freedom and 
fundamental rights;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Dace Melbārde

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
content, but may under no circumstances 

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context; highlights, 
however, that adequate measures are 
needed to ensure that illegal content is 
promptly removed and does not reappear; 
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replace them; is, therefore, of the view that illegal 
content must be tackled as effectively 
online as it is dealt with offline; notes that 
due to the constant technological 
progress, automated procedures sometimes 
already are, and may increasingly be an 
effective tool to help moderate content 
and, where appropriate, even 
support individual decisions on the legality 
of content;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Ibán García Del Blanco, Marcos Ros Sempere, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
content, but may under no circumstances 
replace them;

2. Points out that the media services 
using automated procedures may be also 
subject to the ethical principles of 
transparency and accountability as well as 
human oversight; notes that 
communication always takes place in a 
given context, which is why automated 
procedures may support individual 
decisions on the legality of content, but 
may be subject to human control;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
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content, but may under no circumstances 
replace them;

content and should be complemented with 
efficient complaint and redress 
mechanisms for users, which should be 
processed without undue delay in order to 
safeguard fundamental communication 
freedoms;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
content, but may under no circumstances 
replace them;

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, and 
therefore any reporting tool established by 
platforms should be complemented with 
efficient complaint and redress 
mechanisms for users, which should be 
processed without undue delay in order to 
safeguard fundamental communication 
freedoms;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Tomasz Frankowski, Sabine Verheyen, Michaela Šojdrová, Asim Ademov, Isabel 
Benjumea Benjumea, Milan Zver

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures may support 
individual decisions on the legality of 
content, but may under no circumstances 
replace them;

2. Notes that communication always 
takes place in a given context, which is 
why automated procedures should be 
supported by individual decisions on the 
legality of content in case of disputes;

Or. en
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Amendment 18
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that platform operators make available 
transparency reports with information 
about the number of cases where content 
was misidentified as illegal or as illegally 
shared, and that competent authorities 
make available information about the 
number of cases where removals lead to 
the investigation and the prosecution of 
crimes;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Tomasz Frankowski, Sabine Verheyen, Michaela Šojdrová, François-Xavier Bellamy, 
Asim Ademov, Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Recalls that the continuous spread 
of illegal content online represents a 
significant threat for the European 
cultural and creative sectors and the 
online marketplace; calls for a 
strengthened legal framework to ensure 
that service providers take effective 
measures to remove illegal content from 
their services and ensure that such 
content remains inaccessible after being 
removed;

Or. en
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Amendment 20
Ibán García Del Blanco, Marcos Ros Sempere, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Notes that the fight against 
disinformation, misinformation and mal-
information spreading on media 
platforms, including social media 
platforms, requires significant corporate 
social responsibility, based on trust and 
transparency, in order to counter 
propaganda and hate speech undermining 
the Union principles and values;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Petra Kammerevert

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Calls for the use of all 
technologically feasible means of 
combating harmful or illegal content on 
the internet to successfully undergo 
careful prior constitutional vetting, while 
at the same time rejecting prior checks on 
content as disproportionate;

Or. de

Amendment 22
Alexis Georgoulis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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2 a. Calls for measures and specific 
provisions within the Digital Services Act 
to effectively halt the spread of 
disinformation and misleading 
information shared via online programs 
and platforms of digital marketing and 
distribution;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Petra Kammerevert

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Calls, moreover, for any notice 
and action procedure to comply with 
minimum formal requirements, making it 
compulsory to inform the uploader about 
a notification, the further procedure and 
possibilities of objection, and making 
provision for an independent dispute 
settlement procedure; the addressed 
provider must examine the merits of the 
complaint by seriously attempting to 
ascertain the facts needed in order to 
weigh up the interests of all the parties 
involved; a purely formal examination is 
not sufficient;

Or. de

Amendment 24
Alexis Georgoulis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Notes that findability should be 
made transparent to the maximum extent 
possible, assisting citizens to discover 
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means to address their needs and take 
decisions as informed customers, 
especially after the COVID-19 outbreak, 
where the use of online services has 
increased;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Irena Joveva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on the 
findability of content and restrictions on 
self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content.

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on the 
findability of content and restrictions on 
self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content; points out that after “notice and 
take down” actions against dissemination 
of disinformation, large social platforms 
can target users who accessed fake news, 
inform them of being victims of a 
disinformation campaign and give them 
correct, credible information; calls for the 
use of all technologically feasible means 
and specific measures to detect and 
remove harmful or illegal content on the 
Internet, while securing access to diverse 
and quality content in today’s digital 
environment; stresses that such 
proportionate measures should be in line 
with existing legal provisions; recalls 
good practices of self-regulatory codes of 
conduct; however, suggests balanced 
solutions regarding content removals, 
with cooperation between platforms, 
regulative authorities, fact-checkers and 
users, who can substantially contribute to 
the prevention of spreading false 
information, especially if users have 
control over the content proposed to them 
and flag arguable content;

Or. en
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Amendment 26
Dace Melbārde

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on 
the findability of content and restrictions 
on self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content.

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, effective yet 
proportionate measures, aimed 
at broadening the information 
environment and that do not stifle 
innovation, impede competition or limit 
the users’ choice on the discoverability 
and findability of content and, where 
applicable, restrictions on explicit self-
referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the promotion of 
information and media pluralism, cultural 
and linguistic diversity and access to 
quality public value content; highlights in 
this regard the importance of qualified 
algorithmic transparency;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on the 
findability of content and restrictions on 
self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content.

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on the 
findability of content and restrictions on 
self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content, to the promotion of cultural 
diversity, and to media pluralism;

Or. en
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Amendment 28
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on 
the findability of content and restrictions 
on self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content.

3. Points out that in addition to 
obligations regarding transparency and 
fundamental rights, regulations on the 
findability of content and restrictions on 
self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content.

Or. en

Amendment 29
Tomasz Frankowski, Michaela Šojdrová, Sabine Verheyen, François-Xavier Bellamy, 
Asim Ademov, Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, regulations on 
the findability of content and restrictions 
on self-referencing can make a significant 
contribution to the dissemination of lawful 
content.

3. Points out that in addition to 
transparency obligations, measures and 
initiatives on the findability of content and 
restrictions on self-referencing can make a 
significant contribution to the 
dissemination of lawful content.

Or. en

Amendment 30
Niklas Nienaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Calls for sector-specific rules that 
serve to realise society-wide objectives and 
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give tangible expression to them for 
certain sectors, such as Directive 
2010/13/EU of the European Parliament 
and of the Council1a and Directive (EU) 
2019/790 of the European Parliament and 
of the Council1b, to take precedence over 
general rules in order to ensure authors' 
and artists' rights in the digital 
environment;
_________________
1a Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 10 
March 2010 on the coordination of 
certain provisions laid down by law, 
regulation or administrative action in 
Member States concerning the provision 
of audiovisual media services 
(Audiovisual Media Services Directive) 
(OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 1).
1b Directive (EU) 2019/790 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 
of 17 April 2019 on copyright and related 
rights in the Digital Single Market and 
amending Directives 96/9/EC and 
2001/29/EC (OJ L 130, 17.5.2019, p. 92).

Or. en

Amendment 31
Tomasz Frankowski, Michaela Šojdrová, Sabine Verheyen, Isabel Benjumea Benjumea, 
Asim Ademov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Requests the Commission to 
consider recent national case law setting 
30 minutes as the time span for service 
providers to take down infringing content 
and to clarify the notion of “expeditious” 
with regard to live content;

Or. en
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Amendment 32
Alexis Georgoulis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Reiterates that pro-competitive 
data access systems complementing 
competition law enforcement should seek 
to decentralise the data held by data 
holders whilst maintaining incentives to 
innovate for the benefit of consumers;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Elżbieta Kruk

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Points to the fact that fundamental 
freedoms, such as freedom of speech, 
consumer choice and right to privacy, 
should be at the heart of new rules, with 
an aim to achieve a level playing field 
across the whole sector;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Elżbieta Kruk

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Stresses the importance of 
removing current and potential new 
barriers, restrictions and burdens in the 
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supply of digital services, especially for 
SMEs and start-ups, while at the same 
time ensuring responsible, non-
discriminatory behaviour of platforms 
and proportional obligations, whether 
online or offline;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Alexis Georgoulis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Reiterates that pro-competitive 
data access systems complementing 
competition law enforcement should seek 
to decentralise the data held by data 
holders, whilst maintaining incentive to 
innovate for the benefit of consumers;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Alexis Georgoulis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. Strongly believes that there is a 
need to strengthen platform liability, 
when it comes to illegal and unsafe 
products, thus re-enforcing the digital 
single market; recalls that in those cases, 
platform liability should be fit for its 
purpose, considering the consumer 
safeguards in place, which should be 
observed at all times, and the 
establishment of concomitant redress 
measures for retailers and consumers; 
believes that the system could only 
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function if enforcement authorities have 
sufficient powers, tools and resources to 
enforce the provisions and efficiently 
cooperate for cases with a transnational 
element;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Elżbieta Kruk, Andrey Slabakov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. Stresses the need to update, 
modify, increase the comprehensiveness, 
clarity, and transparency of Union and 
national rules, while, at the same time, 
removing unnecessary and outdated 
regulatory provisions, rather than adding 
more regulatory provisions with an aim of 
reflecting today’s technological 
advancements;

Or. en


