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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety calls on the Committee 
on Legal Affairs, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions in its 
motion for a resolution:

1. Calls on the Commission to carry out mandatory impact assessments (IAs) on all 
legislative proposals, as this is necessary to determine the need for legislation and 
whether there is 'EU value added';

2. Given the costs of carrying out IAs, proposes that they be prioritised for legislative 
proposals;

3. Stresses that impact assessments act as a guide to better lawmaking, and can only be 
an aid for making political decisions, and  in no case should they replace political 
decisions within the democratic decision-making process nor hinder the role of the 
politically accountable decision-makers;

4. Stresses furthermore that impact assessments should not cause delays in legislative 
procedures, nor should they be instrumentalised to serve as procedural obstacles in an 
attempt to block unwanted legislation;

5. Stresses that stakeholders should be consulted in the process of drawing up IAs and 
that draft IAs should be made available for comment before the final document is 
published;

6. Proposes that in areas of special expertise the Parliament and Council can request that 
IAs are externally commissioned from experts in the relevant field; 

7. Calls for a compulsory cost-benefit analysis with clearly quantified benefits and costs 
to be included in each IA to allow a comparison of alternative options;

8. Calls for the cost-benefit concept in IAs on legislative proposals to be expanded to 
include specific indicators on natural and cultural resources so as to prevent their 
possible destruction, given that these resources require a specific and different 
assessment;

9. Calls for a compulsory  analysis of economic, social, environmental and health 
impacts over the medium to long term to be included in a balanced manner in all IAs; 
considers that where there are no such impacts this should be explicitly stated in the 
IA;

10. Proposes that the IAs on legislative proposals include an economic assessment of the 
implementation of the substitution principle;

11. Underlines the importance of and need for the Parliament's own Committees, in 
accordance with the Inter-Institutional Common Approach to Impact Assessment, to 
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undertake reviews of the IAs and their accompanying reports of the Impact 
Assessment Board at the initial stage of the procedure, and to produce their own IAs in 
the event of substantive amendments which significantly alter Commission proposals; 

12. Calls on the Commission to establish a truly independent Impact Assessment Board 
(IAB) to provide external critical oversight of IAs; suggests that this should be 
composed of independent members from outside the institutional structure of the EU, 
approved by the Parliament and Council and supported by a secretariat of Commission 
staff; suggests that the IAB should recommend to the Parliament to reject a legislative 
proposal if its accompanying IA does not meet the required standards; 

13. Suggests that the Court of Auditors be responsible for overseeing the appointment of 
new IAB members, reviewing the initial reports produced by the new IAB, and 
ensuring that the Parliament and Council adhere to the rules set out in the above-
mentioned Inter-Institutional Common Approach;

14. Calls on the chair of the IAB to appear before and address the committees concerned, 
respectively, and upon their request, on an annual basis following the publication of 
the IAB annual report;

15. Considers that the true independence of IAs should become a general principle that is 
applicable to all types of IA, and environmental impact assessments in particular; 
considers further that a guarantee that this principle applies should also be contained in  
the Environmental Impact Assessment Directive1;

16. Is convinced that Parliament should ask the Commission to propose changes to the UN 
Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context (the 
Espoo Convention) that would ensure the independence of environmental impact 
assessments;

17. Considers that the Commission should play an active role in defending the interests of 
the EU and of all its Member States in cases where third-country projects may have an 
impact on the European Union or on one or more of its Member States.

1 Council Directive 85/337/EEC of 27 June 1985 on the assessment of the effects of certain public and 
private projects on the environment (as amended), OJ L 175, 5.7.1985, p.40.
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