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Amendment 1
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that it follows from 
Directive (EU) 2018/958 that humans must 
always bear ultimate responsibility for 
decision-making that involves risks to the 
achievement of public interest objectives;

1. Recalls that it follows from 
Directive (EU) 2018/958 that humans must 
always bear ultimate responsibility for, and 
remain in control of, decision-making and 
actions that involve risks to the 
achievement of public interest objectives, 
or might potentially harm individuals or 
society at large;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Martin Schirdewan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that it follows from 
Directive (EU) 2018/958 that humans must 
always bear ultimate responsibility for 
decision-making that involves risks to the 
achievement of public interest objectives;

1. Recalls that it follows from 
Directive (EU) 2018/958 that humans must 
always bear ultimate responsibility for 
decision-making that involves risks to the 
achievement of public interest objectives; 
underlines that any AI technology should 
be subject to human oversight;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Vlad-Marius Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-
Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that it follows from 
Directive (EU) 2018/958 that humans must 
always bear ultimate responsibility for 
decision-making that involves risks to the 
achievement of public interest objectives;

1. Recalls that AI should be a 
human-centric technology and that 
humans must always bear ultimate 
responsibility for decision-making that 
involves risks to the achievement of public 
interest objectives; stresses that machines 
should not be enabled to harm the 
physical integrity of human beings nor to 
confer rights or impose legal obligations 
on individuals; welcomes international 
efforts to ban lethal autonomous weapon 
systems without meaningful human 
control and calls upon the Commission to 
be in the lead to support these efforts;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Brando Benifei, Leszek Miller, Maria Grapini, Christel Schaldemose, Andreas Schieder, 
Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recalls its previous positions on 
lethal autonomous weapons and the 
necessity to develop an EU common 
position on lethal autonomous weapon 
systems ensuring meaningful human 
control over the critical functions of 
weapon systems, including during 
deployment;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Marc Angel, Maria Grapini, Maria-Manuel Leitão-Marques, Brando Benifei, Sándor 
Rónai



AM\1206239EN.docx 5/28 PE652.520v01-00

EN

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recalls that the obligation to 
respect and protect the dignity of the 
human person is a general principle of 
international law, the source and the 
main pillar of all fundamental rights 
enshrined in the Charter, common to the 
constitutional traditions of EU Member 
States; stresses therefore that the principle 
of human dignity should always be the 
ultimate pattern of control when 
interpreting and applying the law on 
artificial intelligence and the essential 
element establishing the human-centric 
approach to artificial intelligence, 
directing its use towards the good of 
individuals, groups of users, consumers 
and society as a whole;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Believes that the EU should aim to 
act as a norm-setter for AI in a hyper-
connected world by adopting an efficient 
strategy towards its external partners, 
fostering its efforts to set global ethical 
norms for AI at international level in line 
with European values and fundamental 
rights; considers that this is also key for 
the competitiveness of our European 
companies; calls on the Commission and 
Member States to cooperate with third 
countries to avoid their AI systems 
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violating consumer rights and safety;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Calls on the Commission to 
increase cooperation at the international 
level on AI, coordinating work on AI with 
the OECD and promoting our future EU 
model on AI on the international scene; 
believes that the G7 and G20 are also 
major fora where the EU can play a 
determining role, as a first step to 
reaching a global consensus in the UN;

Or. en

Amendment 8
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting 
citizens to past contact with someone who 
has tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

deleted

Or. en
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Amendment 9
Dita Charanzová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

2. Highlights that AI technologies 
have been key to addressing the COVID-
19 crisis and will continue to be as 
countries ease the lockdown measures 
further and seek solutions to prevent new 
waves of the virus; notes that in the 
COVID-19 health crisis, several Member 
States have launched the development of 
mobile apps to protect public health by 
alerting citizens of whether they have been 
in close contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to mobile contact-
tracing apps that are interoperable, 
voluntary, secure and protect individual 
privacy; notes that while AI may be useful 
in analysing data to enable health experts 
to, for instance, predict future hotspots, 
the potential for privacy breaches or 
misuse of sensitive health-related data 
means that sufficient safeguards must be 
in place; recalls that the GDPR must be 
respected and that data used must be 
anonymised;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Virginie Joron, Jean-Lin Lacapelle, Marco Campomenosi, Antonio Maria Rinaldi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
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launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control; notes that 
development of these mobile apps began 
late; points out that some experts believe 
their value is now limited in view of the 
evolution of the pandemic and availability 
of alternative tracing methods; draws 
attention to the legitimate concerns 
regarding personal data protection and 
the inadequacy of the tests carried out;

Or. fr

Amendment 11
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Marc Angel, Maria-Manuel Leitão-Marques, Brando Benifei, Sándor Rónai

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control; believes 
that the use of any tracing applications 
should remain voluntary and the data 
collected should be anonymous and 
should not be used neither for commercial 
nor for law enforcement purposes; 
stresses that such applications must be 
available only during the pandemic, and 
not run nor be usable during normal 
times;
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Or. en

Amendment 12
Svenja Hahn, Claudia Gamon, Vlad-Marius Botoş, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common, open source-powered approach 
within the EU that stores data locally and 
is always voluntarily; stresses that 
contract tracing mobile apps must strictly 
respect international human rights, rules 
on privacy and freedom of association; 
considers that AI technology should not 
be used in the apps in order to limit 
privacy and security risks;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Maria Grapini, Leszek Miller, Christel Schaldemose, Adriana Maldonado López, Marc 
Angel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
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must remain under state control; must remain under state control; considers 
that AI-enabled mobile apps must respect 
the privacy of European citizens and the 
General Data Protection Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Clara Ponsatí Obiols

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, which prevents geolocation 
of citizens by authorities, ensures a 
decentralized approach to data collection 
and generally favours the least invasive 
technology available;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Brando Benifei, Andreas Schieder, Leszek Miller, Christel Schaldemose, Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to interoperable, 
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mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

safe and privacy-compliant AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control and whose 
data storage must remain decentralized to 
mobile devices;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Dominik Tarczyński

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 
mobile apps, including publication of the 
underlying source code and ensuring that 
the development of such apps remain 
under state control;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Martin Schirdewan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that in the COVID-19 health 
crisis, several Member States have 
launched the development of mobile apps 
to protect public health by alerting citizens 
to past contact with someone who has 
tested positive for the virus; calls for a 
common EU approach to AI-enabled 

2. Notes that it is not yet proven that 
mobile apps to protect public health 
launched in the COVID-19 crisis are 
effective; calls on Member States to only 
launch such mobile apps if the voluntary, 
transparent and temporary character of 
the apps are ensured and when location 
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mobile apps, the development of which 
must remain under state control;

data are excluded from delocalised 
collection on the devices;

Or. en

Amendment 18
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 
need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy;

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality in international law needs 
to be respected and that questions of 
causality and liability need to be clarified 
to determine the extent to which the State 
as an actor in public international law, but 
also in exercising its own authority, can act 
with the help of systems based on AI while 
remaining accountable and subject to 
democratic scrutiny, notably by 
parliaments; considering the decisional 
hegemony and control of certain private 
actors over the development of such 
technologies, calls for strengthening the 
accountability of such private actors 
under international law;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Marc Angel, Maria-Manuel Leitão-Marques, Brando Benifei, Sándor Rónai

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 

3. Recalls that the principles of non-
discrimination and proportionality and the 
requirement for justification need to be 
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need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy;

respected and that questions of causality, 
liability and responsibility, as well as 
transparency, accountability and 
explainability, need to be clarified to 
determine the extent to which the State as 
an actor in public international law, but 
also in exercising its own authority, can 
actually transfer that authority to systems 
based on AI, which have a certain 
autonomy;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Dominik Tarczyński

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 
need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy;

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 
need to be clarified to determine if, or to 
what extent, a State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer initial 
authority to systems based on AI;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Maria Grapini, Leszek Miller, Christel Schaldemose, Adriana Maldonado López, Marc 
Angel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 
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need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy;

need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy, without 
generating additional risks;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 
need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy;

3. Recalls that the principle of 
proportionality needs to be respected and 
that questions of causality and liability 
need to be clarified to determine the extent 
to which the State as an actor in public 
international law, but also in exercising its 
own authority, can actually transfer that 
authority to systems based on AI, which 
have a certain autonomy, without 
breaching obligations stemming from 
international law, such as due process;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Marc Angel, Sándor Rónai

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
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activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics;

professional services connected with the 
exercise of State authority, such as, for 
example, the risks related to protection of 
consumers, of recipients of services and of 
workers, ensuring safe, healthy and 
secure working conditions, the proper 
administration of justice, ensuring high 
standards of education and protection of 
the environment; calls on the Member 
States to consider the need to provide for 
safeguards, foreseen in Directive (EU) 
2018/958, such as supervision by a 
qualified professional;

Or. en

Amendment 24
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics;

4. Stresses the need to invest in 
human skills to leverage AI as supporting 
human decisions rather than replacing 
humans, by enhancing and scaling 
human expertise; calls on the Member 
States to consider the need to provide for 
safeguards, foreseen in Directive 
(EU)2018/958, such as supervision by a 
qualified professional and rules on 
professional ethics;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Maria Grapini, Leszek Miller, Christel Schaldemose, Adriana Maldonado López, Marc 
Angel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics;

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision and monitoring by a qualified 
professional and rules on professional 
ethics;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics;

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, such as supervision 
by a qualified professional and rules on 
professional ethics;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Clara Ponsatí Obiols
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics;

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics, particularly to 
ensure that such automation does not in 
any way affect or interfere with the 
fundamental rights of citizens;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics;

4. Urges, therefore, the Member 
States to assess the risks related to AI-
driven technologies before automating 
activities connected with the exercise of 
State authority, such as the proper 
administration of justice; calls on the 
Member States to consider the need to 
provide for safeguards, foreseen in 
Directive (EU) 2018/958, such as 
supervision by a qualified professional and 
rules on professional ethics; emphasises 
the need for proper transposition and 
implementation of this Directive by the 
Member States, and encourages the 
Commission to closely monitor the matter;

Or. en
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Amendment 29
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Vlad-Marius Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-
Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Recalls that the first offensive use 
of weapons based on artificial intelligence 
have been cyberattacks which directly or 
indirectly affect EU citizens and 
companies, with techniques ranging from 
political hacking to stealing of trade 
secrets; therefore urges the Member 
States and the Commission to take those 
threats seriously and invest heavily to 
achieve a high level of overall digital 
literacy, security research and use of 
open-source technology to reduce 
dependencies on third-country vendors 
and strengthen the single market;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Maria Grapini, Maria-Manuel Leitão-Marques, Sándor Rónai

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Stresses that robots as mechanical 
objects should fall under the definition of 
machinery set by the directive on 
machinery (2006/42/EC) and should be 
designed and assembled in compliance 
with the standards and safety measures 
provided therein, as well as with the 
provisions on placing the machinery on 
the market and putting it into service;



AM\1206239EN.docx 19/28 PE652.520v01-00

EN

Or. en

Amendment 31
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Insists on the importance of 
adapting digital skills to scientific 
progress involving AI-driven solutions for 
individuals exercising regulated 
professions, including activities connected 
with the exercise of the powers of State 
authority, such as the administration of 
justice; calls on the Member States and 
the Commission to take this duly into 
account as part of the implementation of 
Directive 2005/36/EC;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4b. Underlines that self-driving cars, 
ships and other means of transportation 
may ultimately operate transnationally 
and that this can raise new questions of 
interpretation and application of 
international law; urges the Commission 
to engage with international partners on 
this matter;

Or. en
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Amendment 33
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Sandro Gozi, Ivars Ijabs

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4c. Considers that the development of 
AI also entails opportunities to improve 
global market surveillance and address 
product safety, counterfeiting and 
consumer protection in a much more 
effective way and on a large scale;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Clara Ponsatí Obiols

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

5. Believes that Member States, 
regional and local authorities and the 
Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States and regional and local 
authorities, in close cooperation with the 
Commission, to develop AI applications 
aimed at automating and facilitating e-
government services, for example in the 
area of tax administration; calls for such e-
government services to be offered also in 
regional and minority languages of the 
EU; underlines that explainable algorithms 
are important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

Or. en
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Amendment 35
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable, human 
readable and well-documented algorithms 
respecting the obligation for information 
and transparency are very important to 
ensure that businesses and consumers can 
trust in and benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a fair cost.

Or. en

Amendment 36
Svenja Hahn, Dita Charanzová, Claudia Gamon, Liesje Schreinemacher, Vlad-Marius 
Botoş, Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop open-
source applications aimed at automating 
and facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms, 
open data and public source-codes are 
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consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from innovative, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost all over Europe in a 
compatible way.

Or. en

Amendment 37
Virginie Joron, Jean-Lin Lacapelle, Marco Campomenosi, Antonio Maria Rinaldi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the areas of tax administration, 
customs and consumer protection; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better and reliable 
public services which do not give rise to 
discrimination between European 
citizens, and at a lower cost.

Or. fr

Amendment 38
Dominik Tarczyński

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
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the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration 
or the notification and approval of cross-
border business activities; underlines that 
explainable algorithms are important to 
ensure that businesses and consumers 
benefit from better, non-discriminatory and 
reliable public services at a lower cost.

Or. en

Amendment 39
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Marc Angel, Maria-Manuel Leitão-Marques, Brando Benifei, Sándor Rónai

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable, unbiased and 
transparent algorithms are important to 
ensure that businesses and consumers 
benefit from better, non-discriminatory and 
reliable public services at a lower cost.

Or. en

Amendment 40
Maria Grapini, Leszek Miller, Christel Schaldemose, Adriana Maldonado López, Marc 
Angel, Brando Benifei

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5
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Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, accessible, 
fast, non-discriminatory and reliable public 
services at a lower cost.

Or. en

Amendment 41
Martin Schirdewan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
important to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

5. Believes that Member States and 
the Commission should promote AI 
technologies that work for people; calls on 
the Member States, in close cooperation 
with the Commission, to develop AI 
applications aimed at automating and 
facilitating e-government services, for 
example in the area of tax administration; 
underlines that explainable algorithms are 
essential to ensure that businesses and 
consumers benefit from better, non-
discriminatory and reliable public services 
at a lower cost.

Or. en

Amendment 42
Virginie Joron, Jean-Lin Lacapelle
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Insists that the Member States and 
the Commission protect European 
companies against political sanctions 
imposed by third countries in the area of 
public procurement and in the military or 
civilian sphere: the extraterritorial 
application of foreign law should not 
serve as a pretext for the use of artificial 
intelligence tools when providing services 
on European territory, even if the tools in 
question have been bought or developed 
using technologies which, in full or in 
part, come from outside Europe.

Or. fr

Amendment 43
Dominik Tarczyński

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Notes that public procurement 
programmes supporting joint 
procurement of defence products exclude 
the procurement of defence products 
which are prohibited by applicable 
international law; further notes that the 
Parliament’s position concerning the 
future European Defence Fund specifies 
this exclusion, as regards autonomous 
weapons systems, without prejudice to the 
possibility to procure early warning or 
countermeasure systems which are used 
for defensive purposes.

Or. en
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Amendment 44
Leszek Miller, Andreas Schieder, Adriana Maldonado López, Christel Schaldemose, 
Marc Angel, Maria Grapini, Maria-Manuel Leitão-Marques, Brando Benifei, Sándor 
Rónai

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Recalls that the Parliament 
foresaw in its resolution of 16 February 
2017 on Civil Law Rules on Robotics the 
possibility that artificial intelligence may 
become an independent subject of civil 
law, which would have significant 
implications for the functioning of the 
single market; urges therefore the 
Commission to monitor and analyse 
developments of this matter in both 
international law and the domestic laws of 
the Member States.

Or. en

Amendment 45
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Considers that AI technologies 
and network systems should aim towards 
legal certainty for citizens and consumers; 
therefore underlines that the conflict of 
laws and of jurisdictions rules should 
apply, while taking into account the 
consumer interest and the risk of forum 
shopping, and that the efforts to fight 
unjustified geo-blocking should be 
pursued.

Or. en
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Amendment 46
Virginie Joron, Jean-Lin Lacapelle, Marco Campomenosi, Antonio Maria Rinaldi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5b. Insists that European competition 
and public procurement law be updated in 
order to promote the emergence of world-
class AI players based in Europe;

Or. fr

Amendment 47
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5b. Stresses that AI network systems, 
especially when designed for use in the 
military area or for matters of national 
security, might infringe rights or interests 
and cause accidents harming individuals 
or society as a whole, and must abide by 
ethical and technical standards to be 
determined between the competent 
supervisory authorities at Union and 
national levels but also worldwide; calls 
for the establishment of jurisdictional 
authorities competent to handle such 
infringements and ensure proper redress.

Or. en

Amendment 48
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5c. Recalls its resolution of 12 
September 2018 on autonomous weapons 
systems; repeats its demand for a ban on 
the production, development, and use of 
fully autonomous weapons which enable 
strikes to be carried out without human 
intervention; urges the Commission and 
the Member States to launch a broad 
international policy dialogue aiming to 
establish global legal standards on and 
legal and ethical limitations to the 
development, proliferation and use of 
increasingly autonomous weapon systems, 
e.g. in the form of a binding international 
agreement.

Or. en

Amendment 49
David Cormand
on behalf of the Greens/EFA Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5d. Calls for the Union to establish a 
governance and market surveillance 
structure for AI-based systems to issue 
guidance, opinions and expertise to 
Member States’ authorities.

Or. en


