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Amendment 1
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. stresses that it is the sole 
responsibility of states and governments to 
safeguard human rights in their countries 
and that this responsibility shall not be 
transferred to private actors.

Or. en

Amendment 2
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 a. recalls that the EU economy is 
facing the biggest global economic crisis 
since the Great Depression with 
companies all over Europe hit especially 
hard; stresses that especially at this time 
no legislative initiatives of economically 
inhibiting or damaging nature, such as 
those imposing higher administrative 
burdens or causing legal uncertainty, 
shall be taken.

Or. en

Amendment 3
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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-1 b. recalls that in accordance with the 
UN Guiding Principles on Business and 
Human Rights, corporate due diligence 
shall only address internationally 
recognised human rights; notes that any 
extension of these Principles to other 
areas, such as water, soil or air pollution 
shall be avoided.

Or. en

Amendment 4
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Christophe Hansen, 
Danuta Maria Hübner, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 c. requires that, before any initiative 
is proposed, a robust impact assessment is 
carried out focusing on:
a) the administrative burden on business;
b) value added by EU companies;
c) employment by EU companies;
d) engagement of EU companies in 
international markets.

Or. en

Amendment 5
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Christophe Hansen, 
Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 d. recalls the importance of 
transitional periods in order to create 
legal certainty and effective legislation; 
stresses in this context the need for a 
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transitional period of at least 7 years to 
enable businesses to implement any new 
measures.

Or. en

Amendment 6
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence; stresses that in 
the field of international trade, due 
diligence and responsible sourcing are to 
become the standard business conduct 
for operators of all sizes; acknowledges 
the differences in size and complexity of 
cross-border business operations and 
positions in the supply chains, and the 
need to reflect this in formalised due 
diligence requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain social, environmental and 
human rights due diligence as evidenced 
by the European Commission study on 
‘due diligence requirements through the 
supply chain’; stresses that corporate due 
diligence should be at the heart of the 
forthcoming EU Trade Policy Review;

Or. en
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Amendment 8
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, Nicola 
Danti, Jérémy Decerle, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. highlights that it is the duty of 
states and governments to respect, protect 
and safeguard human rights, and 
therefore recalls the importance of strong 
Trade and Sustainable Development 
chapters in free trade agreements; regrets 
the current low levels of supply chain due 
diligence;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Liesje 
Schreinemacher, Dita Charanzová, Urmas Paet, Nicola Danti, Jérémy Decerle, Samira 
Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. underlines that in a globalised and 
digitised world, responsibility for 
observing universal human rights must be 
borne by the entire international 
community and regrets the current low 
levels of supply chain due diligence;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Sven Simon

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence; whilst 
recognising the efforts made by 
companies across the EU to improve their 
record in the past years;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Joachim Schuster, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low 
implementation levels of supply chain due 
diligence, despite the increasing presence 
of transparency and reporting 
requirements.

Or. en

Amendment 12
Agnes Jongerius, Aurore Lalucq, Raphaël Glucksmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low 
implementation levels of supply chain due 
diligence, despite the increasing presence 
of voluntary standards

Or. en

Amendment 13
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Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jérémy Decerle, Jordi Cañas, 
Dita Charanzová, Nicola Danti, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence, especially as 
due diligence can be an asset for 
competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence within many 
globally active enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. regrets the current low levels of 
supply chain due diligence;

1. acknowledges the work done so far 
to reach the current level of supply chain 
due diligence;

Or. en

Amendment 16
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Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Agnes Jongerius, Joachim Schuster, Aurore 
Lalucq, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. notes that violations of human 
rights and environmental standards 
remain widespread in global supply 
chains and that the clear evidence, based 
on European Commission studies, is that 
a significant number of European 
companies are not carrying out any form 
of due diligence in their supply chain;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. stresses multiple voluntary 
initiatives and actions by EU businesses 
in the area of responsible business 
conduct; emphasizes that companies will 
need to be further supported and 
accompanied in this process;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. underlines that corporate due 
diligence has been increasingly 
introduced into legal standards in the 
Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Emmanuel Maurel, Helmut Scholz, Luke Ming Flanagan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. Is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade; 
calls for compliance with this obligation, 
with the same conditions, by foreign 
businesses seeking access to the internal 
market; calls, where necessary, for 
additional laws to be applied to the 
relevant imports which correspond to the 
seriousness of a failure to comply with 
mandatory due diligence; calls for access 
to the market to be refused for products 
which finance criminals and networks 
which violate human rights;

Or. fr

Amendment 20
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, Nicola 
Danti, Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 2. is convinced that mandatory due 
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diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade; 
calls on the Commission to make a 
careful impact assessment of the 
extensiveness of the supply chain the 
regulation should apply to in order to 
have an actual impact on safeguarding 
human rights while balancing the 
increased bureaucratic consequences on 
company level;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Enikő Győri

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that in order to 
strengthen Europe's international 
competitiveness creating an international 
level playing field is of utmost 
importance; notes that due diligence 
processes should be formulated in a way 
that they do not harm the EU's 
competitiveness and they contribute to 
mitigating unfair competitive advantages 
of third countries resulting from lower 
protection standards in international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
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playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade; 
considers that companies based or 
operating in the Union need to be legally 
accountable for any harm they cause to 
people and the environment inside the 
Union or in third countries;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Angelika Winzig, Seán Kelly, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Christophe Hansen, 
Danuta Maria Hübner, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that in order to 
strengthen Europe's international 
competitiveness creating an international 
level playing field is of utmost 
importance; notes that due diligence 
processes can contribute to mitigating 
unfair competitive advantages of third 
countries resulting from lower protection 
standards in international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is therefore convinced that 
legislation for mandatory EU-level cross-
sectoral due diligence is necessary to 
create a level playing field and for 
European companies in order to avoid 
unfair competitive advantages arising in 
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international trade; and to increase the 
traceability and accountability of supply 
chains;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Anna Cavazzini, Heidi Hautala, Saskia Bricmont

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence across the entire value chain is 
necessary to create a level playing field and 
to avoid unfair competitive advantages as 
well as social and environmental 
dumping arising in international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, Nicola 
Danti, Dita Charanzová, Jérémy Decerle, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary for EU and foreign 
companies operating within the Single 
Market to create a level playing field and 
avoid unfair competitive advantages 
arising in international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Helmut Scholz
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade 
from environmental and social dumping;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, Inma 
Rodríguez-Piñero, Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to achieve the 
Sustainable Development Goals, to 
promote good governance and to increase 
the accountability in global supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that an improved 
global due diligence could contribute to 
creating a level playing field and avoid 
unfair competitive advantages arising in 
international trade;

Or. en
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Amendment 30
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. is convinced that due diligence is 
necessary to create a level playing field and 
avoid unfair competitive advantages 
arising in international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Sven Simon

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to create a level 
playing field and avoid unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

2. recalls that due 
diligence contributes to a level playing 
field and to avoiding unfair competitive 
advantages arising in international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. is convinced that mandatory due 
diligence is necessary to address power 
imbalances in buyer-supplier 
relationships; notes that certain 
purchasing practices such as low prices, 
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last minute delays, cancellations or 
changes to orders impact on suppliers’ 
ability to abide by environmental and 
social standards; stresses therefore that 
the due diligence obligations should 
encourage a change in the purchasing 
practices of companies on top of global 
value chains;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Luisa Regimenti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. stresses that extra-EU companies 
that want to import into the EU should 
comply with due diligence and corporate 
responsibility obligations, to allow a fair 
level playing field and prevent relocation 
or delocalisation of the production outside 
EU countries

Or. en

Amendment 34
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. considers that Trade and 
Sustainable Development Chapters, 
included in Free Trade Agreements, are 
unprecedented tools in ensuring respect 
for and the advancement of, inter alia, 
human rights and labour standards in 
third countries;

Or. en
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Amendment 35
Enikő Győri, Angelika Winzig

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. stresses that civil liability of 
undertakings should be excluded from 
any future legislation on due diligence,

Or. en

Amendment 36
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. is convinced of the need for a 
European Parliament and Council 
directive on corporate due diligence and 
corporate accountability establishing a 
Union system for supply chain due 
diligence, including international supply 
chains, designed to:
a) help Union operators respect human 
rights and environmental sustainability 
and to avoid contributing to abuse 
through their activities and sourcing 
decisions;
b) increase certainty and transparency as 
regards the supply practices of companies 
sourcing from countries outside the 
European Union;
c) curtail opportunities for the 
circumvention or neglect of European 
and internationally agreed values and 
standards, as well as existing local 
legislation on human rights, social rights 
and environmental rights;
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d) make supply chains more robust and 
avoid disruption of international trade;

e) protect consumer interests by ensuring 
the quality and reliability of products;
f) promote respect for competition law;
g) promote justice in taxation, in 
particular with regard to MNEs.

Or. en

Amendment 37
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights 
violations, make supply chains more 
robust and avoid disruption of international 
trade;

3. stresses that the role and 
responsibility of the state to protect 
human rights must not be transferred to 
private actors; is, however, convinced that 
due diligence measures can add to 
existing self-regulatory and voluntary 
initiatives, such as certification schemes, 
capacity building mechanisms and 
awareness campaigns, aiming to prevent 
human rights violations and that 
streamlining parallel initiatives can 
mitigate the potential risks of supply 
chains and help to avoid disruption of 
international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Joachim Schuster, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 3. recalls that due diligence 
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obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and 
avoid disruption of international trade;

obligations should aim to prevent human 
and labour rights and environmental 
standards violations through 
improvements in the respect for core 
labour rights and environmental 
standards including the Paris climate 
commitments throughout the entire 
supply chain;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more sustainable 
and robust, and avoid disruption of 
international trade; is convinced that the 
legislation should create effective access 
to remedy for affected individuals and 
communities; and ensure liability for 
harm caused, including through penalties 
such as exclusion from public 
procurement and trade promotion 
instruments;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
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make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade; is 
convinced that human rights' due 
diligence should be regarded as a 
dynamic process of continuous 
improvement and calls on the 
Commission to deploy a proper 
monitoring and enforcement mechanism 
so that those not abiding by the law are 
incentivised to play by the rules;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, 
Jérémy Decerle, Liesje Schreinemacher, Dita Charanzová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade; calls on 
the Commission to rapidly assess, 
following the principle of “one in, one 
out”, which existing regulation could be 
updated or replaced;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 



AM\1213952EN.docx 21/73 PE657.475v01-00

EN

make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade; believes 
that the EU regulation should support 
companies in managing and living up to 
their corporate responsibilities;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Emmanuel Maurel, Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. Is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust, 
incorporate compliance with the 
fundamental values of the European 
Union into trade rules, and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

Or. fr

Amendment 44
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. is convinced that a multilateral 
agreement on due diligence obligations 
within the WTO should aim to prevent 
human, labour and environmental rights 
violations, make supply chains more 
robust, avoid disruption of international 
trade and could be a new lighthouse-
project to strengthen the WTO;

Or. en
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Amendment 45
Luisa Regimenti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to identify, cease, 
prevent and mitigate human, labour and 
environmental rights violations, make 
supply chains more transparent and robust 
and avoid disruption of international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
make supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

3. is convinced that due diligence 
obligations should aim to prevent human, 
labour and environmental rights violations, 
contribute to the EU strategic autonomy 
by making supply chains more robust and 
avoid disruption of international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 47
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. recalls1a that important differences 
exist, both between and within countries, 
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in terms of production structures, female 
labour force participation rates and 
welfare regimes; recalls that women 
comprise the majority of workers in 
sectors such as garment and textile 
manufacturing, telecommunication, 
tourism, the care economy and 
agriculture, where they tend to be 
concentrated in more low-wage or low-
status forms of formal and informal 
employment than men; recalls that this 
may lead to abuses at the workplace and 
to discrimination, gender segregation in 
types of occupations and activities, gender 
gaps in wages and working conditions, 
and gender-specific constraints in access 
to productive resources, infrastructure 
and services; stresses therefore that the 
due diligence obligations must be gender-
responsive and require undertakings to 
explicitly consider how actual or potential 
adverse impacts can differ or be specific 
to women;
_________________
1a European Parliament resolution of 13 
March 2018 on gender equality in EU 
trade agreements (2017/2015(INI))

Or. en

Amendment 48
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Calls on economic sanctions on 
European governmental and commercial 
organisations implicated in human rights 
violations and abuses perpetrated in third 
countries with strong commercial ties with 
the Union, in order to prevent and 
discourage complicity with human rights' 
violations that may constitute crimes 
against humanity under international 
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law;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, 
Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Paolo De Castro, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. is therefore convinced that 
mandatory due diligence legislation 
should be based on the 'do no harm' 
principle and should aim to identify, 
prevent, mitigate and remedy human 
rights violations (including social rights) 
and environmental harm throughout the 
entire supply chain;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Is convinced that labour rights 
obligations along the international supply 
chain should not be limited to merely the 
core conventions of the ILO, but match 
the obligations of companies operating in 
the EU with regard to the entire treasure 
of ILO conventions;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Sven Simon
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. stresses that any new due diligence 
regulation should focus on digital 
solutions to minimise bureaucratic 
burdens on the economy, especially for 
small and medium-sized enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 52
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Aurore Lalucq, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. strongly believes that binding due 
diligence obligations including risk 
analysis and risk management make 
supply chains more robust and avoid 
disruption of international trade;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Urges all European companies 
engaged with projects related to the Belt 
and Road Initiative to promote human 
rights’ due diligence in the framework of 
the United Nations Guiding Principles on 
Business and Human Rights; calls on 
Member States to provide effective 
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guidance to European enterprises on how 
to assess actual and potential human 
rights’ impacts related to the Belt and 
Road Initiative;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Agnes Jongerius, Joachim Schuster, 
Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. highlights that comprehensive 
transparency requirements are a crucial 
element of mandatory due diligence 
legislation; notes that enhanced 
information and disclosure give suppliers 
and manufacturers better control and 
understanding of their supply chains and 
improve public confidence in production;. 
recalls that blockchain technology can 
contribute to this goal;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. is convinced that climate change 
mitigation and adaptation, in line with the 
goal of the Paris Agreement to hold the 
increase in the global average 
temperature to 1.5 degrees Celsius above 
pre-industrial levels, must form part of 
businesses’ due diligence obligations;
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Or. en

Amendment 56
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. is convinced that supply chain 
transparency is both a precondition for, 
and a key aspect of, human rights and 
environmental due diligence;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Nicola Danti, Jérémy Decerle, 
Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains; recalls that 
the Commission has proposed to develop a 
comprehensive strategy for the garment 
sector as part of the new circular economy 
action plan, that by including a uniform 
set of standards regarding due diligence 
and social responsibility could be another 
example of integrating a more detailed 
approach for a specific sector;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Helmut Scholz
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains; deplores that 
it took three years for the regulation to 
enter into force, and expresses the need 
for a more timely implementation of the 
new due diligence directive in order to 
keep stakeholders and the general public 
informed and in the process;

Or. en

Amendment 59
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains; regrets that 
the regulation does not contain an 
enforcement mechanism nor access to 
remedies for victims; stresses the need for 
such mechanisms to be incorporated in its 
forthcoming review;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. Welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains with 
obligations for European companies in 
relation to their management systems, risk 
management, independent third-party 
audits and disclosure of information

Or. en

Amendment 61
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that sector-
specific initiatives such as the EU conflict 
minerals regulation, the EU Timber 
Regulation, the Investment Screening 
Regulation and the Regulation on the 
Export Ban on Torture Goods have 
become a benchmark for binding due 
diligence legislation in supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Agnes Jongerius, Aurore Lalucq, Raphaël Glucksmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains; stresses that 
new EU legislation should further include 
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robust enforcement mechanisms and 
access to grievance mechanism;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Dita Charanzová, Jérémy 
Decerle, Nicola Danti, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains; believes that 
this existing regulation can guide a 
sector-specific more detailed approach in 
the new regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 64
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains and calls for 
its strict application;

Or. en

Amendment 65
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Urmas Paet, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for targeted binding due 
diligence legislation in supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 66
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Danuta Maria Hübner, 
Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for targeted due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 67
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become a 
benchmark for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

4. welcomes the fact that the EU 
conflict minerals regulation has become an 
example for binding due diligence 
legislation in supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 68
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Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Calls the Commission to take 
measures on those companies which are 
currently benefitting from the forced 
labour camps in Xinjiang, China, where 
thousands of uyghur citizens are forced to 
work on the production of goods that later 
on are part of the supply chains of certain 
European and global companies, such as 
Apple, Sony, Samsung, Microsoft, Nokia, 
Adidas, Lacoste, Gap, Nike, Puma, 
Uniqlo, H&M, BMW, Volkswagen, 
Mercedes-Benz, Land Rover or Jaguar, 
among others.

Or. en

Amendment 69
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, 
Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Paolo De Castro, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Calls on the Commission to 
further introduce sector-specific EU 
mandatory due diligence legislation, 
including for forest and ecosystem risk 
commodities and the garment sector;

Or. en

Amendment 70
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Calls on the Commission to 
investigate new technological solutions 
supportive of establishing and improving 
traceability in global supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, 
Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future due 
diligence regulation should build upon UN 
Guiding Principles, the OECD Guidelines 
for Multinational Enterprises and 
accompanying OECD Due Diligence 
Guidelines on Responsible Business 
Conduct, the standards set in core ILO 
conventions and Multilateral 
Environmental Agreements (such as the 
UNFCCC and the Convention on 
Biodiversity) and other international 
standards, which will facilitate future 
international convergence;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises, which highlight 
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the importance of access to remedy and 
victim remediation; supports the ongoing 
negotiations to create a binding UN 
instrument on transnational corporations 
and other business enterprises with 
respect to human rights and stresses the 
importance of the EU being proactively 
involved in this process;

Or. en

Amendment 73
Enikő Győri

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. welcomes the excellent work done 
so far on international level and is 
convinced that any future regulation, if 
necessary, should be done with close 
collaboration with stakeholders, including 
businesses and should be based on 
established non-binding approaches such 
as the UN Guiding Principles and the 
OECD Guidelines for Multinational 
Enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Agnes Jongerius, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future due 
diligence regulation should build upon UN 
Guiding Principles, OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises and 
accompanying OECD Due Diligence 
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Guidelines on Responsible Business 
Conduct and ILO and other international 
standards which will facilitate future 
international convergence;

Or. en

Amendment 75
Angelika Winzig, Seán Kelly, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Gabriel Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. welcomes the excellent work done 
so far on international level and is 
convinced that any future regulation, if 
necessary, should be based on established 
non-binding approaches such as the UN 
Guiding Principles and the OECD 
Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 76
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Urmas Paet, Jérémy Decerle, 
Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises; notes that 
broadened EEAS reports could be used as 
an annual common base for self-
assessment of companies;

Or. en



PE657.475v01-00 36/73 AM\1213952EN.docx

EN

Amendment 77
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Nicola Danti, Jérémy Decerle, 
Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises; especially with 
regard to a size- and risk based as well as 
sector-specific approach;

Or. en

Amendment 78
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, Nicola 
Danti, Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises; underlines that 
new digital means can be used to better 
monitor supply chains;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 



AM\1213952EN.docx 37/73 PE657.475v01-00

EN

Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises, and the OECD 
Due Diligence Guidance for Responsible 
Business Conduct;

Or. en

Amendment 80
Luisa Regimenti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should take into consideration 
the UN Guiding Principles and the OECD 
Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 81
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

5. is convinced that possible future 
regulation should be based on UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 82
Sven Simon

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5
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Draft opinion Amendment

5. is convinced that the future 
regulation should be based on UN 
Guiding Principles and the OECD 
Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises;

5. notes the guidance provided by the 
UN Guiding Principles and the OECD 
Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises 
for future regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 83
Inma Rodríguez-Piñero

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. insists on the need to respect the 
United Nations Guiding Principles on 
Business and Human Rights; calls on 
Council to give a mandate to 
the Commission to be actively involved in 
the ongoing negotiations to create a 
binding UN instrument on transnational 
corporations and other business 
enterprises, with respect to human rights;

Or. en

Amendment 84
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Calls on the Commission to 
endeavour on a dialogue on how to 
establish similar due diligence legislation 
with other important stakeholders in the 
global economy, such as Switzerland, the 
Peoples Republic of China, the United 
States of America, India, Russia, ASEAN, 
African Union, and our partners in the 
Americas;
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Or. en

Amendment 85
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, Inma 
Rodríguez-Piñero, Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Emphasises that a new due 
diligence legislation should be coherent 
with other EU sectoral due diligence 
legislation and with relevant Union and 
Member State legislation, welcomes in 
this light the Commission's commitment 
to reviewing the Non-financial Reporting 
Directive which has presented severe 
shortcomings;

Or. en

Amendment 86
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Emphasises that a new due 
diligence regulation should be fully 
aligned with other EU sectoral due 
diligence legislation and reporting 
obligations such as the non-financial 
reporting directive and coherent with 
relevant Member State legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 87
Angelika Winzig, Seán Kelly, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Gabriel 
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Mato

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. emphasises that in order to 
realistically achieve effective compliance 
with a high level standard in supply chain 
due diligence, there need to be incentives 
for enterprises.

Or. en

Amendment 88
Inma Rodríguez-Piñero

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. calls for a human rights and 
environmental due diligence legislation 
for businesses, covering their whole 
supply chain; welcomes in this regard the 
European Commission’s public 
commitment to introduce such a 
legislative initiative in 2021.

Or. en

Amendment 89
Angelika Winzig, Seán Kelly, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Christophe 
Hansen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 

6. stresses that the principle of 
proportionality, i.e. regarding the capacity 
constraints of SMEs, needs to be duly 
taken into account in future due diligence 
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schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

legislation; recalls that even if SMEs are 
out of the scope of any future EU 
initiative, the obligations will be imposed 
upon them downstream, as part of the 
supply chain of companies that are within 
the scope; stresses the importance to carry 
out an impact assessment to design rules 
that enhance competitiveness, are 
functional and applicable to all actors on 
the market, including SMEs; notes that 
more focus should be placed on certified 
industry schemes based on best practises 
as an addition to cautious legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 90
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. notes that more than 95% of 
European industry is composed of SMEs; 
highlights that SMEs are 
disproportionally hit by the economic 
fallout of the ongoing Covid-19 
pandemic; stresses that the capacity 
constraints of SMEs must be duly taken 
into account in possible future due 
diligence legislation; notes that certified 
industry schemes based on best practices 
should continue to take priority over 
legislation; emphasises that SMEs 
therefore have to be protected against 
possible spill-over effects of possible 
binding legislation for bigger companies;

Or. en

Amendment 91
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation, and that while each operator 
needs to establish a system of controls and 
transparency over their supply chain, 
including the identification of upstream 
actors in the supply chain, this may be 
implemented by SMEs through 
participation in certified sectoral industry-
driven programs recognised by the 
Commission; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 92
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity 
constraints of SMEs need to be duly taken 
into account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that due diligence is risk-
based and therefore many small and 
medium-size undertakings and micro-
enterprises may need less extensive and 
formalised due diligence processes 
depending on the risks they are exposed 
to; notes that certified industry schemes 
and multi-stakeholder initiatives are not a 
replacement for legislation, nor does 
membership in them replace enterprises’ 
responsibility to carry out due diligence; 
stresses that social audits must be better 
regulated;

Or. en

Amendment 93
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Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation; calls on the Commission to 
evaluate the possibility to include due 
diligence in already existing reporting 
duties and underlines the importance of 
having common report criteria for all 
companies operating on the Single 
Market;

Or. en

Amendment 94
Luisa Regimenti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs as well as of micro enterprises 
need to be duly taken into account in the 
future due diligence legislation; underlines 
that SMEs are downstream entities in the 
supply chain, and that commensurate but 
not overburdening rules, as well as special 
support instruments, are needed to 
support them; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 95
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Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Joachim Schuster, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that while certified 
industry schemes or membership in such 
are not a replacement for legislation, they 
offer SMEs opportunities to efficiently 
pool and share responsibilities; notes that 
certified schemes must be assessed, 
recognised and overseen by the European 
Commission;

Or. en

Amendment 96
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation; considers that throughout the 
process, the Commission should provide 
the right level of guidance and support to 
businesses of all sizes, especially to SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 97
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, Nicola 
Danti, Jérémy Decerle, Liesje Schreinemacher, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation,following the principle of 
proportionality, in order to avoid creating 
unnecessary bureaucracy or over-
burdening; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 98
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity 
constraints, administrative costs and 
burdens of SMEs need to be duly taken 
into account, analysed and assessed before 
any future due diligence legislation is 
adopted; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 99
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Urmas Paet, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6
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Draft opinion Amendment

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that certified industry 
schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation;

6. stresses that the capacity constraints 
of SMEs need to be duly taken into 
account in the future due diligence 
legislation; notes that while certified 
industry schemes are not a replacement for 
legislation, these can be used as an 
existing basis to build upon;

Or. en

Amendment 100
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Calls on the Commission to 
cooperate with Member State's chambers 
of commerce in providing online tools and 
information to support the 
implementation of a model supply chain 
policy in accordance with the OECD Due 
Diligence Guidance;

Or. en

Amendment 101
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. is concerned with mandatory due 
diligence’s impact as regards 
competitiveness of EU business, calls for 
detailed analysis of additional costs and 
obligations;
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Or. en

Amendment 102
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Agnes Jongerius, Joachim Schuster, Aurore 
Lalucq, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. underlines that the UN Guiding 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises state the need 
for access to justice and victim 
remediation

Or. en

Amendment 103
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Underlines the importance of 
audits in the due diligence process, and 
points out in particular in the context 
of international supply chains, respecting 
the audit principles of independence, 
competence and accountability and any 
applicable audit scope, criteria and 
activities, as set out in the OECD Due 
Diligence Guidance, is crucial;

Or. en

Amendment 104
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. underlines the importance of 
applying equal reporting requirements 
towards the competent authorities in every 
EU Member State;recommends that by 31 
March of each year at the latest, operators 
shall submit to the Member State 
competent authority management reports 
containing the following documentation 
covering the previous year's calendar 
period:
(a) The operator's supply chain due 
diligence policy, including the operator's 
management structure responsible for its 
due diligence and the person directly 
responsible;
(b) The operator's system of control and 
transparency over the supply chain, 
including the steps taken to identify 
upstream actors in the supply chain and 
to assess their due diligence practices;
(c) Potential or actual risks identified by 
the operator and action taken by the 
operator to manage risks during the 
reporting period;
(d) Action taken by the operator to 
strengthen its due diligence efforts during 
the reporting period;

Or. en

Amendment 105
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, Inma 
Rodríguez-Piñero, Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
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requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to uphold 
responsible business conduct in partner 
countries; emphasises in this regard the 
importance of FLEGT Voluntary 
Partnership Agreements and calls to 
introduce similar agreements for new 
sectors, including high forest and 
ecosystem risk commodities in the 
agricultural sector;

Or. en

Amendment 106
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to promote and 
support the uptake of responsible business 
conduct in partner countries including 
technical support on due diligence 
training, traceability mechanisms and 
embedding export-led reforms in partner 
countries; emphasis in this regard the 
need to promote good governance;

Or. en

Amendment 107
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7
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Draft opinion Amendment

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners, in a spirit of reciprocity, is 
crucial to ensure due diligence 
undertakings effect change; requests that 
financial instruments such as Aid for Trade 
are used to support responsible business 
conduct;

Or. en

Amendment 108
Luisa Regimenti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
businesses in complying 
with responsible conduct;

Or. en

Amendment 109
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
points out that financial instruments such 
as Aid for Trade could be used to support 
responsible business conduct;

Or. en
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Amendment 110
Angelika Winzig, Seán Kelly, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Danuta 
Maria Hübner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is crucial to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

7. emphasises that engagement with 
trade partners is important to ensure due 
diligence undertakings effect change; 
requests that financial instruments such as 
Aid for Trade are used to support 
responsible business conduct;

Or. en

Amendment 111
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance 
of mainstreaming and enforcing social, 
environmental and human rights due 
diligence obligations within all new and 
existing trade mechanisms such as FTAs, 
Investment Agreements, Economic 
Partnership Agreements or Generalised 
Schemes of Preferences; stresses that 
these trade instruments should include 
strong enforcement mechanisms such as 
withdrawal from preferential access in 
case of non-compliance; is convinced that 
compliance with the due diligence 
obligations should be a condition for 
access to the EU market and that 
operators should be required to establish 
and provide evidence, through the 
exercise of due diligence, that the 
products that they place on the EU market 
are in conformity with the environmental 
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and human rights criteria set out in this 
legislation; calls for complementary 
measures such as the prohibition of the 
importation of products related to severe 
human rights violations such as forced 
labour or child labour;

Or. en

Amendment 112
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs; calls on the 
Commission to present proposals on how 
to strengthen the enforcement of the TSD 
chapters and to use all the existing 
instruments, such as the Enforcement 
regulation, in order to ensure that the due 
diligence obligations are enforced;

Or. en

Amendment 113
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations and responsible business 
conduct within FTA and EPA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters bodies 
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established by these agreements and other 
trade mechanisms such as GSP; notes 
that binding and enforceable TSD 
chapters are an important tool in that 
respect

Or. en

Amendment 114
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs; notes that a 
legislative proposal from the Commission 
on due diligence will cover trade with all 
trading partners, not just those with whom 
the EU has concluded an FTA

Or. en

Amendment 115
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Jordi Cañas, Urmas Paet, Nicola 
Danti, Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs; underlines 
the crucial role of the newly appointed 
Chief Trade Enforcement Officer in the 
monitoring of the implementation of due 
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diligence obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 116
Emmanuel Maurel, Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. Emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs; calls for 
supply chain traceability to be 
strengthened, based on the rules of origin 
of the EU Customs Code;

Or. fr

Amendment 117
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Marie-Pierre Vedrenne, Urmas Paet, Nicola Danti, 
Jérémy Decerle, Dita Charanzová, Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs; stresses the 
importance of including the objective of 
combating forced labour and child labour 
in TSD chapters of EU trade agreements;

Or. en

Amendment 118
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Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, Inma 
Rodríguez-Piñero, Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations and responsible business 
conduct within IPAs, FTAs, EPAs and 
other trade mechanisms such as GSP; 
notes that binding and enforceable, 
sanction-based TSD chapters are an 
important tool in that respect;

Or. en

Amendment 119
Sven Simon

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs; recognises the 
progress that was made in recent FTAs 
such as the agreements with Vietnam and 
Mercosur;

Or. en

Amendment 120
Angelika Winzig, Seán Kelly, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri, Danuta 
Maria Hübner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8
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Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. recognises that the EU's FTAs 
through their comprehensive and 
enforceable Trade and Sustainable 
Development chapters can promote supply 
chain due diligence and strengthen 
cooperation between the EU and its 
partners;

Or. en

Amendment 121
Emmanuel Maurel, Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. Emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA and Generalised 
Schemes of Preferences Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

Or. fr

Amendment 122
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations also within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

Or. en
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Amendment 123
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. emphasises the importance of 
addressing and enforcing due diligence 
obligations within FTA Trade and 
Sustainable Development chapters and 
bodies established by FTAs;

8. notes that due diligence can 
adequately be promoted through EU FTA 
Trade and Sustainable Development 
chapters and bodies established 
thereunder;

Or. en

Amendment 124
Carles Puigdemont i Casamajó

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. Recalls that implementation of all 
aspects of the FTAs, including labour 
rights and sustainable development and 
tackling climate change, should be made; 
urges the Commission to evaluate 
together with the Parliament through its 
Committee of International Trade; 
stresses that the Parliament should have a 
stronger role in assessing the 
implementation of FTAs vis-à-vis the 
Commission and the Council;

Or. en

Amendment 125
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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8 a. Calls on Union operators to 
strengthen engagement with their 
suppliers in Third countries, inter alia, by 
incorporating the modern supply chain 
policy into contracts and agreements with 
suppliers consistent with Annex II to the 
OECD Due Diligence Guidance, and, 
where possible, to assist suppliers in 
building capacities with a view to 
improving due diligence performance;

Or. en

Amendment 126
Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. underlines that trade relations 
must be based on the principle of full 
reciprocity, in order to ensure and 
consolidate a level playing field between 
economic operators based in the EU and 
those in third countries;

Or. en

Amendment 127
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, Agnes 
Jongerius, Joachim Schuster, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. underlines the importance of 
accompanying measures and projects to 
facilitate the implementation of EU FTAs 
and calls for a strong link between these 
measures and horizontal due diligence 
legislation;
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Or. en

Amendment 128
Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 b. stresses that differences in customs 
procedures policies at the EU’s points of 
entry into the Customs Union often result 
in distortion of trade flows and put at risk 
the integrity of the European single 
market;

Or. en

Amendment 129
Jordi Cañas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 c. insists that the Commission 
ensures that custom controls throughout 
the EU follow the same standards, by 
means of a direct unified customs control 
mechanism, incoordination with Member 
States and in full compliance with the 
principle of subsidiarity;

Or. en

Amendment 130
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler, Enikő Győri

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment
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9. requests that trade instruments 
and EU Delegations be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of the due 
diligence regulation;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 131
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. requests that trade instruments and 
EU Delegations be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of the due 
diligence regulation;

9. requests that trade instruments and 
EU Delegations be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of the due 
diligence regulation by European 
companies operating outside the EU, 
including through convening meaningful 
consultations with rightsholders, local 
communities, civil society actors and trade 
unions;

Or. en

Amendment 132
Jan Zahradil, Geert Bourgeois, Hermann Tertsch, Witold Jan Waszczykowski, Dominik 
Tarczyński, Sergio Berlato
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. requests that trade instruments and 
EU Delegations be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of the due 
diligence regulation;

9. requests that trade instruments and 
EU Delegations be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of the due 
diligence regulation; calls for specific 
technical assistance to our companies, 
especially SMEs, in order to be able to 
comply with due diligence requirements;

Or. en
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Amendment 133
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. requests that trade instruments and 
EU Delegations be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of the due 
diligence regulation;

9. flags that trade instruments and EU 
Delegations could be linked to the 
monitoring of the application of possible 
due diligence regulations;

Or. en

Amendment 134
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement; calls on the Commission to 
apply a gender aspect on due diligence, 
and to be aware of gender issues and 
women's human rights in situations 
where women may be disproportionately 
impacted;

Or. en

Amendment 135
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Aurore Lalucq, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment
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10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
including trade unions, social partners and 
indigenous communities should part of a 
meaningful consultation on any due 
diligence policy and risk prevention and 
should be given the right, as an interested 
party, to file a complaint in case of 
infringements along the supply chain;

Or. en

Amendment 136
Kathleen Van Brempt, Joachim Schuster, Agnes Jongerius, Raphaël Glucksmann, 
Aurore Lalucq, Mihai Tudose, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

10. stresses that all civil society actors, 
including trade unions, social partners, 
human rights actors, environmental 
organisations and indigenous 
communities should be part of a 
meaningful consultation on any due 
diligence policy and risk prevention and 
should be given the right to access to a 
grievance mechanism;

Or. en

Amendment 137
Anna Cavazzini, Saskia Bricmont, Heidi Hautala

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

10. stresses that rights-holders, local 
communities, women’s organisations, 
civil society actors, trade unions and social 
partners should be part of meaningful 
consultations, risk prevention and should 
be given the right to file complaints in 
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cases of infringement;

Or. en

Amendment 138
Angelika Winzig, Jörgen Warborn, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be 
given the right to file complaints in cases 
of infringement;

10. stresses that the national contact 
point of the OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises are ideal points 
of contact to provide civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners with the 
possibility to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

Or. en

Amendment 139
Svenja Hahn, Karin Karlsbro, Urmas Paet, Liesje Schreinemacher, Dita Charanzová, 
Samira Rafaela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention; notes that the 
domestic advisory groups monitoring the 
implementation of FTAs are a good 
example of inclusion of the third sector;

Or. en

Amendment 140
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be given 
the right to file complaints in cases of 
infringement;

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and monitoring and 
should be given the right to file complaints 
in cases of infringement;

Or. en

Amendment 141
Daniel Caspary

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be 
given the right to file complaints in cases 
of infringement;

10. points out that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners could be 
consulted via pre-existing mechanisms, 
such as the OECD, which provide an 
appropriate degree of inclusion;

Or. en

Amendment 142
Luisa Regimenti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
part of risk prevention and should be 
given the right to file complaints in cases 
of infringement;

10. stresses that civil society actors, 
trade unions and social partners should be 
given the right to notify the alleged cases 
of infringement;

Or. en



AM\1213952EN.docx 65/73 PE657.475v01-00

EN

Amendment 143
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 a. stresses the importance of creating 
a grievance mechanism accessible for 
complaints from outside the EU; 
encourages companies to establish, in the 
spirit of the due diligence approach, a 
company-level, or industry-
wide, grievance mechanism as an early-
warning risk-awareness system or provide 
such mechanism through collaborative 
arrangements with other organisations, or 
by facilitating recourse to the 
European Ombudsman; calls on the 
Commission to consult with the European 
Ombudsman on accompanying measures 
needed to support this role;

Or. en

Amendment 144
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Agnes Jongerius, Joachim Schuster, Aurore 
Lalucq, Kathleen Van Brempt, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 a. stresses that the new legislation 
should include provisions for access to 
justice in Europe and victim remediation 
for victims of abuse;

Or. en

Amendment 145
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Raphaël Glucksmann, Joachim Schuster, Aurore Lalucq, Costas 
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Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 b. stresses that the legislation has to 
reflect the measures to guarantee 
compliance with the due diligence 
obligation and concrete proposals for 
compliance and enforcement mechanisms 
have to be introduced,

Or. en

Amendment 146
Helmut Scholz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 b. Suggests to create a Commission 
scheme for operators outside the Union to 
demonstrate their compliance with the 
Union's due diligence requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 147
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 c. Is convinced that legislation for 
due diligence obligations should be 
implemented within the framework of a 
European regulation in order to ensure a 
truly level playing field in the EU, as has 
been the case with the Conflict Minerals 
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Regulation, the Investment Screening 
Regulation or the Regulation on Export 
Ban on Torture Goods;

Or. en

Amendment 148
Bernd Lange

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 d. Considers it necessary to address 
questions of level-playing field as well as 
corporate governance and accountability 
to ensure a meaningful impact of any 
legislation, horizontal and sector-specific, 
in the field of due diligence. Recognises 
therefore the importance of addressing 
overarching issues within the framework 
of company law. Considers these 
approaches to be complimentary and calls 
on the Commission to develop a 
comprehensive approach to due diligence 
according to these principles.

Or. en

Amendment 149
Bernd Lange, Miapetra Kumpula-Natri, Miroslav Číž, Inma Rodríguez-Piñero, 
Margarida Marques, Costas Mavrides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

10 e. ANNEX TO THE MOTION FOR 
RESOLUTION:RECOMMENDATIONS 
AS TO THE CONTENT OF THE 
PROPOSAL REQUESTED 
I.RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 
DRAWING UP A REGULATION OF 
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND 
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OF THE COUNCIL ON CORPORATE 
SUPPLY CHAIN DUE DILIGENCE.IN 
THE REGULATION, THE 
FOLLOWING ELEMENTS SHOULD 
BE INCORPORATED FROM THE 
PERSPECTIVE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE:
a)
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND 
THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN 
UNION,
-Having regard to the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union, and 
in particular Article 207 thereof,
-Having regard to the proposal from the 
European Commission,
- After transmission of the draft legislative 
act to the national Parliaments,
- Acting in accordance with the ordinary 
legislative procedure,
b)
Whereas:In the context of this 
Regulation, and as set out in the OECD 
Due Diligence Guidance, supply chain 
due diligence is an ongoing, proactive and 
reactive process through which economic 
operators monitor and administer their 
activities with a view to ensuring that they 
do not cause or contribute to adverse 
impacts on people, the environment and 
society.
- Engagement with trade partners is 
crucial to ensure due diligence 
undertakings fulfil their objectives and 
effect change.Therefore, EU trade 
instruments must be linked to the due 
diligence Regulation.
- It is important to address and enforce 
due diligence obligations within EU 
preferential trade agreements including 
EPAs,FTAs and the bodies established by 
within them.EU financial instruments 
such as Aid for Trade should be used to 
promote and support responsible business 
conduct.
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- The work of EU Delegations is crucial 
in order to raise awareness of the 
obligations contained in this Regulation 
and monitoring the application of its 
provisions.
- Certified industry schemes, while not a 
replacement for legislation, offer SMEs 
opportunities to efficiently pool and share 
responsibilities.These schemes have to be 
clearly certified in order to ensure respect 
for high standards and must be overseen 
by the European Commission.
- Access to remedies for victims of 
breaches of due diligence requirements, 
whether they are nationals of EU Member 
States or not, is a core pillar of this 
regulation.
- The Commission should report regularly 
to the European Parliament and to the 
Council on the effects of the Union system 
laid down by this Regulation.The 
Commission should review the 
functioning and the effectiveness of the 
Union system including the use of EU 
financial instruments and measures 
undertaken within the provisions of 
FTAs, EPAs and trade instruments for the 
promotion of the obligations laid out in 
the Regulation, and should report every 
year to the European Parliament and to 
the Council.Those reports may be 
accompanied, if necessary, by appropriate 
legislative proposals, which may include 
further mandatory measures.
c)
Article (...) Scope
1.This Regulation establishes a Union 
system for supply chain due diligence with 
the overarching aim of establishing 
sustainable and robust value chains by 
guaranteeing the respect for core ILO, 
human rights and environmental 
standards along the entire value 
chain.This Regulation is designed to 
provide transparency and certainty as 
regards the supply practices of Union 
undertakings, including Union importers.
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2.This Regulation lays down the supply 
chain due diligence obligations of Union 
undertakings and shall apply to all 
undertakings governed by the law of a 
Member State or established in the 
territory of the Union.
3.It shall also apply to union importers 
not governed by the law of a Member 
State but declaring goods and services for 
release in the single market.
4.Exemptions from this regulation may 
take place in exceptional cases, with 
special consideration dedicated to the 
situation of small and medium-sized 
enterprises, as defined in EU 
recommendation 2003/361, and the 
specificities of the sector in question.
Article (...) Definitions - 'supply chain due 
diligence' means the obligations of 
undertakings in relation to their 
management systems, risk management, 
independent third-party audits and 
disclosure of information with a view to 
identifying and addressing actual and 
potential risks linked to human and 
environmental rights to prevent or 
mitigate adverse impacts associated with 
their sourcing activities; - ‘Union 
importer’ means any natural or legal 
person declaring goods or services for 
release for free circulation in the single 
market.Article (...) Recognition of supply 
chain due diligence schemes
1.Governments, industry associations and 
groupings of interested organisations 
having due diligence schemes in place 
(‘scheme owners’) may apply to the 
Commission to have the supply chain due 
diligence schemes that are developed and 
overseen by them recognised by the 
Commission.Such applications shall be 
supported by adequate evidence and 
information.
2.The Commission shall adopt delegated 
acts supplementing this Regulation by 
setting out the methodology and criteria 
allowing the Commission to assess 
whether supply chain due diligence 
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schemes facilitate the fulfilment of the 
requirements of this Regulation by 
economic operators and allowing the 
Commission to recognise schemes.
3.Where, on the basis of the evidence and 
information provided pursuant to 
paragraph 1 and in accordance with the 
methodology and criteria for recognition 
established pursuant to paragraph 2, the 
Commission determines that the supply 
chain due diligence scheme, when 
effectively implemented by a Union 
operator, facilitates compliance by that 
importer with this Regulation, it shall 
adopt an implementing act granting that 
scheme a recognition of equivalence with 
the requirements of this Regulation.The 
OECD Secretariat shall, as appropriate, 
be consulted prior to the adoption of such 
implementing acts.When making a 
determination on the recognition of a due 
diligence scheme, the Commission shall 
take into account the particular risks most 
prevalent in the sector in question, diverse 
industry practices covered by that scheme 
and shall also have regard to the risk-
based approach and method used by that 
scheme to identify human rights, 
environmental and governance risks The 
implementing acts referred to in the first 
subparagraph of this paragraph shall be 
adopted in accordance with the advisory 
procedure Regulation (EU) No 182/2011.
4.The Commission shall also, as 
appropriate, periodically verify that 
recognised supply chain due diligence 
schemes continue to fulfil the criteria that 
led to a recognition of equivalence 
decision adopted pursuant to paragraph 3.
5.The owner of a supply chain due 
diligence scheme for which the 
recognition of equivalence was granted in 
accordance with paragraph 3 shall inform 
the Commission without delay of any 
changes or updates made to that scheme.
6.If there is evidence of repeated or 
significant cases where economic 
operators implementing a scheme 
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recognised in accordance with paragraph 
3 have failed to fulfil the requirements of 
this Regulation, the Commission shall 
examine, in consultation with the owner 
of the recognised scheme, whether those 
cases indicate deficiencies in the scheme.
7.Where the Commission identifies a 
failure to comply with this Regulation or 
deficiencies in a recognised supply chain 
due diligence scheme, it may grant the 
scheme owner an appropriate period of 
time to take remedial action.Where the 
scheme owner fails or refuses to take the 
necessary remedial action, and where the 
Commission has determined that the 
failure or deficiencies referred to in the 
first subparagraph of this paragraph 
compromise the ability of the Union 
importer implementing a scheme to 
comply with this Regulation or where 
repeated or significant cases of non-
compliance by economic operators 
implementing a scheme are due to 
deficiencies in the scheme, the 
Commission shall adopt an implementing 
act in accordance with the advisory 
procedure referred in Regulation (EU) No 
182/2011, withdrawing the recognition of 
the scheme.
8.The Commission shall establish and 
keep up-to-date a register of recognised 
supply chain due diligence schemes.That 
register shall be made publicly available 
on the internet.
Art. (...)
Supervision
1.Each Member State shall designate one 
or more national competent authorities 
responsible for the supervision of the 
application of this Regulation and the 
dissemination of due diligence best 
practices.Each Member State shall 
designate a contact point within its 
national competent authority.
2.The European Commission shall 
establish a Joint Committee on Due 
Diligence, which shall comprise contact 
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points from Member States competent 
authorities as well as Commission 
officials serving in Trade and Sustainable 
Development Committees established by 
EU FTAs and officials of Commission 
services involved in the implementation of 
this regulation and related trade 
instruments and agreements.Observers 
from the European Parliament shall be 
invited to meetings and minutes of the 
meetings made available to the public.
3.The Joint Committee on Due Diligence 
shall meet within the first year after the 
date of entry into force of this Regulation, 
and thereafter as necessary, to review the 
implementation of this Regulation as well 
as ensure good cooperative efforts with 
other trade instruments and agreements to 
further the goal of establishing good due 
diligence practices.
Article (...)
Reporting
1. By 30 June each year, the Commission 
shall submit to the European Parliament 
and Member States a report on the 
implementation of this Regulation and, in 
particular, the use of EU financial 
instruments and measures undertaken 
within the provisions of FTAs, EPAs and 
trade instruments for the promotion of the 
obligations laid out in the Regulation

Or. en


