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Amendment 1
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Recital A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. Whereas a number of questions 
related to civil and commercial law and 
enforcement of civil and administrative law 
is also of specific relevance regarding pure 
consumer relations;

A. Whereas a number of questions 
related to civil and commercial law and 
enforcement of civil and administrative law 
is also of specific relevance regarding pure 
consumer relations, as well as online 
competitiveness and competition;

Or. ro

Amendment 2
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Aa. Whereas the rules enshrined in 
Directive 2000/31/EC on electronic 
commerce have allowed for the 
development of the Internet and of digital 
services in the EU since two decades, and 
are key in protecting fundamental rights 
as well as in safeguarding an innovative 
business environment; considering that 
their revision should not be envisaged 
without scrutiny and utmost caution;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

Aa. Whereas the aim of a review of the 
DSA is to update the civil and commercial 
laws governing responsibility for online 
platforms and hosting service providers to 
provide certainty and safety for 
companies, users and society as a whole.

Or. en

Amendment 4
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Aa. Whereas it is important to 
recognise the essential role of the e-
Commerce Directive in boosting e-
commerce in Europe and, in particular, 
underpinning the whole internal market 
project;

Or. ro

Amendment 5
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Aa. Whereas there is evidence to show 
that many illegal products and services 
are being offered online, requiring action 
to be taken under the Digital Services Act;

Or. fr
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Amendment 6
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ab. Whereas the Digital Services Act 
must lay down clear obligations for online 
platforms and introduce special 
provisions regarding the liability of online 
marketplaces;

Or. fr

Amendment 7
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to 
enable the anonymous use of their 
services and payment for them, since 
anonymity effectively prevents 
unauthorised data disclosure and identity 
theft; notes that where the Directive on 
Consumer Rights requires commercial 
traders to communicate their identity, 
providers of major market places could be 
obliged to verify their identity, while in 
other cases the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 8
József Szájer

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to 
enable the anonymous use of their 
services and payment for them, since 
anonymity effectively prevents 
unauthorised data disclosure and identity 
theft; notes that where the Directive on 
Consumer Rights requires commercial 
traders to communicate their identity, 
providers of major market places could be 
obliged to verify their identity, while in 
other cases the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable 
,intermediaries should prevent 
unauthorised data disclosure and identity 
theft through the effective implementation 
of applicable data protection and E-
privacy rules; notes that establishing the 
personal identity of sellers in the digital 
space is essential for the security of digital 
transactions and therefore it should be 
made enforceable that they communicate 
their identity, providers of major market 
places could be obliged to verify their 
identity in order to reduce the prevalence 
of counterfeits and other fraudulent 
activities, disincentives bad actors online 
and aide law enforcement. The 
introduction of such obligations should, 
however, be proportionate and include 
appropriate safeguards to protect the 
privacy of users in the course of legitimate 
and lawful activities;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Tiemo Wölken

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 
the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure and identity theft; notes that 
where the Directive on Consumer Rights 
requires commercial traders to 
communicate their identity, providers of 

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 
the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure and identity theft; notes that 
where the Directive on Consumer Rights 
requires commercial traders to 
communicate their identity, providers of 
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major market places could be obliged to 
verify their identity, while in other cases 
the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

major market places could be obliged to 
verify their identity, affirms that whenever 
platforms must verify the identity of users, 
they may not disclose users' identities 
without explicit and freely given consent;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 
the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure and identity theft; notes that 
where the Directive on Consumer Rights 
requires commercial traders to 
communicate their identity, providers of 
major market places could be obliged to 
verify their identity, while in other cases 
the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 
the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure, identity theft and other forms 
of abuse of personal data collected online; 
notes that where the Directive on 
Consumer Rights requires commercial 
traders to communicate their identity, 
providers of major market places could be 
obliged to verify their identity, while in 
other cases the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically and legally possible and 
reasonable, intermediaries should be 
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the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure and identity theft; notes that 
where the Directive on Consumer Rights 
requires commercial traders to 
communicate their identity, providers of 
major market places could be obliged to 
verify their identity, while in other cases 
the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

required to enable the anonymous use of 
their services and payment for them, since 
anonymity effectively prevents 
unauthorised data disclosure and identity 
theft; notes that where Union law requires 
commercial traders to communicate their 
identity, providers of online marketplaces 
could be obliged to verify the identity of 
the traders acting in a professional or 
non-professional capacity, while in other 
cases the right to use digital services 
anonymously could be upheld;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 
the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure and identity theft; notes that 
where the Directive on Consumer Rights 
requires commercial traders to 
communicate their identity, providers of 
major market places could be obliged to 
verify their identity, while in other cases 
the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

1. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to enable 
the anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them, since anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorised data 
disclosure and identity theft; notes that 
where the Directive on Consumer Rights 
requires commercial traders to 
communicate their identity, 'online 
marketplace' hosts must be obliged to be 
able to verify their identity, while in other 
cases the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

Or. fr

Amendment 13
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Calls on the Commission to 
require ‘online marketplace’ content 
hosting platforms to close the accounts of 
users who repeatedly publish illegal 
content and take the necessary steps to 
ensure that such illegal content does not 
reappear on their platform;

Or. fr

Amendment 14
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. The upcoming legislative proposal 
on the Digital Services Act should fully 
respect the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights of the European Union, as well as 
Union rules protecting consumers and 
their safety, privacy and personal data, as 
well as other fundamental rights;

Or. en

Amendment 15
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Calls on Member States to ensure 
that online service providers verify the 
identity of their business customers and 
thus fulfil the requirements set in 
Article 5 of the e-Commerce Directive 
2000/31/EC;
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Or. en

Amendment 16
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Stresses that products bought 
through online marketplaces should 
comply with all the relevant EU safety 
regulations, given that the Digital 
Services Act should be able to upgrade the 
liability and safety rules for digital 
platforms, services and products;

Or. fr

Amendment 17
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Recalls the importance of the key 
principles of the e-Commerce Directive, 
namely the country of origin principle, the 
limited liability clause and the ban on 
general monitoring obligation, to remain 
valid in the legislative proposal on the 
Digital Services Act;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Stresses the need for a definition 
of ‘dominant platforms’ and lay down 
their characteristics;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1d. Emphasises that there should be 
no ex-ante content control; stresses the 
need for more transparency in content 
review and management by content 
hosting platforms, therefore suggests 
there to be a review mechanism for 
dominant content hosting platforms to 
allow for a new or existing European 
Agency or European body to evaluate the 
risks of their content management 
policies; stresses the importance to be 
aware whether the decision was made by a 
human or an algorithm and in the latter 
case, whether a human review has taken 
place;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1e. Stresses that wherever it is 
technically possible and reasonable, 
intermediaries should be required to 
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enable the anonymous use of their 
services and payment for them, since 
anonymity effectively prevents 
unauthorised data disclosure and identity 
theft; notes that where the Directive on 
Consumer Rights requires commercial 
traders to communicate their identity, 
providers of major market places could be 
obliged to verify their identity, while in 
other cases the right to use digital services 
anonymously should be upheld;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the use 
of the service;

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the use 
of the service; stresses that in the spirit of 
the jurisprudence on communications 
data, public authorities shall be given 
access to a user’s subscriber and 
metadata only to investigate suspects of 
serious crime with prior judicial 
authorisation;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the 
use of the service;

2. Stresses the enforcement of 
existing Regulation (EU) 2016/679 on the 
protection of natural persons with regards 
to the processing of personal data and on 
the free movement of such data and notes 
that since the online activities of 
individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to this 
framework;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Angel Dzhambazki

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the use 
of the service;

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals may involve the collection 
and use of personal data, they should be 
subjected to a specific privacy framework 
and limited to the extent necessary to 
provide and bill the use of the service;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that since the online 
activities of individuals allow for deep 
insights into their personality and make it 
possible to manipulate them, the collection 
and use of personal data concerning the use 
of digital services should be subjected to a 
specific privacy framework and limited to 
the extent necessary to provide and bill the 
use of the service;

2. Notes that big data aggregation 
and information engineering tools, such 
as natural language processing allow for 
mapping personal preferences and 
consumer behaviour and could potentially 
influence them: suggest that the collection 
and use of personal data concerning the use 
of digital services should be subjected to a 
specific privacy framework and limited to 
the extent necessary to provide and bill the 
use of the service;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the use 
of the service;

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, indirectly above all, the 
collection, use and accessing of personal 
data concerning the use of digital services 
should be subjected to a specific privacy 
framework and limited to the extent strictly 
necessary to provide the service and bill 
the users;

Or. ro

Amendment 26
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment
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2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the use 
of the service;

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data notably by systemic 
platforms and social networks concerning 
the use of digital services, should be 
subjected to a specific privacy framework 
and limited to the extent necessary to 
provide and bill the use of the service;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Axel Voss

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to a specific 
privacy framework and limited to the 
extent necessary to provide and bill the 
use of the service;

2. Notes that since the online activities 
of individuals allow for deep insights into 
their personality and make it possible to 
manipulate them, the collection and use of 
personal data concerning the use of digital 
services should be subjected to the GDPR 
and the ePrivacy provisions;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Is concerned that single sign-on 
services can be used to track users across 
platforms; recommends that providers 
which support a single sign-on service 
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with a dominant market share should be 
required to also support at least one open 
and federated authentication system based 
on a non-proprietary framework;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Reiterates that hosting service 
providers or other technical 
intermediaries shall not be obliged to 
generally monitor user-generated content;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers does not solve 
this problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-
stay-down mechanisms; insists that 

3. Notes that automated tools are not 
always able to differentiate illegal content 
from content that is legal in a given 
context; highlights that human review of 
automated reports by service providers 
does not solve this problem as private staff 
lack the independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act could set out the terms for hosting 
service providers or other technical 
intermediaries to use automated tools for 
content moderation;
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content moderation procedures used by 
providers should not lead to any ex-ante 
control measures based on automated 
tools or upload-filtering of content;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of 
automated reports by service providers 
does not solve this problem as private staff 
lack the independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-
stay-down mechanisms; insists that 
content moderation procedures used by 
providers should not lead to any ex-ante 
control measures based on automated 
tools or upload-filtering of content;

3. Notes that automated tools could 
improve the functioning of content 
recognition technologies to differentiate 
illegal content from content that is legal 
where it is legally provided and could 
enhance existing practices if use in 
combination with human review and an 
increased transparency on their 
functioning; underlines that to ensure the 
well-being and independence of the 
personnel, the staff should receive proper 
training and adequate psychological 
support to develop skills that help them 
and to discern on the need to collaborate 
with public authorities where needed; 
stresses that the Digital Services Act 
should explicitly prohibit any obligation on 
hosting service providers or other technical 
intermediaries to use automated tools for 
content moderation, unless otherwise 
specified in existing legal text; insists that 
content moderation procedures used by 
providers should not lead to a general 
monitoring of uploaded content;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Sergey Lagodinsky
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers does not solve 
this problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-stay-
down mechanisms; insists that content 
moderation procedures used by providers 
should not lead to any ex-ante control 
measures based on automated tools or 
upload-filtering of content;

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers, their staff or 
their contractors does not solve this 
problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-stay-
down mechanisms; insists that content 
moderation procedures used by providers 
should not lead to any ex-ante control 
measures based on automated tools or 
upload-filtering of content;

Or. en

Amendment 33
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of 
automated reports by service providers 
does not solve this problem as private staff 
lack the independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 

3. Stresses the importance to 
establish a clear, uniform and up-to-date 
regulatory framework, with among others 
clear definitions and more effective rules 
to fight harmful and illegal content online 
; stresses, therefore, that the Digital 
Services Act should ensure that online 
platforms that are actively hosting or 
moderating content bear more 
responsibility for the content they host 
and encourage hosting service providers 
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other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-
stay-down mechanisms; insists that 
content moderation procedures used by 
providers should not lead to any ex-ante 
control measures based on automated 
tools or upload-filtering of content;

or other technical intermediaries to use 
proactive measures such as repeating 
offender policies, the use of trusted 
flaggers, bulk notification submissions or 
automated tools in order to identify and 
prevent the dissemination of illegal 
content without prejudice to the ability of 
the parties concerned to have recourse to 
judicial remedy;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers does not solve 
this problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-
stay-down mechanisms; insists that 
content moderation procedures used by 
providers should not lead to any ex-ante 
control measures based on automated 
tools or upload-filtering of content;

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal opinion 
content from opinion content that is 
legal in a given context; notes that human 
review of automated reports resolves this 
problem;  stresses, therefore, that the 
Digital Services Act should explicitly 
authorise hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation if 
this is accompanied by human 
monitoring; stresses that commercial 
content hosting service providers or other 
technical intermediaries must install 
notice-and-stay-down mechanisms; insists 
that 'marketplace' content moderation 
procedures used by providers should lead 
to ex-ante control measures based on 
automated tools or upload-filtering of 
content;

Or. fr
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Amendment 35
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers does not solve 
this problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-stay-
down mechanisms; insists that content 
moderation procedures used by providers 
should not lead to any ex-ante control 
measures based on automated tools or 
upload-filtering of content;

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers does not solve 
this problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital Services 
Act should regulate any obligation on 
hosting service providers or other technical 
intermediaries to use automated tools for 
content moderation, and refrain from 
imposing notice-and-stay-down 
mechanisms; insists that content 
moderation procedures used by providers 
should not lead to any ex-ante control 
measures based on automated tools or 
upload-filtering of content;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Angel Dzhambazki

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that automated tools are 
unable to differentiate illegal content from 
content that is legal in a given context; 
highlights that human review of automated 
reports by service providers does not solve 
this problem as private staff lack the 
independence, qualification and 
accountability of public authorities; 
stresses, therefore, that the Digital 

3. Notes that automated tools may, in 
certain circumstances, be unable to 
differentiate illegal content from content 
that is legal in a given context; highlights 
that human review may assist in this 
regard; stresses, furthermore, that the 
Commission should evaluate the 
feasibility and proportionality, taking into 
account the type, nature and risk of 
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Services Act should explicitly prohibit any 
obligation on hosting service providers or 
other technical intermediaries to use 
automated tools for content moderation, 
and refrain from imposing notice-and-
stay-down mechanisms; insists that 
content moderation procedures used by 
providers should not lead to any ex-ante 
control measures based on automated 
tools or upload-filtering of content;

content, of obligations on hosting service 
providers or other technical intermediaries 
to use automated tools for content 
moderation, in particular those used to 
protect children from illegal content 
online, while taking into account a wide 
range of stakeholder views on automated 
tools and upload-filtering of illegal content 
and ensuring the protection of 
fundamental rights;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Emphasises the importance of 
entrusting an existing or new European 
Agency or European body to coordinate 
the cooperation among Member States in 
cross-border issues and the network of 
independent national enforcement bodies;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Underlines that the fairness and 
compliance with fundamental rights 
standards of terms and conditions 
imposed by intermediaries to the users of 
their services shall be subject to judicial 
review;
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Or. en

Amendment 39
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the notion of expeditious reaction, which 
is already included in the E-Commerce 
Directive 2000/31/EC;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Highlights that, in order to 
constructively build upon the rules of the 
e-Commerce Directive and to ensure legal 
certainty, applicable legislation shall 
exhaustively and explicitly spell out the 
duties of digital service providers rather 
than imposing a general duty of care; 
highlights that the legal regime for digital 
providers’ liability should not depend on 
uncertain notions such as the ‘active’ or 
‘passive’ role of providers;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities; considers that only a hosting 
service provider that has actual knowledge 
of illegal content and its illegal nature 
should be subject to content removal 
obligations;

4. Stresses that the final responsibility 
for enforcing the law, deciding on the 
legality of online activities should always 
rest with independent judicial and other 
competent public authorities; hosting 
service providers has a duty of care to 
ensure a safe online environment for 
users and therefore their responsibility to 
remove or disable access to illegal content 
as soon as possible should be based on 
existing legislation and jurisprudence; 
considers that only a hosting service 
provider that has actual knowledge of 
illegal content and its illegal nature, 
through a valid notice, should be subject 
to content removal obligations and to 
ensure that the same illegal content 
cannot be re-uploaded;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Tiemo Wölken

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities; considers that only a hosting 
service provider that has actual knowledge 
of illegal content and its illegal nature 
should be subject to content removal 
obligations;

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities; warns therefore against 
provisions encouraging voluntary 
measures by platforms; underlines the 
need to ensure full respect for 
fundamental rights and the civil law 
rights of users; considers that only a 
hosting service provider that has actual 
knowledge of illegal content and its illegal 
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nature should be subject to content removal 
obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 43
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as 
possible should rest with independent 
judicial authorities; considers that only a 
hosting service provider that has actual 
knowledge of illegal content and its illegal 
nature should be subject to content removal 
obligations;

4. Stresses that the Digital Services 
Act should ensure that safeguards and 
legal remedies are available for all 
measures applied by platforms and digital 
service providers as independent judicial 
authorities have the ultimate 
responsibility for enforcing the law, and 
they take the final decision on the legality 
of online activities and on ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content ; considers that 
only a hosting service provider that has 
actual knowledge of illegal content and its 
illegal nature should be subject to content 
removal obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as 
possible should rest with independent 

4. Stresses that any final decision on 
the legality of user-generated opinion 
content, including on social media, must 
be made by an independent judiciary and 
not a private commercial entity; 
considers that responsibility for enforcing 
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judicial authorities; considers that only a 
hosting service provider that has actual 
knowledge of illegal content and its illegal 
nature should be subject to content 
removal obligations;

the law and deciding on the legality of 
online activities ultimately rests with 
independent judicial or other authorities, 
while 'online marketplace ' service 
providers are primarily responsible for the 
removal of illegal content and the 
assessment of notified content;

Or. fr

Amendment 45
Karen Melchior, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities; considers that only a hosting 
service provider that has actual knowledge 
of illegal content and its illegal nature 
should be subject to content removal 
obligations;

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as 
possible, and after the provider and 
involved parties have been informed, 
should rest with independent dispute 
settlement bodies with possible appeal to 
judicial authorities; considers that only a 
hosting service provider that has actual 
knowledge of the existence of illegal 
content and its illegal nature should be 
subject to content removal obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Gunnar Beck, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
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enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities; considers that only a hosting 
service provider that has actual 
knowledge of illegal content and its illegal 
nature should be subject to content 
removal obligations;

enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 47
Angel Dzhambazki

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
should rest with independent judicial 
authorities; considers that only a hosting 
service provider that has actual knowledge 
of illegal content and its illegal nature 
should be subject to content removal 
obligations;

4. Stresses that the responsibility for 
enforcing the law, deciding on the legality 
of online activities and ordering hosting 
service providers to remove or disable 
access to illegal content as soon as possible 
to protect users should rest with Member 
States' judicial authorities; considers that 
once a hosting service provider has actual 
knowledge of illegal content and its illegal 
nature content, removal obligations should 
be fulfilled without delay;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Proposes that the Digital Services 
Act should establish the details of notice-
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and-action procedures, that major 
commercial hosting service providers 
should provide a publicly and 
anonymously accessible mechanism for 
reporting allegedly illegal content 
published on their platform, that 
conditions need to be specified for a 
notice to be valid and followed up on, that 
notices should be examined by qualified 
staff, that the content provider shall be 
heard before disabling access to their 
content where this would not hinder or 
jeopardise an ongoing criminal 
investigation, and that adequate redress 
mechanisms, both via dispute settlement 
bodies and judicial authorities, should be 
made available, while applying reasonable 
time-frames; highlights that persons who 
systematically and repeatedly submit 
wrongful or abusive notices shall be 
sanctioned; underscores that smaller 
commercial and non-commercial 
providers shall not be subject to the same 
obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Considers that the notification and 
action system under the electronic 
commerce directive – which obliges 
commercial platforms to remove identified 
illegal content, after notification, by right-
holders for example, and evaluation – 
must be underpinned by a notification 
and take down system, so that illegal 
content already removed can no longer 
reappear on the platform;

Or. fr
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Amendment 50
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Emphasises the importance of 
establishing and upholding the 
principle that 'what is illegal offline is 
also illegal online', as well as the need to 
find ways of ensuring that, once illegal 
online content has been removed, it does 
not subsequently make its way back in any 
other form;

Or. ro

Amendment 51
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4b. Calls on the Commission to 
consider obliging major hosting service 
providers to report serious crime to the 
competent law enforcement authority, 
upon obtaining actual knowledge of such 
a crime;

Or. en

Amendment 52
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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4c. Underlines that illegal content 
should be removed where it is hosted, and 
that access providers shall not be required 
to block access to content;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4d. Stresses that proportionate 
sanctions should be applied to violations 
of the law, which shall not encompass 
excluding individuals from digital 
services;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4e. Highlights that in order to protect 
freedom of speech standards, to avoid 
conflicts of laws, to avert unjustified and 
ineffective geo-blocking and to aim for a 
harmonised digital single market, hosting 
service providers shall not be required to 
remove or disable access to information 
that is legal in their country of origin;

Or. en

Amendment 55
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Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Emphasises that the spread of 
false and racist information on social 
media should be contained by giving users 
control over content proposed to them; 
stresses that curating content on the basis 
of tracking user actions should require 
the user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 56
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users control 
over content proposed to them; stresses 
that curating content on the basis of 
tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

5. Points out that in order to protect 
fundamental rights and to ensure legal 
certainty, the Digital Services Act shall 
not use the legally undefined concept of 
“harmful content”, but shall address the 
publication of content that is unlawful; 
Emphasises that the spread of false and 
racist information on social media should 
be contained by giving users control over 
content proposed to them; stresses that 
curating content on the basis of tracking 
user actions should require the user’s 
consent; proposes that users of social 
networks should have a right to see their 
timeline in chronological order; suggests 
that dominant platforms should provide 
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users with an API to have content curated 
by software or services of their choice;

Or. en

Amendment 57
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users 
control over content proposed to them; 
stresses that curating content on the basis 
of tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

5. Emphasises that the one of the 
measures against the spread of false and 
illegal content on social media is giving 
users control over content proposed to 
them; stresses that curating content on the 
basis of tracking user actions should 
require the user’s consent; proposes that 
users of social networks should have a 
right to see their timeline in chronological 
order; suggests that platforms should 
ensure higher transparency in automated 
decision-making processes by making 
sure that algorithms are not biased, and 
the decision making processes within an 
algorithmic system must always remain 
comprehensible and as transparent as 
possible;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users control 
over content proposed to them; stresses 

5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users control 
over content proposed to them; stresses 
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that curating content on the basis of 
tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

that curating content on the basis of 
tracking user actions should require the 
user’s prior and fully informed consent; 
proposes that users of social networks 
should have a right to see their timeline in 
chronological order; suggests that 
dominant platforms should provide users 
with an API to have content curated by 
software or services of their choice;

Or. ro

Amendment 59
Tiemo Wölken

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users control 
over content proposed to them; stresses 
that curating content on the basis of 
tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

5. Emphasises that the spread 
of disinformation and harmful content on 
social media should be contained by giving 
users control over content proposed to 
them; stresses that curating content on the 
basis of tracking user actions should 
require the user’s consent; proposes that 
users of social networks should have a 
right to see their timeline in chronological 
order with or without any curation; 
suggests that platforms with significant 
market power should provide an API for 
users to have content curated by software 
or services of their choice;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment
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5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users control 
over content proposed to them; stresses 
that curating content on the basis of 
tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

5. Emphasises that the spread of 
disinformation such as false and racist 
information on social media should be 
contained, also by giving users control 
over content proposed to them; stresses 
that curating content on the basis of 
tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

Or. en

Amendment 61
Gunnar Beck, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Emphasises that the spread of false 
and racist information on social media 
should be contained by giving users 
control over content proposed to them; 
stresses that curating content on the basis 
of tracking user actions should require the 
user’s consent; proposes that users of 
social networks should have a right to see 
their timeline in chronological order; 
suggests that dominant platforms should 
provide users with an API to have content 
curated by software or services of their 
choice;

5. Emphasises that users should have 
control over social media content proposed 
to them; stresses that users should be able 
to opt out of curating content on the basis 
of tracking user actions; proposes that 
users of social networks should have a 
right to see their timeline in chronological 
order; suggests that dominant platforms 
should provide users with an API to have 
content curated by software or services of 
their choice;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion



PE653.841v01-00 34/43 AM\1207891EN.docx

EN

Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Stresses the need of the 
enforcement of existing measures to limit 
the data collected by content hosting 
platforms, based on inter alia interactions 
of users with content hosted on content 
hosting platforms, for the purpose of 
completing targeted advertising profiles, 
in particular by imposing strict conditions 
for the use of targeted personal 
advertisements;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5b. Insists that the regulation must 
prohibit content moderation practices that 
are discriminatory;

Or. en

Amendment 64
Karen Melchior, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5c. Calls for content hosting platforms 
to use targeted advertisement based on the 
user’s prior interaction with content on 
the same content hosting platform or on 
third party websites, only after having 
obtained prior consent by the user, in 
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accordance with Regulation (EU) 
2016/679;

Or. en

Amendment 65
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 
via open interfaces (interconnectivity).

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 
via open interfaces (interconnectivity). 
Stresses that online marketplaces should 
be encouraged to impose a locked 
ecosystem for the use of digital products 
sold on their services; a high level of 
interoperability should be ensured by 
providing these products in a format that 
is open and allows its exportation to any 
digital environment;

Or. en

Amendment 66
Sergey Lagodinsky

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 
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via open interfaces (interconnectivity). via open interfaces (interconnectivity); 
highlights that these users shall be able to 
interact with users of alternative services, 
and that the users of alternative services 
shall be allowed to interact with them.

Or. en

Amendment 67
Tiemo Wölken

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 
via open interfaces (interconnectivity).

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of social media services and 
messaging services with significant 
market power should be given a right to 
cross-platform interaction via open 
interfaces (interconnectivity).

Or. en

Amendment 68
Angel Dzhambazki

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 
via open interfaces (interconnectivity).

6. Stresses that, in order to overcome 
the lock-in effect of centralised networks 
and to ensure competition and consumer 
choice, users of dominant social media 
services and messaging services should, 
where appropriate, enable cross-platform 
interaction via open interfaces 
(interconnectivity).

Or. en
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Amendment 69
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Calls on the Commission to prohibit the 
imposition of a locked proprietary 
ecosystem for the use of digital products; 
in order to allow genuine interoperability 
of data, digital products must be in open 
format so as to allow users to export to 
different digital environments;

Or. fr

Amendment 70
Ibán García Del Blanco, Nacho Sánchez Amor, Marcos Ros Sempere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Stresses that online marketplaces 
should be forbidden from imposing a 
locked ecosystem for the use of digital 
products sold on their services; a high 
level of interoperability should be ensured 
by providing these products in a format 
that do not limit the use of the product 
exclusively to a certain proprietary digital 
ecosystem.

Or. en

Amendment 71
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Stresses the need for the European 
Commission, in seeking to formulate a 
proposal for a Digital Services Act 
package, to appreciate the importance of 
unlocking the potential of the digital 
single market potential by means of an 
effective and balanced legal framework to 
help combat regulatory fragmentation 
and underpin consumer confidence in the 
use of e-commerce, while simultaneously 
giving small and medium-sized 
enterprises a firmer foothold on the 
market;

Or. ro

Amendment 72
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Calls on the Commission to 
prohibit access to the EU market for 
‘online marketplace’ content hosting 
platforms which:
- are unable to identify their users;
- do not take all necessary measures to 
take down illegal content;
- do not close the accounts of users who 
repeatedly publish illegal content;

Or. fr

Amendment 73
József Szájer, Marion Walsmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Emphasises that any new 
framework in field of the digital services 
must be manageable for European start-
ups and SMEs and should therefore 
include proportionate obligations and 
clear safeguards for all sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Axel Voss

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Emphasises that new technological 
solutions should be considered and 
deployed for the responsibility of 
platforms as well as the identity and 
anonymity of users.

Or. en

Amendment 75
Tiemo Wölken

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Affirms that the country of origin 
principle for the provision of information 
society services is central to the 
functioning of the digital single market;

Or. en
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Amendment 76
Axel Voss

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Stresses the need for specific 
media rules:
(1) clarifying the provisions for platforms 
and social media offers. The prevention of 
abuses should be built upon existing case 
law of the EU Court of Justice and should 
include clear rules on a duty of care;
(2) limiting the responsibility of platforms 
regarding media content and services, 
which are already under the editorial 
control of a content provider, who itself is 
subject to comprehensive regulation as 
well as independent and effective 
supervision by an acknowledged 
independent competent authority;
(3) preventing platform operators from 
altering this content;
(4) stating that if there is a need to take 
down any of such media content, it must 
be ensured that this can only be done 
based on a court order;
(5) emphasising in this context that the 
future Digital Services Act shall neither 
undermine nor render obsolete the rules 
of the Audiovisual Media Services 
Directive or prejudice their future 
changes;
(6) stating that media companies should 
be granted access to the data generated by 
or related to their services and content on 
platforms.

Or. en

Amendment 77
Tiemo Wölken
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Strongly recommends that 
platforms serving as online marketplaces 
provide users with information about the 
main parameters determining the order 
and rank of products presented to users as 
a result of their search queries, in 
particular if the result of a search query 
has been influenced by any remuneration 
paid by a supplier, or in cases where the 
platform operator acts as supplier for 
some of the products appearing as results 
of the search query;

Or. en

Amendment 78
József Szájer, Marion Walsmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Stresses the importance to extend 
the territorial scope of the Digital Services 
Act to cover also the activities of digital 
service providers established in third 
countries as long as they offer their 
services in the EU. Suggests that where 
intermediaries are established in a third 
country, they should designate a legal 
representative, established in the Union, 
who can be held accountable for the 
products or services they offer;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Tiemo Wölken
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6c. Suggests that platforms providing 
a reputation system for the suppliers of 
goods or services must provide 
information about how such reputation 
scores are generated; recommends in this 
respect that reviews feeding into such 
reputation systems should be based on 
genuine experiences and originate from a 
party to the transaction; stresses that no 
review should be published if its author 
has received any benefit for giving a 
specific positive or negative review;

Or. en

Amendment 80
József Szájer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6c. Points that the DSA should pay 
special attention to users with disabilities 
and guarantee their accessibility to digital 
services. The Commission should 
encourage service providers to develop 
technical tools that allow persons with 
disabilities living in the European Union 
to properly use and benefit from Internet 
services.

Or. en

Amendment 81
Tiemo Wölken

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 6 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6d. Recommends that platforms 
providing a reputation system for the 
suppliers of goods or services allow for 
existing reviews to be transferred to the 
reputation system of another platform 
upon request of the supplier as well as 
upon termination of the platform-supplier 
contract; stresses that consumers need to  
be informed of the origin of reviews if 
they were transferred from another 
platform;

Or. en


