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Amendment 1
Gunnar Beck, Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the values enshrined in Article 2 of the 
TEU;

1. Stresses that there is no legal basis 
in the EU Treaties that grants the 
Commission the competence to assess 
Member States' respect for or violation of 
the rule of law; recalls that according to 
Article 5 (1) TEU, the Commission should 
act in accordance with and within the 
boundaries of the Treaties; underlines 
that Article 2 TEU merely mentions the 
rule of law, but does not define it, nor 
does it give the Commission the power to 
enforce it; regrets that the Commission´s 
Rule of Law 2020 report mentions 
interpretation of the principle of the rule 
of law by the Court of Justice of the 
European Union, but fails to provide the 
references to the relevant case law;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Ilhan Kyuchyuk, Javier Nart, Yana Toom, Karen Melchior

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the values enshrined in Article 2 of the 
TEU;

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the values of respect for human 
dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the 
rule of law and respect for human rights, 
including the rights of persons belonging 
to minorities, enshrined in Article 2 of the 
TEU;

Or. en
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Amendment 3
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the values enshrined in Article 2 of the 
TEU;

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the values enshrined in Article 2 of the 
TEU and without prejudice to Article 5 of 
the Treaty on European Union (TEU) and 
in a respect of Article 4 TEU and the 
principles of subsidiarity and 
proportionality;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the values enshrined in Article 2 of the 
TEU;

1. Recalls that the Union is founded 
on the shared values enshrined in Article 2 
of the TEU, including the following, 
which form the cornerstone of our 
common European identity: democracy, 
rule of law and fundamental rights; 

Or. ro

Amendment 5
Gunnar Beck, Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Stresses that attribution of the 
parliamentary report on the 
Commission´s Rule of Law Report to 
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LIBE, with JURI and AFCO only 
providing opinions, already contains a 
certain biased approach to the theory of 
the rule of law from a positive-rights 
perspective, which is an contested 
interpretation of the concept in legal 
theory; suggests that a joint JURI-AFCO 
committee should draft the report, with 
LIBE providing an opinion, with a view to 
ensuring that the European Union strictly 
respects the limits of its powers to monitor 
obedience of the rule of law in Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Reiterates that the protection and 
strengthening of fundamental common 
values is a shared responsibility of the 
Member States and the EU institutions, 
which must cooperate in achieving this 
goal;

Or. ro

Amendment 7
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recalls that the measures taken to 
combat the COVID-19 pandemic must be 
covered by a genuinely democratic debate, 
particularly within national parliaments.
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Or. fr

Amendment 8
Jorge Buxadé Villalba

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recalls that the Member States are 
independent and sovereign;

Or. es

Amendment 9
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Points out that the rule of law is 
based on the following principles: legality, 
separation of powers, equality before the 
law, legal certainty, prohibiting the 
arbitrary exercise of executive power, 
effective judicial protection by 
independent and impartial courts and the 
existence of effective judicial review, 
ensuring respect for fundamental rights; 
 stresses that compliance with these 
principles and the implementation thereof 
is essential in each Member State, 
strengthening and underpinning public 
and business confidence in the 
institutions at local and European level;

Or. ro

Amendment 10
Daniel Buda
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Points out that respect for the rule 
of law is at the core of not only internal 
market functioning but also cooperation 
in the field of justice based on mutual 
trust and recognition, as well as the 
protection of Union financial interests; 
stresses that, if it is to achieve a strong 
and sustainable recovery, especially from 
the fallout of the COVID-19 pandemic, 
the EU must guarantee the functioning of 
its instruments in an environment based 
on respect for the rule of law;

Or. ro

Amendment 11
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the Commission’s 2020 
Rule of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

2. Welcomes the Commission’s 2020 
Rule of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system and stresses the value of the 
specific assessments for each Member 
State; highlights the need for the 
European Commission, in the future 
framework established by the rule of law 
mechanism and the new reports, to extend 
the scope of assessment from the four 
main pillars - the judiciary, anti-
corruption measures, media pluralism 
and other systems of institutional control 
and balance - to other fundamental 
issues, such as access to justice and the 
increasing need to digitise the judiciary in 
the Member States;

Or. ro
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Amendment 12
Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the Commission’s 2020 
Rule of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

2. Takes note of the Commission’s 
2020 Rule of Law Report (the Report) and 
its assessment of the 27 Member States; 
deeply regrets that the Commission did 
not provide an assessment of its own 
institutions to the rule of law; calls on the 
Commission to do so as of the 2021 
Report; provides some suggestions: 1) the 
compatibility of the Next Generation EU 
programmes with the no bail-out clause of 
article 125 TFEU and the no debt clause 
of Article 310 TFEU; 2) whether the 
ECB´s asset purchasing programs, such 
as PEPP, CSPP and PSPP, fall within the 
scope the Bank´s mandate;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the Commission’s 2020 
Rule of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

2. Notes the Commission’s 2020 Rule 
of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

Or. fr

Amendment 14
Angel Dzhambazki, Raffaele Stancanelli
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the Commission’s 2020 
Rule of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

2. Notes the Commission’s 2020 Rule 
of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Jorge Buxadé Villalba

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the Commission’s 2020 
Rule of Law Report (the Report) and the 
importance that it places on the justice 
system;

2. Takes note of the Commission’s 
2020 Rule of Law Report (the Report) and 
the importance that it places on the justice 
system;

Or. es

Amendment 16
Karen Melchior, Ilhan Kyuchyuk, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Whereas the fight against 
discrimination in the EU is a shared 
responsibility; whereas acts of 
discrimination not only violates the EU 
fundamental rights, but also further 
contributes to the EU’s rule of law 
deterioration; notes that discrimination, 
hate speech and hate crimes against 
LGBTIQ people are still prevalent across 
the EU;
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Or. en

Amendment 17
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Reminds that the principle of legal 
certainty is essential to the confidence in 
the judicial systems and the rule of law. It 
is also essential to productive business 
arrangements to generate development 
and economic progress.

Or. en

Amendment 18
Heidi Hautala
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Emphasizes that the rule of law 
means safeguarding fundamental and 
human rights of all members of the 
society, not just the will and might of the 
majority; notes that the democracy, 
fundamental and human rights and 
functioning institutions are the 
cornerstones of a flourishing society and 
that it is crucial to guarantee the the rule 
of law, access to justice and functioning 
of the institutions also in exceptional 
circumstances; stresses, in line with the 
Report, that effective justice systems which 
are independent and efficient are essential 
for upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
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other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers; 
suggests that Member States together with 
the Commission assess possible needs to 
reinforce the constitutional guarantees of 
the independence of courts and judiciary 
in each respective Member State so that 
the proper functioning of the rule of law 
can be guaranteed and the rights of 
individuals and minorities can be 
protected also in exceptional 
circumstances and that the court system 
and the judiciary are able to withstand 
actions and measures that aim to weaken 
and undermine the rule of law;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Caterina Chinnici

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
guaranteeing effective judicial protection 
anda fair trial in compliance with all 
rights, both substantive and procedural, 
deriving from Union law and for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, that in order to achieve 
effective justice in civil, criminal, 
commercial and administrative cases for 
citizens and businesses it is necessary for 
the judiciary to be able to exercise its 
functions with full autonomy, without 
intervention from any other institution or 
body, in accordance with the principle of 
separation of powers;

Or. en
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Amendment 20
Ilhan Kyuchyuk, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Javier Nart, Yana Toom, Karen Melchior

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers; 
furthermore stresses that the 
independence and the impartiality of 
judges require unequivocal rules to be 
laid down on the composition of judicial 
bodies, the appointment procedure, length 
of service and grounds for rejection and 
dismissal prior to any decisions thereon;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Jorge Buxadé Villalba

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers; 
emphasises that national justice systems 
are an area in which the Member States 
have exclusive competence and the 
European Union does not have 
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competence;

Or. es

Amendment 22
Sabrina Pignedoli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers; 
stresses how important it is that 
appointments and careers do not have a 
de facto influence on the judiciary's 
autonomy and independence;

Or. it

Amendment 23
Sabrina Pignedoli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient, in both form 
and substance, are essential for upholding 
the rule of law; highlights, in particular, the 
need for the judiciary to be able to exercise 
its functions with full autonomy, without 
intervention from any other institution or 
body, in accordance with the principle of 
separation of powers;
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Or. it

Amendment 24
Sabrina Pignedoli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, including of a 
political nature, in accordance with the 
principle of separation of powers;

Or. it

Amendment 25
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
autonomy, without intervention from any 
other institution or body, in accordance 
with the principle of separation of powers;

3. Stresses, in line with the Report, 
that effective justice systems which are 
independent and efficient are essential for 
upholding the rule of law; highlights, in 
particular, the need for the judiciary to be 
able to exercise its functions with full 
independence, without intervention or 
pressure from any other institution or 
body, in accordance with the principle of 
separation of powers;

Or. fr
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Amendment 26
Karen Melchior, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Stresses on current and further 
deterioration of democracy and rule of 
law puts additional risk of discrimination 
on LGBTIQ people;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that the 
Report did not look into the remarks of 
the Deutsche Richterbund (DRB) and the 
Neue Richtervereinigung (NRV), which 
criticized the German Justice Ministers' 
ability to issue instructions to the public 
prosecutors, nor into the referenced 
requests for preliminary rulings4a, 
including a ruling by the Court of Justice 
of the European Union on the question of 
political appointments of judges and their 
membership of political parties4b, nor the 
nomination of the deputy leader of the 
CDU in the Bundestag as president of the 
German Federal Constitutional Court4c, 
urges the Commission therefore to open 
infringements procedures against 
Germany;

_________________
4a OJ EU of 3 June 2019, C 187, p. 52, 
cases C-272/19 and C-276/2020.
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4b CJEU judgment of 27 May 2019, OG 
and PI, joined cases C-508/18 and C-
82/19 PPU, ECLI:EU:C:2019:456.
4c Beschluss vom 18. Februar 2020 - 2 
BvR 2082/19.

Or. en

Amendment 28
Heidi Hautala
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests; asks the Commission to include 
in the report a distinctive part with an 
analysis of cases where breaches of the 
principles of the rule of law in a 
particular Member State could affect or 
seriously risk affecting the sound 
financial management of the Union 
budget in a sufficiently direct way;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Caterina Chinnici

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests; recalls that Regulation (EU, 
Euratom) 2020/2092 entered into force on 
the 1st of January2021 and is not subject 
to the adoption of guidelines or judicial 
interpretation;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Takes note of the fact that Hungary 
and Poland lodged an action for annulment 
of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 2020/2092 on 
a general regime of conditionality for the 
protection of the Union budget in March 
2021, which aims to address breaches of 
the rule of law with an impact on the 
Union’s financial interests;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Jorge Buxadé Villalba
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret at the 
disparity in the criteria used in assessing 
justice systems in the various Member 
States, with assessment criteria twisted to 
criticise some countries but not others for 
similar situations; regrets in this regard 
the constant persecution of those 
countries, such as Hungary and Poland, 
that do not conform to the ideology ruling 
in the institutions;

Or. es

Amendment 32
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; notes that Hungary and 
Poland lodged, as they are entitled to do, 
an action for annulment of Regulation (EU, 
Euratom) 2020/2092 on a general regime 
of conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

Or. fr

Amendment 33
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Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; notes that Hungary and 
Poland lodged an action for annulment of 
Regulation (EU, Euratom) 2020/2092 on a 
general regime of conditionality for the 
protection of the Union budget in March 
2021, which aims to address breaches of 
the rule of law with an impact on the 
Union’s financial interests;

Or. ro

Amendment 34
Angel Dzhambazki, Raffaele Stancanelli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is deeply preoccupied by the fact 
that judicial independence continues to be 
a subject of serious concern in some 
Member States; expresses its regret that 
Hungary and Poland lodged an action for 
annulment of Regulation (EU, Euratom) 
2020/2092 on a general regime of 
conditionality for the protection of the 
Union budget in March 2021, which aims 
to address breaches of the rule of law with 
an impact on the Union’s financial 
interests;

4. Stresses that judicial independence 
is a cornerstone of the rule of law and 
Member States should focus all necessary 
efforts on ensuring that these principles 
are upheld; reiterates that without 
undermining the competence and status 
of Member States, continued mutual trust 
and efficient legislation is best fostered at 
national level through good and close 
cooperation, as well as the exchange of 
best practices;

Or. en

Amendment 35
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Heidi Hautala
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Is also preoccupied that an 
increasing number of Member States 
adopt measures which severely constraint 
the freedom of association and expression 
for civil society organisations, sometimes 
targeting foreign organisations, thus 
contributing to shrinking space for civil 
society; calls on the Commission to meet 
civil society alongside with national 
authorities during country visits online 
and offline, and to take their 
contributions seriously into account;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Stresses that the Rule of Law 
Conditionality Regulation has entered 
into force and is binding in its entirety for 
all commitment appropriations and 
payment appropriations in all Member 
States and for the EU institutions; 
underlines the importance of the direct 
applicability of the Regulation since 1 
January 2021, particularly in the context 
of the disbursement of the Next 
Generation EU funds, which will occur 
early in the budget cycle;

Or. en
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Amendment 37
Karen Melchior, Liesje Schreinemacher

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Calls on the EU and its Member 
States to exercise political will and high 
commitment on all levels of authorities to 
alleviate discrimination; calls on the EU 
and its Member States to ensure proper 
and independent functioning of the 
judicial system in particular with regard 
to the protection of fundamental rights.

Or. en

Amendment 38
Caterina Chinnici

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Stresses that, in order to improve 
the quality, efficiency, and independence 
of the judicial systems of Member States, 
the report should also address the 
persistent gender and cultural gaps in 
Member States' judicial systems, in 
particular in the fulfilment of senior 
positions;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Caterina Chinnici

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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4 b. Recalls that significant differences 
remain between Member States in the 
level of participation in training dedicated 
to the legal professions, and that such 
training is essential for the correct 
implementation and application of Union 
law; believes that the Rule of Law Report 
should include an analysis of national 
strategies for European judicial training 
to assess whether it is sufficiently geared 
to strengthen the common European legal 
culture based on the principles of mutual 
trust and the rule of law;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
make robust use of infringement 
procedures where appropriate, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
justice systems and urges the Council to 
resume all pending procedures under 
Article 7(1) of the TFEU and to inform the 
Parliament thereof;

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
for EU democracy itself and commends 
the efforts of the Commission to encourage 
structural reforms in the areas covered by 
the Report; calls on the Commission to 
support and guide Member States in 
accessing the instruments and funds 
available to achieve structural reforms in 
areas such as technical assistance, and 
projects in the field of public 
administration and justice; urges the 
Commission, at the same time, to identify 
mechanisms to support and strengthen 
cooperation between Member States in 
efforts to uphold the rule of law; believes, 
however, that while the Report is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
use all measures to prevent Member 
States from falling short of their 
obligations and, as a last resort, to make 
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robust use of infringement procedures 
where appropriate, to prevent backsliding 
on the rule of law in national justice 
systems and urges the Council to resume 
all pending procedures under Article 7(1) 
of the TFEU and to inform the Parliament 
thereof;

Or. ro

Amendment 41
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up 
action is indispensable; urges the 
Commission to make robust use of 
infringement procedures where 
appropriate, to prevent backsliding on the 
rule of law in national justice systems and 
urges the Council to resume all pending 
procedures under Article 7(1) of the 
TFEU and to inform the Parliament 
thereof;

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5
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Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up 
action is indispensable; urges the 
Commission to make robust use of 
infringement procedures where 
appropriate, to prevent backsliding on the 
rule of law in national justice systems and 
urges the Council to resume all pending 
procedures under Article 7(1) of the 
TFEU and to inform the Parliament 
thereof;

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
Urges the Commission to favour dialogue 
and persuasion over infringement 
procedures and invoking Article 7(1) 
TFEU;

Or. fr

Amendment 43
Heidi Hautala
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
make robust use of infringement 
procedures where appropriate, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
justice systems and urges the Council to 
resume all pending procedures under 
Article 7(1) of the TFEU and to inform the 

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
make robust use of infringement 
procedures where appropriate, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
justice systems; urges the Commission to 
ensure an immediate and adequate 
response to a refusal to implement and 
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Parliament thereof; respect CJEU judgments, such as court 
actions under Article 260 TFEU; urges 
the Council to resume all pending 
procedures under Article 7(1) of the TFEU 
and to inform the Parliament thereof, and 
calls on the Council to ensure that 
hearings under Article 7(1) of the TEU 
also address new developments;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
make robust use of infringement 
procedures where appropriate, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
justice systems and urges the Council to 
resume all pending procedures under 
Article 7(1) of the TFEU and to inform 
the Parliament thereof;

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
make robust use of infringement 
procedures where appropriate, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
and EU justice systems;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Jorge Buxadé Villalba

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5
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Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up 
action is indispensable; urges the 
Commission to make robust use of 
infringement procedures where 
appropriate, to prevent backsliding on the 
rule of law in national justice systems and 
urges the Council to resume all pending 
procedures under Article 7(1) of the 
TFEU and to inform the Parliament 
thereof;

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage 
structural reforms in the areas in which the 
Union has competence, while refraining 
from making a pronouncement on those 
competences that have not been bestowed 
upon it by the Treaties; believes, however, 
that while it is an essential monitoring tool, 
it is interesting that recommendations are 
made that are designed to direct and assist 
Member States in improving their 
compliance with the rule of law; reminds 
the Commission that it shall not interfere 
during infringement procedures in areas 
where it does not have competence, so as 
to respect the rule of law both in national 
justice systems and in the Union;

Or. es

Amendment 46
Angel Dzhambazki, Raffaele Stancanelli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law is of great significance 
and commends the efforts of the 
Commission to encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
is indispensable; urges the Commission to 
make robust use of infringement 
procedures where appropriate, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
justice systems and urges the Council to 
resume all pending procedures under 
Article 7(1) of the TFEU and to inform 

5. Considers that the periodic review 
of the rule of law may result useful and 
the following recommendations of the 
Commission could encourage structural 
reforms in the areas covered by the Report; 
believes, however, that while it is an 
essential monitoring tool, clear criteria 
should be developed in order to avoid 
recommendations on the challenges 
identified and the required follow-up action 
to be used for political purposes; urges the 
Commission to make the necessary use of 
infringement procedures only where 
appropriate and where there is clear 
evidence of violations, to prevent 
backsliding on the rule of law in national 
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the Parliament thereof; justice systems

Or. en

Amendment 47
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Believes that a tight cooperation 
with the Venice Commission of the 
Council of Europe is of great importance 
in order to receive concrete 
recommendations on how to improve the 
rule of law in the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies 
could be addressed;

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Heidi Hautala
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on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies could 
be addressed;

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies could 
be addressed; also recommends that the 
Commission mentions potentially 
applicable tools immediately next to each 
country-specific recommendation;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Angel Dzhambazki, Raffaele Stancanelli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies could 
be addressed;

6. Notes that the Report contains 
separate national chapters attempting to lay 
down a common methodology; calls on the 
Commission, however, to provide a 
meaningful comparison between the 
different national justice systems, to 
underline where best practices for 
comparable systems might be applied and 
how similar deficiencies could be 
addressed; recalls however the different 
regional and geopolitical contexts 
affecting Member States and that a “one 
size fits all” approach should be avoided;

Or. en
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Amendment 51
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies could 
be addressed;

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide, in accordance with 
national legal traditions, a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies could 
be addressed;

Or. fr

Amendment 52
Jorge Buxadé Villalba

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Report contains separate national chapters 
attempting to lay down a common 
methodology; calls on the Commission, 
however, to provide a meaningful 
comparison between the different national 
justice systems, to underline where best 
practices for comparable systems might be 
applied and how similar deficiencies could 
be addressed;

6. Notices that the Report contains 
separate national chapters and that the 
methodology needs to be improved to 
make it common to all Member States; 
calls on the Commission, however, to 
provide a simple and clear comparison 
between the different national justice 
systems, to underline where best practices 
for comparable systems might be applied 
and how similar deficiencies could be 
addressed without a preconceived 
ideological slant;

Or. es

Amendment 53



PE691.348v01-00 30/38 AM\1229233EN.docx

EN

Jorge Buxadé Villalba

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Recalls that the comparison 
between Member States is only to be used 
as a way of possibly assisting or helping 
Member States in their efforts to make 
their justice systems more effective; 
emphasises that this comparison is never 
to be used to disparage or undermine a 
national justice system and / or persecute 
those Member States that respect their 
constitutional framework and the rule of 
law, but do not act in accordance with the 
dominant ideology;

Or. es

Amendment 54
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Stresses the need to encourage 
Member States to continue their efforts to 
shore up the independence of the 
judiciary, in particular by abolishing 
special tribunals designed to remove 
ministers from their natural judges and by 
establishing a National Council of the 
Judiciary that is truly independent of 
political power;

Or. fr

Amendment 55
Sabrina Pignedoli

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Considers that some forms of 
crime may distort the rule of law, calls on 
the Commission therefore to include in its 
next report a priority list of criminal 
threats of this kind, in order to find joint 
actions for a coordinated response to 
them;

Or. it

Amendment 56
Ilhan Kyuchyuk, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Javier Nart, Yana Toom, Karen Melchior

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Urges the Commission to continue 
reviewing whether the COVID-19 related 
emergency measures are subject to 
judicial oversight to ensure that they are 
justified, necessary and proportionate, 
and that access to judicial redress is not 
disproportionally affected by the closure 
of courts;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Invites the Commission to make 
further progress in implementing the 
recommendations of the European 
Ombudsman.
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Or. fr

Amendment 58
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Stresses the importance for 
Member States to maintain a fair and 
equitable system of access to social 
entitlements, with due account for the 
needs of the most vulnerable groups, 
particularly during the ongoing 
pandemic.

Or. fr

Amendment 59
Heidi Hautala
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges, 
including on the rule of law and the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights (the 
Charter); regrets that the Report is silent on 
training for advocates; regrets that the 
Report does not cover the rights laid down 
in Article 47 of the Charter, such as the 
right to be defended and represented and 
the right to legal aid; calls on the 
Commission to extend the scope of its next 
Report to those areas.

7. Insists on the crucial importance 
of ensuring a strict implementation of the 
Rule of Law in the digital public and 
private space; warns against the use of 
algorithm-based tools in the judicial 
system and requires the sovereign 
discretion of judges and decision-making 
on a case-by-case basis to be upheld; calls 
on the Commission to impose a ban on 
the use of AI and related technologies for 
proposing judicial decisions; notes that the 
Report rightfully addresses the necessary 
digitalisation of justice proceedings and 
training for judges, including on the rule of 
law and the Charter of Fundamental Rights 
(the Charter); regrets that the Report is 
silent on training for advocates; regrets that 
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the Report does not cover the rights laid 
down in Article 47 of the Charter, such as 
the right to be defended and represented 
and the right to legal aid; calls on the 
Commission to extend the scope of its next 
Report to those areas.

Or. en

Amendment 60
Ilhan Kyuchyuk, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Javier Nart, Yana Toom, Karen Melchior

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges, 
including on the rule of law and the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights (the 
Charter); regrets that the Report is silent 
on training for advocates; regrets that the 
Report does not cover the rights laid down 
in Article 47 of the Charter, such as the 
right to be defended and represented and 
the right to legal aid; calls on the 
Commission to extend the scope of its next 
Report to those areas.

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges; 
regrets that the Report is silent on training 
for advocates; reminds that the Charter of 
fundamental rights (the Charter) is 
applied by judicial authorities only when 
implementing European law, however, 
that for fostering a common rule of law 
culture, it is important that the rights as 
enshrined in the Charter are always taken 
into account in civil and administrative 
proceedings; calls therefore on the 
Commission to also consider Charter-
focused training modules for judges and 
legal practitioners; regrets that the Report 
does not cover the rights laid down in 
Article 47 of the Charter, such as the right 
to be defended and represented and the 
right to legal aid; calls on the Commission 
to extend the scope of its next Report to 
those areas.

Or. en

Amendment 61
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges, 
including on the rule of law and the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights (the 
Charter); regrets that the Report is silent 
on training for advocates; regrets that the 
Report does not cover the rights laid down 
in Article 47 of the Charter, such as the 
right to be defended and represented and 
the right to legal aid; calls on the 
Commission to extend the scope of its next 
Report to those areas.

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges, 
including on the rule of law and the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights (the 
Charter);

Or. ro

Amendment 62
Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud, Gunnar Beck

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges, 
including on the rule of law and the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights (the 
Charter); regrets that the Report is silent 
on training for advocates; regrets that the 
Report does not cover the rights laid down 
in Article 47 of the Charter, such as the 
right to be defended and represented and 
the right to legal aid; calls on the 
Commission to extend the scope of its next 
Report to those areas.

7. Notes that the Report rightfully 
addresses the necessary digitalisation of 
justice proceedings and training for judges, 
including on the rule of law; regrets that 
the Report is silent on training for 
advocates; regrets that the Report does not 
cover the rights laid down in Article 47 of 
the Charter of Fundamental Rights, such 
as the right to be defended and represented 
and the right to legal aid; calls on the 
Commission to extend the scope of its next 
Report to those areas.

Or. fr

Amendment 63
Gunnar Beck
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Calls on the Commission to extend 
the scope of the Report in the field of 
political pluralism; recalls that according 
to the principles of the rule of law, citizens 
should not be intimidated to 
refrain expressing their views and from 
gathering with like-minded people, as 
such actions are rights enshrined in 
Articles 12 and 21 of the EU Charter of 
Human Rights; recalls that according to 
official statistics of the German Ministry 
of the Interior7a, almost 700 members, 
candidates and elected officials of the 
right-wing AfD party were physically 
assaulted in 2020, constituting 45% of all 
victims of political violence in Germany, 
up 36% compared to 2019, and more than 
3 times the number of attacks of the 
second most assaulted political party; 
calls on FRA to conduct a similar study as 
the German Ministry of the Interior on 
EU scale; calls on FRA to include 
political affiliation in its assessment of 
hate crimes, and not only focus on crimes 
against ethnic and sexual minorities by 
solely relying on the heavily biased EU-
MIDIS survey data; calls on the 
Commission to includes these findings in 
its reports as of next year, and formally 
recognizes political pluralism as a pillar 
of the rule of law, not only in the East, but 
also in the West;
_________________
7a Kleine Anfrage des Abgeordneten 
Martin Hess u.a. und der Fraktion der 
AfD, 1. Februari 2021, BT-Drucksache 
19/25517.

Or. en

Amendment 64
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Caterina Chinnici

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Stresses how the measures taken 
following the COVID-19 pandemic in 
several Member States have given a 
further impetus to the use of ICT tools 
aimed at facilitating the communication 
of the courts with the parties and lawyers, 
thereby increasing transparency and 
allowing online access to judicial 
decisions; however, calls on the 
Commission to assess the impact of the 
digitalisation of justice on the most 
vulnerable citizens, i.e. those who do not 
have the means or do not have the 
necessary skills to access a digital justice 
system, in particular people at risk of 
poverty, the elderly, people with physical 
or mental disabilities and marginalized 
groups;

Or. en

Amendment 65
Geoffroy Didier

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Underlines that hearings must be 
objective, fact-based and transparent, and 
that the Member States concerned must 
cooperate in good faith throughout the 
process in accordance with the principle 
of sincere cooperation enshrined in 
Article 4(3)of the TEU.

Or. en
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Amendment 66
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Expresses concern at the move 
towards an entirely digital justice system, 
which, in the short term and as part of 
efforts to combat the pandemic, may slow 
down case-load processing, and in the 
long run could lead to inequality between 
citizens.

Or. fr

Amendment 67
Gunnar Beck, Gilles Lebreton, Jean-Paul Garraud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 b. Is deeply concerned about the 
compatibility of several harsh lockdown 
measures and the far-reaching 
restrictions placed on social life by the 
police with the principles of the rule of 
law; recalls that public gatherings to 
express discontent with public policy, 
including sanitary policy, is covered by 
Articles 12 and 21 of the EU Charter of 
Human Rights; calls on the Commission 
to go beyond the general observations 
from the 2020 report and scrutinize 
national lockdown measures and laws 
more thoroughly as of next year;

Or. en

Amendment 68
Caterina Chinnici
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 b. Stresses that in order to tackle the 
COVID-19 pandemic, all Member States 
have had to impose certain restrictions on 
fundamental freedoms, such as the 
freedom of movement, the freedom of 
assembly or the freedom to conduct a 
business; recalls that in order to ensure 
an effective balance of powers that 
protects and respects the rule of law, it is 
crucial to ensure that such restrictions of 
rights are necessary, proportionate, 
limited in time and subject to supervision 
by national parliaments and courts;

Or. en

Amendment 69
Emmanuel Maurel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7b. Stresses the Media Pluralism 
Monitor's lack of effectiveness, an 
instrument which is supposed to 
safeguard the media's 'freedom, market 
plurality, political independence and 
social inclusion'.

Or. fr


