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Amendment 1
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. Stresses that the reform ofthe 
current liability regime for digital service 
providers must be proportionate, must not 
disadvantage small and medium sized 
companies, and must not limit innovation, 
access to information, and freedom of 
expression;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Tomáš Zdechovský, Javier Zarzalejos

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 a. Stresses that the Digital Services 
Act should provide a level-playing field by 
offering sufficient legal clarity regarding 
the concepts and definitions included in 
the legislation and by applying to all 
relevant actors offering digital services in 
the Union, regardless of whether they are 
established inside or outside the Union;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Dragoş Tudorache

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Underlines that digital services and 1. Underlines that digital services and 
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their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 
an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 
an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance, based on a 
differentiated and risk-based approach in 
what the application of algorithms is 
concerned, with more strict rules for 
algorithms that pose potential threats to 
fundamental rights and freedoms;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 
an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination, the rights of the child, 
and the freedom of speech and information, 
as enshrined in the Treaties and the Charter 
of Fundamental rights of the European 
Union; calls therefore on the Commission 
to implement an obligation of 
transparency, user-friendliness and 
explanation in layman’s terms for 
consumers of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;
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Or. en

Amendment 5
Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 
an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination, the protection of 
intellectual property rights and the 
freedom of speech and information, as 
enshrined in the Treaties and the Charter of 
Fundamental rights of the European Union; 
calls therefore on the Commission to 
implement an obligation of transparency 
and explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

Or. fr

Amendment 6
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially 
privacy, the protection of personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
expression and information, as enshrined 
in the Treaties and the Charter of 
Fundamental rights of the European Union; 
calls therefore on the Commission to 
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an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

implement an obligation of transparency 
and explainability of algorithms, penalties 
to enforce such obligations, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Javier Moreno Sánchez, Juan Fernando López Aguilar, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 
an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data and 
the freedom of speech and information, as 
enshrined in the Treaties and the Charter of 
Fundamental rights of the European Union; 
calls therefore on the Commission to 
implement an obligation of non-
discrimination, monitoring, evaluation, 
transparency and explainability of 
algorithms, and the possibility of human 
intervention, as well as other measures, 
such as independent audits and specific 
stress tests to assist and enforce 
compliance;

Or. es

Amendment 8
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, especially the 
protection of privacy and personal data, 
non-discrimination and the freedom of 
speech and information, as enshrined in the 
Treaties and the Charter of Fundamental 
rights of the European Union; calls 
therefore on the Commission to implement 
an obligation of transparency and 
explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

1. Underlines that digital services and 
their underlying algorithms need to fully 
respect fundamental rights, 
especially privacy and the protection of 
personal data, non-discrimination and the 
freedom of expression and information, as 
enshrined in the Treaties and the Charter of 
Fundamental rights of the European Union; 
calls therefore on the Commission to 
implement an obligation of transparency 
and explainability of algorithms, and the 
possibility of human intervention, as well 
as other measures, such as independent 
audits and specific stress tests to assist and 
enforce compliance;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 – indent 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

- such independent audits should be 
conducted annually, in analogy with the 
financial sector, to examine whether the 
used data policy, algorithms and checks 
and balances are in accordance with 
specified criteria and are supervised by an 
independent sufficient overseeing 
authority;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 – subparagraph 1 (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

Notes that platforms use automated 
decision making algorithms to 
disseminate and order the content shown 
to the users, including to organise their 
personal feed; stresses that these 
algorithms, how they work and how they 
order the shown material, are a black box 
to users, which takes away choice and 
control from the user, enables the 
creation of echo chambers and leads to a 
distrust in digital services; calls on the 
Commission to compel digital services, in 
its DSA proposal, to offer content by 
default in a chronological order, and to 
increase user control to influence the 
content they see by default;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Considers that illegal content 
online should be treated in the same way 
as illegal content offline, while fully 
respecting fundamental rights; points out 
that illegal content online does not only 
undermine citizens' trust in the digital 
environment but may also have grave and 
long-lasting consequences for internal 
security and fundamental rights, 
especially of children; underlines that the 
swift and consistent detection and removal 
or blocking of illegal content online 
continues to be an urgent challenge as 
national approaches towards the removal 
or blocking of illegal content online lack 
sufficient harmonisation; acknowledges 
that a differentiation has to be made 
between the various types of illegal 
content online as some content, notably 
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child sexual exploitation material, is 
manifestly illegal while the nature of 
other types of content might depend on 
the applicable national law or can only be 
ascertained through contextualisation;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Eva Kaili, Klára Dobrev, Marina Kaljurand

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Notes that transparency in an 
algorithm used for digital products and 
services is a significant characteristic; 
upon request of the competent authorities, 
digital service providers should be obliged 
to make their proprietary algorithms 
available, explain the intended goal and 
compare this goal with the actual 
outcome; digital service providers should 
amend and adapt their algorithms 
immediately when the intended outcome is 
deemed unlawful or unethical; open-
source algorithm libraries should be 
encouraged as an instrument that 
increases transparency and accelerates 
both the technology adoption and the 
quality of the architecture;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Caterina Chinnici, Hilde Vautmans

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Considers that the notice and 
action mechanism should rank different 
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types of providers, sectors and illegal 
content, in the latter, particular focus 
should be given on child sexual abuse 
material, whose nature is manifestly 
illegal;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Tomáš Zdechovský, Javier Zarzalejos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Stresses that exclusive reliance on 
notice-and-take-down measures and 
voluntary action by online intermediaries 
is not sufficient to effectively address 
illegal content online; believes that the 
responsibility of online intermediaries to 
tackle manifestly illegal content on their 
platforms and the infrastructure they 
provide should be considerably increased, 
while taking into account their scale of 
reach and operational capacities; 
underlines the importance to complement 
this responsibility with effective remedies 
to be made available to content providers 
whose content was removed; emphasises, 
in this regard, that an explicit legal basis 
for proactive measures to detect and 
remove or block known illegal content is 
needed in addition to clear rules on duty 
of care to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of Regulation (EU) 
2016/679 of the European Parliament and 
of the Council (GDPR)1c;
_________________
1c Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 
of 27 April 2016 on the protection of 
natural persons with regard to the 
processing of personal data and on the 
free movement of such data, and 
repealing Directive 95/46/EC (General 
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Data Protection Regulation) (OJ L 119, 
4.5.2016, p. 1).

Or. en

Amendment 15
Eva Kaili, Klára Dobrev, Marina Kaljurand

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Underlines that in cases of denial 
of access to a digital product or service, 
consumers should always be able to 
inquire about the logic of the decision and 
the decision-making process; further 
notes that consumers should always be 
explicitly informed whether their 
engagement is with a human or with a 
machine; emphasises that humans should 
always have the final responsibility; calls 
on the Commission to determine the 
significant role of human operators in the 
material execution of a decision made by 
an artificial intelligence (AI) system;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos, Kris Peeters

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Highlights that illegal content 
online can easily be multiplied and its 
negative impact amplified within a very 
short period of time; reminds that 
Facebook alone blocked 1.2 million 
copies of the video of the March 2019 
Christchurch attacks at the point of 
upload and removed another 300,000 
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copies within 24 hours of the attack, 
which would not have been possible if 
each individual removal or blocking 
decision had been subject to human 
verification; believes, therefore, that 
online intermediaries should be expressly 
allowed to have recourse to automated 
tools to detect and remove or block access 
to content whose illegality has either been 
established by a court or whose illegal 
nature can be easily determined without 
contextualisation; stresses, however, that 
there should be no general monitoring 
obligation;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Tomáš Zdechovský, Javier Zarzalejos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 d. Reiterates, moreover, that 
cooperation between online 
intermediaries and competent national 
authorities should be improved to ensure 
the swift blocking or removal of content 
flagged by competent authorities and the 
successful investigation and prosecution 
of illegal content providers; underlines 
the importance to harmonise the rules 
and procedures across the Union in 
relation to content removals or blockings 
following notifications by law 
enforcement, including appropriate time 
limits for responses to legitimate removal 
requests and sanctions for systematic 
failure to respond to such requests;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Tomáš Zdechovský, Javier Zarzalejos
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 e. Stresses the need to ensure that 
removal or blocking decisions are 
accurate, well-founded and respect 
fundamental rights; reiterates that access 
to judicial redress should available to 
content providers to satisfy the right to 
effective remedy; highlights, in this 
regard, that transparency obligations 
should be imposed on online 
intermediaries as regards the criteria 
applied to decide on removals or 
blockings and the technology used to 
guarantee the application of necessary 
safeguards and to avoid discrimination 
and unnecessary removals or blockings; 
believes furthermore that more 
transparency is required, both on the side 
of online platforms and law enforcement 
authorities, regarding the types of content 
removed and the reasons therefor;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos, Kris Peeters

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure digital 
dignity; stresses therefore in this regard 
that all digital services need to fully respect 
Union data protection law, namely 
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (GDPR)1 
and Directive (EC) 2002/58 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong and future-proof legislation that 
protects privacy, provides reasonable duty 
of care to ensure digital dignity and 
effectively addresses illegal content; 
stresses in this regard that all digital service 
providers need to fully respect Union data 
protection law, namely Regulation (EU) 
2016/679 of the European Parliament and 
of the Council(GDPR)1 and Directive (EC) 
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(ePrivacy)2 , currently under revision, and 
the freedom of expression;

2002/58 of the European Parliament and of 
the Council (ePrivacy)2, currently under 
revision, and other Union legislation 
which includes obligations upon them 
with the aim to balance the right of users 
to freedom of expression with the right to 
liberty and security;

_________________ _________________
1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

Or. en

Amendment 20
Javier Moreno Sánchez, Juan Fernando López Aguilar, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure digital 
dignity; stresses therefore in this regard 
that all digital services need to fully respect 
Union data protection law, namely 
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (GDPR)1and 
Directive (EC) 2002/58 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (ePrivacy)2, 
currently under revision, and the freedom 

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure digital 
dignity; stresses therefore in this regard 
that all digital services need to fully respect 
Union data protection law, namely 
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (GDPR)1 
and Directive (EC) 2002/58 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 
(ePrivacy)2, currently under revision; 
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of expression; underlines that the Digital Services Act 
should respect the broad framework of 
fundamental European rights of users 
and consumers, such as non-
discrimination, justice and the freedom of 
expression;

_________________ _________________
1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation)  (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

Or. es

Amendment 21
Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure digital 
dignity; stresses therefore in this regard 
that all digital services need to fully respect 
Union data protection law, namely 
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (GDPR)1and 
Directive (EC) 2002/58 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (ePrivacy)2, 
currently under revision, and the freedom 

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure citizens' 
digital security, which is essential in order 
to comply with the principle of the free 
movement of digital services; stresses 
therefore in this regard that all digital 
services need to fully respect Union data 
protection law, namely Regulation (EU) 
2016/679 of the European Parliament and 
of the Council (GDPR)1 and Directive 
(EC) 2002/58 of the European Parliament 
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of expression; and of the Council (ePrivacy)2, currently 
under revision, and the freedom of 
expression;

_________________ _________________
1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation)  (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

Or. fr

Amendment 22
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure digital 
dignity; stresses therefore in this regard 
that all digital services need to fully respect 
Union data protection law, namely 
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (GDPR)1 
and Directive (EC) 2002/58 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 
(ePrivacy)2 , currently under revision, and 
the freedom of expression;

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires a 
strong futureproof legislative framework 
to protect personal data and privacy; 
stresses therefore in this regard that all 
digital services need to fully respect Union 
data protection law, namely Regulation 
(EU) 2016/679 of the European Parliament 
and of the Council (GDPR)1 and Directive 
(EC) 2002/58 of the European Parliament 
and of the Council (ePrivacy)2, currently 
under revision, the freedom of expression 
and non-discrimination;

_________________ _________________
1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
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European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

Or. en

Amendment 23
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and a 
reasonable duty of care to ensure digital 
dignity; stresses therefore in this regard 
that all digital services need to fully respect 
Union data protection law, namely 
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council (GDPR)1 
and Directive (EC) 2002/58 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 
(ePrivacy)2 , currently under revision, and 
the freedom of expression;

2. Emphasises that the rapid 
development of digital services requires 
strong legislation to protect privacy and 
personal data to ensure digital dignity; 
stresses therefore in this regard that all 
digital services need to fully respect Union 
data protection law, namely Regulation 
(EU) 2016/679 of the European Parliament 
and of the Council (GDPR)1 and Directive 
(EC) 2002/58 of the European Parliament 
and of the Council (ePrivacy)2 , currently 
under revision, and the freedom of 
expression;

_________________ _________________
1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 

1 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
27 April 2016 on the protection of natural 
persons with regard to the processing of 
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personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

personal data and on the free movement of 
such data, and repealing Directive 
95/46/EC (General Data Protection 
Regulation) (OJ L 119, 4.5.2016, p. 1).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

2 Directive 2002/58/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 12 July 
2002 concerning the processing of personal 
data and the protection of privacy in the 
electronic communications sector 
(Directive on privacy and electronic 
communications) (OJ L 201, 31.7.2002, p. 
37).

Or. en

Amendment 24
Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Considers it essential to better 
protect citizens and consumers from the 
dissemination of illegal or harmful 
content, which impinges on the 
fundamental rights of individuals and 
democracy; deems it necessary to make 
online platforms more responsible by 
implementing a common framework to 
effectively detect and remove illegal 
content; considers, in particular, that a 
harmonised EU framework should be 
based on due diligence obligations so that 
platforms implement proactive and 
effective measures, in addition to the 
obligations regarding transparency and 
information; considers it important to 
conduct "notification and action" 
procedures to identify new content, via the 
obligation to monitor content that has 
already been deemed illegal and removed, 
in order to prevent it from reappearing 
online; 

Or. fr
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Amendment 25
Eva Kaili, Klára Dobrev

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Underscores the need for the 
Digital Single Market policies to identify 
general standards of acceptable digital 
infrastructure in the design of the « 
technological stack » of the digital 
services or the digital/smart products; 
asks the Commission to define and apply 
standards that make sure that hardware, 
software, code, connectivity systems and 
storage/data management architecture are 
set by default in a way that protect the 
privacy of the consumer, that the 
consumer’s data are exclusively used 
within the nodes of the connecting devices 
that improve the consumer’s experience 
and they are not transferred to third 
parties for other commercial uses without 
the explicit consent of the consumer ;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Notes that since the online 
activities of an individual allow for deep 
insights into their personality and make it 
possible to manipulate them, the general 
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and indiscriminate collection of personal 
data concerning every use of a digital 
service interferes disproportionately with 
the right to privacy; confirms that users 
have a right not to be subject to pervasive 
tracking when using digital services; 
stresses that in the spirit of the 
jurisprudence on communications 
metadata, 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 27
Marina Kaljurand, Eva Kaili

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Calls on the Commission to 
provide a clearly defined notice-and-
action framework for the content hosting 
platforms to use in the fight against illegal 
content; stresses that such a framework 
has to guarantee fundamental rights of 
users through access to judicial redress 
and the right to appeal;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Stresses the importance of clear 
obligations with regard to content 
moderation; underlines for this reason the 
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principle of what is illegal offline is illegal 
online and the prohibition of general 
monitoring; asks the Commission to let 
these principles prevail in the DSA-
proposal;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Is convinced that digital service 
providers must not retain data for law 
enforcement purposes unless a targeted 
retention of an individual user’s data is 
directly ordered by a democratically 
accountable competent public authority in 
line with Union law.

Or. en

Amendment 30
Paul Tang

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Notes that digital services use 
advanced algorithms, which analyse or 
predict aspects concerning the user’s 
personal preferences, interests or 
behaviour, for profiling; emphasises that 
the quality of output of automated 
decision making algorithms is subject to 
the quality of used data and the chosen 
predetermined parameters; stresses that 
the use of automated decision making 
algorithms requires a strong legislative 
framework which protects privacy and 
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personal data, and together with a duty of 
care obligation overseeing the legitimate 
use of the algorithms, that does not apply 
to content moderation, ensures full 
compliance; calls therefore on the 
Commission to work out a duty of care 
regime, which has its basis in the e-
Commerce Directive1a through detailed 
sectoral guidelines in order to use 
automated decision making algorithms in 
compliance with the fundamental rights 
of protection of personal data and privacy, 
laid down in the General Data Protection 
Regulation2a;
_________________
1a Recital 48 of the e-Commerce Directive 
2000
2a Recital 71 and article 22 General Data 
Protection Regulation

Or. en

Amendment 31
Eva Kaili, Klára Dobrev

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Believes that the EU should 
develop its own adequate capacity for 
cloud services as well as to facilitate the 
development of a decentralized, 
interoperable system of data governance 
that enables the efficient use of local 
infrastructures, including fog, mist and 
edge computing; asks on the Commission 
to enable the development of these local 
data infrastructures to support the 
expansion of IoT consumer products, IoT 
industrial products, and Smart Cities 
applications;

Or. en
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Amendment 32
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. 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 shall be 
given a right to cross-platform interaction 
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 33
Marina Kaljurand, Eva Kaili

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Reminds of the incompetence of 
current automated tools in grasping the 
importance of context for specific pieces 
of content; takes therefore the view that 
the Digital Services Act should not 
contain any obligation for the use of 
automated tools in content moderation; 
believes that any voluntary automated 
measures put in place by the content 
hosting platforms should be subject to 
human oversight and to full transparency 
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of design and performance;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Deems it necessary, with regard to 
the increasing fragmentation of national 
laws concerning the fight against illegal 
or harmful content, to strengthen 
cooperation between the Member States, 
in particular with the support of the 
Commission and the EU agencies; 
underlines the importance of such a 
dialogue, in particular as regards the 
differing opinions among Member States 
on whether content is illegal or not and its 
potential impact;

Or. fr

Amendment 35
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Requests that digital services 
should to the maximum extent possible be 
accessible without the need for users to 
reveal their identity;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Moritz Körner
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Reiterates that digital service 
providers must respect and enable their 
users’ right to data portability as laid 
down in Union law;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 c. Stresses that, in order to protect 
the freedom of expression and 
information, it is crucial to maintain the 
limited liability regime and the prohibition 
of general monitoring obligations for 
intermediaries; notes that automated tools 
are unable to differentiate illegal content 
from content that is legal in a given 
context; highlights that a 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; 
therefore stresses that the Digital Services 
Act shall explicitly prohibit any obligation 
on hosting service providers or other 
technical intermediaries to use automated 
tools for content moderation; content 
moderation procedures used by providers 
shall not lead to any ex-ante control 
measures based on automated tools or 
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upload-filtering of content; urges the 
adoption of rules on transparent notice-
and-action mechanisms that provide for 
adequate safeguards and possibilities to 
seek effective remedies against decisions 
removing legal online content; stresses 
that independent public authorities should 
be ultimately responsible to determine 
whether online content is legal or not;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Paul Tang

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 c. Emphasises that there are certain 
differences still between online and 
offline worlds, for instance, in terms of 
anonymity, the absence of a governing 
entity, between the balances of power and 
technical capabilities; calls therefore on 
the Commission to let the principles of 
human dignity and 'what is illegal offline 
is illegal online' prevail in its DSA-
proposal and to introduce in the DSA the 
concept of digital dignity, which builds 
upon these principles and embodies the 
fundamental rights of individuals;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Marina Kaljurand, Eva Kaili

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 c. Takes the position that any content 
moderation measure in the Digital 
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Services Act should concern illegal 
content only as it is defined in national 
jurisdictions and should not include 
legally vague and undefined terms, such 
as “harmful content”, as targeting such 
content would put fundamental rights and 
freedom of speech at serious risk;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Marina Kaljurand, Eva Kaili

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 d. Emphasises the need to regulate 
content curation through giving more 
control to users on the way content is 
ranked to them, including options to a 
ranking outside their ordinary content 
consumption habits and to opt out 
completely of any content curation; 
strongly believes that the design and 
performance of such recommendation 
systems should be subject to transparency;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 d. Emphasizes that no notice-and-
stay-down-mechanisms should be imposed 
as they rely on algorithms that cannot 
assess the legality of content;
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Or. en

Amendment 42
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 e. 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 43
Marina Kaljurand, Eva Kaili

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 e. Considers that content hosting 
platforms should be obliged to report any 
illegal content constituting a serious 
crime to the relevant law enforcement 
authorities upon becoming aware of it;

Or. en

Amendment 44
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Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 f. 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 content as soon as possible shall 
rest with independent judicial authorities; 
only a hosting service provider that has 
actual knowledge of illegal content and its 
illegal nature shall be subject to content 
removal obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recommends Commission to work 
on harmonising the national personal 
identification sign-ins with a view to 
creating a single Union sign-in system in 
order to ensure the protection of personal 
data and age verification, especially for 
children;

3. Recommends the Commission to 
work on harmonising the national 
electronic identification system with a 
view to creating a single electronic 
identification system for EU citizens 
which ensures the protection of personal 
data and age verification, especially for 
children, and makes public services more 
accessible to everyone; considers that 
such a system should be secure and only 
process the data that is necessary for the 
identification of the user;

Or. en
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Amendment 46
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recommends Commission to work 
on harmonising the national personal 
identification sign-ins with a view to 
creating a single Union sign-in system in 
order to ensure the protection of personal 
data and age verification, especially for 
children;

3. Is against any kind of general 
Internet sign-in system; recommends 
Commission to work on harmonising the 
national personal identification sign-ins 
with a view to creating a single Union 
sign-in system in order to ensure the 
protection of personal data and age 
verification, especially for children, for 
digital services, which require personal 
identification or age verification;

Or. en

Amendment 47
Paul Tang

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recommends Commission to work 
on harmonising the national personal 
identification sign-ins with a view to 
creating a single Union sign-in system in 
order to ensure the protection of personal 
data and age verification, especially for 
children;

3. Recommends the Commission to 
create a verification system for users of 
digital services, in order to ensure the 
protection of personal data and age 
verification, especially for minors, which 
shall not be used to track the users cross-
site nor used commercially;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recommends Commission to work 
on harmonising the national personal 
identification sign-ins with a view to 
creating a single Union sign-in system in 
order to ensure the protection of personal 
data and age verification, especially for 
children;

3. Calls on the Commission to reflect 
on the need and the technical possibilities 
for age verification systems; stresses that 
such systems must be transparent, secure, 
and anonymised in order to prevent data 
misuse and user tracking;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Marina Kaljurand, Eva Kaili

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Underlines that the only way for users of 
digital services to be identified in an 
equivalent manner compared to offline 
services is the recognition of a pan-
European digital identification; reminds 
in this regard that Member States and 
European institutions have to guarantee 
the security of the European digital 
identification;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Stresses that in line with the 
principle of data minimisation established 
by the General Data Protection 
Regulation, the Digital Services Act shall 
require intermediaries to enable the 
anonymous use of their services and 
payment for them wherever it is 
technically possible, as anonymity 
effectively prevents unauthorized 
disclosure, identity theft and other forms 
of abuse of personal data collected online; 
only where existing legislation requires 
businesses 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 shall be upheld;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Paul Tang

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Notes unnecessary collection of 
personal data by digital services at the 
point of registration for a service, such as 
date and place of birth, cell phone 
number and postal address, often caused 
by the use of single-sign in possibilities; 
underlines that the GDPR clearly 
describes the data minimisation principle, 
thereby limiting the collected data to only 
that strictly necessary for the purpose; 
asks therefore the Commission to create a 
single European sign-in system and to 
introduce an obligation to always also 
offer a manual sign-in option;

Or. en
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Amendment 52
Roberta Metsola, Tomáš Zdechovský

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Points out that biometric data is 
considered to be a special category of 
personal data with specific rules for 
processing; notes that biometrics can and 
are used for identification and 
authentication of individuals, which entails 
significant risks to and interferences with 
the right to privacy and data protection, as 
well as enabling identity fraud; calls on the 
Commission to incorporate in its Digital 
Services Act an obligation to always give 
users of digital services an alternative for 
using biometrical data for the functioning 
of a service, and an obligation to clearly 
inform the customers on the risks of using 
biometric data; stresses that a digital 
service may not be refused where the 
individual refuses to use biometric data;

4. Points out that biometric data is 
considered to be a special category of 
personal data with specific rules for 
processing; notes that biometrics can and 
are increasingly used for identification and 
authentication of individuals including in a 
number of sensitive areas such as 
banking and essential services such as 
healthcare, which entails significant risks 
to and interferes with the right to privacy 
and data protection, when carried out 
without the consent of the data subject, as 
well as enabling identity fraud when 
applied without robust security 
safeguards; calls on the Commission to 
incorporate in its Digital Services Act an 
obligation to always give users of digital 
services an alternative for using 
biometrical data for the functioning of a 
service, and an obligation to clearly inform 
the customers on the risks of using 
biometric data; highlights the numerous 
advantages of the use of biometric data, 
specifically, the higher level of security 
when compared to alphanumeric security 
features or PIN codes; notes that, 
therefore, biometric data can be utilised to 
offer a wide range of services digitally 
that would currently require the physical 
presence of the data subject; urges that, to 
the greatest extent possible, a digital 
service may not be refused where the 
individual does not consent to use 
biometric data;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Paul Tang
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Points out that biometric data is 
considered to be a special category of 
personal data with specific rules for 
processing; notes that biometrics can and 
are used for identification and 
authentication of individuals, which entails 
significant risks to and interferences with 
the right to privacy and data protection, as 
well as enabling identity fraud; calls on the 
Commission to incorporate in its Digital 
Services Act an obligation to always give 
users of digital services an alternative for 
using biometrical data for the functioning 
of a service, and an obligation to clearly 
inform the customers on the risks of using 
biometric data; stresses that a digital 
service may not be refused where the 
individual refuses to use biometric data;

4. Points out that biometric data is 
considered to be a special category of 
personal data with specific rules for 
processing; Notes that biometrics can and 
are used for identification and 
authentication of individuals, which entails 
significant risks to and interferences with 
the right to privacy and data protection, as 
well as enabling identity fraud; Calls on the 
Commission to incorporate in its Digital 
Services Act obligations on digital 
services to store biometric data only 
locally, unless specifically used for 
research and development of its service 
and to always give users of digital services 
an alternative for using biometrical data for 
the functioning of a service; Stresses that a 
digital service may not be refused where 
the individual refuses to use biometric 
data;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Points out that biometric data is 
considered to be a special category of 
personal data with specific rules for 
processing; notes that biometrics can and 
are used for identification and 
authentication of individuals, which entails 
significant risks to and interferences with 

4. Points out that biometric data is 
considered to be a special category of 
personal data with specific rules for 
processing; notes that biometrics can and 
are used for identification and 
authentication of individuals, which entails 
significant risks to and interferences with 
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the right to privacy and data protection, as 
well as enabling identity fraud; calls on the 
Commission to incorporate in its Digital 
Services Act an obligation to always give 
users of digital services an alternative for 
using biometrical data for the functioning 
of a service, and an obligation to clearly 
inform the customers on the risks of using 
biometric data; stresses that a digital 
service may not be refused where the 
individual refuses to use biometric data;

the right to privacy and data protection, as 
well as enabling identity fraud; calls on the 
Commission to incorporate in its Digital 
Services Act an obligation to always give 
users of digital services an alternative for 
using biometrical data set by default for the 
functioning of a service, and an obligation 
to clearly inform the customers on the risks 
of using biometric data; stresses that a 
digital service may not be refused where 
the individual refuses to use biometric 
data;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Caterina Chinnici, Hilde Vautmans

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Takes the view that a central 
authority in charge of the supervision, 
cooperation and enforcement of the DSA 
should have a specific section dedicated to 
the illegal content, while differentiating 
among the different parts of the DSA;

Or. en

Amendment 56
Roberta Metsola, Tomáš Zdechovský

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Further notes the added value to 
quality of life that the security of 
biometric data brings to persons living 
with disabilities, which render physical 
presence when obtaining essential 
services difficult;
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Or. en

Amendment 57
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Favours an opt-in over an opt-out 
system for targeted advertising;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Dragoş Tudorache

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products; given the 
potential to disrupt the functioning of 
democratic processes, calls on an even 
more strict approach to micro-targeted 
advertising with electoral and political 
content, with a clear obligation to inform 
consumers of the advertisement nature of 
the content and of the sponsoring entity.

Or. en
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Amendment 59
Tomáš Zdechovský, Javier Zarzalejos, Kris Peeters

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

5. Notes that behavioural advertising, 
including microtargeting, and assessment 
of individuals, may better address 
potential needs than contextual 
advertising but can also have negative 
impacts, especially on minors and other 
vulnerable groups, by interfering in the 
private life of individuals, posing 
questions as to the collection and use of the 
data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services, 
setting prices, or influencing democratic 
processes and elections; calls therefore 
on the Commission to introduce specific 
requirements with regard to behavioural 
advertising to protect fundamental rights, 
including a limitation on microtargeted 
advertisements on vulnerable groups and 
a prohibition on the use of discriminatory 
practices for the provision of services or 
products;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Roberta Metsola

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 

5. Notes the safeguards that digital 
service providers and online platforms 
have introduced on their own initiative 
and following various exchanges of views 
with the Parliament and the Commission 
to avoid the potential negative impact 



PE652.452v01-00 38/55 AM\1205894EN.docx

EN

use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

posed by micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

Or. en

Amendment 61
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals without their 
consent, especially on minors and other 
vulnerable groups, by interfering in the 
private life of individuals, posing questions 
as to the collection and use of the data used 
to target said advertising, offering products 
or services or setting prices; calls therefore 
on the Commission to introduce a 
limitation on micro-targeted 
advertisements without consent, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

Or. en

Amendment 62
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition on 
the use of discriminatory practices for the 
provision of services or products.

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of personalised advertising, in particular 
micro-targeted and behavioural 
advertisements, and of assessments of 
individuals, especially minors, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to personalise 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; Calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a phase-out 
prohibition on personalised 
advertisements, starting with minors, and a 
prohibition on the use of discriminatory 
practices for the provision of services or 
products;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; calls therefore on the 
Commission to introduce a limitation on 
micro-targeted advertisements, especially 
on vulnerable groups, and a prohibition 
on the use of discriminatory practices for 
the provision of services or products.

5. Notes the potential negative impact 
of micro-targeted advertising and of 
assessment of individuals, especially on 
minors and other vulnerable groups, by 
interfering in the private life of individuals, 
posing questions as to the collection and 
use of the data used to target said 
advertising, offering products or services 
or setting prices; reconfirms that the 
ePrivacy Directive makes targeted 
advertising subject to an opt-in decision 
and that it is otherwise prohibited, calls on 
the Commission to prohibit the use of 
discriminatory practices for the provision 
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of services or products.

Or. en

Amendment 64
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Calls on the Commission to set up, 
similarly to the European system of 
financial supervision (ESFS), a European 
system of digital services' supervision and 
to task existing EU agencies and 
competent national supervisory 
authorities to audit digital service 
providers’ internal policies and 
algorithms with due regard to Union law 
and in all circumstances to the 
fundamental rights of the services’ users, 
taking into account the fundamental 
importance of non-discrimination and the 
freedom of expression and information in 
an open and democratic society, and 
without publishing commercially sensitive 
data; requests that this European system 
of digital services' supervision ensures 
that the rules applicable to digital service 
providers are adequately implemented and 
enforced across Member States in order to 
provide protection for the services’ users 
and to facilitate a European digital single 
market.

Or. en

Amendment 65
Jeroen Lenaers

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Notes with concern that 
supervisory authorities in the Member 
States are under strain given the growing 
mismatch between their responsibilities to 
protect personal data and their resources 
to do so; notes that digital services will 
become increasingly complex due to the 
increased use of innovations like artificial 
intelligence; points therefore to the 
importance of EU supervisory authorities 
being adequately resourced and staffed in 
order to properly monitor the application 
of the GDPR and protect fundamental 
rights and freedoms; awaits therefore with 
particular interest the delayed publication 
of the report of the European Commission 
on the application of the GDPR; calls on 
the Commission to evaluate the possibility 
of obliging large multinational tech 
companies to pay for their own oversight 
through the introduction of an EU 
digitax.

Or. en

Amendment 66
Paul Tang

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Observes how digital services 
cooperate with the offline world, for 
example in the transport and the 
hospitality sectors; notes that local 
governments and the public sector can 
benefit from data of certain types of 
digital services to improve, for example, 
their urban planning policies; reminds 
that the collection, use and transfer of 
personal data, also between the private 
and the public sector is subject to the 
provisions of the GDPR; calls therefore 
on the Commission to make its proposal 
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for the Digital Services Act not be 
incompatible with this aim;

Or. en

Amendment 67
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Urges the Commission to adopt a 
tailored regulatory approach to address 
all challenges raised by the diversity of 
actors and services offered online; in 
particular, stresses that the new 
horizontal framework should regulate 
differently commercial activities on online 
market places and other intermediaries’ 
activities that have an impact on the 
freedom of expression and information; 
in this regard, considers essential to apply 
different regulatory approaches to illegal 
and legal content.

Or. en

Amendment 68
Javier Moreno Sánchez, Juan Fernando López Aguilar, Domènec Ruiz Devesa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Highlights the proliferation of 
fake news and disinformation with false 
or misleading content that seeks to form 
public opinion on the basis of lies and 
misinformation that many people believe 
to be true; calls on the Commission to 
keep working and exploring new ways to 
combat fake news while preserving 
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fundamental rights; highlights that 
tracking applications must respect privacy 
rights in addition to the provisions of the 
GDPR;

Or. es

Amendment 69
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos, Kris Peeters

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. is concerned about the 
fragmentation of public oversight and 
supervision of digital services and the 
frequent lack of financial and human 
resources for the oversight bodies needed 
to properly fulfil their tasks; calls for 
increased cooperation with regard to 
regulatory oversight of digital services; 
supports the creation of an independent 
EU body to ensure harmonised 
implementation of and compliance with 
applicable rules;

Or. en

Amendment 70
Eva Kaili, Klára Dobrev

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Recommends that the Commission 
explores the expansion of the definition of 
abuse of a dominant market position to 
include therein the possession of 
significant volumes of data in order to 
mitigate the concentration of data by 
large digital service providers and online 
platforms which may result in self-
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preferencing activities, higher barriers to 
entry as well as diminished consumer 
choice;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Dragoş Tudorache

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses that the DSA should be 
future-proof and flexible enough to allow 
for periodic reviews and updates based on 
the emergence of new technologies with 
an impact on the digital single market, 
including novel threats and new types of 
online services.

Or. en

Amendment 72
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. 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
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Amendment 73
Paul Tang

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Emphasises the importance of the 
European values and rules on data 
protection and privacy and emphasises the 
difficulties that arise for individuals who 
want to enforce their individual data 
protection and privacy rights against 
dominant platforms, which are active on 
multiple markets and have multiple 
affiliates; calls therefore for the 
enforcement of the obligation under the 
GDPR for platforms to offer a digital 
environment where users can easily 
enforce their rights and encourages 
companies to create a ‘one-stop-shop’ for 
all their underlying digital platforms;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Tomáš Zdechovský, Roberta Metsola, Javier Zarzalejos, Kris Peeters

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. highlights the importance of user 
empowerment with regard to the 
enforcement of their own fundamental 
rights online; considers that users should 
be provided with easy access to complaint 
procedures, legal remedies, educational 
measures and awareness-raising on data 
protection issues;

Or. en
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Amendment 75
Eva Kaili, Klára Dobrev

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Calls on the Commission to 
continue its exploration of the commercial 
uses of Blockchain technology, especially 
in relation to smart contracts and their 
use in consumer products and services 
having in mind the consumer protection 
and privacy requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 76
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Is convinced that it is solely the 
task of democratically accountable 
competent public authorities to decide on 
the legality of content online.

Or. en

Amendment 77
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Underlines that illegal content 
should be removed where it is hosted, and 
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that access providers shall not be required 
to block access to content;

Or. en

Amendment 78
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 c. 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 79
Paul Tang, Patrick Breyer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 c. Notes that the e-Commerce 
Directive dates back to 2000; notices that 
the data protection regime is significantly 
updated since then; recalls therefore that 
any future provision of the e-Commerce 
Directive fully respects the European 
regime on data protection;

Or. en
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Amendment 80
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 c. Stresses that digital service 
providers must only be mandated to take 
their users’ content offline based on 
sufficiently substantiated orders by 
democratically accountable competent 
public authorities.

Or. en

Amendment 81
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 d. Calls on digital service providers to 
take content offline in a diligent, 
proportionate and non-discriminatory 
manner, and with due regard in all 
circumstances to the fundamental rights 
of the users and to take into account the 
fundamental importance of the freedom 
of expression and information in an open 
and democratic society with a view to 
avoiding the removal of content, which is 
not illegal; requests digital service 
providers, which on their own initiative 
want to restrict certain legal content of 
their users, to explore the possibility of 
labelling rather than taking offline that 
content, giving users the chance to self-
responsibly choose to access that content.

Or. en

Amendment 82
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Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 d. Points out that the Digital Services 
Act shall not use the legally undefined 
concept of “harmful content”, but shall 
address the publication of content that is 
unlawful; emphasizes that the spreading 
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 shall 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 shall 
provide users with an interface to have 
content curated by software or services of 
their choice;

Or. en

Amendment 83
Patrick Breyer
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Pernando Barrena Arza
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Paul Tang
on behalf of the S&D Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 e. Stresses the need to apply effective 
end-to-end encryption to data, because it 
is essential for trust in and security on the 
Internet; realises that effectively 
preventing unauthorized third party 
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access necessarily prevents access by 
providers and authorities as well; takes 
the view that as digital services permeate 
every aspect of our lives, society, and 
critical infrastructure, securing this 
infrastructure and safeguarding 
fundamental rights by applying effective 
encryption takes priority;

Or. en

Amendment 84
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 e. Expects digital service providers to 
establish fair and transparent notice 
mechanisms, which empower users to 
notify the relevant democratically 
accountable competent public authorities 
of potentially illegal content.

Or. en

Amendment 85
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 f. Requires digital service providers 
that become aware of alleged illegal 
content of their users to notify the 
competent public authorities without 
undue delay.

Or. en
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Amendment 86
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 g. Requests Member States and 
digital service providers to put in place 
transparent, effective, fair, and 
expeditious complaint and redress 
mechanisms to allow users to challenge 
the taking offline of their content.

Or. en

Amendment 87
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 h. Requests Member States to 
improve access to and the efficiency of 
their justice and law enforcement systems 
in relation to determining the illegality of 
online content and in relation to dispute 
resolution concerning the taking offline 
of content, and to consider to this end the 
establishment of specialised courts and 
law enforcement units within their 
national judicial and law enforcement 
systems.

Or. en

Amendment 88
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 i (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 i. Believes that neither infrastructure 
service providers, payment providers, and 
other companies offering services to 
digital service providers, nor digital 
service providers with a direct relationship 
with the user must be held liable for the 
content a user on his own initiative 
uploads or downloads; believes at the 
same time that digital service providers, 
which have a direct relationship with the 
user who uploaded the illegal content and 
which have the ability to take distinct 
pieces of the user’s content offline, must 
be held liable for failing to expeditiously 
respond to sufficiently substantiated 
orders by democratically accountable 
competent public authorities to take the 
illegal content offline.

Or. en

Amendment 89
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 j (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 j. Stresses that public authorities 
must not impose any obligation on digital 
service providers, neither de jure nor de 
facto, to monitor the information which 
they transmit or store, nor a general 
obligation to seek, moderate or filter 
content indicating illegal activity.

Or. en

Amendment 90
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 k (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 k. Is convinced that digital service 
providers must not be required to prevent 
the upload of illegal content; believes at 
the same time, where technologically 
feasible, based on sufficiently 
substantiated orders by democratically 
accountable competent public authorities, 
and taking full account of the specific 
context of the content, that digital service 
providers may be required to execute 
periodic searches for distinct pieces of 
content, which, in line with the ECJ 
Judgment in Case C-18/18, are identical 
or equivalent to content that a court had 
already declared unlawful, and to take 
that content offline.

Or. en

Amendment 91
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 l (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 l. Believes that all decisions to take 
users’ content offline must be subject to 
human oversight and verification.

Or. en

Amendment 92
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 m (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 m. Is convinced that digital service 
providers must not be mandated to apply 
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one Member State’s national restrictions 
on freedom of speech in another Member 
State where that restriction does not exist.

Or. en

Amendment 93
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 n (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 n. Calls on digital service providers to 
take the necessary measures to identify 
and label content uploaded by social bots.

Or. en

Amendment 94
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 o (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 o. Requests that digital services 
providers to the maximum extent possible 
give their users the possibility to choose 
which content they want to be presented 
and in which order.

Or. en

Amendment 95
Moritz Körner

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 p (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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5 p. Requests, based on the principles 
above, that the Digital Services Act 
harmonises and replaces the liability 
measures laid down in the Digital Single 
Market Copyright Directive, the 
Audiovisual Media Services Directive and 
the Terrorist Content Online Regulation.

Or. en


