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Parliament's Rules of Procedure

Present text Amendments

Amendment by Manuel Medina Ortega

Amendment 6
Rule 80, paragraph 3

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of Rule 
43(3), the simplified procedure may not be 
applied to a proposal for official 
codification where this procedure is 
opposed by a majority of the members of 
the committee responsible for legal affairs 
or of the committee responsible.

3. If the committee responsible for legal 
affairs concludes that the proposal does not 
contain any substantive change to 
Community legislation, it shall refer it to 
Parliament for its approval by a single vote, 
with any amendments to the text of the 
proposal being inadmissible.

Or. fr

Justification

Rules 43 and 131, which deal with the 'simplified procedure' and the 'procedure in plenary 
without amendment and debate' respectively, contain provisions enabling the proposal to be 
open to amendment. Any such possibility is, however, at variance with the whole concept of 
codification, and incompatible with the existing interinstitutional agreement on the subject, 
and in particular paragraph 6 thereof, from which it can be deduced that the intention of 



PE 380.766v01-00 2/3 AM\637348EN.doc

EN

Parliament and the Council is to commit themselves not to make any substantive changes to 
codification proposals.

Amendment by Manuel Medina Ortega

Amendment 7
Rule 80, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. If the committee responsible for legal 
affairs concludes that the proposal contains 
substantive changes to Community 
legislation, it shall propose that the 
proposal be rejected.

Or. fr

Justification

Rejecting the proposal would appear to be a more sensible solution than reverting to the 
normal procedure. If the Commission proposal fails to comply with the codification rules, 
surely it is more logical, in the context of simplification, to refer the proposal back to the 
Commission and ask it to 'rethink' its proposal (for example, by replacing it with a recasting 
proposal) than to burden the Parliament with additional work.

Amendment by Manuel Medina Ortega

Amendment 8
Rule 80 a (new)

Rule 80a
1. When a Commission proposal for official 
recasting of Community legislation is 
submitted to Parliament, it shall be referred 
to the committee responsible for legal 
affairs, which shall examine it. A proposal 
for official recasting of Community 
legislation shall mean a proposal for the
adoption of a legal act consisting of a 
single text embodying substantive changes 
to existing legal acts and, at the same time, 
codifying those of their provisions which 
are intended to remain unchanged. The 
new legal act replaces and repeals the 
earlier acts.
2. If the committee responsible for legal 
affairs concludes that the proposal does not 
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contain any substantive changes to 
Community legislation other than those 
clearly identified as such in the proposal 
itself, it shall inform the President who, 
pursuant to Rule 40, shall refer the 
proposal in question to the committee 
responsible for consideration in order to 
have it examined under the normal 
procedure for legislative proposals. In this 
case, and under the conditions laid down in 
Rules 150 and 151, amendments to the 
proposal shall be admissible only if they 
concern those parts of the proposal which 
contain substantive changes. Amendments 
to provisions intended to remain 
unchanged shall therefore be inadmissible.
3. The chairman of the committee 
responsible may nevertheless admit such 
amendments, when tabled by individual 
Members, if objective reasons of 
consistency of the text with the substantive 
changes made by the proposal so require. 
The same rule shall apply mutatis mutandis 
in plenary sittings.
4. If the committee responsible for legal 
affairs concludes that the proposal does 
contain substantive changes other than 
those clearly identified as such in the 
proposal itself, it shall propose that the 
proposal be rejected.

Or. fr

Justification

Rejecting the proposal would appear to be a more sensible solution than reverting to the 
normal procedure. If the Commission proposal fails to comply with the codification rules, 
surely it is more logical, in the context of simplification, to refer the proposal back to the 
Commission and ask it to 'rethink' its proposal (for example, by replacing it with a recasting 
proposal) than to burden the Parliament with additional work.
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