
AMENDMENT FORM

Suggestion for amendment of Article : 4

By Members: Mr Andrew Duff, Mr Lamberto Dini, Mr Paul Helminger, Mr Karel De Gucht,
Mr Peeter Kreitzberg, Mr Agirdas Gricius, Mr Puiu Hasotti, Mr Zekeriya Akçam and Mr
Eugenijus Maldeikis; and Alternate Members: Ms Lone Dybkjaer, Mr Willem van Eekelen,
Lord Robert Maclennan of Rogart, Mr Nesrin Uzun, Mr Marios Matsakis, Mrs Androula
Vassiliou, Mr Istvan Szent-Ivanyi, Mr Péter Eckstein-Kovacs,  Mr Ibrahim Ozal and Mr
Gintautas Sivickas.

Status : Members and alternate members.

Article 4: [Evaluation mechanisms]

Delete

Explanation:

The draft would appear to ignore the fact that the pillars are to be merged. Current arrangements
for peer review might well be inadequate, but that is one of the main reasons why the merger is
mooted. In the future, EU law and policy in this field will be evaluated like any other, and no
special arrangement has to be made. Article 226 TEC (or its equivalent) will apply.

In the exercise of its executive finctions in the field of police, security and judicial cooperation, the
Council is bound to evaluate its performance, along with the Commission and under the overall
scrutiny of the European and national parliaments.

If we are faithful to the decision about merging the third pillar and to our objective of
simplification, this article can be dropped - and Article 5 (below) can be supplemented accordingly.


