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Introduction 
 
In 2014, the Council supported ex-post evaluation1, in the form of impact assessment, of legislative 

proposals in order to identify potential areas for cost savings and to have information, which could 

ensure that the adopted legislation provided a maximum benefit for stakeholders. 

 

In line with that commitment, and taking into account the indicative guidelines for working party 

Chairs on how to handle impact assessments, the working party on statistics has been consulted  on 

the Commission impact assessment on its proposal for a statistical programme 2018-20. 

 

Nineteen delegations replied to the Presidency's invitation to assess the proposal. Four delegations 

did not provide comments on the basis of the indicative checklist provided2. 

 

                                                 
1  10882/14 
2  See document 9790/16 

118862/EU XXV. GP
Eingelangt am 14/10/16

www.parlament.gv.at

https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RAT&code2=&gruppen=Link:13281/16;Nr:13281;Year:16&comp=13281%7C2016%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RAT&code2=&gruppen=Link:13281/16;Nr:13281;Year:16&comp=13281%7C2016%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:ECOFIN%20903;Code:ECOFIN;Nr:903&comp=ECOFIN%7C903%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:STATIS%2080;Code:STATIS;Nr:80&comp=STATIS%7C80%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:CODEC%201441;Code:CODEC;Nr:1441&comp=CODEC%7C1441%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=INT&code2=&gruppen=Year:2016;Nr:0265;Code:COD&comp=0265%7C2016%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=VER&code2=&gruppen=Link:99/2013;Nr:99;Year:2013&comp=
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RAT&code2=&gruppen=Link:10882/14;Nr:10882;Year:14&comp=10882%7C2014%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/pls/portal/le.link?gp=XXV&ityp=EU&inr=118862&code1=RAT&code2=&gruppen=Link:9790/16;Nr:9790;Year:16&comp=9790%7C2016%7C


 

13281/16   CF/sr 2 
 DGG 1A  EN 
 

Policy context, problem identification and policy objective 

A large majority of delegations considered the policy context being clearly explained in the IA (one 

delegation expressed doubts). A majority of the delegations considered that the IA resulted in the 

identification of a potential gap in existing policy measures (the existence, scale and consequences 

of a problem). Whilst most delegations acknowledged that the right methodology had been used for 

the analysis, a number of delegations, however, considered that a gap in the evidence necessary to 

analyse the problem hadn't been taken into consideration in the process.  

A large majority of delegations found that the policy objectives of the proposed initiatives, i.e. 

addressing statistical gaps, were clearly spelt out.  Some delegations had the opinion that the policy 

objective wasn't clearly identified. 

 

Legal basis, subsidiarity/proportionality, policy options and costs 

As regards Article 338 TFEU, no delegation contested that article as the appropriate legal basis of 

the initiative. Delegations considered that the competence of the EU was well established, although 

several delegations queried the proposed initiative's potential conflict with the principles of 

subsidiarity and proportionality.  

 

Concerning policy options, delegations recognises that different options had been examined. 

Overall, delegations agreed that the appropriate stakeholders had been consulted and involved in the 

process. Two delegations found that the impact on those stakeholders had not been analysed 

sufficiently. A number of delegations found that the short- and long term costs were not analysed 

properly. 

 

Regarding the economic impact (costs), several delegations considered that element appropriately 

analysed, whilst other delegations found that the analysis only partly met its objective.  
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Overall assessment3and conclusion 

The analysis of delegations remarks indicates generally that the Commission has identified a gab in 

the existing legislation, e.g. an in-sufficient ability of the current systems to adapt to a changing 

environment, and that the consequences of the proposed measures were analysed. A number of 

delegations, however, queries the Commission's reasoning for not prioritising existing and proposed 

initiatives (the IA does not look into that issue). That argument has to be seen in the context of low 

economic activity and scared public resources. 

 

In conclusion, a majority of delegations recognise that the Commission's impact assessment has no 

major omissions or factual mistakes. 

 

____________________ 

 

 

                                                 
3  in the "overall assessment", general written comments provided by delegations are taken 

into account  
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