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PR _COD lam

Legenda simbolurilor utilizate

**I

seskor

***I

Procedura de consultare

majoritatea voturilor exprimate

Procedura de cooperare (prima lectura)

majoritatea voturilor exprimate

Procedura de cooperare (a doua lecturd)

majoritatea voturilor exprimate pentru a aproba pozitia comund
majoritatea membrilor care alcatuiesc Parlamentul pentru a
respinge sau a modifica pozitia comund

Procedura de aviz conform

majoritatea membrilor care alcatuiesc Parlamentul, cu exceptia
cazurilor prevazute la articolele 105, 107, 161 si 300 din Tratatul
CE si la articolul 7 din Tratatul UE

Procedura de codecizie (prima lectura)

majoritatea voturilor exprimate

Procedura de codecizie (a doua lecturd)

majoritatea voturilor exprimate pentru a aproba pozitia comund
majoritatea membrilor care alcatuiesc Parlamentul pentru a
respinge sau a modifica pozitia comund

Procedura de codecizie (a treia lecturd)

majoritatea voturilor exprimate pentru a aproba proiectul comun

(Procedura indicata se bazeaza pe temeiul juridic propus de Comisie.)

Amendamente la un text legislativ

in amendamentele Parlamentului, textul modificat este evidentiat prin
caractere aldine cursive. Evidentierea cu caractere cursive simple este o
indicatie pentru serviciile tehnice competente, referitoare la elemente ale
textului legislativ propuse pentru a fi corectate 1n vederea elaborarii textului
final (de exemplu elemente evident gresite sau omise intr-o anumita versiune
lingvistica). Propunerile de corectura sunt supuse acordului serviciilor
tehnice in cauza.
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PROIECT DE REZOLUTIE LEGISLATIVA A PARLAMENTULUI EUROPEAN

privind propunerea de decizie a Parlamentului European si a Consiliului de instituire a
Comitetului consultativ european pentru guvernanta statistica
(COM(2006)0599 — C6-0348/2006 — 2006/0199(COD))

(Procedura de codecizie: prima lectura)

Parlamentul European,

avand 1n vedere propunerea Comisiei prezentatd Parlamentului European si Consiliului
(COM(2006)0599)',

avand 1n vedere articolul 251 alineatul (2) si articolul 285 din Tratatul CE, in temeiul
carora propunerea a fost prezentata de catre Comisie (C6-0348/20006),

avand 1n vedere articolul 51 din Regulamentul sau de procedura,

avand 1n vedere raportul Comisiei pentru afaceri economice $i monetare (A6-0327/2007),

1. aproba propunerea Comisiei astfel cum a fost modificata;
2. solicita Comisiei sa il sesizeze din nou, in cazul in care intentioneaza sa modifice in mod

substantial aceasta propunere sau sd o inlocuiasca cu un alt text;
3. incredinteaza Presedintelui sarcina de a transmite Consiliului si Comisiei pozitia

Parlamentului.

Text propus de Comisie Amendamentele Parlamentului
Amendamentul 1
Titlu

Propunere de decizie a Parlamentului Propunere de decizie a Parlamentului
European si a Consiliului de instituire a European si a Consiliului de instituire a
Comitetului consultativ european pentru Comitetului european pentru statistica

guvernantd statisticd

(Aceasta modificare se aplica pe intreg
cuprinsul textului)

Amendamentul 2

! Nepublicata inca in JO.
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Considerentul 4a (nou)

(4a) Acest nou organ consultativ de inalt
nivel trebuie sd reuneasca membri cu
competente complementare, proveniti din
mediul academic sau dispundnd de o
experientd dobdnditd in cadrul institutelor
nationale i internationale de statistica,
cum ar fi Banca Centralid Europeand si
Organizatia pentru Cooperare si
Dezvoltare Economica.

Justificare

In order for the Board to have expert oversight drawn from a range of relevant backgrounds.

Amendamentul 3
Considerentul 4b (nou)

(4b) Majoritatea statelor membre au
infiintat deja sau sunt in curs de a infiinta
organe sau comitete consultative, printre
membrii cdrora se numara i reprezentantii
utilizatorilor si furnizorilor de date
statistice. Noul organ consultativ de inalt
nivel ar trebui incurajat sd instituie un
dialog cu aceste organe ale statelor membre
si cu Comitetul pentru programul statistic
pe tema Codului bunelor practici privind
statisticile europene.

Justificare
The work of the advisory body should clearly be focused on the Code of Practice.

Amendamentul 4
Considerentul 4¢ (nou)

(4c) Pentru buna desfasurare a lucrarilor
noului organ consultativ de inalt nivel,
documentele intocmite in cadrul
evaluarilor intre egali trebuie sa cuprindad
rapoarte detaliate privind controalele
efectuate si concluziile obtinute. Organul
in cauza trebuie sa elaboreze o evaluare
de acelagsi tip pentru Comisie (Eurostat).
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Justificare

The peer review reports must be comprehensive in order to provide enough information. The
Board will provide an equivalent to the peer review on Eurostat.

Amendamentul 5
Articolul 2 alineatul (1) prima liniuta

— a ridica gradul de credibilitate a
statisticilor europene;

— a exercita un control independent
asupra Sistemului statistic european;

Justificare

Credibility results from confidence engendered by the existence of an independent overview.

Amendamentul 6
Articolul 2 alineatul (1) a doua liniuta

— a prezenta Comisiei, care il transmite
Parlamentului European si Consiliului,
un raport anual referitor la aplicarea
Codului bunelor practici privind statisticile
europene de citre Comisie (Eurostat);

— a elabora un raport anual referitor la
aplicarea Codului bunelor practici privind
statisticile europene (numit in continuare
» Codul bunelor practici”) de catre
Comisie (Eurostat), a examina rapoartele
referitoare la aplicarea Codului bunelor
practici de catre statele membre si a
include in raportul anual o evaluare a
aplicarii globale a Codului bunelor
practici si a implicatiilor acestuia asupra
Sistemului statistic european. Proiectele
de raport se transmit Comisiei inainte de a
fi prezentate la final Parlamentului
European si Consiliului,

Justificare

Clarifying the role of the Board.

Amendamentul 7
Articolul 2 alineatul (1) a treia liniuta

— a consilia Comisia in legaturd cu
masurile adecvate facilitdrii aplicarii

Codului bunelor practici privind statisticile

europene (numit in continuare ,,Codul
bunelor practici”) in Sistemul statistic

PE388.659v02-00

— a consilia Comisia in legaturd cu
masurile adecvate facilitdrii aplicarii
Codului bunelor practici in Sistemul
statistic european;
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european, in vederea imbundatdatirii
guvernantei statistice;

Amendamentul 8
Articolul 2 alineatul (1) a patra liniuta

— a consilia Comisia in cadrul lucrarilor — a consilia Comisia in legdtura cu
care trebuie sa aibd ca rezultat o marcdi de difuzarea Codului bunelor practici catre
calitate, precum si n legatura cu difuzarea utilizatorii i furnizorii de date;

Codului bunelor practici catre utilizatorii i
furnizorii de date;

Justificare

1t is proposed to defer the matter of a quality label until the effectiveness of the Board is
reviewed after three years.

Amendamentul 9
Articolul 2 alineatul (1) a cincea liniuta

— a oferi consiliere Tn vederea actualizarii — a oferi consiliere Tn vederea actualizarii
Codului bunelor practici, precum si in Codului bunelor practici.

legdtura cu regulile i principiile generale

de functionare a Sistemului statistic

european in ansamblu.

Amendamentul 10
Articolul 3 alineatul (1)

(1) Comitetul este compus din cinci (1) Comitetul este compus din sapte
membri, printre care si presedintele membri, printre care si presedintele
acestuia. Comisia (Eurostat) este acestuia, fiecare actiondnd in mod
reprezentatd, in calitate de observator. independent in raport cu Comisia

(Eurostat) si cu institutele de statisticd ale
statelor membre. Comisia (Eurostat) este
reprezentatd, in calitate de observator.

Justificare

The tasks may be onerous and unpaid, so more than five members is suggested to ensure
adequate cover.
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Amendamentul 11
Articolul 3 alineatul (2)

(2) Membrii Comitetului sunt selectati
dintr-o serie de experti deosebit de
competenti in materie de statistica i isi

indeplinesc personal sarcinile.

(2) Membrii Comitetului sunt selectati
dintr-o serie de experti deosebit de
competenti in materie de statistica, isi
indeplinesc personal sarcinile §i sunt
selectati astfel incdt competentele si
experientele lor sd fie complementare.

Amendamentul 12
Articolul 3 alineatul (3)

(3) Comisia ii numegte pe membrii
Comitetului §i pe presedintele acestuia,
dupa consultarea Parlamentului
European i a Consiliului, pentru o

perioadd de trei ani.

Comitetul poate desemna pand la doi
membri care pot fi numiti o singurd datd
pentru un nou mandat de trei ani.

(3) Consiliul propune si Parlamentul
European aprobd numirea presedintelui
Comitetului, dupd consultarea Comisiei.

Presedintele nu exercita functii in cadrul
unui institut national de statisticd, sau nu
a exercitat acest tip de functii in cursul
ultimilor doi ani.

Parlamentul European si Consiliul
numesc fiecare trei membri ai
Comitetului, dupa consultarea Comisiei.

Justificare

The appointments must be independent of the Commission. The Parliament provides greater

independence from the system.

PE388.659v02-00

Amendamentul 13
Articolul 3 alineatul (3a) (nou)

8/14

(3a) Durata normala a mandatului
presedintelui i al membrilor Comitetului
este de trei ani, mandatul putind fi
reinnoit pentru o noud perioada de trei
ani, o treime din componenta Comitetului
fiind innoitd in fiecare an (cu exceptia
presedintelui). La inceput sau in cazul
unei inlocuiri se convine ca duratele
mandatelor sa fie esalonate, astfel incdt sa
se stabileasca sau sd se mentind schema
de rulare a numirilor.
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Justificare

Continuity is important.

Amendamentul 14
Articolul 4 alineatul (2)

(2) Raportul anual al Comitetului,
mentionat la articolul 2, este publicat. In
plus, Comitetul poate decide publicarea pe
Internet a unei concluzii sau a unei
concluzii partiale, precum si a unui
document de lucru.

(2) Raportul anual al Comitetului,
mentionat la articolul 2, este publicat dupa
prezentarea sa Parlamentului European
si Consiliului. In plus, Comitetul poate
decide publicarea pe Internet a unei
concluzii sau a unei concluzii partiale,
precum si a unui document de lucru, cu
conditia ca o copie a acesteia/acestuia sa
fie comunicatd in prealabil Comisiei
(Eurostat) sau oricdrui alt organism
implicat, cu posibilitatea unui raspuns.

Amendamentul 15
Articolul 4 alineatul (3)

(3) Membrii Comitetului au obligatia de a
nu divulga informatiile in posesia carora au
intrat lucrand 1n cadrul acestuia, in cazul in
care Comisia ii informeaza ca informatiile
obtinute, avizul solicitat sau problema
supusa atentiei se referd la un subiect de
natura confidentiala.

(3) Membrii Comitetului au obligatia de a
nu divulga informatiile in posesia carora au
intrat lucrand 1n cadrul acestuia, in cazul in
care Comisia ii informeaza ca informatiile
obtinute, avizul solicitat sau problema
supusa atentiei se referd la un subiect de
naturd confidentiala justificata.

Amendamentul 16
Articolul 4 alineatul (4)

(4) Comitetul este asistat de un Secretariat
asigurat de catre Comisie. Secretarul este
numit de catre Comisie, dupd consultarea
Comitetului. Secretarul isi desfasoara
activitatea conform instructiunilor primite
din partea Comitetului.
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(4) Comitetul este asistat de un Secretariat
asigurat de catre Comisie, dar actiondnd in
mod independent in raport cu aceasta.
Secretarul este numit de catre Comisie,
dupa consultarea Comitetului. Secretarul
isi desfasoard activitatea conform
instructiunilor primite din partea
Comitetului.
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Amendamentul 17
Atrticolul 4a (nou)
Articolul 4a
Bilant

La trei ani de la instituirea Consiliului
consultativ, se va realiza un bilant al
rolului §i al eficacitatii acestuia, precum
si 0 evaluare a oportunitatii de a crea o
marcd de calitate.
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EXPUNERE DE MOTIVE

This directive proposes the setting up of a European Statistical Advisory Board. It aims to
address two issues: Robustness of the European Statistical System and public confidence in
that system.

The European Statistical System consists of the national statistical offices of member states
and Eurostat. Statistics are used for many purposes, including by the ECB for economic
analysis. In the event of erroneous statistical data from Member States, this will in turn cause
error in the output statistics of Eurostat. In order to minimise such risk a code of practice on
statistical procedures has been compiled and is in the process of being implemented by the
statistical offices of Member States and Eurostat. Adherence to the code of practice by
national statistical offices will be checked by peer review in which the statistical office of
each Member State is reviewed for its adherence to the code by the statistical office of another
Member State and Eurostat.

The proposed function of the Board is to have an oversight of how well the code of practice is
being applied and to propose modifications or additions should a need become evident from
the overview. Eurostat will de facto have an overview because it will have been involved in
all the peer reviews: the provision of a Board provides an additional oversight that is external
to the European statistical system of the national offices and Eurostat.

A second function of the Board is to review Eurostat's implementation of the code of practice.
Theoretically this could be done, mirroring the reviews of the national offices, by pairs of
national statistical offices. However introducing the external element into Eurostat's review
introduces potential for new insight into the peer reviews conducted by Member States and
Eurostat.

The question arises as to how much checking the Board should be able to do of the national
Statistical Offices. On the one hand, Eurostat data is only as good as the input data from
national offices. However the code of practice and peer review with Eurostat as the common
party in all the reviews is the mechanism that has been set up to check the national offices.
The Board then reviews Eurostat's application of the code of practice in order to complete the
final link in the review process of individual office procedures. Following that the Board can
then examine all the reports on the reviews of the national offices and its own report of
Eurostat in order to draw conclusions on the operation of the system as a whole and of the
application of the code of practice. For this to work it is essential that the peer review
documentation includes substantial reports of the checks and conclusions. It is understood this
is presently the procedure although not over so many questions as are in the code of practice.
It is important that introducing more questions does not reduce the level of reporting on
individual aspects.

At present I have not proposed extending the oversight of the Board into investigations within
the national statistical offices on the basis that this should be covered by the peer review.
However, most Member States have advisory bodies or committees, or are introducing such
bodies, that include representatives of users and providers of statistical information and it
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seems appropriate that a dialogue with those bodies on relevant issues should be encouraged
and also with the European Statistical Advisory Committee which is being established
contemporaneously with the Board. I am also proposing that the effectiveness of the Board is
reviewed after three years at which stage the Board should be able to indicate whether they
consider there is a need for any further access or information.

With regard to peer review of the code of practice, it seems correct that Eurostat should have
a comparable review to a peer review by the Board. However, since reviews of procedures are
necessarily dynamic matters, it is also proper for the Commission to be able to respond to
findings of the Board before they are made public. Hence I propose that a draft report is
transmitted to the Commission, with an opportunity to respond, before submission to the
Council and Parliament. I do not agree that the Board should report as a formal matter to the
Commission, it must be independent.

The supervisory Board of Eurostat is composed of the Heads of the statistical offices of
Member States. Hence the only institution that is independent of the statistical system is the
Parliament. For this reason it is important that the Parliament plays a role in the appointments.
I have taken the view that the Council and Parliament should be responsible for the formal
appointment of the Board and receive the formal report of the Board. This establishes that the
Board is independent of the Commission. For similar reasons I also consider that the
chairperson should not be someone from, or recently from, a Member State statistical office.

The Board has to be seen to be independent of Eurostat and so while they may well propose
suitable individuals for consideration, it must be possible for the Parliament and Council to
choose others. In practice the selection could be by consensus, but formally I propose that the
appointments be by the Council and Parliament after consultation with the Commission.

There are no proposals for remuneration of the members of the Board and it could be
suggested that payment from the Commission budget undermines the independence of the
board. However the job may also be onerous and time consuming and without remuneration
substantially restricts those ready to undertake such a commitment. Likely appointees may
include those with experience in national or international statistical offices and also
academics. It is certainly necessary to have a mix of complementary skills. In view of the
tasks I suggest giving consideration to whether the number of Board Members needs to be
more than five. With only five an illness or inability to give time due to other duties could be
damaging to the function of the Board. Hence I propose that the number be increased to 7 and
I suggest that ideally it should include a representative from an international body such as the
ECB or OECD.

For reasons of independence the maximum term of office on the Board should be limited;
ideally members should serve a term of 3 years renewable once to a maximum of 6 years. For
reasons of continuity appointment should be staggered, which does mean than on set up, or in
the event of a replacement, a shorter initial term of appointment for some members will be
needed.

Additionally, the Board will need to have a strong and independent secretariat.

There are some restrictions relating to secrecy and that the Commission can request certain
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matters not to be made public. This is a request that should be justifiable and not used
routinely.

Finally, the Commission proposed that there should be a 'quality label'. This is primarily to
help establish public confidence. It seems premature for that to be established at the outset,
especially in the context of my proposal for a review after three years. Therefore I suggest that
the review also addresses the matter of introduction of a quality label.
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