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EU action to cross-border aspects. It should better explain why the presented cost
estimates do not differ. In this respect, it should better explain why it is assumed that
the uptake would be similar even though the options have different scopes. It should
consider using some estimates (e.g. economic benefits) from the analysis of option PO3
(additional national legal form), given that PO1b and PO3 essentially regulate the same
cross-border aspects.

(3) The comparison of options should provide a more granular analysis, so that the
differences between the options in terms of effectiveness and efficiency come out in a
clearer and more detailed manner, including in the comparison table. The comparison
of efficiency, including in terms of Benefit-Cost-Ratios, should be informed by more
quantitative information. The scoring methodology used for comparing the options
should be explained, in particular, given the similar scoring among the options.

(4) The report should clearly differentiate the assessment of options on proportionality
from the one on subsidiarity, including in the comparison table. On subsidiarity, the
report should better explain the different scoring between the option creating the
European cross-border association (PO1b) and the one creating an additional national
legal form of association designed for a cross-border membership and/or cross-border
purposes or activities (PO3) given that both options seem to prescribe at EU level the
same cross-border aspects. The scores in the comparison summary table should be
adapted accordingly.

The Board notes the estimated costs and benefits of the preferred option in this initiative,
as summarised in the attached quantification tables.

(D) Conclusion

The DG must take these recommendations into account before launching the
interservice consultation.
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cost): EUR 650
Total: EUR 2 150 excess cost
reduction per launch

- as of year 5, the policy
intervention can be expected to be
fully effective and to produce the
maximum expected results.

A key benefit of the preferred
policy option 1s that it might lead to
a lesser need to fully establish in
other Member States and even if the
requirements would be largely the
same. This affects all components,
from internal setup costs to external
advisory needs and information
gathering costs.

Compared to the operation costs,
the setup costs will only affect new
cross-border (potential estimated)
associations and will not affect the
existing ones.

Adjustment cost

n/a

There will be a need for adjustment
(one-off) for the associations taking
the new legal form. These have
however not emerged to be
significant in the analysis (IA
study).



















