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(B) Summary of findings

The Board notes the additional useful information provided in advance of the
meeting and commitments to make changes to the report.

However, the report still contains some shortcomings. The Board gives a positive
opinion with reservations because it expects the DG to rectify the following aspects:

(1) The problem analysis does not sufficiently draw on available evidence.

(2) The report is not sufficiently clear on the link between the problems, the policy
objectives and the policy options (i.e. the intervention logic).

(3) The impact analysis and the comparison of options are incomplete. The
preferred option does not correspond to the analysis and relies on unclear
criteria.

(C) What to improve

(1) The problem analysis needs to be reinforced by making better use of all available
evidence, mcluding contributions from stakeholders. It should clarify how it links to the
findings of the evaluation. The analysis should better reflect what deficiencies and gaps the
initiative aims to solve. It should better distinguish between the shortcomings of the current
Regulation and the new challenges and problems that require a revision. It could explain
why the problem analysis deviates from the six themes of the review mechanism.

(2) The report should provide a clearer intervention logic, demonstrating the link between
the problems, the policy objectives and the policy options. In particular, it should clarify
the problem (driver) that corresponds to the fundamental rights objective. It should further
explain the link between the problem analysis and the proposed institutional changes and
evaluation format. More detail should be provided on how thematic evaluations could
improve the current evaluation practice and how the new governance scheme would
achieve a better institutional balance.

(3) The report presents a preferred combination of measures, which has not been assessed
separately and which deviates from the results of the main options analysis. To enhance
clarity, the preferred package of measures should be included as a self-standing option. Tt
should be assessed against clear criteria to better substantiate the final choice of preferred
option. In this context, considerations regarding political and legal feasibility should be
brought out more clearly. The report should better explain what the fundamental political
choices are for the different options.

(4) The report should further elaborate on the impact analysis. For each option, including
the preferred one, it should outline all significant impacts on the different categories of
stakeholders that will potentially be affected. It should provide justification for all
estimates and explain how the calculations were made. It should also analyse how the
preferred option compares to other options against the assessment criteria.

(5) The REFIT dimension should be clarified, explaining how the initiative would
enhance simplification and reduce administrative burdens. The report should explain how
it intends to alleviate the impact on human resources that is a concern raised by several
stakeholders.

(6) Stakeholder opinions should be reflected throughout the report, especially where their
views differ on specific issues.
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