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Member of Cabinet 
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CA.02 RM/mp-SV 1859837 

Dear Dr Godwin and Mr Akse, 

Thank you for your letter of 11 February to First Vice-President Timmermans. Please accept 
our apologies for the delay in replying to you. 

The Better Regulation Package adopted on 19 May 2015 presents a change in Commission 
better regulation practices, in particular, making the way we work more transparent and 
accountable. 

Stakeholders have the opportunity to provide input to the ongoing policy development work, 
including the accompanying impact assessment. They also have the possibility to provide 
feedback right from the start of the Commission's work on new initiatives, evaluations and 
fitness checks when the Commission publishes corresponding roadmaps and inception impact 
assessments: http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulationyroadmaps/index en.htm. Every impact 
assessment should include a 12-week internet-based public consultation covering all of the 
main elements of the IA as part of a broader consultation strategy to target relevant 
stakeholders and evidence. 

Once the Commission has adopted the proposal, stakeholders have eight weeks to provide 
feedback on the proposal and, where applicable, the accompanying impact assessment: 
http://ec.europa.eu/transparencv/regdoc/?fuseaction=list&documentTvpe=:FEEDBACK&· 
Any feedback received may be published on the European Commission webpage and 
summarised and presented to the European Parliament and Council, with the aim of feeding 
into the legislative debate. 

./. 
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I invite the Impact Assessment Institute to use these opportunities to provide valuable input to 
Commission impact assessments, including on the issues related to data availability and 
modelling. 

I would also like to point out that the Better Regulation guidelines require impact assessments 
to be transparent about the methodological choices made to assess the impacts. More 
specifically, the choices made in the selection of relevant impacts and in the analytical 
methods should be clearly justified in the annexes. 

Data sources should be provided and the underlying assumptions illustrated in relation to any 
quantification. When an impact assessment relies on modelling, a dedicated annex on 
analytical models used should be included (see Tool #8 Format of the IA report). These 
aspects are, among others, reviewed by the Regulatory Scrutiny Board. The RSB is 
nevertheless independent as to when issuing a positive or a negative opinion on a particular 
impact assessment. 

Yours sincerely, 

Riccardo MAGGI 

Electronically signed on 15/04/2016 17:15 (UTC+02) in accordance with article 4.2 (Validity of electronic documents) of Commission Decision 2004/563


