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Chair's Summary of the Day and Closing Statement  

 
(Number shows time elapsed on the afternoon recording at start of the intervention) 
 
2:47:00 Bill Stow – Summary of the Day 
   
Objectives of Better Regulation 
• Better Regulation does not mean, or need to mean, a lowering of environmental 

standards, but can enhance those standards, even if others pursue it for other reasons.  
• There are strong positive and negative reasons why so many people are here at this 

time to discuss the way forward for Better Regulation: 
o As John Hontelez said, no-one is interested in legislation that does not work and if 

there is strong business acceptance of legislation, then good compliance is more 
likely. 

o As Timo Makela pointed out, without the Impact Assessment work on the health 
benefits of the Air Pollution Thematic Strategy and REACH, we could not have 
agreed those ambitious policies. 

o We can use Impact Assessment to push greater integration of environment into 
other policy areas – something critical for environment policy goals. If we can 
show ourselves that environment considerations can be backed by evidence, we 
can show the way for other policy areas. 

o As Peter Carl noted, if we impose burdens that business do not understand, it will 
generate more opposition to further policy development 

o There is a sense of political pressure from competitiveness, even though that 
debate has changed in 6 months, environment has been singled out as an easy 
target, though it imposes relatively little administrative burden. By going on the 
offensive we can tackle administrative issues and show – as Barbara Young did 
with the Prague Statement – the positive economic benefits from environment 
policy. 

 
Actions for Better Regulation 
• It would be good to take a consolidated view on the policy process, from the gleam in 

the eye of the Eurocrat onwards. We need to be clearer on priorities and focus on 
tackling the major risks. 

• We need to take an integrated view of how new legislation fits with existing legislation, 
by looking at how legislation will seem through the eyes of the regulated.   

• Consultation must be effective, with real engagement from those involved – all through 
the cycle of the legislative process. 

• Particularly struck by Marianne Wenning's point about the need for greater stakeholder 
engagement and for facts, not only opinions, something applicable for both civil society 
and Member States. 

• On the legislative process, we need to know how to build in the impact assessment 
through the process, not with rival IAs from different European institutions but finding 
ways for each to build the impact assessment as changes are made to Commission 
proposals, both the impacts and the feasibility of implementation – something which is 
often ignored in the mad rush at the end of negotiation. We should think of a solution. 

• There was no solution to the balance between flexibility and harmonisation – but the 
appropriate balance needs to be thought about for each policy instrument. 

• Communication of information and education, for authorities and the regulated, on new 
legislation is very important for their success. 

• As regulators often take a risk-averse approach to implementation – if there was a 
greater risk-based approach to infraction proceedings by the Commission, this might 



remove some of the unnecessarily heavy implementation as part of the approach to 
Better Regulation. 

• The Commission has put forward good suggestions on ways to reduce administrative 
burden in monitoring and evaluation – on the need for a more holistic approach to 
reporting, looking at outputs needed, not so much on inputs.  

• Whilst we have not yet had any specific suggestions on target areas for reducing burden 
by 25%, we can explore further the points made on the difference between compliance 
costs and admin costs and ensuring burdens are not only passed from administrations 
to business. 

• If there are further ideas –the more specific the better - direct them to the Commission 
as we do now need to tackle these issues. Probably do need to underpin the Dimas 
communication to Barroso with some sort of communication for discussion in Parliament 
and Council, something which is an action plan with more detail on which actions 
different parties can make, the timetables – and responsibilities for those in specific 
policy areas and the way to integrate those. 

 
 
3:01:58 Timo Makela - Closing Statement and Next Steps 
 
• We will summarise these discussions, for circulation to all participants.  
• The Commission are in the process of mapping the issues on Better Regulation – and 

have put forward our approach.  
• We would very much welcome other institutions and stakeholders to buy into this 

process and develop a document that shows the way forward. This conference should 
not be a one off event, but should be a process by which we discuss actions. 

• Whilst challenges are complex, the issue will not go away and there are benefits to be 
reaped. There is a limit to what each one of us can do alone, which is where an 
identification of the different roles of different stakeholders and joint action is important. 

• From the discussions of the summary document coming out of the conference, we 
suggest to develop a more specific document, for presentation after the summer break. 

• We do have to be aware of not creating too much administrative burden from this 
exercise. 

• Please do send your suggestions for action to the Commission. 
    
  
 


