
* * 
ir 

* * 

* * * 
r̂ 

* * * 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION 
IMPACT ASSESSMENT BOARD 

1 8 ~07~ 2008 
Brussels, 
D(2008) ^ ^ ^ V 

Opinion 

Title Impact Assessment on the EU Action Plan on drugs 

RESUBMISSION 

(draft version of 4 July 2008) 

Lead DG JLS 

1) Impact Assessment Board Opinion 

(A) Context 

The EU Drugs Strategy (2005-2012), endorsed in December 2004 by the European 
Council, sets the framework, objectives and priorities for all drug-related activities in the 
EU by means of two consecutive four-year Drug Action Plans to be brought forward by 
the Commission. The first of these Action Plans, the EU Action Plan on Drugs (2005-
2008), was endorsed in 2005 and stipulates that the Commission should prepare an 
evaluation and an impact assessment on which to build the new Action Plan. The present 
IA report delivers on this requirement Implementation of most of the activities is the 
responsibility of the Member States, with the Community either having a complementary 
role (e.g. in public health) or a specific mandate on some issues (e.g. prevention of the 
diversion of chemical precursors used for the manufacturing of illicit drugs and the 
prevention of money laundering). 

(B) Positive aspects 

Improvements have been made following the recommendations in the first Opinion of the 
IAB. The problem definition has been strengthened by presenting the evaluation of the 
implementation of the EU Drugs Action Plan (2005-2008) and a consistent outline of 
new trends in the drug situation. 

(C) Main recommendations for improvements 

The recommendations below are listed in order of descending importance. 

General recommendation: The IA report has been improved by presenting the 
outcomes of the evaluation of the first Action Plan and using these as a basis for 
analysis. For each combination of problem and objective that was selected for 
further analysis, the report should darify the actions that are envisaged under each 
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of the three options. Furthermore the main results of the consultations with 
stakeholders should be presented. 

(1) The report should clarify how the examples for further analysis were selected, 
and set out the actions which address these issues. The report has been improved by 
presenting the results of the evaluation and building the problem definition and objectives 
on these results. While it is appreciated that not all issues raised in the evaluation can be 
analysed in detail in the IA report, the report should clarify whether the ten "examples" 
selected for further analysis in Section 3 are the most important issues or whether they 
were selected on different grounds. For each combination of problem and objective the 
report should specify what action addressing these is contained in each of the three policy 
options. This information can be presented in an expanded version of the tables which 
were introduced in Section 3. 

(2) The report should provide an overview of the results of consultations with 
stakeholders. In addition to the list of stakeholders which have been consulted and a 
description of the process, the report should provide a better overview of the main results 
of the consultation. The overview should be presented in the main body of the report, 
with references made to more detailed reports in the annex or elsewhere. 

(D) Procedure and presentation 

As the report assesses impacts of a wide range of action, it is acceptable that it somewhat 
exceeds the 30 page limit. However, the length of the report could be reduced, for 
example by transferring the tables with detailed information from Section 5 to the annex, 
leaving in the main part of report the summary of the main findings. 
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