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The president moved that the Committee turn to agenda item 17 - adoption of an opinion on the

The economic dimension of the Rule of Law
Own-initiative opinion.

The preliminary work had been carried out by the Section for the Single Market, Production and Consumption (president: Ms Sandra Parthie). The rapporteur was Ms Christa Schweng.

The rapporteur presented the opinion. Respecting Rule of Law is key for investments and trade to rely on fair competition for the benefit of businesses and consumers. Protectionist measures go against the equal treatment principle. EESC advocates the inclusion of the 5th pillar in the European Commission Rule of Law Report - to include the economic dimension of Rule of Law.

In the ensuing debate, the following issues were raised:

· Opinion highlights issues that we stress as basic principles of EU (Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union (TEU)). Law must stand and triumph. Rule of Law has practical benefits for all. If there is no stable legal framework for businesses to operate, the businesses will not invest and we will not have the benefits of the economic growth. Legal certainty is a basic value.
· We need to protect the collective interests of the whole of society. All economic actors need to respect the Rule of Law. Strong legal protection is needed for all.

Mr Stefano Palmieri spoke in support of proposed amendments and presented them.
He asked two proposed amendments (AM 1 and AM 2) to be accepted. With the current text we are violating the Article 19 of the Treaties, he stated and quoted REX/501 opinion as reference in relation to this.

Ms Mariya Mincheva spoke against the proposed amendments (AM 1 and AM 2).
Achmea ruling is creating a gap, is a simple statement of the section opinion. The section opinion states in addition that this gap is to be filled in by an alternative solution system.

The Assembly then examined the opinion on the basis of the amendment tabled by Cinzia Del Rio, 
Bernardo Hernández Bataller, Andrea Mone, José Antonio Moreno Díaz,  Alessandro Mostaccio,  Berivan Öngörur,  Angelo Pagliara,  Stefano Palmieri, and Ozlem Yildirim (EESC-2025-00003-01-00-AMP-TRA).

a)	Point 2.9 (Amendment 1)

Delete point:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	According to the judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) in the Achmea case[1], the arbitration clauses included in bilateral investment treaties between Member States are invalid, because only the CJEU has jurisdiction to interpret EU law. The EESC believes that the removal of bilateral arbitration clauses between Member States leaves a gap in the rule of law[2].
[1] https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A62016CJ0284.
[2] Achmea versus the rule of law: CJEU’s dogmatic dismissal of investors’ rights in backsliding Member States of the European Union.
	



The amendment was rejected by the rapporteur and was put to vote. The amendment was accepted by the Assembly by 97 votes to 88, with six abstentions.

b)	Point 4.5 (Amendment 3)

Add new point:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	
	Legal protection and enforcement of the law are as well key elements for workers and consumers. Access to justice enables individuals to protect themselves against infringements of their rights, to remedy civil wrongs, to hold executive power accountable and to defend themselves in criminal proceedings. Currently, access to justice is still hampered by many obstacles, especially for migrants and mobile workers. For these reasons, legal aid, reversal of burden of proof, class action and other measure that enable people to protect themselves against infringements of their rights should be strengthened.



The following compromise was proposed by the rapporteur and accepted by the movers of the amendment and the Assembly:

	Section opinion
	Compromise

	
	Legal protection and enforcement of the law are as well key elements for workers and consumers. Access to justice enables individuals to protect themselves against infringements of their rights, to remedy civil wrongs, to hold executive power accountable and to defend themselves in criminal proceedings. Currently, access to justice is still hampered by many obstacles, especially for migrants and mobile workers.




c)	Point 5.4 (Amendment 2)

Delete point:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	The EESC calls for the gap[1] left by the CJEU’s Achmea judgment with regard to investment protection between Member States to be filled by alternative dispute resolution mechanisms, such as an ombudsman system, a dedicated chamber at the CJEU for investment protection, or the establishment of a system based on SOLVIT.
[1] See footnote 10.
	



The amendment was rejected by the rapporteur and was put to vote. The amendment was accepted by the Assembly by 97 votes to 88, with six abstentions.

The opinion was adopted by 189 votes to six, with three abstentions. 
_____________
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