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	European Commission position on points
of the European Economic and Social Committee (EESC) opinion considered as essential

	Points 1.5 and 5.2:
[bookmark: _Hlk181891285]Regarding the proposed inclusion of a ‘fifth pillar’ in the Rule of Law Report, dedicated to the Single Market dimension of the rule of law, as announced by President von der Leyen announced in her Political Guidelines, since 2025 the Commission added a Single Market dimension to the Report to address rule of law issues affecting companies, especially small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs), operating across borders. Aspects relevant for the functioning of the single market are covered in all country chapters, across the four pillars of the report. This evolution of the Report has allowed the Commission to examine issues affecting the Single Market in depth and in a structured manner. In developing the single market dimension in the Rule of Law report, the Commission has adapted its methodology to involve Member States and businesses with a dedicated outreach and a questionnaire to provide written feedback. Particular attention was paid to ensure consistency and complementarity with other tools, such as the European Semester, the Annual Single market and competitiveness report and the Single Market Scoreboard.
Points 1.6, 4.3 and 5.3:
Regarding the length of infringement procedures and EU Pilot dialogues, a greater use of EU Pilot dialogues and the time needed by Member States to comply with a judgment of the Court: The complexity of an infringement case, combined with the need to ensure that Member States are given a fair opportunity to respond to the Commission’s concerns and, eventually, comply with EU law, can lead to delays. Reducing the length of infringement proceedings requires a joint effort by the parties involved, both the Commission and Member States. This strengthened collaboration is the high point of the Communication on implementation and simplification ‘A simpler and faster Europe’ issued by the Commission on 11 February 2025.
The Commission’s enforcement work needs to be looked at not only from the perspective of its handling speed. It must also stand up to legal scrutiny and have a real impact on the ground. The Court of Justice has repeatedly acknowledged the Commission’s discretion in deciding on the timing of the different steps it takes in an infringement procedure. Furthermore, it should be recalled that the purpose of the infringement procedure is to put an end to a breach of EU law. The Commission is committed to continuing its efforts to streamline its processes in this area, including for EU Pilot dialogues, without compromising the quality and effectiveness of its enforcement work. The Commission has repeatedly recognised the value and success of the EU Pilot dialogue (see for example its 2022 Communication ‘Enforcing EU law for a Europe that delivers’[footnoteRef:2]). The time needed for Member States to comply with judgments of the Court of Justice of the EU depends on several factors. For example, cases where EU law is not correctly applied tend to be more time-consuming since they often involve systemic problems requiring developments over time (e.g. restoration of nature, putting in place infrastructure, etc.). [2:  	COM(2022) 518 final (https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52022DC0518).] 

As regards the Single Market, the Commission has increasingly addressed obstacles with the use of various proactive and cooperative mechanisms, which is often an effective and faster way ensure the proper functioning of the Single Market before needing to resort to infringement procedures. Good results have been achieved with the use of Single Market Task Force (SMET) established in 2020, or with the cross-border problem-solving tool SOLVIT. The Commission’s Single Market Strategy of 21 May 2025[footnoteRef:3] also recognised that political reinforcement was needed to further empower SMET with an annual high-level political meeting. This meeting will bring together Member States’ ministers responsible for the Single Market, high-level Single Market Sherpas and the Commission’s Executive Vice-President in charge of the Single Market. The Strategy also makes it clear that, where this cooperative approach fails, the Commission will not hesitate to make full use of its enforcement tools. In addition to ensuring enforcement in response to significant breaches of EU law indicated by stakeholders, the focus will be on proactive and strategic enforcement of Single Market rules. The Commission will identify priority policy areas and present them in an annual Single Market enforcement agenda, conduct a systematic investigation into the implementation and application of Single Market rules in these areas, and where appropriate, launch infringement procedures in a coordinated manner. [3:  	COM(2025) 500 final (https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52025DC0500).] 

Regarding complainants, the Commission recalls that the primary purpose of the infringement procedure is to ensure that the Member States give effect to EU law in the general interest, not to provide individual redress. A judgment by the Court of Justice is addressed to a Member State and can only indirectly address an individual’s problem. The Court of Justice cannot order the Member State to pay damages to an individual adversely affected by an infringement of EU law. If complainants wish to seek compensation or have a national measure annulled, they must still take their case to a national court. Once the Member State remedies the breach of EU law for which an infringement procedure had been launched, the Commission has no choice but to close the case.
For the single market, SOLVIT was created as an informal tool to help private individuals, (mobile) workers and businesses to help solve concrete problems they encounter because of the breach of EU law by public authorities in a cross-border context. The information provided in the Opinion on the resolution rate of SOLVIT complaints is not factually correct and does not correspond to the data provided in the Single Market Scoreboard. In 2024, the network dealt with 3 339 cases of which 2 590 cases were solved. Of these more than 2 500 solved cases only 16 cases took longer than a year to address.

Point 5.4:
As announced in the 2025 Commission’s Work Programme, the Commission adopted its the first-ever EU Strategy for Civil Society on 12 November 2025. The Strategy provides a framework for action at EU and Member State level, focusing on strengthening meaningful engagement with civil society organisations, and protecting them and supporting them in their day-to-day activities. The creation of the Civil Society Platform is one of the key deliverables proposed under the Strategy. The objective of the Platform is to create a structured framework for dialogue between the Commission and those civil society organisations and human rights defenders working in the areas of upholding EU values, fundamental rights, democracy and the rule of law. In addition, the Platform will increase transparency and accessibility of information on existing dialogues with CSOs across all policy areas. Following its adoption, the Commission is now working on the implementation the Strategy, the setting up of the Platform and the advancement several other deliverables from the Strategy.
In this context, the Commission recognises the important role of the European Economic and Social Committee (EESC) in representing a broad range of civil society interests. 
The Commission is committed to ensuring alignment between its respective engagements with civil society and those of the EESC, ensuring that its efforts complement existing consultation and participation mechanisms. 
The Commission stands ready to continue its dialogue and cooperation with the EESC on the set-up and functioning of the Platform, including on the EESC’s involvement. 
Regarding the call for the dialogue with civil society to include the economic dimension of the rule of law, it is recalled that the Commission encourages stakeholders to discuss the findings of the Rule of Law Report, including those relevant for the functioning of the single market. 
Together with the Fundamental Rights Agency, the Commission has been supporting such discussion through national Rule of Law Dialogues, which have already taken place in twelve Member States, with further dialogues planned.



