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the Single Permit Directive, considering the results of the fitness check on EU migration
policies and the political feasibility for introducing further changes in the shared
competence policy area of legal migration. Clarifying the scope of the revision would also
allow the establishment of a clearer logic for the intervention (linking problems, objectives
and options) and management of expectations for what can realistically be achieved thanks
to the proposed measures.

(2) The report should explain better the underlying reasons justifying the proposed further
harmonisation in the procedure to issue single permits for third-country nationals to reside
and work in an EU Member State. It should clarify the need to create a more level playing
field for procedures and privileges that are inherently Member-State specific and have little
cross-border impact. It should take into account that labour-market needs for migration are
very different across Member States.

(3) Narrowing down and better justifying the scope of the revision would help structure
the options better. By discarding from the outset the issues and measures related to self-
employed and to mid- and low-skilled workers, the options could be structured around the
key thematic areas of the Directive, rather than around policy-delivery instruments. This
way, the options would be better linked with the identified problems. The baseline option
should become more dynamic by integrating the likely outcomes of the ongoing
infringement procedures and reflect the various rulings of the Court of Justice. Moreover,
the range of assessed measures should be expanded to consider alternative solutions per
thematic area, including those proposed by stakeholders (for instance for sanctions and
inspections). Following this approach, preferred options should be identified by thematic
problem area and then combined into a preferred policy package.

(4) The depth of the EU labour market impact analysis of the revision should be aligned
with the expectations about the likely inflow of third-country nationals wishing to work in
the EU. If this is expected to be high, the analysis should be more granular and consider
the specific needs and conditions in individual Member States. If however, it is expected to
remain constant, the narrative should be adjusted to reflect the lower expectations.

(5) The report should better assess the impacts on national administrations, including the
measures, resources and time necessary to allow them effectively to conduct all the
necessary procedures to award the single permit within four months.

(6) Views of stakeholders should be more systematically presented and considered in the
report. The report should better differentiate between the views of Member States and
other types of stakeholders, giving more visibility to minority or dissenting positions. More
attention should be given to alternative proposals put forward by stakeholders by either
providing a more detailed explanation for discarding them or by including them in the
analysis.

The Board notes the estimated costs and benefits of the preferred option in this initiative,
as summarised in the attached quantification tables.

Some more technical comments have been sent directly to the author DG.




() Conclusion

The DG must revise the report in accordance with the Board’s findings before
launching the interservice consultation.

If there are any changes in the choice or design of the preferred option in the final
version of the report, the DG may need to further adjust the attached quantification

tables to reflect this.
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Measure |costs 700,000 50,000

2.7 (200,000) (11,000)
Indirect| n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
costs

Policy Direct 0 0 0 0 200,000 - 300,000 -

Measure costs 1,000,000 | 12,000,000

2.8 (400,000) | (3,000,000)
Indirect| n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
costs

Policy Direct 0 0 0 0 n/al n/a’

Measure |costs

2.9 Indirect| n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
costs

Policy Direct 0 0 0 0 n/a’ n/a’

Measure |costs

211 Indirect| n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
costs

Policy Direct 0 0 0 0 300,000 - 40,000 -

Measure CO‘S’: 3,000,000 | 500,000

2.12 (1,000,000) | (100,000)
Indirect| n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
costs

Note: average estimates are provided in brackets. Please note that estimates have been
reported to the nearest ten thousand, hundred thousand or million (as necessary)

! Quantification was not possible
2 Quantification was not possible
3 Quantification was not possible
4 Quantification was not possible
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