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Conclusion/effects
I

0 Effects:

O More inter-parliamentary cooperation and coordination
O More information exchange between parliaments
O Increased role of staff

0 Use of a “multi-parliamentary field”

0 Recommendations:
O COSAC meetings “new style”
O Integrated (but selective) approach
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Findings
— _

3. Conditions for the use of the EWM
At the national level

o Very country-specific

o A mix of:

I “Role perception”
O “Cost-benefit analysis”

m Political salience

m MP who plays role of a “pusher”
O Administrative capacity

®m Role and number of staff



Findings

2. Use of political dialogue
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Findings

FEEE N
1. Instruments and procedures
For control over the national government

o Different types of instruments:
o Information rights

o “Mandating” respective Council representation, and follow-up after Council
negotiations

g “Rapporteurs” or “Europromoters”
o Other parliamentary instruments, such as question time

0 Key differences between parliaments:
O Timing
o “Mainstreaming”
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Framework of the study
T
What?

o Commissioned by the Tweede Kamer

o Objective: probing into the functioning and effects of
national parliamentary instruments after the Lisbon

Treaty, with the objective of enhancing no:ﬁ_g_ over EU
decision making

0 Scope/Focus: reasoned opinions, conditions for yellow
card, political dialogue and use of national instruments

0 Purpose: “lessons” to be drawn
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