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Disclaimer
The content of this course is for training purposes only. All information provided is of a general nature only and is not
intended to address the circumstances of any particular individual or entity. Any time there is a conflict or discrepancy
between the information provided in this course and information in an official regulation or Agency document, the latter
prevails.

Despite every effort to ensure the accuracy of the information provided, it may contain occasional inadvertent inaccuracies or
typographical errors. Any error brought to our attention will be promptly corrected. In no event shall EASA be liable for any
incidental or consequential damages, even if EASA has been informed of the possibility thereof. The content may be subject
to changes at any time without prior notice. To the maximum extent permitted by law, EASA is not liable (whether in contract,
negligence or otherwise) for any loss or damage arising from the use of these materials.

All training materials, including any documentation, publications, software programs, and other information provided by or
on behalf of EASA are furnished on an "as-is" basis, without warranty of any kind, whether express, implied, statutory or
otherwise especially as to its quality, reliability, currency, accuracy or fitness for purpose.

Ownership of all copyright and other intellectual property rights contained within the EASA training material, including any
documentation, data, technical information and know-how provided as part of the training, remain vested in EASA. None of
the materials provided may be used, reproduced or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic or mechanical,
including recording or the use of any information storage and retrieval system, without the written permission from EASA. All
logo, copyrights, trademarks and registered trademarks in these training materials are the property of their respective
owners.
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 Understanding of an impact assessment and how it is integrated 
in EASA/European Union decision-making process

 Evaluate the possibilities to perform an impact assessment for the 
MRA-FCL in order to assist the decision-making

Objectives for the session
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Contents

Overview of the impact assessment with practical 
examples from EASA 

Brainstorming on the potential use of impact 
assessment to support the MRA FCL
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Part 1

Overview of impact assessment with 
practical examples
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What is an impact assessment (IA)?

IA collects evidence to assess 
if future legislative or non-
legislative action is justified 
and how such action can be 
best designed to achieve the 
policy objectives.  

How to regulate better?
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 Evidence-based policy making

 Transparency

 Clarify trade-offs

 IA is not the decision!

Why doing an IA?
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Impact assessment: integral part of Better regulation
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Better regulation

https://youtu.be/3Y7d2_dqTvM
https://youtu.be/3Y7d2_dqTvM
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Impact 
Assessment

Monitoring

Review of 
actions 

How to correct  a decision ?

What are the steps for transparent decision-
making?
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What are the main principles in the impact 
assessment?

Proportionality

• The effort 
spent on IA 
has to be 
proportionate 
to the size of 
the problem 
and its 
consequences

Transparency

• The results of 
the impact 
assessment 
are published

Participatory 
approach

• Stakeholders 
contribute to 
the 
development 
of the impact 
assessment
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Better regulation in EASA

Better 
Regulation 
elements

Objectives

Measurement
tools

(KPIs, SPIs, …)

Before action: 
Impact 

Assessment

After action: 
Monitoring 

Evaluation

Best Intervention Strategy

Regulatory Impact Assessment

Consultation 

(evidence and feedback from stakeholders)

These Better Regulation elements are used to define the actions 

in the European Plan for Aviation Safety

to support a safe aviation activity, environmental friendly and cost-
efficient.
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ICAO 
“All new or revised Standards and Recommended Practices need to be accompanied with an 
implementation task list and outline of guidance material as well as an impact assessment form”. 

European Commission and Member States
“The Commission's impact assessment system assesses environmental, social and economic impacts of a 
range of policy options thereby mainstreaming sustainability into Union policymaking”. 

 Federal Aviation Administration (USA)
During the development of the rulemaking procedure “Communication should be fluid and open for the 
purpose of obtaining a thorough understanding of the problem, evaluate the technical implications and 
cost impact of the action under consideration”. 

 ASEAN Consultative Committee on Standards & Quality (https://www.asean.org) 
Guidelines for the Development of Mutual Recognition Arrangements 
The successful development and conclusion of an MRA requires a substantial investment in time and 
energy by the Member States. It is thus recommended that a demonstrable justification of the benefits is 
established prior to commencement of the development. The justification should be based on an 
investigation of the impact, costs and benefits to be derived from the intended MRAs.

Are we the only ones to do impact assessment?

https://www.asean.org/
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Usage of impact assessment in EASA/EU
EASA European Commission
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When do we need impact assessment? 

Do impact assessment Do not need impact assessment

• Significant impacts are 
expected 

• Significant number of 
stakeholder are concerned

• Tasks/issues are 
controversial and/or 
complex  

• Very negligible impacts 
• Limited impact on few 

stakeholders
• Issue/task is neither controversial

nor complex
• (EASA) Recurrent rulemaking, 

updating of rules, no options 
available for the Agency
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What are the steps?



17

1  Issue Analysis

2  Objectives

3  Options

4  Impact analysis

5  Conclusion

IA Process RIA chapters

Iterative

process

The process for an IA = content of an IA
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1  Analyse the issue

2  Define objectives

3  Develop Options

4  Analyse impacts

5 Conclusion

IA steps
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All this 
provides input 

for the 
(dynamic) 
baseline 
scenario

What is the background? 

What are the problems?

What is the scale of the problems?

What are the causes and 
consequences?

Who are the stakeholders?

What are the current initiatives 
which could solve the problems?

How will the problems develop if 
there is no action?

Step 1: Analyse the issue in practice
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Example of issue analysis
Upset prevention and recovery training
• In the past 10 years (2006-2015) ca. 30 % of 

the fatal aeroplane accidents in commercial 
air transport operations are attributed to 
Loss of control in the flight. 

• Proportion of the EU (EASA MS) fatal 
accidents attributed is 60% for this period.

• Various safety recommendations/occurrence 
reports

• ICAO Annex 1 and 6 SARPs require 
implementation of Upset Prevention and 
Recovery Training (UPRT).

• FAA 121.423 (Air carrier training) requires 
‘Extended Envelope Training, which includes 
UPRT. 

Loss of control -
Fatal Accidents

58
29%

Other - Fatal 
Accidents

144
71%

Fatal accidents worldwide in CAT operations 
(2006-2015)

Loss of control -
Fatal Accidents

6
60%

Other - Fatal 
Accidents

4
40%

Fatal accidents in CAT operations in EASA MS (2006-
2015)

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training
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1  Analyse the issue

2  Define objectives

3  Develop Options

4  Analyse impacts

5 Conclusion

The content of IA
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What are EASA objectives?
Improvement of the overall performance of the civil aviation sector

Facilitate free movement of goods, persons, services and capital and level playing field

Contribute to a high, uniform level of environmental protection

Establish cooperation with third countries

Promote cost-efficiency in regulatory, certification and oversight processes

Establish and maintain a high uniform level of civil aviation security

Assist Member States  exercising their rights and fulfilling their obligations under the Chicago Convention

Promote, worldwide, the views of the Union regarding civil aviation standards and civil aviation rules

Promote research and innovation

Promote technical and operational interoperability

Support passenger confidence in a safe civil aviation
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Examples of objectives 
Upset prevention and recovery training

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training

General 
objective 

• Establish and maintain a high uniform level of civil 
aviation safety

Specific 
objective

• Initial and operator training and checking is adequate to 
provide pilots with the knowledge, skills and attitude to be 
competent in preventing and, if necessary, recovering from 
an upset event. 
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1  Analyse the issue

2  Define objectives

3  Develop Options

4  Analyse impacts

5 Conclusion

The content of IA
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Step 3 - How to develop options
How can the objective be achieved?

Do a brainstorming on ANY solution

Find the commonalities between these solutions and the 

issues analysis and the objectives/do a grouping (if 

adequate)

Select the relevant options

Justify non-selected (discarded) options (why they cannot be 

valid)

As many as possible; after "screening" a few are retained

Always consider no action/no policy change

Consider non-legislative action
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Examples of options 
Upset prevention and recovery training 

Option 0

• Do nothing.  
The issues 
remain 
unsolved.

Option 1

• Mandate UPRT 
for commercial 
pilots (Business 
and commercial air 
transport) (CPL, ATP, 
MPL (A), type rating 
training)

Option 2

• Mandate 
UPRT for 
commercial 
and non-
commercial 
pilot (Option 1 + 
PPL (A) and LAPL 
(A))

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training



27

1  Analyse the issue

2  Define objectives

3  Develop Options

4  Analyse impacts

5 Conclusion

The content of IA
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Overview of impacts analysed

SAFETY

• Identify 
safety risks

• Analyse 
probability 
and severity 
of 
occurrence 
in relation to 
baseline 
option

Social

• Employment

• Working 
condition

• Movement 
of personnel

• Education

• Health, 
social 
inclusion

• Gender 
equality

Environment

• Climate

• Air noise

• CO2 
emissions

• Use of 
energy

Economic

• Costs per 
stakeholder 
to comply 
with the 
proposal

• Benefit per 
stakeholder 
from the 
proposal 
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Will they decrease? What about risks?

Source: EASA Annual Safety Review 2019, General overview of aviation safety in the EASA Member 
States (MS) 

Safety impacts

https://www.easa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/dfu/209735_EASA_ASR_MAIN_REPORT_3.0.pdf
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Example of safety impact analysis 
Upset prevention and recovery training

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training

Option  0 
Do nothing

Option 1
UPRT for commercial pilots

Option 2
UPRT for commercial and non-
commercial pilots 

The safety issue remain 
unchanged and may 
continue to evolve with 
the expected increase 
in the air traffic.

Positive safety benefits due 
to the improved existing 
training standards which 
may contribute to mitigating 
4 fatal accidents, 34 non-
fatal accidents and 80 
serious incidents 

Further increased by 
improving existing training 
standards, which may 
contribute to mitigating 28 
fatal accidents related to 
human factors and 87 fatal 
accidents related to 
operational safety issues 
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Social impacts
Type of impacts Example of questions

Employment and labour 
markets 

To what extent are new jobs created or lost? 
To what extent does the option influence the mobility of people, free movement of 
services? 

Working Conditions Does the option affect:
• wages or wage setting mechanisms or labour costs? 
• work organisation? 
• access to vocational training and career development advice? 

Governance, participation and 
good administration

Does the option make the public better informed about a particular issue? How?
Does it affect the public access to information? How?

Access to and effects on social 
protection, health and 
educational systems 

Does the option affect the access of individuals to public/private education or 
vocational and continuing training? 
Does it have an effect on the education and mobility of workers (health, education, 
etc.)? 
Does the option have an impact on services in terms of quality/access all? 

Public health Does the option affect lifestyle-related determinants of health such as diet, physical 
activity or use of tobacco, alcohol, or drugs? 
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Example of social impact analysis
Upset prevention and recovery training 

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training

Option  0 
Do nothing

Option 1
UPRT for commercial pilots

Option 2
UPRT for commercial and non-
commercial pilots 

No impact Increased resilience of the 
pilots and improvement of 
their competency 

Same as option 1, but for a larger 
population of pilots: 
Commercial pilots: ca 220 000 in 
EASA MS
General aviation pilots: ca 80 000 in 
EASA MS
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Environmental impacts
Type of impacts Example of questions

Aircraft noise What would be the impact on the aircraft noise?

CO2 emission What would be the impact on the CO2 emissions?
Could the option/new technologies mitigate the eventual increase of CO2 
emissions?

Climate change How would the option affect the climate change? 
What would be the impact on promoting  deployment of sustainable low-carbon 
fuels?
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Economic impacts
Type of impacts Example of questions

Economic benefits What would be the benefits (savings) for the different stakeholders?
Are they one-off or recurrent?
Would the proposal promote level playing field? 

Costs What would be the implementation costs of the options per type of stakeholder 
(investment one-off costs, operational recurrent costs, etc)?
Are there any sectors that will be particularly negatively affected by the proposal?
What would be the impact on small and medium enterprises/ general aviation?
What would be the significance of the costs on the industry?



35

Example of economic impact analysis
Upset prevention and recovery training 

Option  0 
Do nothing

Option 1
UPRT for commercial pilots

Option 2
UPRT for commercial and 
non-commercial pilots 

No impact UPRT theoretical knowledge training for CPL, ATP, MPL – 750 
EUR per student 
Flight training for Advanced UPRT – 3500 EUR per student 
Type rating UPRT training – 1500 EUR per student  
Flight instructor advanced UPRT – 4000 EUR per instructor
FSTD instructor advanced UPRT – 2500 EUR per instructor
CA’s inspector UPRT – 2500 EUR per inspector

UPRT training 200 EUR per 
student 

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training
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Example of economic impact analysis
Upset prevention and recovery training 

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training
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Example of economic impact analysis
Upset prevention and recovery training 

Cost per option item Number of 
persons 
affected

Unit cost Type of 
cost

Total annual 
cost

Total costs 
for 10 years

Option 1 CPL (A) training course 1100 750 Recurrent 825 000 8 250 000

Option 1 ATP (A) training course 2200 4250 Recurrent 9 350 000 93 500 000

Option 1 MPL (A) training course 500 750 Recurrent 375 000 3 750 000

Option 1 Type rating training course 1650 1500 Recurrent 2 475 000 24 750 000

Option 1 Training of current instructors 20 000 500 One-off 10 000 000

Option 1 Advanced UPRT for instructors 200 4000 One-off 800 000

Option 1 FSTD instructors 11 000 2500 One-off 27 500 000

Option 1 CA’s inspectors training 350 2500 One-off 875 000

Option 2 LAPL (A) and PPL (A) 2500 200 Recurrent 500 000 5 000 000

Total cost for Option 1 (10 years) 169 425 000 EUR

Total cost for Option 2 (10 years) 174 425 000 EUR
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Scale for cost/benefit impact & example for impact per 
stakeholder
Action UPRT:  Implementation costs for airlines: 169 Millions €

Implementation costs for general aviation: 5 Millions €
Operators

Impact Score Full services and regional 
airlines

GA Fixed Wing

Total turnover (million €) 194,097 2,695
EBIT (relative share to turnover) 6.0%

Turnover
1.5% Turnover
(25% of EBIT) 1.5% Turnover

Threshold 1.50%
Scale

Not acceptable
10

value above score 
9

Very high
9 1.50% 2,911.5 40.4
8 1.00% 1,941.0 27.0

High 7 0.80% 1,552.8 21.6
6 0.60% 1,164.6 16.2

Medium 5 0.40% 776.4 10.8
4 0.20% 388.2 5.4

Low 3 0.10% 194.1 2.7
2 0.05% 97.0 1.3

Very low 1 0.02% 38.8 0.5
Neutral 0 0.01% 19.4 0.3
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Example of economic impact analysis
Upset prevention and recovery training 

Source: EASA Opinion 06/2017 on Upset Prevention and Recovery Training

Impact for the pilot
Baseline costs for a pilot to acquire a commercial and non-commercial licence and a type rating and 
for operators to revalidate the type rating

Costs Unit cost per 
pilot (EUR)

Unit cost 
for
operator 
(EUR)

Total unit 
cost for 
pilots and 
operators

% of increase of the 
costs as per baseline 
unit costs

Option 1 total unit cost for commercial 
pilots for UPRT

5 300 283 5 583 4.6%

Option 2 total unit costs for non-
commercial pilots for UPRT

200 Na 200 0.7%

Cost for the pilots for upset prevention and recovery training
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Compare and rank options 
according  assessment criteria 
(safety, environment, social, 
…)

Assumptions and doubts

Analysing the impacts
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Tools to compare the options and impacts

Simple assessment based on qualitative impacts 
assessed with “-” “0” and “+”

Multi-criteria Analysis
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Multi-criteria analysis
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Example of comparison of options with a multi-criteria 
analysis 

Source: EASA Opinion 11/2016 Training outside approved training organisations

CRITERIA OPTION 0 BASELINE 
(APPROVED TRAINING 
ORGANISATION 

OPTION 1 
BASIC TRAINING 
ORGANISATION 

OPTION 3 
NO TRAINING 
STRUCTURE

OPTION 4 
DECLARED 
TRAINING 
ORGANISATION 

SAFETY 0 0 – 1 0
SOCIAL 0 1 – 2 1
ECONOMIC – 3 2 2 3

OVERALL -3 +3 -1 +4
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Example of cost-benefit/cost-effectiveness analysis 
Option 1 Option 2 Option 3

New TCs New Deliveries Full retrofit

BENEFITS
Number of accidents prevented 7.7 15.6 27.2

Casualties prevented

Fatalities prevented 5.3 10.9 18.9

Injuries prevented 47.4 96.5 168.2

Avoided costs

Aircraft damage avoided € 42 693 598 € 89 366 550 € 159 121 285

Diversions, delays and cancellations € 9 191 304 € 19 239 305 € 34 256 474

Total avoided costs € 51 884 902 € 108 605 855 € 193 377 759

COSTS
Equipment (implementation costs)

Low estimate € 62 457 290 € 111 034 943 € 216 809 506

High estimate € 84 501 040 € 150 223 747 € 292 134 623

COST EFFECTIVENESS
Net costs (Gross costs - Avoided costs)

Low estimate € 10 572 388 € 2 429 088 € 23 431 747

High estimate € 32 616 138 € 41 617 892 € 98 756 865

Net cost per fatality prevented

Low estimate € 1 980 441 € 223 321 € 1 236 584

High estimate € 6 109 722 € 3 826 196 € 5 211 782

Benefits

Implementation 

costs

CEA=

Net costs

Prevented
fatalities

Prevented
costs

Net costs
Prevented
fatalities

Source: EASA NPA 2018-02 on prevention of runaway excursions
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The content of IA

1  Analyse the issue

2  Define objectives

3  Develop Options

4  Analyse impacts

5 Conclusion
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Step 5 - Conclusion for IA steps

Using impact analysis inputs, select 
the most adequate option.

Provide a concise summary using 
key meaningful arguments to 
support the preferred option

Prepare monitoring and ex-post 
evaluation
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Part 2

Case study for ASEAN MRA FCL 
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Why to do an impact assessment on the ASEAN MRA FCL?
What benefit could be expected?

- Support the decision making process for the 
Implementing Protocols

- Estimate the costs for implementation of the MRA 
and benefits 

- Identify the best way to achieve the objectives

- Ensure transparency and involvement of the 
stakeholders

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL 
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Case study ASEAN MRA FCL 
Problem definition

What is the problem that the MRA FCL is designed to address?
- Different FCL standards in ASEAN MS ?

- Lack of level playing field in the region?

- Market inefficiencies for the affected stakeholders?

- Trade barriers, etc?

Who are the affected stakeholders?
- ASEAN MS competent authorities/national aviation authorities

- Training organisations in all ASEAN MS

- FSTD operators in ASEAN MS

- Air operators certificate holders in ASEAN MS

- Commercial pilots, instructors, examiners
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Case study ASEAN MRA FCL 
Objectives

•Enhance safety through level-play field

•Facilitate the exchange of services between NAA and among 
Industry in ASEAN

•Enhance efficiency avoiding duplication of work

•Exchange of information to consider best practices

•Ensure fair competition for ASEAN Industry

Source: ASEAN MRA FCL
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Case study ASEAN MRA FCL 
Possible scenarios/options 

Source: ASEAN MRA FCL

How could the objectives be attained?
Scenario 0 Current situation: FCL is regulated at national level and 
approvals, certificates and licences related to flight crew licensing issued by 
an ASEAN Member State  are recognised within the respective country 

Scenario 1 MRA FCL: MRA FCL is implemented in the ASEAN MS, according to 
the agreed MRA and Implementing Protocols, allowing mutual recognition of 
approvals, certificates and licences related to flight crew licensing 

How could the scenario 1 be achieved?  



52

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Possible scenarios/options 
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Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Possible scenarios/options 
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Practical example of IA for MRA FCL
Assumptions:

 FSTD operator has 1 FSTD located in country (A) and used for pilot training 
for licence holders in countries (B) and (C)

 Initial FSTD operator approval and device qualification 40 K EUR in country 
(A)

 Recurrent FSTD operator approval and device qualification 8 K EUR in 
country (A)

 Countries (B) and (C) have national administrative and technical 
requirements for FSTD operators and devices approval/validation   

 For sake of simplification of the example, the competent authority’s 
resources in countries (A), (B), (C) are considered the same:

 Initial organisational approval and  FSTD qualification – 120 hours/device

 Recurrent organisation approval and FSTD qualification – 20 hours/device
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Practical example of IA for MRA FCL
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Practical example of IA for MRA FCL
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Examples of MRA FCL topics which could be supported by a 

detailed impact assessment:
Adoption of the common standards into the national rules?

Retroactive applicability of new common standards? 

Phased approach in validation and verification of the MS 

readiness for mutual recognition?

Pooling competent authorities’ resources for regular 

surveillance? 

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Possible scenarios/options 
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Safety impacts 

What would be the impact of the common FCL standards on the safety?

o safety will be improved/maintained in the region due to the standardisation and 

new common rules?

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Impacts
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Social impacts 

What would be the social impact of the common FCL standards? What 

benefits do you expect?
o Labour mobility /free movement of pilots/ instructors / examiners in ASEAN MS (e.g. pilots could work 

freely in any of the ASEAN MS based on common aviation safety standards in the FCL domain)

o Improved competence of the NAA, ATO, FSTD operators, pilots, according to the common standards

o Facilitated exchange of services between NAA/industry in ASEAN MS

o Sharing expertise, pool of resources/inspectors in the ASEAN MS

o Higher number of available and easily accessible ATO, FSTD, instructors, examiners

o Level playing field 

o Compliance with ICAO standards

Are there any social costs? 

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Impacts
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Environmental impacts 

What would be the environmental impact of the common FCL standards? 

What benefit do you expect?
o Training of pilots could be performed in more/easily accessible FSTD in the region instead of 

aircraft, thus having a positive environmental impact

o Training activities could be allocated to less congested aerodromes/training facilities 

Are there any negative environmental impacts? 
o Pilots will have opportunities to travel more in the whole region and thus might have 

environmental negative impact on CO2 emissions

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Impacts
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Economic impacts 

What would be the economic benefit of the MRA FCL? 

o Reduce duplicative regulation barriers for certifying a training 
organisation/FSTD operator in several countries in ASEAN MS (e.g. the cost 
to certify an organisation in country A, country B, etc)?

o Reduce costs for pilot to issue/revalidate licence in each country where 
he/she flies?

o Open market/business opportunities for ATO/FSTD/AOC operators to work 
in the whole region under the common FCL standards without the need for 
re-certification in each country?

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Impacts
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Economic impact What would be the economic costs of the MRA FCL? 
Let’s brainstorm them together.

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Impacts

Authorities 

• xxx

ATO/FSTD 
operators 

• xxx

Pilots, operating 
under AOC

•xxx
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Economic impact What would be the economic costs of the MRA FCL? 

Case study ASEAN MRA FCL Impacts

Authorities 

•Draft common standards (one-off cost) 
and update them (recurrent cost)

•Transpose the common standards into 
the national rules (one-off and 
recurrent costs) 

•Building and maintaining confidence 
(one-off and recurrent):

•Train inspectors to the new standards 

•Change internal systems, databases, 
procedures, manuals to introduce the 
new requirements, change in the 
oversight procedures

•Perform standardisation, verification to 
grant the mutual recognition

•Convert licences, certificates from the 
national to the ASEAN 

•Surveillance, oversight of compliance 
with the rules (recurrent cost)

ATO/FSTD operators 

•Train instructors, examiners according 
to new standards (one-off) 

•Change/introduce new training 
programmes, change the 
organisation’s certificate, databases, 
manuals, procedures to adjust to the 
new standards (one-off)

•Train pilots for replacement to the 
MRA FCL licences (if applicable wen 
existing licences will be replaced to the 
MRA FCL)  (one-off)

•Recurrent costs to maintain the new 
certificates

Pilots, operating under AOC

•Conduct training/checking according to 
the new standards
•For existing pilots - replace the licence 
(if applicable) according to the MRA FCL 
(one-off)
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Case study ASEAN MRA FCL 
Conclusion
Value added of impact assessment
o Identify benefits and costs in implementing MRA FCL 
o Support decision-making process in comparing alternative approaches 

when discussing detailed implementation of MRA FCL
Proportionality of the impact assessment
• Focus on issues which are controversial/inducing significant impact and not 

on all items subject to the MRA FCL 
Work with the stakeholders 
o Essential to ensure accurate assessment 
o Facilitate the buy-in
Leadership of the ASEAN MS in performing an impact assessment
o Defining the scope of the impact assessment 
o Provide data and allocate resources  
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Case study ASEAN MRA FCL 
Next steps 

Would you agree with the proposal to do:
 a high level qualitative assessment of MRA FCL and 
 a detailed impact assessment for controversial/complex issues?



An Agency of the European Union
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