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Subject: Regulatory interference and technocratic recentralisation 

The Committee on Legal Affairs workshop on 15 July 20251 painted a picture of technocratic 
centralisation of scrutiny over the application of EU law. The Commission favours a top-
down approach, ignoring the reality on the ground and the administrative capacities of 
Member States. The announced introduction of artificial intelligence tools to detect ‘breaches’ 
at national level exacerbates this misstep by establishing a system of automated surveillance 
with no democratic mandate.2      

1. Does the Commission acknowledge that this gross over-regulation and widespread 
digital surveillance is institutionalising mistrust of Member States?

2. On what democratic and legal basis can it justify the use of AI to monitor or punish 
Member States?

3. Lastly, is it not high time that the principles of legal sovereignty and subsidiarity were 
reaffirmed to prevent a Brussels-based bureaucracy with no direct legitimacy from 
replacing the political responsibility of European nations with its technocratic 
oversight?
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1 Committee on Legal Affairs workshop of 17 July 2025 entitled: ‘Monitoring the application of European 
Union law’, European Parliament.

2 Presentation by Prof. Giovanni Sartor: ‘AI and monitoring the application of EU law’ European University 
Institute, 2025: https://cadmus.eui.eu/handle/1814/75000.


