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Minister van Justitie en Veiligheid 

Ministerie van Justitie en Veiligheid 

Turfmarkt 147 
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NEDERLAND 

19 mei 2025 

Geachte EN 
Per aangetekende post stuur ik u bijgaand een document van mijn client, de U.S. Chamber of 

Commerce Institute for Legal Reform (ILR) uit Washington DC, als reactie op de consultatie van de 

Implementatiewet herziening productaansprakelijkheid (2024/2853). Het document is getiteld: 

“Providing a Fairer and More Effective Apportionment of Risk: Implementation Notes for Member 

States on the New EU Product Liability Directive”. 

Dit document heb ik 25 keer tevergeefs proberen toe te voegen op de website 

https://www.internetconsultatie.nl/implementatiericht!ijnherzieningproductaansprakelijkheid/reag 

eren tezamen met de volgende tekst in de box “Uw reactie” op die website en die 2.493 karakters 

bevat — minder dan de maximaal toegestane 2.500 karakters: 

Het Institute for Legal Reform (ILR) is een publieke belangenbehartiger zonder winstoogmerk en maakt deel uit 

van de U.S. Chamber of Commerce in Washington DC, de grootste bedrijfsassociatie ter wereld. Het 

vertegenwoordigt de belangen van meer dan 3 miljoen grote en kleinere bedrijven uit alle sectoren van de 

economie, waarvan velen investeren in de EU Lidstaten en daar ook bedrijfsactiviteiten hebben. ILR bepleit 

gezonde rechtsstelsels die economische groei bevorderen. Sinds de oprichting in 1998 heeft het overal ter 

wereld actief en constructief samengewerkt met beleidsmakers ook op EU niveau en in de EU Lidstaten, w.o. 

Nederland, om juridische hervormingen door te voeren met het doel misbruik van rechtszaken te voorkomen. 

Nederland is in de EU het land waar de grootste buitenlandse directe investeringen plaatsvinden door 

Amerikaanse bedrijven (bron: “The Transatlantic Economy 2024", p. 186). Recente trends in Nederlandse 

rechtszaken baren bedrijven en investeerders echter zorgen. Een te litigieus klimaat zal buitenlandse 

investeringen verminderen en de concurrentiepositie van Nederland aantasten. Uit rapporten, zoals het 

“European Class Action Report 2024” van CMS advocatenkantoor, blijkt dat het aantal collectieve acties voor 

massaschade in Nederland sterk is toegenomen na de invoering van de Nederlandse “class action” wet, de 

WAMCA. Alhoewel ILR van mening is dat toegang tot het recht een fundamenteel recht is dat moet worden 

aangemoedigd, maakt ILR zich zorgen dat door overmatige en/of onnodige rechtszaken, vnl. gedreven door 

winstbejag van gespecialiseerde advocatenkantoren en externe procesfinanciers, er oneerlijke uitkomsten zijn 

van de rechtszaken. Bedrijven in de VS — groot en klein - en in alle sectoren worden geconfronteerd met 

misbruik van rechtszaken en ILR wil een dergelijke ontwikkeling in Europa voorkomen. Na goedkeuring van de 

Richtlijn herziening product aansprakelijkheid door de EU (afgekort met het Engelse acroniem “PLD”) dringt ILR 

er bij Nederlandse beleidsmakers op aan om bij de omzetting van de PLD in Nederlands recht waarborgen te 

introduceren om misbruik van rechtszaken tegen te gaan. De PLD geeft nationale beleidsmakers de ruimte om 

op belangrijke punten aanvullende waarborgen tegen misbruik van rechtszaken te introduceren. Het 

bijgevoegde ILR-document bevat aanbevelingen voor zulke waarborgen. Wij stellen het op prijs dat u ons de 

gelegenheid geeft om deze aanbevelingen met u te delen inzake deze belangrijke Richtlijn. 
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WEILAND PUBLIC AFFAIRS LTD. 

Helaas kreeg ik ieder keer als ik bijgaand document wilde toevoegen op de website het volgende 

“error” bericht dat uw website “tijdelijk niet beschikbaar” is. 

Ee - Des 
Ten Gn 

pverheid.nl 

M.h.o. op de problemen op uw website, heb ik contact opgenomen via het e-mail adres 

| Via dat e-mail adres is mij aangeraden op verschillende 

browsers te proberen. Ik heb het via drie verschillende browsers, inclusief de Safari browser op mijn 

iPhone, geprobeerd, maar zonder succes. Het werd mij aangeraden het via Private Mode te proberen 

in mijn browser, maar ook dat lukte niet. Ik heb zelfs mijn Norton Security software even uitgezet, 

maar ook dat had geen effect. Ik heb — wonend en werkend vanuit Londen - mijn VPN op Nederland 

gezet hetgeen ook niet werkte. En op vrijdag 16 mei hebben twee van mijn contacten in Nederland 

geprobeerd bijgaand document van de U.S. Chamber op uw website toe te voegen, maar ook zij 

kregen _ bovenstaand error bericht. Ik heb bijgaand document naar het 

| gestuurd met de vraag of zij het kunnen toevoegen, maar ik 

heb op dat verzoek helaas geen reactie gekregen. Bijgaand treft u aan een kopie van deze e-mail 

uitwisselingen. 

Zou u mij via mijn e-mail are kunnen laten weten of bijgaand 

document van de U.S. Chamber of Commerce ILR is ontvangen ? Het document is gemaakt onder 

verantwoordelijkheid van de Senior Vice President International Initiative: 

wiens e-mail adres heeft mij laten weten dat 
het bijgaand document openbaar gemaakt mag worden op uw consultatie website. 

Bij voorbaat dank voor uw hulp. 
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The U.S. Chamber Institute for Legal Reform (ILR) is pleased to submit these implementation 
notes for Member States on the Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on 

liability for defective products and repealing Council Directive 85/374/EEC (Directive). 

ILR is a not-for-profit public advocacy organisation affiliated with the U.S. Chamber of 

Commerce, the world’s largest business federation, representing the interests of more than 

three million businesses of all sizes and sectors, as well as state and local chambers and 
industry associations. ILR’'s mission is to champion a fair legal system that promotes 

economic growth and opportunity. Since ILR's founding in 1998, it has worked diligently with 
law makers around the world on legal reform efforts, in particular in relation to collective 
redress systems and safeguarding against litigation abuse. 

 https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2024-0132 EN.html 
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The original Product Liability Directive forms the foundation of the EU product liability 

regime. The Directive was adopted nearly 40 years ago and during that time has provided a 

largely effective compensation mechanism for those who suffer damage caused by defective 

products in the EU. 

Maintaining a fair balance of interests between consumers and producers has been viewed 

as the main objective of the EU product liability regime since the day of its adoption. 

However, the new Directive introduces substantial — and unjustified — changes to the 

previous regime that have the potential to create a radical imbalance between the rights of 

claimants and defendants, conferring significant evidential advantages on claimants and 
upending longstanding safeguards for economic operators. 

The changes under the Directive will likely affect broad swathes of consumers and economic 
operators. Its application extends well beyond “traditional” consumer products to software, 

pharmaceuticals, medical devices and more. The Directive also creates opportunities to 

pursue wide categories of potential damages, covering diverse causes of action that include, 
for example, psychological harm caused by the loss or corruption of data. 

The full scope of the Directive’s impact is difficult to predict as the Directive is likely to 

interconnect with various pending EU legislative acts that are in themselves expected to 

significantly reshape potential liability risks for economic operators. A key example is the 

revised pharmaceutical package proposed by the Commission in April 2023, under which 

claimants will likely have recourse under the Directive. 

The Directive also now requires that product liability actions can be pursued using the 

collective action mechanisms described in the Representative Actions Directive (RAD). This 
significantly increases liability risks for economic operators, and it is likely to embolden 

opportunistic claimants and third-party litigation funders who, tempted by the potential 
rewards for themselves, may test and exploit the Directive by bringing speculative claims. It 

is crucial that the Directive is implemented thoughtfully by Member States to mitigate the 

risk of vexatious and predatory litigation. 

This paper identifies key areas where Member States have margins of discretion in how they 

implement the Directive in their national laws. In doing so Member States should strive to 

achieve the goals of the Directive while maintaining the right balance between the interests 

of consumers and industry and seek to preserve legal certainty to the benefit of all. 

IL. Recommended Safeguards to Ensure a Fair and Effective 

Apportionment of Risk 

A. Who has a right to compensation? 

The Directive ensures that any natural person who suffers damage caused by a defective 

product is entitled to compensation. However, the right to compensation also extends to a
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“person that succeeded or was subrogated to the right of the injured person” or “a person 

acting on behalf of one or more injured persons.” 

Issue 

Depending on how national law is adapted to this provision, the number of people who 

can potentially bring a claim despite not having been injured themselves may increase 

dramatically. National law may determine the extent to which the right to compensation 

extends both to “injured persons” but also to others who have suffered no damage 

whatsoever but who “succeed” or act on behalf of injured persons. The possibility under 

national laws for injuries to be assigned or sold for exploitation as an asset class by 
professional intermediaries creates incentives that have little to do with the delivery of 
justice. 

The Directive has been brought under the scope of the RAD, which enables 

representative or collective actions to be brought on behalf of one or more injured 

persons. This will significantly increase liability risks for all economic operators who 

place products on the EU market. The provisions of the Directive combined with new EU 

representative action laws are likely to embolden opportunistic litigants and litigation 

funders to support representative actions arising from injury, property damage or loss of 
data claims. 

Recommendation 

In implementing the Directive and the RAD or other collective redress mechanisms, 

Member States should bear in mind that these instruments may be taken advantage of 
to pursue abusive product liability claims. 

It will be important for Member States to ensure that the category of persons indirectly 

impacted and who are eligible to claim compensation is tightly defined to include only 
those individuals who have been genuinely affected by a defect. Those who had only a 

minimal or tangential exposure or are seeking compensation for minor or speculative 

damages that are remotely connected to the defect in a product should not be eligible. 

Otherwise, the system may become vulnerable to exploitation through unfounded claims 

and vexatious litigation. 

In review of their collective redress and succession/subrogation laws, Member States 

should seek to find an appropriate balance between facilitating legitimate actions and 
safeguarding against opportunism and abusive litigation. 

B. Types of damage that may be compensated, including non-material losses 

An injured person's right to compensation under the Directive extends to material losses 
from death or personal injury (including medically recognized damage to psychological 

health), damage to or destruction of property, and the destruction or corruption of data.
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The right to compensation also covers non-material losses resulting from this damage to 

the extent such losses can be compensated under national law. The rules on calculating 

compensation are to be laid down by Member States. 

Issue 

Broad, undefined or large differences in the definitions of the non-material loss that may 

be claimed in different Member States risks introducing a high degree of uncertainty for 

economic operators and their insurers as to the frequency and quantum of claims for 

non-material losses across the EU market. 

Psychological harm is particularly difficult to define and assess, with legal uncertainty 

arising from there being no harmonized definition at EU level. The criteria for what 

constitutes significant psychological harm can be vague and open to interpretation, 

making it susceptible to claims that may go beyond the intended scope of the Directive. 

Opportunist claimants may exploit these vulnerabilities for financial gain rather than 

legitimate redress. 

As regards the loss or corruption of data, such infringements are already covered at the 

EU level by the GDPR. Since the GDPR already provides the opportunity for redress, it is 

difficult to see why further options should be available under the Directive. To have 

multiple overlapping consumer protection regimes gives rise to the risk of conflicting 

calculations, which undermines legal certainty and adds additional complexity and cost 

for economic operators. 

Recommendation 

Member States should define carefully what may constitute psychological harm and 

seek to align their definitions as far as possible. This could be achieved, for instance, by 

using the World Health Organization’s International Classification of Diseases, or by 

ensuring that compensation is only paid for specific types of verified psychological 

harm. 

Member States should also provide definitions regarding the loss or corruption of data 

such that the risk of conflict with the GDPR is removed. 

Member States should carefully define national laws regarding which (if any) non- 

material losses may give rise to compensation in order to increase certainty for both 

consumers and economic operators. A lack of definition will give rise to speculative 

claims to test the boundaries of compensation availability, clogging courts with 

unnecessary litigation, pressuring economic operators into undue settlements simply to 
avoid outcome uncertainty, and causing upward pressure on insurance premiums. 

C. When is a product defective? 

Under the Directive, a product shall be considered defective if it does not provide the safety 

that a person is entitled to expect or that is required under EU or national law. 
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In assessing the defectiveness of a product, all circumstances shall be considered, 

including the non-exhaustive list of factors contained in Article 7(2) of the Directive. 

Whether a product is defective can be defined in part by the safety standards set out in 
national law. 

Issue 

Under EU and national consumer law, manufacturers already need to comply with a 
whole suite of regulatory and safety requirements. The Directive adds to these rules, 

creating the risk of parallel and overlapping regimes, which may lead to overlapping and 
contradictory obligations in areas such as financial services, healthcare, transportation 

and data protection, rather than legitimate redress of harm. 

Recommendation 

The concept of defect is already complex. Member States should anticipate potential 

conflicts between the definition of defectiveness in the Directive, and any parallel or 

overlapping definitions under pre-existing national law. 

Furthermore, Member States should require that “a// circumstances” are considered in 

identifying defectiveness, not just those identified in Article 7(2)(a) — (i). This should 

include, among other things, labelling and the fact that the product may already meet 
extensive safety requirements under EU or national law. Indeed, compliance with 

rigorous safety standards must presumptively allow the conclusion that a product is not 
defective. 

D. Disclosure of evidence 

Due to the complexity of certain products and the obstacles that there may be to a claimant 

proving defectiveness or causation, the Directive provides for enhanced disclosure 

obligations on defendants. 

Where a claimant has presented facts and evidence sufficient to support “the plausibility of 
the claim” for compensation, the defendant will be required to disclose “relevant evidence” 
at the defendant’s disposal. Member States retain discretion to provide guidance on the 

interpretation and these terms. 

The disclosure of evidence is only made in accordance with national law, and it is limited to 

what is necessary and proportionate.
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There could be a great deal of disruption to the normal legal process if claimants are able 

to go on fishing expeditions for wide-ranging disclosure based on thinly described claims. 
The burden upon economic operators of all sizes is likely to be too great if they are 

required to disclose a large number of documents in response to claims that have not 
been fully articulated. 

Recommendation 

Member States are encouraged to follow a common sense understanding of the terms 

used in the Directive. For instance, “plausibility” should be interpreted to mean 

something being reasonable or probable rather than merely possible. Equally, the 

disclosure of “relevant evidence” must be limited to what is necessary and proportionate. 

These restrictions should be read in light of EU law so as to mean that the disclosure 

required does not go beyond what is reasonably necessary in order for the claimant to 

have access to sufficient evidence in order to be able to prove its case. It should not be 

interpreted as giving a right to claimants to receive any evidence which could set it on a 

train of inquiry that may or may not lead to relevant evidence, as such disclosure would 

not be necessary or proportionate. 

E. Burden of proof 

A national court shall presume the defectiveness of the product or the causal link between 

the defectiveness and the damage where the claimant demonstrates that it faces “excessive 

difficulties, in particular due to technical or scientific complexitf in proving the 

defectiveness of the product, or where the claimant demonstrates that it is “/ikely that the 

product is defective or that there is a causal link”. 

Member States retain discretion to provide guidance on the meaning and interpretation of 
key terms such as (i) “excessive difficulties”, (iù) “technical or scientific complexity’ and (iii) 

what is “ikely”. 

Issue 

These terms give rise to significant legal uncertainty and may allow defectiveness to be 
presumed whenever a claimant finds it difficult or complex to provide proof (which might 

be argued anytime a case is weak). Such uncertainty tips the balance towards presuming 

defectiveness where none can be shown to exist, or at least is likely to lead to costly legal 

proceedings. The increased threat of frivolous, excessive or expensive litigation will 
ultimately reduce consumer choice by frustrating efforts to foster innovation (as the more 

technically or scientifically complex a product is, the more likely it is to be presumed 

defective). 
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Member States are encouraged to define carefully what amounts to “excessive 
difficulties” or “technical or scientific complexity.” A definition of “excessive difficulties” 

should indicate a level of difficulty that surpasses normal expectations, and which 

suggests that the complexity or obscurity of proving the defect is unusually high and 
requires exceptionally specific, technical or scarce evidence that is not readily available 
or easy to interpret without specialised expertise. In other words, “excessive difficulties” 
means a requirement for highly specialized technical analysis or expert knowledge that 

goes beyond common expertise and does not thwart the innovation of scientifically novel 

or complex products. Additionally, Member States may consider setting down explicit 

evidential standards for a claimant to demonstrate the existence of excessive difficulties 
arising from technical or scientific complexity. 

Similarly, to establish that a defect or causal link is “/ikely,” the claimant should have to 
refer to objective criteria, and “/ike/y’ should be interpreted in accordance with its natural 

and ordinary meaning to mean more than merely possible. 

F. Development risk defence 

By default, the Directive provides that an economic operator will not be held liable for 

damage caused by a defective product if it shows that the objective state of scientific and 
technical knowledge at the time the product was placed on the market was not such that 

the defectiveness could be discovered (the “development risk defence”). The development 

risk defence provides a crucial safeguard to allow economic operators to continue to 

innovate without fear that hindsight alone will imply liability. 

The Directive introduces a derogation mechanism whereby Member States may introduce 

or maintain in their legal systems measures that provide for economic operators to 
nonetheless be liable based on hindsight, even where the objective state of scientific and 

technical knowledge at the time the product was placed on the market was not such that 

the defect could be discovered. 

Issue 

Economic operators are at risk of being held liable for defects that they could not 
reasonably have been aware of or foreseen at the time the products were placed on the 
market. 
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Member States are encouraged notto make use of the derogation from the development 

risk defence, or to do so only in the most extreme or narrow circumstances. To use this 

derogation would create too great a level of uncertainty for economic operators — no 

manufacturer (or lawmaker) can know what knowledge will be acquired in the future. 

Manufacturers must of course behave responsibly based on what is currently known. 

G. Liability and rights of recourse, including establishing a national sectoral 
compensation scheme 

The Directive provides that Member States may set up a national sectoral compensation 

scheme to compensate claimants where no economic operator can be held liable. The 

Directive also provides for an economic operator to seek contributions from other economic 

operators if they are also liable for the same damage. Member States retain discretion over 

factors affecting how successful claimants may be compensated and which economic 

operators may be responsible for paying any damages awarded. Member States can achieve 

greater certainty for both claimants and the industry by focusing their efforts on clarifying 

that liability rests with those at fault. 

Issue 

The Directive already constitutes a radical extension of the scope of liability compared 

to its predecessor, and it provides for a substantial broadening of the list of potential 

defendants going far beyond the entities found in a traditional supply chain. 

The concept of a national compensation scheme appears to imply that liability would be 

imposed on operators who are, by definition, not liable, and that responsibility for harm 
caused would become a shared responsibility simply by virtue of being present in the 

sector in which harm arose. Thus, all food manufacturers pay compensation because one 
food manufacturer allowed a contamination, or all sellers of electronics products must 

pay compensation because one sells a defective product. The attribution of liability in 

cases where an operator has no responsibility, and could have done nothing to prevent 
the harm, up-ends concepts of fairness and individual responsibility. 
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Economic operators must not be forced to pay for harm caused by others. If Member 

States decide to establish any national sectoral compensation scheme, these should be 

extremely narrowly defined and should be an extension of the public enforcement role, 

and therefore funded from the public purse. It would suppress competition and 

innovation to require economic operators to carry the cost of their competitors’ failures. 

The availability of a public compensation fund could also create undesirable incentives 

and increase the risk of frivolous litigation, as such a fund may be targeted instead of 

claimants doing the work of proving their case against an economic operator motivated 

to defend themselves. 

W. Conclusion 

Member States have only been given a narrow discretion in their implementation of the 

Directive. However, where their discretion is preserved, they are strongly encouraged to 

adopt national law that seeks to establish an appropriate balance between the rights of 

consumers and economic operators rather than further tilt proceedings to the advantage of 

claimants, be they bona fide consumers deserving of compensation or opportunistic 

litigants seeking to exploit a favourable legal framework to hold economic operators to 

ransom. 

During the implementation process, it is essential for Member States to focus in particular 

on how consumers can be allowed to benefit from this redress system and — critically — how 

entrepreneurial funders or litigants will seek to test and exploit every feature for 

opportunities for gain. Without appropriate implementation, those opportunities will be 

found, and consumers, defendants and the justice system will bear the consequences. 
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weilandpublicaffairs@yahoo.com @ 

Kroo nn 
Sent: 16 May 2025 11:46 

To: 

Subject: Website van overheid werkt niet 
Attachments: Website Mo) werkt niet voor PLD consultatie - 08 05 2025.jpg; Vertaling cover note 

for NL PLD submission - 07 O5 2025.docx; US Chamber ILR - Recommendations on 

Implementation Product Liability Directive - May 2025.pdf 

Tracking: Recipient Read 

Read: 16/05/2025 11:47 

Geachte heer, mevrouw, 

Heb al uw adviezen opgevolgd, maar na 25 pogingen in de laatste dagen krijg ik steeds weer bijgaand error bericht 

(zie screenshot) dat uw website niet werkt. Ik heb het geprobeerd via drie verschillende browsers inclusief de Safari 

browser op mijn iPhone. Ik heb het geprobeerd in Private Mode en zelfs met uitzetting van mijn Norton Security 

software. Ik heb ook mijn VPN op Nederland gezet. En deze morgen hebben twee vrienden van mij in Nederland 

het geprobeerd — ieder met een andere browser - en ook zij krijgen bijgaand error bericht en dat dus in Nederland 
zelf. Dus uw website werkt echt niet. 

Zou ik derhalve aan u kunnen vragen of u de tekst en document kunt uploaden via de overheid nl website. Bijgaand 

treft u aan: 

1) een korte Nederlands tekst in het Word document van onder de 2.500 karakters dat gekopieerd kan worden 

in de tekst box “Uw reactie”. 

2) een PDF file met suggesties voor de consultatie rond de implementatiewet richtlijn herziening 

productaansprakelijkheid. 

Ik weet niet wat voor verdere informatie er nodig is maar hier zijn wat aanvullingen die u wellicht nodig heeft: 

a) De tekst voor de textbox en de PDF moeten worden ingediend niet door mij maar door de heer Scevole de 

Cazotte — Senior Vice President Internationational Initiatives — U.S. Chamber of Commerce Institute for Legal 

Reform (ILR) uit Washington DC. Zij zijn de auteurs van bijgaande PDF. 

b) Zijn e-mail adress is: 

c) Het adres van de U.S. Chamber — indien nodig is: 1615 H Street, N.W., Washington DC 20062, USA 

d) en hun website is: 

e) De U.S. Chamber wil dat het document publiek wordt gemaakt op de website van Justitie, dus anderen 

mogen het lezen. 

Voor uw informatie en niet voor de website: de U.S. Chamber is de tegenhanger van VNO-NCW in de VS en ik ben 

voor Nederland, het VK en Brussel/EU hun senior public affairs consultant. 

Mocht het niet mogelijk zijn voor u om de tekst, PDF en mogelijke verdere informatie up to loaden, zou u het mij 

kunnen laten weten. Dan stuur ik direct vandaag per aangetekende brief de tekst en PDF in hard copy aan de 

Minister van Justitie & Veiligheid David van Weel. 

Met vriendelijke groet, 

(Director)
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601 Appold CoüriX { _“” 
8 GodfreyPlace \\ 
Londen 
E2 INT 

VERENIGD KONINKRIJK 

Mob. +44.7919 136 395 

From: 

Sent: 09 May 2025 08:58 

To: 

Subject: Melding KOOP25050569 : Website van overheid werkt niet 

Heeft u het ook geprobeerd met een andere webbrowser? Chrome of Edge. Wellicht zou u ook de 

incognitovenster/privemodus van uw browser kunnen uitproberen. 

Met vriendelijke groet, 

Servicedesk KOOP 

Ministerie van Binnenlandse Zaken en Koninkrijksrelaties 

Kennis- en Exploitatiecentrum Officiële Overheidspublicaties Logius 

Wilhelmina van Pruisenweg 52 | 2595 AN | Den Haag 

Postbus 20011 | 2500 EA | Den Haag 

T 070-7000526 

Dit is een reactie op uw verzoek: 

Datum registratie: 08-05-2025 

KOOPnummer: KOOP25050569 

Verzoek: 

Datum verzonden: 8-mei-2025 13:37 

| 
Onderwerp: : Website van overheid werkt niet 

Datum: May 8, 2025 1:37:31 PM 

Voornaam 
Tussenvoegsel



Achternaam 

E-mai 

Telefoonnummer 00447919136395 

Organisatie Weiland Public Affairs Ltd 

Ik beneen Ik ben een klant met een andere vraag 

Onderwerp Website van overheid werkt niet 

Mijn vraag Geachte heer, mevrouw: namens mijn client, de U.S. Chamber of Commerce uit Washington 

DC (het VNO-NCW van de VS) wil ik een PDF file van 417 KB opsturen met een cover note (van minder 

dan 2500 karakters) in reactie op de consultatie van het Ministerie van Justitie over de herziene product 

aansprakelijkheids richtlijn van de EU via de website: 

https://www.internetconsultatie.nl/implementatierichtlijnherzieningproductaansprakelijkheid/b1#intro-kop 

Ik heb het gisteren en vandaag geprobeerd maar krijg steeds een “error” bericht dat zegt: "De website is 

tijdelijk niet beschikbaar". Zie bijgaand screenshot. Weet u wanneer de website weer zal gaan werken ? 

Bij voorbaat dank voor uw reactie. 

Bestand bijvoegen 

Hoe gaan we om met uw persoonsgegevens? 

KOOP (onderdeel van het Ministerie van Binnenlandse Zaken en Koninkrijksrelaties) verwerkt de persoonsgegevens die u 

ons bij het stellen van uw vraag verstrekt, om uw vragen te beantwoorden en u te kunnen bereiken. Wij gebruiken uw 
gegevens uitsluitend ter beantwoording van uw vragen. Voor meer informatie verwijzen wij u naar onze website 
www.koopoverheid.nl/privacy 

Dit bericht kan informatie bevatten die niet voor u is bestemd. Bent u niet de geadresseerde of is dit bericht abusievelijk 

aan u toegezonden? Wij verzoeken u om dit te melden aan de afzender en het bericht te verwijderen. De Staat aanvaardt 

geen aansprakelijkheid voor schade, van welke aard dan ook, die verband houdt met risico's verbonden aan het 

elektronisch verzenden van berichten. 

This message may contain information that is not intended for you. If you are not the addressee or if this message was sent 

to you by mistake, you are requested to inform the sender and delete the message. The State accepts no liability for 

damage of any kind resulting from the risk inherent in the electronic transmission of messages.
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