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Annex I 

RESPONSE OF THE EUROPEAN COURT OF AUDITORS 

l. This document presents the European Court of Auditors' (ECA) response to the points in 

the European Parliament's 2016 discharge that relate to our audit responsibilities or concern 

the Court's management. The responses are grouped under the following headings: 

Implementation of the general budget of the European Union and the European 

Development Funds for the 2016 financial year (Part A); 

European Union agencies and joint undertakings (Part B); and 

The European Court of Auditors as institution (Part C). 

PART A - IMPLEMENTATION OF THE GENERAL BUDGET OF THE EUROPEAN UNION AND THE 

EUROPEAN DEVELOPMENT FUNDS FOR THE 2016 FINANCIAL YEAR 

2. Parliament makes reference to the Court in several specific points about the 

implementation of the general budget of the European Union for the 2016 financial year. 

Structure, contents and timing of the Annual report 

Scope of our audit work (item 11-) 

3. Our audit work primarily aims at helping the Commission, the Member States and all 

other actors implementing the EU budget to ensure that spending not only complies with 

the applicable rules, but also delivers the expected results. It is not for the European Court of 

Auditors to give its views on the size or allocation of EU expenditure or on the choice of EU 

revenues. It is, however, our role to warn of risks and to provide advice on improving the 

financial management, transparency and accountability of the EU budget. 

The item numbers shown in brackets provide the link to the related discharge documents 
summarised in Annex II 
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Modified approach for the statement of assurance (items 6, 5, 18, 19) 

4. The opinions in our statement of assurance are based on objective evidence obtained 

from audit testing in accordance with international.auditing standards. 

5. As set out in our strategy for the 2018-2020 period, we have taken the first steps to 

modify our approach for the statement of assurance on the reliability of the EU accounts and 

the regularity of the underlying transactions. In particular, we aim to apply attestation 

engagement to our entire statement of assurance, which means that we would form our 

audit opinion on the Commission's (management) statement. This is already the case for our 

work on the reliability of accounts since 1994. 

6. When discussing the way in which to modify our statement of assurance, we ensured: 

full compliance with the mandate of the Court and international audit standards; 

feasibility in terms of quality and timely availability of all the necessary information; 

cost-efficiency, i.e. no overall increase in costs for the Court, the Commission, the 

Members States or the final beneficiary; and 

added value, i.e. the Statement of Assurance should contribute to improve 

accountability and transparency by producing additional relevant information. 

We are in dialogue with the Commission on the conditions necessary in each of the main 

MFF areas to base our future statement of assurance audits on an attestation engagement in 

accordance with these guiding principles. 

7. Overall, this modified approach for our statement of assurance aims at taking greater 

account of the different layers of internal controls at the European Commission and in 

Member State administrations for managing EU spending. It thus helps to make clearer 

where shortcomings remain at both the level of the European Commission and the Member 

States, and so helps us to promote accountability and improve the management of EU 

finances further. 
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8. We will apply this modified approach however only when and where the necessary 

conditions set out in the international audit standards to do so are met. 

9. In 2017 a pilot exercise to extend this approach to EU expenditure has been carried out 

in the area of 'Economic, social and territorial cohesion'. This means that we reviewed and 

re-performed the checks and controls made by those responsible for spending the EU funds. 

This approach also provides for taking account of all financial corrections made at national 

and Commission level prior to the Commission's adoption of the clearance decision for the 

assurance/closure packages. First results of this pilot are presented in our forthcoming 

annual report. 

Specific areas: administration and fisheries/maritime affairs (items 1, 4, 12) 

10. Generally our work takes account of the specific audit objectives and, as regards the 

Statement of Assurance, is planned on the basis of comprehensive a risk analysis across the 

different areas of the EU budget. 

11. In the 2017 Annual Report2, as in previous years, the results of our audit work on the 

Parliament will be presented in the chapter on MFF heading 5 dealing with 'Administration'. 

The audit risk in the area of administrative expenditure is low and our error rate estimates 

have been below the materiality level for several years. Similarly, the results of our audit 

work on fisheries and maritime affairs will be presented in the chapter on MFF heading 2 

dealing with 'Natural resources' as in previous years. In both areas, we consider that the 

number of transactions tested is sufficient to reach our audit conclusion. We intend to 

monitor the implementation of recommendations made in this area in the framework of our 

follow-up of previous observations. Moreover, fisheries and maritime affairs has also been 

the subject of an in-depth audit in 2017 (special report SR 8/2017). 

Annual report of the Court of Auditors on the implementation of the budget concerning the 
financial year 2016, together with the Commission's replies. 

Annual report of the Court of Auditors on the activities funded by the 8, 10° and 11 European 
Development funds (EDFs) concerning the financial year 2016, together with the Commission's 
replies. 
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Timing of discharge procedure (items 15, 33, 35, 37, 38 and 41} 

12. We agree that the discharge procedure could be completed faster. A number of 

deadlines are however set out in the Financial Regulation and sectorial regulations for the 

2014-2020 period, which need to be taken into account. 

13. The EU institutions, bodies, offices or agencies (IBOAs) present regularity information 

(e.g. residual error rate) in their annual activity reports (AARs). Since these documents are 

thus a key input for our Statement of Assurance work, we consider that the timeframe 

proposed by the Parliament would currently not allow us to take proper account of 

information provided in AARs. 

14. In our forthcoming opinions on the Commission's legislative proposals for the 2021-2027 

period, we will examine to what extent the proposed arrangements would allow for a 

shortening of the discharge procedure. 

Reporting on errors 

{Item 10} 

15. We apply for all our Statement of Assurance audits the same methodology for error 

definition and quantification (including public procurement errors). According to this 

methodology, the most serious irregularities in public procurement procedures are classified 

as 'quantifiable errors' and thus contribute to our error rate estimate. Our methodology is 

published on our website. 

Presentation and timeframe for special reports 

{Items 22 and 23) 

16. We are committed to the so-called '13-month rule', except for duly justified cases where 

this timeframe would not allow the audit to be properly carried out. In 2017, it took an 

average of 14.6 months from the start of an audit to the adoption of a report (16.2 months 

in 2016). Eight of the reports (29 %) published during the year took less than 13 months. We 

are working to ensure that this positive trend continues. 
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17. We also share the Parliament's view that presentations of our reports in specialised 

committees are essential. We also remain committed to present our findings and 

observations to all committees at the Parliament as soon as possible after the publication of 

our reports. We note that the new procedure of 'short presentations' agreed with the 

Parliament's Committee on Budgetary Control has already resulted in a faster scheduling of 

report presentations at this committee. The Parliament may however wish to reflect on 

further measures for its next parliamentary term to ensure a timely presentation of our 

reports to all interested committees. We remain available to discuss such measures with 

Parliament. 

Suggestion of audit topics by Parliament 

{Item 2) 

18. Since 2017, we have put in place a procedure by the Parliament submits a consolidated 

list of suggestions through its 'Conference of Committee Chairs' (CCC). We would appreciate 

if all suggestions made in the discharge resolutions could also be included in the CCC list for 

our 2020 annual work programme. 

Reporting on ES/ funds 

{Items 7 and 8} 

19. Regarding the programming phase of ESI funds for the 2014-2020 period we published 

two special reports on partnership agreements which covered different programming and 

planning aspects (special reports 02/2017 and 15/2017). Another report covered the 

programming for Rural Development (special report 16/2017). 

20. In 2018, we issued a report assessing the durability of project results co-financed 

through ESI funds (special report 8/2018). We will also publish a report on the selection and 

monitoring of projects regarding ERDF and ESF in the second half of 2018. While these audits 

mainly relate to previous periods, we also assessed to what extent the Commission has used 

lessons learnt in its 2014-2020 ESIF legislative proposals. 
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21. The implementation phase is also covered each year through our compliance audit work 

for the Statement of Assurance. The 2017 Annual Report will cover for the first time 

spending regarding the 2014-2020 period, with the exception of rural development spending 

which has already been covered in the 2016 Annual Report. We also have issued a report on 

simplified cost options in rural development earlier this year (special report 11/2018). In 

addition, we will publish a report on the selection and monitoring of projects regarding ERDF 

and ESF and another one on absorption in the second half of 2018. Moreover, in May 2018, 

we have issued a briefing paper on how to simplify the ESI programmes for the post-2020 

period. 

22. In 2016, we published a report dedicated to financial instruments funded from the EU 

budget which (special report 19/2016). The previous year, we had issued a report assessing 

2007-2013 financial instruments in rural development (special report 05/2015). Both reports 

provided an outlook to the 2014-2020 programme period. Financial instruments are also 

covered in our compliance audit work contributing to the Statement of Assurance. 

Reporting on mobility and transport 

(Item 9) 

23. We will issue a landscape review on mobility and transport in the second half of 2018. 

This report will provide a summary of the main observations of several transport-related 

reports published in the recent past. 

Reporting on external aid 

EU support to Honduras: period covered and sources of evidence (item 43} 

24. The overall audit objective for this task (special report 30/16 on EU support to Honduras) 

was to assess the effectiveness of the EU support on selected sectors, rather than assessing 

the effectiveness of individual projects. This required an examination of how sector level 

indicators evolved in relation to EU funding. We therefore consider that the period 2007 to 

2015 covered in this audit is appropriate since it provides a more meaningful view of sector 

developments. This is in particular so since the period selected reduces the distorting effect 

of exogenous factors (i.e. the 2009 'coup d'etat). 
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25. We also confirm that interviews with beneficiaries, other donors and civil society 

organisations contribute to the evidence base of this report. These interviews were 

complemented with other evidence collection methods, such as desk reviews and on the 

spot visits in order to build robust audit evidence. The observations reported result from the 

combination of audit evidence obtained through these different methods, i.e. including the 

interviews. 

Civil society (item 45} 

26. In the area of external action, we have recently increased our focus on civil society 

organisations. In 2018, we issued a report on Turkey where we explicitly assessed the role 

played by civil society organisations (special report 7 /2018 concerning EU pre-accession 

assistance to Turkey). Moreover, in response to a suggestion made through the Parliament's 

Conference of Committee Chairs (CCC), we have recently started an audit examining the EU 

support to NGOs, including in the area of external action. 

Migration (items 48, 49 and 60) 

27. We are currently planning an audit task on the relocation of migrants and the quota 

system for handling asylum seekers for our 2019 work programme. This task could also 

include an in-depth follow-up of special report 6/2017 on hotspots. 

Reporting on EU economic governance and financial assistance 

European Central Bank: access to documents (items 53 and 42) 

28. We welcome the Parliament's encouragement and stress the importance of our access 

to information from the European Central Bank (ECB) in the context of the accountability 

and transparency of Economic Adjustment Programmes, such as the one provided to Greece 

(see also special report 17/17 on the Commission's intervention in the Greek financial crisis) 

with its unprecedented scope and size. 

29. We confirm that the ECB refused to provide important evidence which we requested to 

carry out our audit (special report 29/16 on the Single Supervisory Mechanism) and thus, in · 

our view, did not comply with Article 287 (3) TFEU. Notwithstanding this, we have 
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transmitted in early 2018 a proposal for a Memorandum of Understanding, which could 

govern the access to documents in practice. The ECB has so far only confirmed its receipt. 

Commission's interventions in Greek financial crisis: duration of audit work (item 52) 

30. As regards the duration of the audit work on the Commission's interventions in Greek 

financial crisis, we recall that we issued two reports. The first report on the Technical 

Assistance delivered to Greece was already issued in February 2016; the second report 

followed in November 2017 (special report 17/17). 

31. A separated reporting was chosen to take due account of the highly complex nature of 

the subject examined (in terms of the institutional set-up as well as the broad scope of the 

processes and policies covered). Even more importantly, the postponement of the audit 

work on the Greek Economic Adjustment Programmes (covered under special report 17/17) 

was necessary due to a prolonged period of political negotiations and uncertainty regarding 

the continuation of the programme in mid-2015. Further, because there was no full 

compliance assessment of the second programme. We therefore extended the audit scope 

to cover the design of third programme to be able to reach a balanced conclusion. Overall, 

the urgency and severity of the situation in Greece, requiring prolonged mission periods for 

the Commission's staff, affected their availability for interviews with the auditors and thus 

the time needed to obtain the necessary evidence. 

Reporting on EU institutions 

Court of Justice of the EU: access to documents (items 13, 50 and 51) 

32. We can confirm that our auditors did not have access to certain documents relevant for 

the performance review of the case management at the Court of Justice of the EU (special 

report 14/17). This has resulted in a scope limitation for this audit as indicated in the report. 

33. For the performance review of the case management at the Court of Justice of the EU we 

made a statistical analysis of all cases closed in 2014 and 2015. This analysis showed there 

were relatively few cases with very long durations (i.e. more than twice the average time 

taken). We consider that it was particularly important to get insight into the reasons why the 

greater numbers of cases were taking longer than the indicative deadline rather than 
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examine relatively few cases which were likely to have particular problems relating to 

exceptional procedures. This approach was chosen in order to draw conclusions and make 

recommendations which would affect the highest number of cases and thus have the 

greatest potential impact. We also recommended that the Court of Justice of the EU carries 

out its own analysis as this does identify cases with potentially very long relative durations 

from which lessons can be learned. 

UK withdrawal (items 14, 32, 34, 36, 38, 40) 

34. With regard to impact assessments in relation to the decision of the United Kingdom to 

withdraw from the Union, we consider that, at this stage, performing such an analysis goes 

beyond our role as the EU's external auditor, not the least since the negotiations of a 

withdrawal agreement with the United Kingdom are currently ongoing. However, we will 

audit the EU accounts that the Commission plans to draw up as of 29 March 2019, the date 

at which the UK withdrawal will take effect. We will also audit the accounts as of 

31 December 2020 which are planned to be the basis for a settlement with the United 

Kingdom. 

PART B - EUROPEAN UNION AGENCIES AND JOINT UNDERTAKINGS 

Decentralized agencies 

Arrangements for auditing decentralized agencies (items 17, 54, 58} 

35. We consider the current legal arrangements for auditing decentralized agencies to be 

inefficient and unnecessary administrative burdens are created as a result of audits being 

conducted by two parties. This is why we have proposed that external audit firms also cover 

the compliance audit of agencies' transactions (opinion no 1/2017). 

36. We also consider that the proposed synchronization between our annual report and the 

annual reports on the agencies is currently not feasible. In particular, this would require a 

substantial advancement in time of the submission of the work of the audit firms' work on 

agencies to the Court, i.e. much earlier than the current date (1 August) and prescribed in 

the tender specifications with the eight audit firms involved. Experience in 2017 showed that 
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agencies and audit firms respected these deadlines, but usually did not provide their audit 

opinions earlier. 

37. It is also important to recall that the date by which the agencies must submit their final 

accounts (1 July) is specified in the Financial Regulation (Article 148 of the Financial 

Regulation and Article 99 of the Framework Financial Regulation 1271/2013). After receipt of 

accounts and audit opinions, we have to complete the review of the audit firms' work, close 

adversarial procedures for 41 agencies, receive their final replies by 30 September, translate 

the replies, complete the reports and the summary of audit results, adopt everything in 

October and publish by the statutory deadline of 15 November. 

38. Given the number of agencies and audit firms involved, it is therefore essential for us to 

have the months of August and September to carry out our work and finalise our reports. 

Therefore, we consider that it is currently not possible to significantly advance the deadline, 

unless the dates by which agencies submit their final accounts and audit firms provide us 

with their audit opinions and finding are significantly advanced. 

Introduction of differentiated appropriations (items 55 and 56) 

39. We consider that the introduction of differentiated appropriations would allow a more 

transparent presentation of budget implementation in this area. 

Comprehensive report on agencies for 2017 (item 5 7) 

40. We will present our 2017 audit opinions and findings on agencies, thematically grouped 

in a comprehensive report. This new format will provide a better overview of all 41 agencies 

and allow for a more accessible presentation of horizontal findings. We are also currently 

planning an audit task on agencies performance management and measurement systems for 

our 2019 work programme. 
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Joint undertakings 

ECSELjoint undertaking (item 62) 

41. Our opinion on the regularity of payments is based on an assessment of the Joint 

Undertaking's internal control system and the results of a limited substantive testing. For 

Horizon 2020 grant payments, our audits shows that the internal control system including 

ex-post controls performed by the Commission operate reliably. Since our testing 

corroborates this result, we assess the Joint Undertaking's level of error for Horizon 2020 

payments to be below 2 % (i.e. lower than the 2,2 % residual error rate reported by the 

Commission for Horizon 2020 expenditure at programme level). For FP7 grant payments, our 

audits shows that overall the internal control system is reliable. However, there is 

comparatively less assurance on the reliability of ex-post controls. Indeed, the ex-post 

controls are performed by national authorities under non-harmonised approaches. 

42. Based on our audit findings, we have therefore reasonable assurance that ECSEL's 

payments as a whole are not affected by a material level of error. Nevertheless, we qualify 

our audit opinion to draw attention to the risk that the actual level of error in the FP7 grant 

payments might be material and could affect our overall audit opinion. We also recall that 

the Commission itself reports an overall residual error rate for all FP7 expenditure at 

programme level of between 2,8 % and 3,55 %. In 2017, the ECSEL FP7 grant payments still 

represent an important part of the JU's total payments and the situation as regards FP7 ex 

post controls has not changed. Therefore, we will continue qualifying our audit opinion. 

Eurojust (item 63} 

43. This request is to be addressed to the auditee, not to us. 

PART C - EUROPEAN COURT OF AUDITORS AS INSTITUTION 

Appointment of ECA Members and gender balance 

(ltems 20 and 25) 

44. Our Members are nominated by national governments and appointed by the Council 

following hearings at the Parliament. Our institution has no role in the nomination and 
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appointment process. Currently, and following the appointments made by the Council as of 

1 May 2018, six of our 28 Members are women. 

45. We continue to work towards improving the gender balance of staff, including at 

managerial level and in the audit domain. The share of women in management, both overall 

and in the core business, increased further in 2017 and during the first half of 2018. Our 

Equal Opportunities Action Plan for 2013-2017 was evaluated, and a new Action Plan was 

adopted for the period 2018-2020. Many of the existing measures will continue to be 

implemented, and a number of new actions were planned, to encourage women to apply for 

management positions. 

Shift toward performance-based budgeting and task-based organisation 

Inter-institutional Integrated Financial and Activity Planning {IFAP} project (item 16) 

46. In 2018, we have adhered to the inter-institutional Integrated Financial and Activity 

Planning (IFAP) project. This project will give us the possibility to plan and analyse in an 

automated way the expenditure from a functional point of view (programmes, projects and 

recurring activities). This project is thus a first step towards the implementation of the 

performance-based budgeting as part of the EU Budget Focused on Results. 

2015 organisational reform (item 21) 

47. Since our 2015 organisational reform we are working as a task-based organisation 

regarding our audit activities. In this context we have also intensified our knowledge 

management activities. We will report to the Parliament on the achievements of our 

reorganisation as soon as such an analysis is available. 

Dissemination of reports and translation services 

(Items 28 and 27) 

48. We actively disseminate all our published reports to our institutional stakeholders (such 

as Parliament, Council and national parliaments) and a wide range of other interested 

parties. They are also disseminated via social media to the general public and accessible on 

our website. Our current website, and in particular its search function, has been designed in 
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2013 and, at that time, complied with the IT standards for usability and accessibility. We are 

currently looking for ways to improve this website to make access to our publications more 

user-friendly. The use of state-of-the art technology which we aim at should also improve 

the search function on our website. 

49. We also intend to continue increasing the efficiency of our in-house translation services. 

Outsourcing is a workload management tool, in particular taking into account the size of our 

language teams (3-4 persons). Outsourcing therefore is a means to maintain production 

during peak periods. At the same time, our Translation Directorate increasingly resorts to 

workload balancing at times of high demand. 

Ethics and integrity 

Administrative arrangements with OLAF (item 29} 

50. We aim at reaching an agreement with OLAF by the end of 2018. 

Information on closed OLAF cases (item 30) 

51. OLAF reports are confidential. We therefore consider that information concerning closed 

internal investigations carried out by OLAF in relation to our Members or staff should be 

obtained directly from OLAF. 

Whistleblowers (item 31) 

52. Our Legal Service acts as disclosure, advice and referral body for internal and external 

whistleblowers. In addition, since 2014, we have put in place a network of Ethics advisers 

{Decision No 48-2014) whose role is, inter alia, to provide advice concerning the provision of 

information in the event of serious irregularities, as specified in our rules of procedure for 

providing information in the event of serious irregularities {whistleblowing). 

Training and cooperation with universities 

(Item 26) 

53. We have signed an agreement for the organization of a university diploma in 'Audit of 

Public Organisations and Policies' and a subsequent Master's Degree in 'Management of 
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Public Organisations' with the University of Lorraine in October 2015. The course deals 

mainly with subjects such as Systemic Context of Audit, Public Organisation Accounting 

Tools, Performance Audit and Tools, Improving Performance and also includes a group case 

study. 

54. This training targets primarily our own auditors, but also staff from other EU institutions 

may apply. For example, the Commission's Internal Audit Service has been invited to 

participate in the next academic cycle. 

55. During the first three years of the programme, 32 auditors followed the first cycle, of 

which 10 also completed the second cycle obtaining their Master's degree. Another 7 are 

currently writing their Master's thesis. 
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ANNEX II: REFERENCES TO THE 2016 DISCHARGE DOCUMENTS 

Item Reference Text 
»ssooAAA»Ao.AAA 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the I 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section I - European Parliament 
(2017/2137(DEC)) 

1. I Paragraph 2 

2. Paragraph 3 

3. Paragraph 12 

4. Paragraph 17 

I Welcomes the fact that the Court has increased the sample relating to the I 
number of Parliament's transactions, and encourages the Court to continue on 
; " as the reputational risk is relatively high, given that financial and 
"VU8etary errors might impact negatively on the standing of the institution; 

Encourages the Court to consider issuing more special reports on specific areas 
of Parliament's operations, such as its communication policies and its 
management of the grants for European political parties and foundations with 
a special focus on performance based budgeting; 

Recalls that the Court performs a specific assessment of administrative and 
other expenditure as a single policy group for all the European institutions; 
points out that administrative and related expenditure comprises expenditure 
on human resources (salaries, allowances and pensions), accounting for 60 % 
of total administrative expenditure, and expenditure on buildings, equipment, 
energy, communications and information technology; 

Notes the responses given by Parliament to the Court during the adversarial 
procedure; asks the Court to keep the responsible committee informed on the 

1 implementation of its recommendation to review the framework for 
monitoring the implementation of budget appropriations allocated to political 
groups and monitor more effectively how they apply the rules for authorising 
and settling expenditure, and how they carry out procurement procedures; 

I ~--- 
European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section Ill - Commission 
(2017/2136(DEC)) 

5. Paragraph 18 

6. Paragraph 33 

7. Paragraph 53 

Welcomes the positive trend of the most likely error rate issued by the Court 
I I compared to that of recent years since the payments are affected in 2016 by a 
most likely error rate of 3,1%; recalls that the most likely error rate for 
payments was estimated in the financial years 2015 at 3,8%, 2014 at 4,4%, 
2013 at 4,7%, 2012 at 48%, 2011 at 3,9%, 2010 at 3,7%, 2009 at 3,3%; 2008% 
at 5,2%, and 2007 at 6,9%; as the Court's estimated error rate is not final, 
considers it important that Commission's residual error rate be taken into 
account when assessing the efficiency of Union funding; 

Takes note of the Court's assertion that in expenditure the error is not 
"pervasive" (Court's annual report, paragraph 1.8); calls on the Commission 
and the Court to align their methods using the international audit standards 
before issuing the next annual report or AAR; 

7 

Recalls that the Union is making increasing use of financial instruments and 
regrets that the establishment of European Fund for Strategic Investments 

I (EFSI) creates new governance arrangements with a level of public scrutiny 
that remains unsatisfactory, thus requiring more careful surveillance by 
Parliament; highlights that any legislative proposal should improve 
significantly the geographical coverage of the EFSI; recalls that the EFSI should 
remain an additional tool for boosting investments as cohesion policy should 
remain the investment policy of the Union; notes, however, the successful ----~ 
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Item Reference 

8. Paragraph 56 

~ Paragraph 347 

L 
10. Paragraph 364 

(Agriculture and 
rural 
development) 

Paragraph 366 

(Agriculture and 
rural 
development) 

! 
12. Paragraph 367 

11. 

(Fisheries) 

Text 

implementation and the high amount of private capita leveraged by the fund, 
and acknowledges the further enhancements agreed on its transparency 
during negotiations for the extension of the duration of EFSI, referred to as 
EFSI 2.0; calls on the Court to strengthen its overview of the planning and the 
spending phase of the European Structural Investment funds (ESI); 

Fears that Member States where ESI funds represent a significant percentage 
of general government expenditure may find it challenging to identify 
sufficiently high quality projects on which to spend the available Union funds 
or to provide co-financing; calls on the Commission and the Court to pay 
greater attention to the sustainability aspect of the proposed investment 
projects and to critically assess their adequacy; 

Regrets that, at a time when the next MFF is under preparation, the Court did 
not provide any comprehensive information regarding the audits performed 
for the transport sector under the area of "Competitiveness for growth and 1 

employment", in particular regarding the CEF; 

Recalls that there is a significant difference in types and scale of error, i.e. 
between unintentional omissions, administrative in nature and cases of fraud, 
and that omissions do not as a rule cause any financial damage to the taxpayer, 
which should also be taken into account when estimating the actual error rate; 1 

reminds the Commission that the risk of unintentional errors owing to complex 
regulation is in the end borne by the beneficiary; regrets that, even if the 
investment was effective, expenditure is still judged 100 % ineligible by the 
Court in the event of public procurement errors; stresses therefore that 
further rationalisation in the error calculation method is desirable; 

Hopes that the Court is adjusting its supervisory approach so as to give the 
same importance to the use of funds as to their allocation; 

Li 
Urges the Court, in its future reports, to present a separate error rate for 

I 
fisheries and maritime affairs to eliminate the distortions that result from 
including other areas under the same heading; notes that maritime affairs and 
fisheries are not covered in sufficient detail in the Court's annual report and 
that a proper evaluation of financial management in those areas is therefore 
difficult; 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section IV - Court of Justice 
(2017/2139(DEC)) 

--- --- ----- - 
Notes that the Court of Auditors did not have access to certain documents 
relevant for the audit of the performance review of the CJEU1; calls on the 
CJEU to keep working with the Court of Auditors and to provide it with access 
to all the documents it needs for its audits to the extent that this does not 
infringe the obligation to maintain the secrecy of the deliberative process; 

I Regrets the decision by the United Kingdom to withdraw from the Union; I 
observes that at this point no predictions can be made about the financial, 
' administrative, human and other consequences related to the withdrawal, 

13. I Paragraph 25 

14. Paragraph 55 
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Item Reference Text j 
I I r asks the Council and the Court of Auditors to perform impact assessments and 
' [ inform the Parliament of the results by the end of 2018. 
European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 

I general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section V - Court of Auditors 
(2017/2140(DEC)) 

15. Paragraph 4 

16. Paragraph 5 

AAA»AAA 

17. Paragraph 6 

is. Paragraph 7 

tj Paragraph 8 

Notes that, according to the current discharge procedure, annual activity 
reports are submitted to the Court in June, the Court then submits its reports 
to the Parliament in October, and the discharges are voted by Parliament in I 
plenary by May; notes that, unless the discharge is postponed, at least 17 

I 
months pass between the closing of annual accounts and the closing of the 
discharge procedure; points out that auditing in the private sector follows a 
much shorter timeline; stresses that the discharge procedure needs to be 

1 streamlined and sped up; requests that the Court follows best practice in the I 
private sector; proposes in this regard to set a deadline for the submission of 
annual activity reports of 31 March of the year following the accounting year 
and a deadline for the submission of the Court's reports of 1 July; proposes 

I 
also to review the timetable for the discharge procedure as set down in Article 
.5 of Annex IV to Parliament's Rules of Procedure so that the vote on the 
discharges would take place in Parliament's part-session of November, thereby 
closing the discharge procedure within the year following the accounting year 
in question; 

• woos] 

Welcomes the overall prudent and sound financial management of the Court 
in the 2016 budget period; expresses support for the successful paradigm shift 
towards performance-based budgeting in the Commission's budget planning 

1 

introduced by Vice-President Kristalina Georgieva in September 2015 as part 
of the 'EU Budget Focused on Results' initiative; encourages the Court to apply 
the method to its own budget-planning procedure; 

1 Takes note of the Court's opinion No 1/2017 on the revision of the Financial 1 
Regulation where it is proposed to update the arrangement for auditing the 
decentralised agencies; regrets that in the context of the revision of the 
Financial Regulation, no inter-institutional agreement could be found which 
would ensure a reduction of the administrative burden resulting from the 
current arrangement; invites the Court to make a proposal on how the current 

1 
arrangement could be improved and how such an improvement could 
contribute to the synchronisation of the Court's annual report and the annual 

I reports on the agencies; -----1 

Notes the creation of a· high-level working group to work on improving the 
added value of the annual report for its users; calls on the Court to share the 
criteria used in this exercise with the Parliament; 

I 
20. 

Regrets that the extent of considerations in Chapter 10 of the annual report 
remains limited; asks the Court to provide more detailed data on each 
institution in order to achieve a better view of the weaknesses in 
administrative expenditures; considers that country specific reporting by the 

__J Court for every Member State would be welcome in the future; 

I Paragraph 9 Regrets that prior to 2016, there was a gender imbalance-of_t_h_r_e_e_w_o_m_e_n-to- 
25 men within the members of the Court; welcomes that the number of 
women went up to four in 2016; reiterates its support for the criteria for 

DOP103730EN03-18BB-DECO75-18FIN-Discharge-2016-ORAN.docx 3 



Item Reference 

21. Paragraph 10 

j 
appointment of members of the Court endorsed in its resolution on the future 
role of the Court of Auditors adopted on 4 February 2014; 

Text 

Notes that the Court reformed its chambers and committees in 2016 with 
significant impact on the preparation of its work; notes also that this reform is 
complementary to the introduction of a task-based organisation and the 
establishment of an institution-wide network to strengthen knowledge 

' management; commends the Court for the reforms and looks forward to 
receiving the assessment report of the new measures; I 

22. Paragraph 11 Notes that the 13-month target timeframe for producing the special reports 
has not yet been met; maintains that the Court has to respect this timeframe 
without compromising the quality of the reports and the targeting of its 
recommendations; 

26. Paragraph 16 

23. Paragraph 12 Welcomes the good cooperation of the Court with Parliament's Committee on 
Budgetary Control, particularly with regard to presenting and following up on 
the special reports; considers that the presentation of those reports in the 
specialised committees of Parliament after they have been presented to the 
Committee on Budgetary Control allows for essential follow-up on the 
activities they evaluate and raises awareness of the implementation and cost 
effectiveness of Union policies; 

24. Paragraph 13 Finds the cooperation and exchange of practices between the Court and the 
Member States' supreme audit institutions very positive; encourages the Court 
to continue this collaboration; 

- _J -- -- 
25. Paragraph 15 Notes the improvement of gender balance at managerial level in 2016; notes 

also that the equal opportunities action plan 2013-2017 is being evaluated; 
calls on the Court to continue promoting gender balance, in particular at 
managerial level, and report on the strategy and results of the action plan; 

Notes the creation of a post-graduate university diploma in 'audit of public 
organisations and policies' and a master's degree programme on 'management 
of public organisations' in cooperation with the University of Lorraine, 
targeting the continuous professional development of the staff of the Court; 
asks the Court to provide the discharge authority with further information 

1 about the agreements related to the creation of these programmes; 
L - - 

27. Paragraph 17 

28. 

29. 

[caph20 
Paragraph 21 

Notes the increased amount of outsourced translation in 2016, particularly in 
August; takes note of the Court's justification and calls for a better 
organisation of its internal translation services in order to generate economic 
savings; 

j_ -- --- -- --- 

Supports the Court's e-publishing policy and its achievements in lowering its 
environmental footprint; regrets that the website of the Court does not offer 
a user-friendly search system and asks for an effective improvement of the 
accessibility of reports; 

Notes that the negotiations between the Court and the European Anti-Fraud 
Office (OLAF) on an administrative arrangement are ongoing and foreseen to 
be concluded in 2018; calls on the Court to inform Parliament of the progress 
in the negotiations; 
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30. Paragraph 22 

31. Paragraph 23 

I 
32. Paragraph 25 

Reiterates its calls on the Court to inform the Parliament, in compliance with 
the existing rules on confidentiality and data protection, of closed OLAF cases, 
where the Court or any of the individuals working for it were the subject of the 
investigation; 

Expresses the need to establish an independent disclosure, advice and referral 
body with sufficient budgetary resources in order to help whistleblowers use 
the right channels to disclose information on possible irregularities affecting I 
the financial interests of the Union, while protecting their confidentiality and 
offering needed support and advice; 

Regrets the decision by the United Kingdom to withdraw from the European 
Union; observes that at this point no predictions can be made about the 

L financial, administrative, human and other consequences related to the I 
withdrawal, asks the Court to perform impact assessments and inform the 
Parliament on the results by the end of 2018. 

NJ»AJA»AJA»ANNAN Ass»sos»A» 

1 European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the I 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section VI - European Economic and 
Social Committee (2017/2141(DEC)) 

33. 1 Paragraph 3 

34. I Paragraph 28. 

Notes that, according to the current discharge procedure, the Committee 
submits annual activity reports to the Court in June, the Court then submits its 
report to Parliament in October, and the discharge is voted by Parliament in 
plenary by May; notes that, unless the discharge is postponed, at least 17 

1 months pass between the closing of the annual accounts and the closing of the 
discharge procedure; points out that auditing in the private sector follows a 
much shorter timeline; stresses that the discharge procedure needs to be 
streamlined and sped up; requests that the Committee and the Court follow 
best practice in the private sector; proposes in this regard to set a deadline for 
the submission of the annual activity reports of 31 March ofthe year following 
the accounting year and a deadline for the submission of the Court's report of 
1 July; proposes also to review the timetable for the discharge procedure as 
set down in Article 5 of Annex IV to Parliament's Rules of Procedure so that the 
vote on the discharge would take place in Parliament's plenary part-session in 
November, thereby closing the discharge procedure within the year following I 
the accounting year in question; 

Regrets the decision of the United Kingdom to withdraw from the European 
Union; observes that at this point no predictions can be made about the 
financial, administrative, human and other consequences related to the 
withdrawal, and asks the Committee and the Court to perform impact 
assessments and inform Parliament of the results by the end of 2018. 

~ European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of thel 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section VII - Committee of the Regions 
(2017/2142(DEC)) 

35. Paragraph 3 Notes that, according to the current discharge procedure, the Committee 
submits annual activity reports to the Court in June, the Court then submits its I 
report to Parliament in October, and the discharge is voted by Parliament in 
plenary by May; notes that, unless the discharge is postponed, at least 
17 months pass between the closing ofthe annual accounts and the closing of 

I the discharge procedure; points out that auditing in the private sector follows I 
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36. Paragraph 26 

a much shorter timeline; stresses that the discharge procedure needs to be 
streamlined and sped up; requests that the Committee and the Court follow 
best practice in the private sector; proposes in this regard to set a deadline for 

I the submission of the annual activity reports of 31 March of the year following 
the accounting year and a deadline for the submission of the Court's report of 
1 July; proposes also to review the timetable for the discharge procedure as 
set down in Article 5 of Annex IV to Parliament's Rules of Procedure so that the 
vote on the discharge would take place in Parliament's plenary part-session in 
November, thereby closing the discharge procedure within the year following 
the accounting year in question; 

Regrets the decision of the United Kingdom to withdraw from the European 
Union; observes that at this point no predictions can be made about the 
financial, administrative, human and other consequences related to the 
withdrawal, and asks the Committee and the Court to perform impact 
assessments and inform Parliament of the results by the end of 2018. 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section VIII - European Ombudsman 
(2017/2143(DEC)) 

Welcomes that the Ombudsman submitted its annual activity report to the 
Court in March; notes that the Court submitted its report to Parliament in 
October and that the discharge is to be voted on in plenary by Parliament by 
May; notes that by the time discharge is closed, if not postponed, at least 17 
months have passed since the closing of the annual accounts; points out that 
auditing in the private sector follows a much shorter time line; stresses that the 
discharge procedure needs to be streamlined and sped up; requests that the 
Ombudsman follow the good example given by the private sector and 
proposes to set a deadline for the submission of the annual activity reports on 
31 March of the following year, a deadline for the submission of the Court's 
reports on the 1st of July and subsequently vote on the discharge by 
Parliament in the plenary session of November, thereby closing the discharge 
procedure within the year following the accounting year in question; 

Regrets the decision of the United Kingdom to withdraw from the European 
Union; observes that at this point no predictions can be made about the 
financial, administrative, human and other consequences related to this 
withdrawal; asks the Ombudsman and the Court to perform impact I 
assessments and inform Parliament of the results by the end of the year 2018 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section IX -- European Data Protection 
Supervisor (2017/2144(DEC)) 

37. Paragraph 3 

38. Paragraph 24 

39. Paragraph 3 Notes that, according to the current discharge procedure, the Supervisor 
submits annual activity reports to the Court in June, the Court then submits its 
report to Parliament in October, and the discharge is voted by Parliament in 
plenary by May; notes that, unless the discharge is postponed, at least 17 
months pass between the closing ofthe annual accounts and the closing of the 
discharge procedure; points out that auditing in the private sector follows a 
much shorter timeline; stresses that the discharge procedure needs to be 
streamlined and sped up; requests that the Supervisor and the Court follow 
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best practice in the private sector; proposes in this regard to set a deadline for 
I the submission of the annual activity reports of 31 March of the year following 
the accounting year and a deadline for the submission of the Court's report of 

1

1 July; proposes also to review the timetable for the discharge procedure as 
set down in Article 5 of Annex IV to Parliament's Rules of Procedure so that the 
vote on the discharge would take place in Parliament's plenary part-session in 
November, thereby closing the discharge procedure within the year following 
the accounting year in question; 

Regrets the decision of the United Kingdom to withdraw from the European 
Union; observes that at this point no predictions can be made about the 
financial, administrative, human and other consequences related to the 
withdrawal, and asks the Supervisor and the Court to perform impact 
assessments and inform Parliament of the results by the end of 2018. 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge' in respect of the implementation of the 
general budget of the European Union for the financial year 2016, Section X - European External Action 
Service (2017/2145(DEC)) 

40. Paragraph 23 

41. 1 Paragraph 46 Notes that, according to the current discharge procedure, the EEAS submits 
annual activity reports to the Court in June, the Court then submits its report 
to the Parliament in October, and the discharge is voted by Parliament in 
plenary by May; notes that, unless the discharge is postponed, at least 17 
months pass between the closing of annual accounts and the closing of the 
discharge procedure; points out that auditing in the private sector follows a 
much shorter timeline; stresses that the discharge procedure needs to be 
streamlined and sped up; requests that the EEAS and the Court follow best 
practice in the private sector; proposes in this .regard to set a deadline for the 
submission of annual activity reports of 31 March of the year following the 
accounting year and a deadline for the submission of the Court's reports of 1 
July; proposes also to review the timetable for the discharge procedure as set 
down in Article 5 of Annex IV to Parliament's Rules of Procedure so that the 
vote on the discharge would take place in Parliament's plenary part-session of 
November, thereby closing the discharge procedure within the year following 
the accounting year in question. 

European Parliament resolution of 18 April 2018 on the Court of Auditors' special reports in the context 

1 

of the 2016 Commission discharge (2017 /2188(DEC)) _] 
42. I Paragraph 29 Calls on the Court to inform Parliament's competent committee whether a 

solution to the problem of access to information is found before November 
2018; 
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,-.-- 
43. Paragraph 46 

44. Paragraph 60 

45. Paragraph 66 

46. 

l 1 

Pa,ag,aph 159 

47. Paragraph 196 

48. Paragraph 210 

Notes that the audits carried out by the Court focused on the period between 
2007 and 2015, when Union payments amounted to EUR 119 million, and that 
the priority sectors under consideration were poverty reduction, forestry, 
security and justice, which received 89 % of the bilateral support paid out; 
takes the view, nevertheless, that the period covered by the Court in its report 
is too long, in that it is longer than the Commission's term of office and also 
includes extremely difficult and disparate political and economic situations; 
takes the view that in order to make them more effective, the audit periods 
ought to be shortened, or that interim assessments should be carried out, 
given the fact that there are too many instances in which the report identifies 
issues or shortcomings which have been rectified in the meantime, meaning 
that some of the report's conclusions and recommendations are no longer 
relevant; emphasises, furthermore, that in its report, the Court does not give 
an account of the interviews it conducted in Honduras, in particular those with 
beneficiaries, other donors and civil society organisations; 

Given that the sound management of public finances is an essential 
prerequisite for disbursements of budget support to be made, and that it is 
one of the most significant shortcomings in Honduras, despite the successive 
plans drawn up by the government and the support from the Commission, 
takes the view that the Commission should place particular emphasis on 
continued improvement in that area; with that in mind and taking into account 
the role that the Honduran Court of Auditors ought to play in managing state 
resources, calls on the Commission to come up with specific programmes for 
cooperation with the Court with a view to providing technical assistance and 
training in the area concerned; 

49. Paragraph 224 

Takes the view that the Court ought to have devoted a chapter of its report to 
Union cooperation with civil society organisations in Honduras, given the key 
role they play in society in general and in local development in particular, and 
especially since the Union is the largest donor to those organisations in the 
developing countries and has taken a leading role in protecting civil society 
representatives and human rights defenders through the use and 
implementation of a raft of instruments and policies; hopes that the Court will 
bear that in mind for future reports; 

Disagrees with the Court's and the Commission's opinion that Parliament's 
enhanced powers in themselves were a factor for undue delay in adoption of 
the relevant regulations for the 2014-2020 period; 

Calls on the Court to focus more in its future audit activity on systematic 
weaknesses and provide recommendations to both the Commission and the 
Member States on improving the functioning of the overall system for financial 
management and control; _j 
Regrets that in its special report, the Court could not deal with the broader 
picture, including relocation of applicants to other Member States; emphasises 
that the bottlenecks in the follow-up procedures caused a constant challenge 
for the proper functioning of the hotspots; 

Recommends that the Court consider a quick follow-up report on the 
functioning of the hotspots with a broader scope that includes an analysis of 

1 asylum, relocation and return procedures; 
ANN»As»ANNA»Ass» 
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so. Paragraph 299. 

51. Paragraph so2 

1 

52. Paragraph 325 

Criticises the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) for refusing the 
access of the Court of Auditors to some of the documents they requested for 
the performance review of the CJEU; reminds the CJEU that Court of Auditors 
Members as well as its auditors are bound by confidentiality and professional 
secrecy in the performance of duties; regrets that referendaires could not be 
interviewed despite their crucial role in the CJEU's work; 

Regrets that the Court of Auditors excluded from the sampling the cases which 
took longer than twice the average duration; is of the opinion that not only 
typical cases are relevant to assessing performance; 

Thanks the Court for preparing a comprehensive report on a very significant 
topic, which is closely linked to the activities of the Committee on Budgetary 
Control; regrets that it took three years to draft the audit report; underlines 
the importance of rightly timed reports as this would facilitate the work of the 
Commission and Parliament considerably; 

Deplores the fact that the Court had only a limited mandate in auditing the 
Union financial assistance to Greece that was managed by the troika consisting 
of the Commission, the European Central Bank and the IMF and did not receive 
adequate information from the ECB; encourages the ECB, in the spirit of 
mutual cooperation, to provide information allowing the Court to have a 
broader picture of the use of Union funds; 

European Parliament resolution of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
budget of the European Union agencies for the financial year 2016: performance, financial management 
and control (2017/2179(DEC)) 

54. Paragraph 8 

sos»loo 

55. Paragraph 17 

56. Paragraph 19 

57. Paragraph 23 

Is of the opinion that the discharge procedure needs to be streamlined and 

I 
accelerated towards n+l; calls therefore on the agencies and the Court to 
follow the good example set by the private sector and proposes to set the I 
deadline for the publication of the agencies' final accounts, annual activity 
reports and reports on budgetary and financial management on 31 March as 

I well as advance the publication of the Court's annual reports on agencies. for 
1 July at the very latest, in order to simplify and speed up the process, thereby 
closing the discharge procedure within the year following the accounting year1 
in question; 

Stresses, therefore, the immediate need to establish clear definitions of 
acceptable carry-overs in order to streamline the Court's reporting on this 
issue, as well as to enable the discharge authority to distinguish between the 
carry-overs indicating poor budgetary planning, and the carry-overs as a I 
budgetary tool which support multiannual programmes as well as 
procurement planning; believes that the Court's suggestion to use 1 

differentiated appropriations would allow more transparency as regards what 
constitutes a justified carry-over; 

Invites the Commission, the Court and the Network to discuss and to propose 
possible solutions for this issue, in order to streamline, in particular, financial 
management in the areas of multiannual programming and procurement; 

Notes with satisfaction that some agencies already cooperate according to I 
their thematic grouping, such as the justice and home affairs agenciesl and 
' e European supervisory authorities; encourages other agencies which have I 
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Item Reference Text ,,- not already started, to cooperate further with other agencies within the same 
thematic grouping whenever possible, not only in establishing shared services 
and synergies, but in their common policy areas as well; emphasises that there 
are two locations for the Railways Agency, four agencies on social policies and 
six agencies on Justice and Home Affairs issues; expresses its disappointment 
with the outcome so far in this respect of the Inter-Institutional Working Group 
on decentralised agencies, as no specific proposals were developed to merge 

I or co-locate agencies concentrating on related policy fields; calls upon the Commission to prepare a survey of possible steps in this direction; encourages 
the Court to consider presenting landscape reviews of the agencies' common 
policy areas; ---- Notes that in its opinion No 1/2017 on the revision of the Financial Regulation, 
the Court proposed to update the arrangement for the audit of the 
decentralised agencies; regrets that the legislative proposal does not foresee 
any reduction of the excessive administrative burden that continues to be 
borne by the decentralised agencies; notes that the audit of the decentralised 
agencies "remains under the full responsibility of the Court, which manages all 
administrative and procurement procedures required"; reiterates moreover 
that the new audit approach involving private sector auditors has resulted in a 
significant increase of the administrative burden on the agencies, as well as 
that the time spent on procurement and administration of audit contracts 
created additional expenditure, thus straining further the diminishing 
resources of the agencies; emphasises that it is imperative to resolve this issue 
in accordance with the Common Approach, within the context of the current 
revision of the Financial Regulation and the subsequent revision of the 
Framework Financial Regulation; calls on all parties involved in these revisions 
to provide clarity on this issue as a matter of urgency so as to significantly 

I reduce the excessive administrative burden; 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
budget of the eighth, ninth, tenth and eleventh European Development Funds for the financial year 2016 
(2017/2146(DEC)) 

sos lg0soon» 

58. Paragraph 45 

gs»AAA»Ao» 

Observes that for budget support and for the implementation of multi-donor 
projects by international organisations, with the application of the notional 1 

approach, their nature of funding and modalities of payments limit the extent 
to which transactions are prone to error; reiterates its recurrent concern both 
on the pooling of Union funds with other donors' funding, particularly the fact 
that Union funds are not earmarked for specific identifiable items of 
expenditure, and on the limits of the Court's audit work arising from the 
application of the notional approach; 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
budget of the European Asylum Support Office for the financial year 2016 (2017/2177(DEC)) 

59. Paragraph 14 

60. Paragraph 12 

Jee®eeeeee 

Notes that the Office's work programme was amended three times and its 
budget four times in order to take into account significant changes that took 
place during 2016, in particular the significant increase in the operational 
support activities of the Office in "hotspots" in some Member States and the 
implementation of the EU-Turkey Statement; asks the Office to take into I 
account Special Report 6/2017 of the Court entitled 'EU response to the 
refugee crisis: the "hotspot" approach', and calls upon the Court to give 
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priority to the follow-up report to this Special Report, which was requested by 
the Parliament in order to take account of hotspots as part of the wider asylum 

I system of the Union and its Member States; 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
budget of the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control for the financial year 2016 
(2017/2160(DEC)) 

Notes that, according to the court's report, as in previous years, committed I appropriations carried over for Title Ill (operational expenditure) were high at 
41 % (EUR 7 900 000); acknowledges that the carry-overs mainly relate to 
multiannual projects in the areas of scientific advice (EUR 2 400 000), 
surveillance (EUR 1 300 000), public health training {EUR 1 400 000) and public I 
health IT (EUR 2 100 000); notes that the Court in its report suggests that the 
Centre consider introducing differentiated budget appropriations to better 
reflect the multiannual nature of operations and unavoidable delays between 
the signature of contracts, deliveries and payments; notes that, according to 
the Centre's reply, it will analyse the situation in liaison with the Court; 

_J_ -----1 - -- --- 

European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
budget of the ECSEL Joint Undertaking for the financial year 2016 (2017/2187(DEC)) 

61. Paragraph 5 

62. I Paragraph 7 ' 

I 
Highlights as a matter of particular concern that the Court issued a qualified 
opinion on Joint Undertaking's payments related to projects taken over from 
its legal predecessors, the ARTEMIS and ENIAC Joint Undertakings and invites 
the Court to reconsider the methodology that results in repetitive qualified 
opinions based on this reoccurring issue that cannot be solved until the 
Seventh Framework Programme projects are terminated; notes that the 
payments made for those projects by the Joint Undertaking in 2016, against 
certificates of acceptance of costs issued by the NFAs of the Participating 
States, amounted to EUR 118 000 000, which represents 54 %of the total 
operational payments made by the Joint Undertaking in 2016; notes that the 
NFAs compiled 'declarations of assurance' on the 2016 expenditure as received 
on 22 January 2018 from Joint Undertaking; which cover 98 % of the 
participation fees from the Participating States for the Seventh Framework 
Programme expenditure in 2016; 

---, 
I European Parliament decision of 18 April 2018 on discharge in respect of the implementation of the 
budget of Eurojust for the financial year 2016 (2017/2155(DEC)) ] 
63. Paragraph 8 Asks the Court to keep the volume to be carried over to the next year as low 

as possible; 
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