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2.3.2016 A8-0036/5 

Amendment  5 

Bernd Kölmel 

on behalf of the ECR Group 

 

Report A8-0036/2016 

Jens Geier 

Guidelines for the 2017 Budget – Section III 

2016/2004(BUD) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 2 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

2. Underlines that the limited capacity of 

the Union budget to tackle these crises is at 

this stage primarily the result of the use of 

all means available agreed on in the MFF 

negotiations, and particularly of the use of 

special instruments such as the flexibility 

instrument; recalls Parliament’s decisive 

role in shaping those instruments during 

the MFF negotiations; highlights, however, 

that if the crises continue to worsen even 

the full activation of the existing flexibility 

provisions will be insufficient to address 

the problem; urges the Council, in this 

context, to reconsider its position on the 

question of budgeting the MFF special 

instruments so as to alleviate the 

constraints weighing on the Union 

budget; reiterates in this connection its 

longstanding position that the payment 

appropriations for the special instruments 

(the flexibility instrument, the EU 

Solidarity Fund, the European 

Globalisation Adjustment Fund and the 

Emergency Aid Reserve) should be 

calculated over and above the MFF 

ceilings, as is the case for commitments; 

expects this issue to be resolved in the 

context of the mid-term revision of the 

MFF; 

2. Underlines that the capacity of the 

Union budget to tackle these crises arises 

from the use of all means agreed upon in 

the MFF negotiations, and particularly of 

the use of special instruments such as the 

flexibility instrument; recalls Parliament’s 

decisive role in shaping those instruments 

during the MFF negotiations; highlights, 

however, that if the crises continue to 

worsen even the full activation of the 

existing flexibility provisions will be 

insufficient to address the problem; 

stresses, in this context, the necessity of 

all institutions exercising budgetary 

restraint when drawing up their estimates 

of Union expenditure for the following 

financial year, and ensuring that the 

budget is prioritised in areas of most need 

and that a sufficient margin is available to 

respond to unforeseen circumstances; 

believes that the mid-term review of the 

MFF also provides an opportunity to 

examine institutional differences in the 

calculation of payment appropriations for 

the special instruments (the flexibility 

instrument, the EU Solidarity Fund, the 

European Globalisation Adjustment Fund 

and the Emergency Aid Reserve), and to 

find a solution in the interests of 

budgetary stability and predictability; 

Or. en 
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2.3.2016 A8-0036/6 

Amendment  6 

Bernd Kölmel 

on behalf of the ECR Group 

 

Report A8-0036/2016 

Jens Geier 

Guidelines for the 2017 Budget – Section III 

2016/2004(BUD) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 30 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

30. Recalls that the final agreement on the 

MFF 2014-2020, as enshrined in Article 2 

of the MFF Regulation, includes a 

compulsory review of the MFF 2014-2020, 

to be accompanied by a legislative 

proposal for revision of the MFF by the 

end of 2016; stresses that the purpose of 

the review/revision is to assess the 

qualitative and quantitative functioning of 

the MFF and to address systemic 

shortcomings of the Union budget, as well 

as to ensure that the Union is granted 

sufficient resources to effectively address 

internal and external crises and finance 

evolving political priorities for the second 

half of the current MFF; stresses that the 

Council should live up to the expectations 

raised by the statements and decisions of 

the European Council; underlines in this 

respect that the Council should take on 

responsibility for ensuring that the 

necessary appropriations are made 

available to respond to the financing of 

new tasks and unforeseen circumstances, 

including through an upward revision of 

the MFF ceilings; intends to take a 

consistent approach in the negotiations on 

the 2017 budget and the revision of the 

MFF; expresses its strong doubts whether 

the crises in question can be funded 

within the constraints of the current 

30. Recalls that the final agreement on the 

MFF 2014-2020, as enshrined in Article 2 

of the MFF Regulation, includes a 

compulsory review of the MFF 2014-2020,  

by the end of 2016; stresses that the 

purpose of the review is to assess the 

functioning of the MFF; believes that the 

MFF ceilings agreed in 2013 must be 

maintained, and that the review should 

identify policy areas which are no longer 

among the Union’s priorities, in order to 

reallocate existing funds to those areas 

with the most pressing needs or which 

provide genuine EU added value; 

considers a further orientation of the 

budget towards promoting jobs, growth 

and competitiveness to be essential in this 

regard; underlines that all institutions 

have a responsibility to ensure that the 

necessary appropriations are made 

available to respond to the financing of 

new tasks and unforeseen circumstances, 

by engaging in a process of de-

prioritisation; 
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MFF; highlights in addition that the 

revision of the MFF in 2016 is an 

opportunity to adapt its means and to 

extend flexibility within it; 

Or. en 
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2.3.2016 A8-0036/7 

Amendment  7 

Bernd Kölmel 

on behalf of the ECR Group 

 

Report A8-0036/2016 

Jens Geier 

Guidelines for the 2017 Budget - Section III 

2016/2004(BUD) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 31 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

31. Reiterates its position in favour of the 

necessary in-depth reform of the system of 

Union own resources, and gives the 

highest political importance to the work of 

the High Level Group on Own Resources 

created as part of the MFF 2014-2020 

agreement; expects the Commission and 

the Council to take on board the final 

outcome, which is expected by the end of 

2016, including any new candidate for 

own resources; recalls that the leading 

idea behind the own resources reform is 

to make the revenue side of the Union 

budget more autonomous as well as more 

stable, simpler, fairer, more sustainable 

and more predictable, while also 
alleviating the burden of excessive 

spending from national budgets and 

improving transparency and visibility for 

the citizens without increasing the overall 

tax burden for citizens; believes that if 

there is to be a completely independent 

EU budget, genuine own resources have 

to be put in place; 

31. Notes the work of the High Level 

Group on Own Resources created as part of 

the MFF 2014-2020 agreement; expects the 

Commission and the Council to take on 

board the final outcome, which is expected 

by the end of 2016; strongly opposes the 

introduction of any new ‘EU tax’; 

believes that alleviating the burden of 

excessive spending from national budgets 

and improving the transparency and 

visibility of the EU budget without 

increasing the overall tax burden is 

essential; 

 

Or. en 

 

 


