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4.7.2016 A8-0224/11 

Amendment  11 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 15 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

15. Underlines that, in response to this 

pressing problem, the new Commission in 

2014 proposed an investment plan for 

Europe and the establishment of EFSI, with 

the aim of mobilising EUR 315 billion in 

new investment in the real economy; 

reiterates its strong commitment to EFSI, 

which is expected to deliver a powerful 

and targeted boost to economic sectors 

that are conducive to growth and job; 
observes that a number of projects have 

already been approved and are under 

implementation; notes that the guarantee 

provided by the Union for EFSI is covered 

by a Guarantee Fund of EUR 8 billion 

constituted in the EU budget; 

15. Underlines that, in response to this 

pressing problem, the new Commission in 

2014 proposed an investment plan for 

Europe and the establishment of EFSI, with 

the aim of mobilising EUR 315 billion in 

new investment in the real economy; 

observes that a number of projects have 

already been approved and are under 

implementation; notes that the guarantee 

provided by the Union for EFSI is covered 

by a Guarantee Fund of EUR 8 billion 

constituted in the EU budget; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/12 

Amendment  12 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 42 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

42. Is convinced that, while fully 

confirming the notion of large-scale 

political and financial support for EFSI, the 

EU budget should not be financing new 

initiatives to the detriment of existing 

Union programmes and policies; intends to 

deliver on its commitment to fully offset 

the EFSI-related cuts affecting Horizon 

2020 and CEF, in order to allow them to 

accomplish their objectives as agreed only 

two years ago, and enable the Union to 

reach its research and innovation targets; 

stresses, in this context, that the funding 

level of the other programmes in 

Subheading 1a (‘Competitiveness for 

growth and jobs’) should not be affected by 

this compensation, pointing to their 

incontestable contribution to growth, jobs 

and competitiveness; believes that margins 

in Subheading 1a are not sufficient for 

accommodating these needs, hence calls 

for an increase of the ceiling in this 

Subheading; 

42. Stresses therefore that the maximalist 

approach to the revision of the MFF 

might lead to it being revised up to the 

own resources ceiling (1.29% of EU GNI 

in commitments), which would entail an 

approximate increase of EUR 150 billion 

in investment in order to achieve the 

EU2020 strategy targets and to fulfil the 

EU’s international commitments such as 

the COP21 and post-MDG objectives; 

reiterates its view therefore that the initial 

Commission proposal, which was then cut 

by EUR 85 billion, was not sufficient to 

finance existing policy priorities linked to 

Europe’s strategy for smart, sustainable 

and inclusive growth, the new tasks 

provided for by the Treaty of Lisbon, or 

unforeseen events, not to mention the 

political objectives and commitments set 

by the European Council itself; considers 

therefore that the outcome of the revision 

should logically end up somewhere 

between the aforementioned minimum 

and maximum limits; is convinced that, 

while fully confirming the notion of large-

scale political and financial support for 

EFSI, the EU budget should not be 

financing new initiatives to the detriment 

of existing Union programmes and 

policies; intends to deliver on its 
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commitment to fully offset the EFSI-

related cuts affecting Horizon 2020 and 

CEF, in order to allow them to accomplish 

their objectives as agreed only two years 

ago, and enable the Union to reach its 

research and innovation targets; stresses, in 

this context, that the funding level of the 

other programmes in Subheading 1a 

(‘Competitiveness for growth and jobs’) 

should not be affected by this 

compensation, pointing to their 

incontestable contribution to growth, jobs 

and competitiveness; believes that margins 

in Subheading 1a are not sufficient for 

accommodating these needs, hence calls 

for an increase of the ceiling in this 

Subheading; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/13 

Amendment  13 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 47 a (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

  47a. Reiterates that actions to tackle 

humanitarian challenges should not come 

at the expense of the EU’s development 

funding and policies in other areas; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/14 

Amendment  14 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 47 b (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

  47b. Believes that new political priorities 

should not be proposed at the expense of 

programmes agreed under the current 

MFF, such as H2020, CEF, COSME, 

Galileo and Copernicus, and pre-allocated 

national envelopes that should be fully 

implemented; points, however, to the fact 

that the budget for ITER is larger than 

any other R&D investment in the field of 

energy; deeply regrets that some Member 

States are compelled to review their 

funding priorities for research because of 

the surge in ITER costs; stresses that 

Parliament has voted to withhold approval 

of the 2014 accounts for ITER on 

grounds of mismanagement, delays and 

excessive costs; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/15 

Amendment  15 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 47 c (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

  47c. Firmly believes that ITER is the 

largest misallocated EU investment in the 

field of energy R&D; calls for the 

investment dedicated to ITER to be halted 

and reallocated to the development and 

deployment of sustainable energy 

solutions that are already available, or 

available in the foreseeable future, in 

order to contribute effectively to the 

climate and energy 2020 goals; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/16 

Amendment  16 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 47 d (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

  47d. Asks for increased financial support 

to the three European programmes that 

directly concern citizens – Creative 

Europe, Europe for Citizens and 

Erasmus+ – as those programmes develop 

new subsidy lines to react to the current 

situation concerning the integration and 

education of refugees and are at the 

forefront of actions led by the Union and 

Member States to improve the overall 

social situation, mutual understanding 

and living together in our different 

societies; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/17 

Amendment  17 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 48 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

48. Considers that, as a matter of priority, it 

is necessary to act to prevent a new 

payment crisis occurring towards the end 

of the current MFF; firmly believes that 

every effort should be made to avoid 

building up a backlog of unpaid bills like 

the one that was observed during the 

previous period; stresses, however, that, at 

the same time as payment needs should be 

reaching their normal peak, a significant 

pressure on payments at the second half of 

the MFF can already be anticipated; 

considers that the additional pressure is 

due, inter alia, to the offsetting of the 

Contingency Margin against the already 

tight payments ceilings for 2018-2020, the 

considerable delay in launching the new 

programmes under shared management, 

including the YEI, the payment profile of 

EFSI, and the additional payments 

corresponding to the recent increases in 

commitments in relation to the migration 

and refugee crisis; 

48. Stresses therefore that the maximalist 

approach to the revision of the MFF 

might lead to it being revised up to the 

own resources ceiling (1.23% of EU GNI 

in payments), which would lead 

approximately to an additional EUR 120 

billion; reiterates its view therefore that 

the initial Commission proposal, which 

was then cut by EUR 91 billion in 

payments, was not sufficient to close the 

gap between the commitments and 

payments and to reduce the RAL; 

considers therefore that the outcome of the 

revision should logically end up 

somewhere between the aforementioned 

minimum and maximum limits; considers 

that, as a matter of priority, it is necessary 

to act to prevent a new payment crisis 

occurring towards the end of the current 

MFF; firmly believes that every effort 

should be made to avoid building up a 

backlog of unpaid bills like the one that 

was observed during the previous period; 

stresses, however, that, at the same time as 

payment needs should be reaching their 

normal peak, a significant pressure on 

payments at the second half of the MFF 

can already be anticipated; considers that 

the additional pressure is due, inter alia, to 

the offsetting of the Contingency Margin 
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against the already tight payments ceilings 

for 2018-2020, the considerable delay in 

launching the new programmes under 

shared management, including the YEI, the 

payment profile of EFSI, and the additional 

payments corresponding to the recent 

increases in commitments in relation to the 

migration and refugee crisis; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/18 

Amendment  18 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 60 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

60. Notes that the COP 21 agreement 

reached in Paris is a universal, dynamic 

and differentiated agreement aimed at 

facing the challenge of climate change; 

underlines that, under this agreement, EU 

funding needs to be allocated for 

supporting climate action in developing 

countries; stresses that any funding for the 

possible measures originating from COP 

21 should be additional to the current 

spending on climate actions, and calls on 

the Commission to present its 

implementation strategy and first 

evaluation of the possible impact of the 

COP 21 agreement on the EU budget in 

due time for the revision; underlines, 

moreover, that the revision of the MFF 

creates an excellent opportunity to ensure 

that the 20 % target of spending on 

climate-related actions is reached and to 

provide for a possible increase of this 

threshold in line with the EU’s 

international commitments taken during 

the COP 21; calls on the Commission to 

ensure that the mechanism of climate 

action mainstreaming is fully 

operationalised and that the current method 

of tracking of such spending is improved; 

recalls, furthermore, that the EU is also 

committed to implement the United 

60. Notes that the COP 21 agreement 

reached in Paris is a universal, dynamic 

and differentiated agreement aimed at 

facing the challenge of climate change; 

underlines that, under this agreement, EU 

funding needs to be allocated for 

supporting climate action in developing 

countries; stresses that any funding for the 

possible measures originating from COP 

21 should be additional to the current 

spending on climate actions, and calls on 

the Commission to present its 

implementation strategy and first 

evaluation of the possible impact of the 

COP 21 agreement on the EU budget in 

due time for the revision; underlines, 

moreover, that the revision of the MFF 

creates an excellent opportunity to increase 

immediately climate-related spending in 

the EU budget from 20% to 30% to reflect 

the EU commitments taken in Paris in 

December 2015; calls on the Commission 

to ensure that the mechanism of climate 

action mainstreaming is fully 

operationalised and that the current method 

of tracking of such spending is improved; 

recalls, furthermore, that the EU is also 

committed to implement the United 

Nations convention’s Strategic Plan for 

Biodiversity, and underlines that it should 
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Nations convention’s Strategic Plan for 

Biodiversity, and underlines that it should 

dedicate sufficient resources to fulfil its 

commitments in that respect; 

dedicate sufficient resources to fulfil its 

commitments in that respect; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/19 

Amendment  19 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 86 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

86. Insists that the legislative process to 

adopt the next MFF should be concluded 

by the end of 2018, following substantial 

negotiations between Parliament and the 

Council; stresses that a timely MFF 

agreement will allow for the swift adoption 

of all sectorial regulations, and will enable 

the new programmes to start without delay 

on 1 January 2021; stresses the importance 

of better informing national parliaments 

and European citizens of the challenges of 

the next MFF through the organisation, 

when appropriate, of an interinstitutional, 

inter-parliamentary conference; 

86. Stresses that a timely MFF agreement 

will allow for the swift adoption of all 

sectorial regulations, and will enable the 

new programmes to start without delay on 

1 January 2021; stresses the importance of 

better informing national parliaments and 

European citizens of the challenges of the 

next MFF through the organisation, when 

appropriate, of an interinstitutional, inter-

parliamentary conference; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/20 

Amendment  20 

Ernest Maragall 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Report A8-0224/2016 

Jan Olbrycht, Isabelle Thomas 

Preparation of the post-electoral revision of the MFF 2014-2020: Parliament’s input ahead of 

the Commission’s proposal 

2015/2353(INI) 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 86 a (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

  86a. Notes that the agreement reached on 

12 December 2015 in Paris by the 196 

parties to the UN Framework Convention 

on Climate Change is a universal, 

binding, dynamic and differentiated 

agreement aimed at facing the challenge 

of climate change; calls on the 

Commission to present its first evaluation 

of the possible impact of the COP21 

agreement on the EU budget in due time 

for the revision; calls on the Commission 

to increase, for the post-2020 MFF, 

climate-related spending in the EU budget 

to 50% and to improve the current method 

of tracking such spending in light of the 

Paris agreement on global action to 

combat climate change, and to show 

European leadership in this regard; 

Or. en 

 

 


