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4.7.2016 A8-0224/41 

Amendment  41 

Younous Omarjee, Paloma López Bermejo, Ángela Vallina, Sofia Sakorafa, Marisa 

Matias, Stelios Kouloglou, Merja Kyllönen, Kostadinka Kuneva, Stefan Eck, Barbara 

Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 27 a (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 27a. Calls for additional budgetary 

support to all Member States involved in 

the Excessive Deficit Procedure; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/42 

Amendment  42 

Younous Omarjee, Paloma López Bermejo, Martina Michels, Ángela Vallina, Sofia 

Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Nikolaos Chountis, Kostadinka Kuneva, Stefan Eck, Merja 

Kyllönen, Barbara Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 27 b (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 27b. Calls for the investment clause to be 

revised so that national and regional 

investments which co-financed ESI funds 

are excluded from the calculation of 

national deficits under the Stability and 

Growth Pact; 

Or. en 



 

AM\1100104EN.doc  PE585.330v01-00 

EN United in diversity EN 

 

4.7.2016 A8-0224/43 

Amendment  43 

Liadh Ní Riada, Jiří Maštálka, Kateřina Konečná, Paloma López Bermejo, Martina 

Michels, Ángela Vallina, Stelios Kouloglou, Marie-Christine Vergiat, Merja Kyllönen, 

Kostadinka Kuneva, Martina Anderson, Lynn Boylan, Matt Carthy, Stefan Eck, Luke 

Ming Flanagan, Barbara Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 41 a (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 41a. (New) Peace Process in Ireland 

Notes the important contribution that the 

EU has made to encouraging peace and 

reconciliation in Ireland, in particular 

through PEACE programmes, which are 

targeted at the north of Ireland and 

border counties in the south; notes that 

the result of the UK referendum might 

create grave problems for the peace 

process, and undermines the integrity of 

the peace process and of the Good Friday 

Agreement; calls on the Commission to 

continue its support for the peace process 

through the continued funding of the 

PEACE programme; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/44 

Amendment  44 

Sofia Sakorafa, Martina Michels, Paloma López Bermejo, Ángela Vallina, Marisa 

Matias, Stelios Kouloglou, Merja Kyllönen, Kostadinka Kuneva, Luke Ming Flanagan, 

Younous Omarjee 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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. Is convinced that the EU budget should 

not be financing new initiatives to the 

detriment of existing Union programmes 

and policies; regrets the fact that the 

EFSI-related cuts are severely affecting 

Horizon 2020 and CEF and stresses the 

need 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 A8-0224/45 

Amendment  45 

Younous Omarjee, Paloma López Bermejo, Martina Michels, Ángela Vallina, Sofia 

Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Stelios Kouloglou, Kostadinka Kuneva, Stefan Eck 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 a (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 42a. Believes that the outcome of the UK 

referendum pledges for a real change in 

the European Union’s short- and long-

term objectives in order to achieve what 

citizens are waiting for the EU to deliver: 

social justice, ecological transition, the 

right to welfare, protection against 

negative impacts of globalisation, and fair 

harmonisation of taxation; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/46 

Amendment  46 

Xabier Benito Ziluaga, Liadh Ní Riada, Younous Omarjee, Martina Michels, Sofia 

Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Stelios Kouloglou, Marie-Christine Vergiat, Merja Kyllönen, 

Kostadinka Kuneva, Martina Anderson, Lynn Boylan, Matt Carthy, Matt Carthy, 

Stefan Eck, Takis Hadjigeorgiou, Barbara Spinelli, Neoklis Sylikiotis 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 43 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

43. Strongly supports the continuation of 

the YEI, as a means of ensuring an urgent 

response in the fight against youth 

unemployment, following the necessary 

adjustments brought about by the ongoing 

evaluation; considers that this can only be 

achieved through the provision of at least 

the same level in commitment 

appropriations for YEI until the end of the 

current MFF as the one allocated annually 

to the programme during the first two 

years of this period (6 billion EUR 

frontloaded in 2014-2015), subject to the 

outcome of the upcoming Commission’s 

assessment; notes that this should entail an 

upwards revision of the ceilings of 

Subheading 1b (‘Economic, social and 

territorial cohesion’), as no margins are 

available; 

43. Strongly supports the continuation of 

the Youth Employment Initiative (YEI), as 

a means of ensuring an urgent response in 

the fight against youth unemployment, 

following the necessary adjustments 

brought about by the ongoing evaluation; 

considers that this can only be achieved 

through the provision of an adequate level 

of commitment appropriations for the YEI 

for the remaining years of the current 

MFF; in order to increase the utilisation 

rate of this fund in the less developed 

regions – currently very low – that require 

greater budgetary support, points out the 

necessity of making it easier to anticipate 

the availability of funds at the outset of 

the programmes; notes that this should 

entail an upwards revision of the ceilings 

of Subheading 1b, as no margins are 

available; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/47 

Amendment  47 

Xabier Benito Ziluaga, Jiří Maštálka, Kateřina Konečná, Paloma López Bermejo, 

Martina Michels, Ángela Vallina, Marisa Matias, Nikolaos Chountis, Stelios Kouloglou, 

Marie-Christine Vergiat, Stefan Eck, Takis Hadjigeorgiou, Barbara Spinelli, Neoklis 

Sylikiotis 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

47. Expects that concerted action to 

respond effectively to the external 

dimension of the migration and refugee 

crisis, notably the political stabilisation of 

the European Neighbourhood and the 

sub-Saharan Africa and the tackling of 

humanitarian and economic causes of 

migration, will intensify over the coming 

years, and will be accompanied by 

increased requests for funding under 

Heading 4 (Global Europe); underlines that 

such requests for additional funding should 

not be deployed to the detriment of the 

EU’s existing external action, including its 

development policy; calls, therefore, for an 

upward revision of the ceilings under 

Heading 4; 

47. Expects that concerted action to 

respond effectively to the external 

dimension of the migration and refugee 

crisis will intensify over the coming years, 

and will be accompanied by increased 

requests for funding under Heading 4 

(Global Europe), which entails 

implementing solutions at the point of 

origin, sanctioning those practices which 

directly or indirectly promote Daesh and 

those who are taking advantage of human 

traffic, guaranteeing safe mobility for 

people with refugee status, and supplying 

the resources needed in order to provide 

worthy social integration for these people 

during their period of stay in Europe; 
underlines that such requests for additional 

funding should not be deployed to the 

detriment of the EU’s existing external 

action, including its development policy; 

calls, therefore, for an upward revision of 

the ceilings under Heading 4; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/48 

Amendment  48 

Younous Omarjee, Sofia Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Merja Kyllönen, Stefan Eck, 

Barbara Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 52 a (new) 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 52a. Strongly believes that a fundamental 

right conditionality should be 

implemented in order to suspend payment 

of ESI Funds to Member States that do 

not respect the Charter of Fundamental 

Rights of the European Union; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/49 

Amendment  49 

Sofia Sakorafa, Merja Kyllönen, Stefan Eck, Barbara Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 61 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

61. Believes that the mid-term 

review/revision provides for an excellent 

opportunity for the first-time assessment 

and evaluation of the functioning of the EU 

policies and programmes concerned, as 

well as the operation of the MFF flexibility 

provisions and special instruments, and 

expects the Commission to supply an 

analysis identifying the shortcomings of 

the current implementation system; pays 

particular attention to the assessment of the 

impact on the implementation process of 

the new elements introduces in the current 

programming period, such as ex-ante 

conditionalities under cohesion policy; 

considers that the mid-term review/revision 

of the MFF should also take stock of the 

performance of funds allocated in view of 

the achievement of their objectives; invites 

the Commission to come up with concrete 

proposals to address the possible 

deficiencies and to improve and rationalise 

the implementation environment for the 

remaining years of the current MFF, in 

order to ensure the most efficient use of 

scarce financial resources and to reduce the 

administrative burden for the beneficiaries; 

61. Notes that, given the fact of the late 

implementation of the MFF, the mid-term 

review/revision provides for an excellent 

opportunity for the first-time assessment 

and evaluation of the functioning of the EU 

policies and programmes concerned, the 

operation of the MFF flexibility provisions 

and special instruments, as well as the 

management of EU spending in order to 

assess whether MFF programmes 

perform against stipulated targets and 

objectives, present adequate absorption 

capacity and generate EU added value; 
expects the Commission to supply an 

analysis identifying the shortcomings of 

the current implementation system; pays 

particular attention to the assessment of the 

impact on the implementation process of 

the new elements introduces in the current 

programming period, such as ex-ante 

conditionalities under cohesion policy; 

considers that the mid-term review/revision 

of the MFF should also take stock of the 

performance of funds allocated in view of 

the achievement of their objectives; invites 

the Commission to come up with concrete 

proposals to address the possible 

deficiencies and to improve and rationalise 

the implementation environment through a 

comprehensive simplification 
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encompassing reforms in management, 

monitoring, reporting and control of the 

funds, in order to ensure the most efficient 

use of scarce financial resources and to 

reduce the administrative burden for the 

beneficiaries for the remaining years of 

the current MFF; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/50 

Amendment  50 

Younous Omarjee, Marisa Matias, Merja Kyllönen, Stefan Eck 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 62 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

62. Stresses that it is important to show the 

added-value of EU budget delivery and 

supports bringing the result orientation 

culture at the heart of the EU spending; 

emphasises that performance and output-

related assessment should become, where 

appropriate, a key principle, and stresses 

the particular applicability of such a 

principle on innovation-focussed 

programmes; acknowledges the work of 

the Commission in the context of the EU 

Budget Focused on Results initiative, 

which still needs to be further developed, 

and awaits the outcomes of the work of the 

inter-institutional expert working group on 

performance-based budgeting; considers 

that this approach can be a vehicle for 

boosting performance of underperforming 

programmes; stresses, however, that 

technical or programming shortcomings 

cannot lead to a reduction of the EU budget 

or the abandonment of political priorities, 

and that better spending alone will not 

solve the problem of the lack of financial 

means to address pressing and growing 

needs; reminds the Commission that 

Parliament, as one arm of the budgetary 

authority, must be included in developing 

the Commission’s strategy in that respect; 

Deleted. 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/51 

Amendment  51 

Younous Omarjee, Martina Michels, Sofia Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Merja Kyllönen, 

Kostadinka Kuneva, Stefan Eck, Barbara Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 63 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

63. Acknowledges the increased role of 

financial instruments in the Union budget 

as a complementary form of funding as 

compared to subsidies and grants; 

recognises the potential of these 

instruments in terms of increasing the 

financial, and therefore the political, 

impact of the Union budget; underlines, 

however, that a shift from traditional 

financing to more innovative instruments is 

not advisable in all policy areas, as not all 

policies are entirely market-driven; 
highlights that financial instruments 

provide an alternative and complementary 

way of funding and should not be used for 

projects that can only benefit from the use 

of grants, which are particularly 

important to less developed regions; 

63. Acknowledges the increased use of 

financial instruments in the Union budget 

as a complementary form of funding as 

compared to subsidies and grants; 

recognises the potential of these 

instruments in terms of increasing the 

financial, and therefore the political, 

impact of the Union budget; underlines, 

however, that a shift from traditional 

financing to more innovative instruments is 

not advisable; highlights that financial 

instruments can provide an alternative and 

complementary way of funding and should 

only be used for projects for which this 

type of financing represents an added 

value and an increase in the sound 

management of public funds; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/52 

Amendment  52 

Younous Omarjee, Martina Michels, Sofia Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Merja Kyllönen, 

Stefan Eck 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 65 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

65. Encourages the Commission to 

identify all EU policy areas where grants 

could be combined with financial 

instruments and to reflect on a proper 

balance between the two; is of the firm 

opinion that the possibility of a 

combination of various EU resources 

under harmonised management rules 

would help optimise the synergies between 

available sources of financing at EU 

level; underlines that increasing use of 

financial instruments should not lead to a 

reduction in the Union budget; recalls its 

repeated calls for greater transparency and 

democratic scrutiny regarding the 

implementation of financial instruments 

supported by the Union budget; 

65. Underlines that increasing use of 

financial instruments should not lead to a 

reduction in the Union budget; recalls its 

repeated calls for greater transparency and 

democratic scrutiny regarding the 

implementation of financial instruments 

supported by the Union budget; 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/53 

Amendment  53 

Younous Omarjee, Merja Kyllönen, Martina Michels 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 73 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

73. Believes that, given the rapidly 

changing political environment and with a 

view to ensuring greater flexibility, some 

elements of the MFF should be agreed for 

5 years while others, notably those related 

to programmes requiring longer-term 

programming and/or policies foreseeing 

complex procedures for the establishment 

of implementation systems, such as 

cohesion policy or rural development, 

should be agreed for a period of 5+5 years 

with compulsory mid-term revision; 

Deleted. 

Or. en 
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4.7.2016 A8-0224/54 

Amendment  54 

Xabier Benito Ziluaga, Younous Omarjee, Paloma López Bermejo, Ángela Vallina, 

Sofia Sakorafa, Marisa Matias, Stelios Kouloglou, Marie-Christine Vergiat, Kostadinka 

Kuneva, Stefan Eck, Barbara Spinelli 

on behalf of the GUE/NGL 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 76 

 

Motion for a resolution Amendment 

76. Calls for the introduction of one or 

several new own resources, ideally with a 

clear link to European policies that create 

added value; notes that a large number of 

possible new own resources have already 

been discussed by the High Level Group, 

such as a reformed VAT, a Financial 

Transaction Tax, ECB seigniorage, a 

reformed EU Emissions Trading System 

and carbon taxation, transport taxation, 

corporate taxation, electricity or digital 

taxation; eagerly awaits the High Level 

Group’s recommendations, in order to 

proceed and prepare Parliament’s position 

in this respect; calls, in this context, for the 

phasing out of all forms of rebates; 

76. Calls for the introduction of one or 

several new own resources, ideally with a 

clear link to European policies that create 

added value, through progressive tax 

figures, reinforcing the fiscal capacity to 

tackle the financial, economic and 

environmental crisis along cycles; notes 

that a large number of possible new own 

resources have already been discussed by 

the High Level Group, such as a reformed 

VAT, a Financial Transaction Tax, ECB 

seigniorage, a reformed EU Emissions 

Trading System and carbon taxation, 

transport taxation, corporate taxation, 

electricity or digital taxation; eagerly 

awaits the High Level Group’s 

recommendations, in order to proceed and 

prepare Parliament’s position in this 

respect; calls, in this context, for the 

phasing out of all forms of rebates; 

Or. en 

 

 


