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Amendment   1 

Beata Gosiewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas the common agricultural policy 

has grown significantly in complexity in 

recent years without any reduction in the 

existing bureaucracy; 

A. whereas the common agricultural policy 

has grown significantly in complexity in 

recent years and its reform has caused an 

increase in the scope of the existing 

bureaucracy; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   2 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas the common agricultural policy 

has grown significantly in complexity in 

recent years without any reduction in the 

existing bureaucracy; 

A. whereas the Common Agricultural 

Policy (CAP) has grown significantly in 

complexity in recent years without, so far, 

any visible reduction in the existing 

bureaucracy since the 2013 reform ; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   3 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas the common agricultural policy 

has grown significantly in complexity in 

A. whereas reforms of the common 

agricultural policy reform have increased 
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recent years without any reduction in the 

existing bureaucracy; 

the complexity and bureaucracy for 

competent authorities and farmers ; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   4 

Vladimir Urutchev, Daniel Buda, Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Aa. whereas more complex rules lead to 

more errors on the ground; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   5 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Aa. whereas the objectives of the CAP 

have to be fulfilled, while the mutual 

understanding and trust between all EU 

institutions, national and regional bodies 

have to be ensured for the effective 

implementation of the CAP; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   6 

Vladimir Urutchev, Daniel Buda, Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A b (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ab. whereas a more effective and efficient 

CAP reform requires simplification and 

less bureaucracy in order to meet CAP’s 

objectives; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   7 

Jan Huitema 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and are probably still rising, 

particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’; 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at an annual EUR 4 billion at 

Member State level, and are probably still 

rising, particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   8 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and are probably still rising, 

particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’; 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and are probably still rising, 

particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’ in pillar one and the increased 

complexity and proliferation of schemes 

in pillar two which is needlessly adding to 

the error rate by farmers as alluded to in a 

report done by the commission ‘gold 

plating in the EAFRD’; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   9 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida, Maria Noichl 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and are probably still rising, 

particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’; 

B. whereas the cost of controls and 

providing advice to stakeholders and 

farmers may be currently estimated at 

EUR 4 billion at Member State level; 

emphasizes the need to minimize the cost 

of controls and their bureaucracy burden; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   10 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and are probably still rising, 

particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’; 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and is likely to rise with the 

implementation of the latest CAP reform , 

particularly the introduction of ‘greening’ 

measures; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   11 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 
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Recital B 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and are probably still rising, 

particularly with the introduction of 

‘greening’; 

B. whereas the cost of controls is currently 

estimated at EUR 4 billion at Member 

State level, and may increase with the 

introduction of ‘greening’, as could error 

rates; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   12 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ba. whereas expenditure on controls is 

additional to expenditure on the 

management and distribution of aid, 

which makes it essential to achieve full 

transparency regarding the true 

administrative costs of the CAP both to 

the European Union and to the Member 

States; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   13 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ba. whereas performance based controls 

may become a useful methodology, while 

stability and an enabling approach are 

needed on the part of administrative 
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bodies in order to build trust with final 

beneficiaries; recalls however that a one-

size-fits-all system cannot be imposed on 

the diverse types and scale of agricultural 

holdings in the EU; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   14 

Lidia Senra Rodríguez, Estefanía Torres Martínez, Miguel Viegas 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ba. whereas some Member States are 

trying to reduce the costs of red tape by 

eliminating some of the smaller 

beneficiaries of CAP subsidies; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   15 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Bb. whereas farmers are systematically 

denied any new budget heading, even 

when a crisis occurs, and it is absolutely 

out of the question to consider increasing 

the administrative costs of the CAP, 

including costs of controls; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   16 
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Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Nicola Caputo, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil 

Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Bb. whereas the 2013 reform has resulted 

in significant changes in the data 

required from farmers to accompany 

applications and justify claims, with new 

requirements which risk bringing about a 

higher error rate in the initial learning 

and adaptation phase; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   17 

Lidia Senra Rodríguez, Miguel Viegas, Estefanía Torres Martínez 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Bb. whereas controls cause a delay in the 

payment of aid and, if a beneficiary has 

requested an advance from the bank, the 

latter asks for it to be reimbursed; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   18 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas the current system has 

reached its limits and action is needed; 

deleted 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   19 

Annie Schreijer-Pierik 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas the current system has reached 

its limits and action is needed; 

C. whereas the current system is subject to 

limits and action is needed; 

Or. nl 

 

Amendment   20 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas the current system has reached 

its limits and action is needed; 

C. whereas the current system has to deal 

with an estimated 15 million transactions 

each year, paid to around 8 million 

beneficiaries, and includes a million on-

the-spot-checks involving millions of 

reference parcels of land and 

consequently risks reaching its limits and 

action is therefore needed; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   21 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ca. whereas at the same time the number 

of farmers is constantly declining, while 

the number of staff administering 

agriculture and the CAP is constantly 

rising; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   22 

Jørn Dohrmann 

on behalf of the ECR Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ca. whereas it is important that operators 

are not burdened with a disproportionate 

amount of inspections; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   23 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ca. whereas farmers respecting the 

common rules of CAP and EU 

environment policy provide public goods 

such as landscapes, farmland biodiversity 

and climate stability, which are of 

intrinsic value to society and the 

environment; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   24 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Cb. whereas controls on environmental 

performance are a means to guarantee 

the continuation of the public goods 

provided by agriculture, recognizing their 

value by linking them to payments, 

reflecting the ‘public money for public 

goods’ principle; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   25 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Cc. whereas cross-compliance and 

greening measures provide a sound 

baseline for sustainability of EU 

agriculture; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   26 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C d (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 Cd. whereas controls on effective 

implementation of these rules allow to 

minimise the costs externalised to other 

areas of public spending due to 

environmental damage or dangers to 

public health; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   27 

Norbert Erdős 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, as well 

as reducing the cost and administrative 

burden borne by the taxpayer and farmers, 

and at the same time ensure that the budget 

is correctly spent; 

Or. hu 

Amendment   28 

Beata Gosiewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for the complexity and 

number of controls to be reduced in order 

to cut error rates, restrict the bureaucracy 

and reduce the cost to the taxpayer and at 

the same time ensure that the budget is 

correctly spent; 
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Or. pl 

Amendment   29 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is often 

viewed as being in proportion to the 

complexity of the CAP; calls, therefore, for 

complexity to be reduced in order to cut 

error rates, reduce the cost to the taxpayer 

and at the same time ensure that the budget 

is correctly spent and in this regard calls 

for a new examination of the cost of 

controls compared to how much 

additional of funding could be 

safeguarded by such controls; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   30 

Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion, inter alia, to the complexity of 

the CAP; calls, therefore, for complexity to 

be reduced in order to cut error rates, 

reduce the cost to the taxpayer and at the 

same time ensure that the budget is 

correctly spent; recalls nonetheless that 

the complexity of the CAP is due to the 

diversity of farming in Europe, moreover 

that the aim of reducing the error rate 

must not be pursued to the detriment of 

the attainment of the objectives of the 

CAP, and that simplification must not 
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result in a dismantling of the instruments 

that have been adopted;  

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   31 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the increase in the 

administrative burden of controls is 

directly related to an increase in the 

complexity of the CAP; calls, therefore, for 

the CAP to be simplified in order to cut 

error rates, reduce the cost to the taxpayer 

and at the same time ensure that the budget 

is correctly spent; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   32 

Janusz Wojciechowski, Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Stanisław Ożóg, Jadwiga Wiśniewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for its simplification in 

order to cut error rates, reduce the cost to 

the taxpayer and at the same time ensure 

that the budget is correctly spent; 

Or. pl 
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Amendment   33 

Michel Dantin, Angélique Delahaye 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion, inter alia, to the complexity of 

the CAP; calls, therefore, for its 

implementation to be simplified in order to 

cut error rates, reduce the cost to the 

taxpayer and at the same time ensure that 

the budget is correctly spent; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   34 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer and at the same 

time ensure that the budget is correctly 

spent; 

1. Notes that the burden of controls is in 

proportion to the complexity of the CAP; 

calls, therefore, for complexity to be 

reduced in order to cut error rates, reduce 

the cost to the taxpayer, improve the 

efficiency of delivery of CAP payments 

and at the same time ensure that the budget 

is correctly spent; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   35 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Calls, in order to assess the 

effectiveness of this simplification, for the 

full cost of controls, management and 

distribution of the CAP (all costs to all 

countries in the European Union and the 

Member States) to be assessed and the 

findings published; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   36 

Peter Jahr 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Calls, when use is made of the 

findings from checks and in the possible 

imposition of penalties, for a distinction to 

be drawn between unintentional 

omissions and cases of fraud, as 

omissions do not as a rule cause any 

financial damage to the taxpayer; 

Or. de 

Amendment   37 

Jan Huitema 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate and expects 

strong measures from the better 

regulation programme in this respect; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   38 

Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate and for 

instruments to be established which will 

make it possible to distinguish between 

error and fraud;  

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   39 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate whilst 

ensuring that farmers are still able to 

deliver the vital food production which is 

at the heart of the policy and believes that 

continuing to tackle complexity and 

streamlining the operation of the CAP is 

one of the keys to attracting new entrants 

to agriculture and retaining them and 

their skills to ensure a thriving EU 

agricultural sector in the future; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   40 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 
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Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP that 

can be implemented and interpreted 

clearly, with a view to reducing the error 

rate; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   41 

Janusz Wojciechowski, Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Stanisław Ożóg, Jadwiga Wiśniewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; 

2. Calls for a simplification of CAP rules 

with a view to reducing the error rate; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   42 

Stanislav Polčák 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; 

2. Calls for a less bureaucratic CAP with a 

view to reducing the error rate; welcomes 

the Commission’s decision to extend the 

deadline for direct payment requests by 

one month and considers it a step towards 

reducing the CAP error rate;  

Or. cs 

 

Amendment   43 
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Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls on the Commission to submit in 

due course a detailed plan to reduce by 

25% the costs of red tape in the CAP 

within the five following years;  

Or. it 

 

Amendment   44 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls for a ceiling on the budget for 

control, so that the new CAP provisions 

do not cause any additional expenditure 

to be incurred; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   45 

Jørn Dohrmann 

on behalf of the ECR Group 

James Nicholson 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls for clear guidance to be given to 

operators and for sanctions to be applied 

in a proportionate manner with a 

tolerance level for minor and inadvertent 

mistakes; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   46 

Vladimir Urutchev, Daniel Buda, Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. In order to ensure smooth project 

implementation, payments shall not be 

interrupted when minor and/or clerical 

errors are identified; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   47 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Believes that development and 

administration of performance-based 

controls should, in no way, become a 

source of increased uncertainty to the 

EU’s security of food supply; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   48 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Urges that clearer guidance must be 

given to both national authorities and 

farmers in order to reduce the error rate; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   49 

Lidia Senra Rodríguez, Miguel Viegas, Estefanía Torres Martínez 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls for, with regard to small farms 

divided into numerous plots, a much 

simpler system for processing 

applications; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   50 

Lidia Senra Rodríguez, Estefanía Torres Martínez, Miguel Viegas 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Calls for controls to be organised in 

such a way that the audit is carried out 

within a time frame that does not lead to 

late payments; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   51 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 
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Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; 

3. Supports the idea of simplifying the 

CAP, as this would benefit farmers, paying 

agencies, EU institutions and taxpayers; 

also urges that amendments be made to the 

basic legislative act; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   52 

Jørn Dohrmann 

on behalf of the ECR Group 

James Nicholson 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; calls on the Commission to 

come forward with concrete proposals 

regarding simplification of CAP;  

Or. en 

 

Amendment   53 

Vladimir Urutchev, Daniel Buda, Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 
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would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; calls the Commission to 

take into consideration the feedback from 

the agriculture sector stakeholders 

through public consultations;  

Or. en 

 

Amendment   54 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; 

3. Supports the Commission’s initiative of 

simplifying the CAP with immediate 

examination of measures which can be 

implemented quickly , as this would 

benefit farmers, paying agencies, EU 

institutions and taxpayers; also urges that 

at the mid-term review, proposals for 

amendments to the basic legislative act be 

brought forward for consideration for the 

reform for the next funding period; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   55 

Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the secondary 

legislation and guidelines of the CAP, as 

this would benefit farmers, paying 
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that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act;  

agencies, EU institutions and taxpayers; 

acknowledges, however, the importance of 

legal stability of the basic acts; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   56 

Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act, particularly in areas 

requiring special additional measures in 

the absence of supporting evidence, in 

connection with the level of assistance 

decided in each case and shortcomings 

regarding the evaluation of specific 

(SMART) objectives or the reassessment 

of the single payment scheme (SPS) 

affecting the general principles of 

decoupling and simplification; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   57 

Michel Dantin, Angélique Delahaye 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the 

implementation of the CAP, as this would 

benefit farmers, paying agencies, EU 



 

PE557.044v01-00 26/54 AM\1059559EN.doc 

EN 

that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act;  

institutions and taxpayers; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   58 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Supports Commissioner Hogan’s 

initiative of simplifying the CAP, as this 

would benefit farmers, paying agencies, 

EU institutions and taxpayers; also urges 
that amendments be made to the basic 

legislative act; 

3. Calls on Commissioner Hogan to 

rapidly analyse the simplification 

proposals submitted by Member States, 

MEPs, farm organisations and others and 

implement those which would lead to real 

reductions in bureaucracy and 

complexity, without delay: points out that 

amendments may be required to the basic 

legislative act relating to disproportionate 

penalties and fines on farmers for errors; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   59 

Edouard Ferrand, Philippe Loiseau 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Calls on Commissioner Hogan to 

supply figures concerning, on the one 

hand, the estimated cost of this 

simplification and, on the other hand, the 

benefits which it will confer; 

Or. fr 

 



 

AM\1059559EN.doc 27/54 PE557.044v01-00 

 EN 

Amendment   60 

Lidia Senra Rodríguez, Estefanía Torres Martínez, Miguel Viegas 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Calls for the costs of CAP red tape 

and controls never to be reduced by 

eliminating aid to small beneficiaries; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   61 

Stanislav Polčák 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Calls on the Commission to respond to 

requests for it to extend the eligibility of 

expenditure for the 2007-2013 RDPs by 

six months and thus make it easier to use 

up the remaining funds without excessive 

time pressure, as there is a higher risk 

that errors and irregularities will arise 

when project administration is rushed; 

Or. cs 

Amendment   62 

Lidia Senra Rodríguez, Estefanía Torres Martínez, Miguel Viegas 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Calls for a simplified auditing method 

for small farms, which eliminates red 

tape; 

Or. es 
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Amendment   63 

Jan Huitema 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies, the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors; 

4. Advocates an single audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies , Member State controls , 

the Commission and the European Court of 

Auditors; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   64 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies, the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors; 

4. Advocates reinforcement and stronger 

implementation of the single annual audit 

so that farmers are not subjected to 

excessive or multiple controls by both the 

Commission and the European Court of 

Auditors in the same year; also calls for the 

bundling of the audit tasks of certifying 

bodies and other Member State bodies, the 

Commission and the European Court of 

Auditors; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   65 
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Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so 

that farmers are not subjected to controls 

by both the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors in the same 

year; also calls for the bundling of the 

audit tasks of certifying bodies, the 

Commission and the European Court of 

Auditors;  

4. Advocates that the administrative 

burden arising from audits be lightened, 

so that farmers are not subjected to 

multiple controls in the same year; stresses 

that error rates do not as such constitute 

an indicator of fraud or waste of public 

funds, and are derived from a different 

approach, which is concerned with 

financial corrections applied in the 

context of conformity clearance 

procedures;  

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   66 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Esther Herranz García, Pilar Ayuso 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies, the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors; 

4. Advocates a single annual audit by 

coordinating the control activities carried 

out by the various institutions, so that 

farmers are not subjected to different visits 

on separate occasions by the bodies 

responsible in the same year; calls for the 

bundling of the audit tasks of certifying 

bodies, the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   67 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies, the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors; 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year, thus 

reducing the burden on farmers by 

decreasing the number of inspections; 

notes that the advice given in guidelines to 

farmers by both national authorities and 

the Commission for implementing the 

CAP is often contradicted by the 

assessment criteria used by the Court of 

Auditors, resulting in fines that are both 

disproportionate and unexpected ; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   68 

Michel Dantin, Angélique Delahaye 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so 

that farmers are not subjected to controls 

by both the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors in the same 

year; also calls for the bundling of the 

audit tasks of certifying bodies, the 

Commission and the European Court of 

Auditors;  

4. Advocates that the administrative 

burden arising from audits be lightened, 

so that farmers are not subjected to 

multiple controls in the same year; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   69 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 
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Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies, the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors; 

4. Advocates a single annual audit so that 

farmers are not subjected to controls by 

both the Commission and the European 

Court of Auditors in the same year; also 

calls for the bundling of the audit tasks of 

certifying bodies, the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   70 

Angélique Delahaye 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Advocates an single annual audit so 

that farmers are not subjected to controls 

by both the Commission and the 

European Court of Auditors in the same 

year; also calls for the bundling of the 

audit tasks of certifying bodies, the 

Commission and the European Court of 

Auditors; 

4. Advocates that the administrative 

burden arising from audits be lightened, 

so that farmers are not subjected to more 

than two controls in the same year under 

any and all regulations; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   71 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Believes that levels of control should 
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be proportionate to the size of agricultural 

holdings, whilst safeguarding the use of 

EU funds; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   72 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced; 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby the controls required on 

a given farm are carried out at the same 

time wherever possible , so that the 

number of testing visits is kept lower and 

the concomitant financial and time cost 

for administrations and agriculture may be 

reduced; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   73 

Aldo Patriciello 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced; 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower, the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced 

and the control process streamlined; 

Or. it 
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Amendment   74 

Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced; 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced; 

stresses the need for an electronic register 

recording controls and administrative 

penalties and the electronic recording of 

procedures to verify and confirm the 

effectiveness of official controls; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   75 

Janusz Wojciechowski, Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Stanisław Ożóg, Jadwiga Wiśniewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced; 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

paying agencies and farmers reduced; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   76 

Mairead McGuinness 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of testing visits is 

kept lower and the concomitant cost for 

administrations and agriculture reduced; 

5. Favours an integrated approach to 

controls, whereby all the controls required 

on a given farm are carried out at the same 

time, so that the number of onsite visits is 

kept low and the concomitant cost and 

burden for administrations and farmers is 

reduced; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   77 

Annie Schreijer-Pierik 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

6. Advocates a risk-based approach; 

supports the approach of reducing controls 

in Member States where error rates have 

been extremely low over a given period; 

calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

Or. nl 

Amendment   78 

Luke Ming Flanagan, Miguel Viegas 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 
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where the error rate is high or increasing; where the error rate is high or increasing . 

This approach should be applied within 

Member States also to create an 

environment where farmers are 

incentivised to comply with regulation, 

with the aim of zero unannounced 

inspection where there is no history of 

breaches of regulation; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   79 

Vladimir Urutchev, Daniel Buda, Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing . 

Instead of  ‘naming and shaming’ calls 

the Commission and the Member States to 

provide support to beneficiaries in order 

to rectify errors; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   80 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Nicola Caputo, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil 

Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 
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rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

advice on best practice and controls to be 

stepped up in Member States where the 

error rate is high or increasing; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   81 

Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period, relying to a greater extent on 

national internal inspection committees; 

calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

Or. el 

Amendment   82 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Pilar Ayuso, Esther Herranz García 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls, however, for the quality of 

controls to be improved in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

nevertheless, in order to do that, the 

criteria used by the control bodies to 

determine error rates should be 

harmonised across the EU in order to 

avoid discriminating between Member 
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States;  

Or. es 

Amendment   83 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing, 

whilst taking into account a margin of 

tolerance in the first year of implementing 

complex new measures under the last 

CAP reform; in addition, urges that where 

minor or inadvertent errors have occurred 

the penalties should be proportionate;  

Or. en 

 

Amendment   84 

Janusz Wojciechowski, Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Stanisław Ożóg, Jadwiga Wiśniewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, 

for controls to be stepped up in Member 

States where the error rate is high or 

increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; 

Or. pl 
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Amendment   85 

Michel Dantin, Angélique Delahaye 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, 

for controls to be stepped up in Member 

States where the error rate is high or 

increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; recalls that controls must be 

stepped up in Member States where levels 

of non-compliance are significant; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   86 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates have been extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, for 

controls to be stepped up in Member States 

where the error rate is high or increasing; 

6. Supports the approach of reducing 

controls in Member States where error 

rates are extremely low over a given 

period; calls at the same time, however, 

calls for reinforced advice on best 

practices in Member States where the error 

rate is high and for stepping up controls 

where error rates are increasing;  

Or. en 

 

Amendment   87 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Stresses, however, that, according to 

Special Report No 18/2013 of the Court of 

Auditors, the work of the independent 

certification bodies designated by the 

Member States does not provide sufficient 

safeguards either regarding the adequacy 

of on-the-spot checks or regarding the 

reliability of the statistical reports of the 

Member States, which are unreliable 

because of ineffective monitoring 

mechanisms, the incorrect 

implementation of the Commission 

guidelines and mistakes made by the 

paying agencies; recommends, therefore, 

a more rigorous management of 

administrative and on-the-spot checks and 

calls on the Member States to provide the 

Commission with reliable information on 

the results of the checks carried out, in 

order to enable it to better estimate the 

impact of the irregularities in payments 

made; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   88 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 6b. Calls on EU officials, with a view to 

improving the effectiveness of the 

management of payments, to pay extra 

attention and to monitor more closely the 

paying agencies in their respective 

Member States in order to remedy the 

weaknesses identified, in particular with 

regard to the paying agencies which, in 

recent years, have consistently achieved 

results that are below expectations; calls 

for, in extreme cases, paying agencies 
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which consistently achieve results below 

expectations to have their accreditation 

withdrawn; in view of the unreasonable 

delays in the delivery of direct payments 

and EU co-financing to farmers, and 

given the administrative and bureaucratic 

sluggishness of some of the national 

government departments responsible for 

such matters, calls on the Commission to 

promote the establishment of regional 

paying agencies that are recognised under 

Regulation (EU) No 1306/2013, in order 

to address the structural weaknesses of 

EU agriculture; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   89 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 6c. Calls on the Commission to amend the 

guidelines for certification bodies in order 

to verify more closely the compilation of 

statistical reports; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   90 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 6d. Calls on the Commission to review the 

current reporting system that paying 

agencies are subjected to in order to 

ensure that it receives at the most 
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appropriate time complete and relevant 

information that it could use in the 

discharge procedure; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   91 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 6e. Calls on the Commission to take the 

necessary measures to arrive at a 

statistically valid estimate of irregularities 

in payments, based on the work of the 

paying agencies and the expanded role of 

the certification bodies; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   92 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Calls for it to be made possible to reduce 

the sample size for on-the-spot checks to 

3% for all direct payments, as otherwise 

potential savings in the cost of controls will 

be lost; 

7. Calls for a target to reduce the sample 

size for on-the-spot checks to 3% for all 

direct payments, as otherwise potential 

savings in the cost of controls risk being 

lost; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   93 

Janusz Wojciechowski, Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Stanisław Ożóg, Jadwiga Wiśniewska 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Calls for it to be made possible to reduce 

the sample size for on-the-spot checks to 

3% for all direct payments, as otherwise 

potential savings in the cost of controls 

would be lost; 

7. Calls for it to be made possible to reduce 

the sample size for on-the-spot checks to 

3% for all direct payments, as otherwise it 

would not be possible to reduce the cost of 

controls; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   94 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Calls for it to be made possible to 

reduce the sample size for on-the-spot 

checks to 3% for all direct payments, as 

otherwise potential savings in the cost of 

controls will be lost; 

7. Calls for a reduction in the sample size 

for on-the-spot checks to 3% for all direct 

payments, as otherwise potential savings in 

the cost of controls will be lost; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   95 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Nicola Caputo, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil 

Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 7a. Believes that 100% coverage of rural 

areas with fast broadband, with 

significant awareness raising and training 

in its use, will be an essential tool to 
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enable all farmers to benefit from the 

newest application and claims systems 

associated with the CAP; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   96 

Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process, which will require 

access to broadband internet for 

beneficiaries. 

Or. fr 

Amendment   97 

Beata Gosiewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process; encourages the 

Commission to create a programme to 

help educate older farmers. 
 

Or. pl 

Amendment   98 

Vladimir Urutchev, Daniel Buda, Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process; underlines the robust 

investments in broadband networks in 

rural areas and calls the Member States to 

endeavour for digitalisation of the 

application process. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   99 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Nicola Caputo, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

8. Calls for further efforts to be made to 

reduce the complexity of application 

systems and forms for farmers and 

favours the increased use of e-Government 

technology by the Member States in order 

to forestall errors in the application 

process.  

Or. en 

 

Amendment   100 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 
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States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process; recalls that the 

reliable implementation of e-Government 

technologies requires Member States to 

develop, finance or co-finance such 

technology. 

  

Or. en 

 

Amendment   101 

James Nicholson, Jørn Dohrmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

8. Acknowledges the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process; notes, however the 

difficulties of rolling out such technology 

particularly where adequate rural 

broadband networks or sufficient training 

for applicants has been lacking. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   102 

Mairead McGuinness 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Favours the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States in order to forestall errors in the 

application process. 

8. Supports the increased use of e-

Government technology by the Member 

States , mindful of the difficulties this may 

pose for some farmers who lack 

technology expertise and some regions 

where broadband capacity is poor. 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   103 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Calls on the Member States to 

implement digitisation programmes 

concerning the relationship between 

government and agricultural holdings 

with a view to obtaining a ‘single farm 

file’ involving the integrated and 

synchronous management of crop data. 

This simplification would aggregate items 

that are currently managed separately 

(crop plans, individual insurance plans 

and logbooks). Farms would make a 

single declaration which would then be 

shared between government departments; 

this would lead to greater efficiency in 

checks by government departments and 

thus to a reduced risk of payment errors 

and a streamlining of controls.  

Or. itAmendment   104 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Calls for a charter of rights for 

farmers at EU level in order to build trust 

that there is an equivalence of standards 

and implementation across the EU, and a 

shortening of the ‘control chain’ with a 

clear division of areas of competency 

between Member State and the EU 

institutions. 

Or. en 
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Amendment   105 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Calls on Member States to ensure that 

the governmental/regional bodies dealing 

with the new CAP implementation 

communicate and work together 

effectively to the benefit of farmers 

implementing the policy on the ground. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   106 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Calls on the Commission and 

European Court of Auditors to develop a 

supportive audit regime which encourages 

not only proper achievement but 

surpassing of the objectives of CAP 

regulation. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   107 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Momchil Nekov, Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 
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Paragraph 8 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8b. Calls on the European Court of 

Auditors to acknowledge in its annual 

report on budget implementation by the 

Commission for 2015, the significant 

degree of change in the CAP –which 

could not apply retroactively – following 

the 2013 reform when it presents its error 

rate and accompanying remarks, and to 

highlight the degree to which Member 

States are responsible under shared 

management of funds. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   108 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8b. Insists that in any risk-based audit 

strategy, the scope of risk be extended to 

include risk to the environment and to 

public health and their associated costs, in 

addition to the risk to public funds in the 

EU budget. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   109 

Tibor Szanyi, Paolo De Castro, Marc Tarabella, Laurențiu Rebega, Viorica Dăncilă, 

Daciana Octavia Sârbu, Eric Andrieu, Jean-Paul Denanot, Momchil Nekov, Michela 

Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 c (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 8c. Calls on all institutions and bodies 

responsible for implementation of the 

CAP to cooperate to overcome mistrust 

and anxiety linked to the considerable 

burden of audit and control which 

potentially puts at risk future development 

and innovation and the position of the EU 

agriculture sector in relation to other 

markets. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   110 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8c. Calls on the Commission to improve 

its guidelines on inspections, so as to 

ensure consistency of checks. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   111 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8d. Recalls the European Court of 

Auditors recommendation to turn cross-

compliance measures into verifiable 

standards, with expected impacts defined 

beforehand and then measured. 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   112 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8e. Recalls that the cost of ensuring cross-

compliance and greening is far lower 

than the cost of their weak 

implementation, whereby extra costs 

would be incurred to clean up 

environmental pollution and solve public 

health crises. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   113 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8f. Stresses that efforts to reduce the 

burden of controls should pay particular 

attention to the needs of smaller-scale and 

family farms in the auditing process, 

aiming to minimise the number of 

inspections as far as possible, whilst 

ensuring sound spending of EU funds 

and correct implementation of relevant 

EU legislation. 

Or. en 
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Amendment   114 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 g (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8g. Recalls that, under Article 4.1(h) of 

the Regulation No 1307/2013 on direct 

payments, ‘permanent grassland and 

permanent pasture’ can include land used 

to grow ligneous forage species, which 

can be grazed and which forms part of 

established local practices where grasses 

and other herbaceous forage are 

traditionally not predominant in grazing 

areas; calls on Member States to ensure 

that farmers grazing in upland conditions 

are not discriminated against in eligibility 

rules for permanent grassland and 

permanent pasture or the value of 

entitlements. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   115 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 h (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8h. Demands greater clarity in the 

delegated act defining ‘active farmers’, 

ensuring that smaller-scale farmers and 

family farms are recognized as such. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   116 
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Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 i (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8i. Argues for a better integration of the 

polluter pays principle as concerns 

penalties for non-compliance. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   117 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 j (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8j. Recalls that the Water Framework 

Directive and Sustainable Use of 

Pesticides Directive shall be part of cross 

compliance measures as soon as the last 

Member State has implemented the 

farmer relevant aspects. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   118 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 k (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8k. Argues for the setting up of specific 

thresholds for pesticides, taking into 

account the different problems facing 
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individual river basins and ecologically 

sensitive regions. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   119 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 l (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8l. Calls for the Commission to submit to 

the European Parliament and to the 

Council a report on the information 

communicated by the Member States in 

relation to the National Action Plans for 

the Sustainable Use of Pesticides, as 

requested in article 4.3 of Directive 

2009/128/EC1 a ; recalls that this report 

shall contain methods used and the 

implications concerning the establishment 

of different types of targets to reduce the 

risks and use of pesticides. 

 ___________ 

 1 a Sustainable Use of Pesticides 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   120 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 m (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8m. Stresses that much administrative 

burden, on both farmers and 

administrators, could be reduced simply 
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by improving the interoperability of 

databases in IACS (integrated 

administration and control system) as 

currently already applied in some Member 

States; notes that all Member States 

should ensure adequate investment in 

such systems and their hardware and 

software components, whether through 

independent financing or co-financing 

alongside EU funds. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   121 

Molly Scott Cato 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 n (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 8n. Requests that the Commission 

encourage the exchange of best practices, 

to ensure the smoothest controls and least 

disturbance for the farmers. 

Or. en 

 


