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SUGGESTIONS 

The Committee on Budgets calls on the Committee on Development, as the committee 

responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions into its motion for a resolution: 

1. Regrets that the quantity and lack of flexibility and coherence of EU funding in Heading 

4 of the current MFF have been indicative of the EU’s limited ambition to act as a 

global player, in particular with a view to the provision of global public goods, 

humanitarian aid and development cooperation; recalls the need for long-term 

programming and predictability, which is of particular importance for development aid; 

2. Recalls that the budget for EU external action has been constantly mobilised and 

reinforced, exhausting all available margins in order to tackle the increasing number of 

humanitarian and other emergencies around Europe; underlines the need for more 

flexible procedures to allow funding to be deployed more rapidly in response to 

unforeseen developments and crises; stresses, however, that greater flexibility should be 

achieved neither at the expense of aid effectiveness and aid predictability, nor of long-

term geographic and thematic priorities; 

3. Recalls the need for long-term programming and predictability, which is of particular 

importance for development aid; notes, however, an insufficient focus on the results as 

well as an inadequate level of monitoring and evaluation of development-related 

external financing instruments; 

4. Draws attention to the need to avoid any gaps between commitment and payment 

appropriations for humanitarian aid; 

5. Recalls that the European Development Fund (EDF), the Development Cooperation 

Instrument (DCI) and the Humanitarian Aid Instrument are characterised by positive 

budget execution and are key to demonstrating international solidarity, while 

contributing to the credibility of the EU on the global stage; considers that, irrespective 

of possible structural changes or mergers with regard to these instruments, including the 

possible budgetisation of the EDF, the overall appropriations for the next MFF should 

be increased, while the official development assistance (ODA) criteria should not be 

diluted, and that the future architecture of the external financing instruments should 

include a more transparent inclusion of trust funds and facilities guided by the key 

principles of democratic ownership and development effectiveness, as well as a possible 

continuation of the External Investment Plan, based on an evaluation demonstrating its 

development additionality and human rights, social and environmental impact; 

6. Emphasises the importance of complementing assistance from public funds with 

flexible and adaptable instruments that would trigger private investment in developing 

countries; 

7. Recalls the need to maintain a robust and independent instrument for humanitarian aid, 

as called for by the European Consensus on Humanitarian Aid; 

8. Emphasises the importance of ensuring coherence and synergies between development 

and humanitarian aid; considers that well-managed and well-used development aid is an 

important element in strengthening the capacity of developing countries to better cope 
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with humanitarian crises; 

9. Recalls the importance of these instruments for the provision of global public goods and 

for responding to challenges such as human development, climate change adaptation 

and mitigation, conflict prevention, support for peace and stability, migration and 

asylum and the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs); stresses, in this context, the 

obligation to align the EU’s budgetary framework with the SDGs; 

10. Notes the potential role of ODA in facilitating the mobilisation of financing for 

development from other sources, both private and public, and domestic and 

international; supports the EU’s efforts to stimulate private investment through 

blending, grants and loans and providing guarantees; 

11. Considers it vital to include horizontal and cross-sectoral environmental protection and 

the opportunities offered by environmental policies in all development policies;  

12. Considers that development policy should complement EU foreign policy and migration 

management while guaranteeing that development money should only be used for 

development-related objectives and purposes; points out, in this context, that ODA 

should not be used to cover in-donor refugee costs, the externalisation of migration 

policies outside the EU’s borders or the costs of returns and readmission to countries of 

origin; 

13. Recalls the need to ensure policy coherence for development as well as to respect the 

Busan development effectiveness principles, while also furthering donor coordination 

and joint programming with Member States; points out that development cooperation 

policy has to be carried out in a manner that takes account of the wishes of the countries 

and populations that need it, ensuring their participation in the decision-making process 

and that they assume responsibility for its transparent and efficient application; 

14. Regrets the insufficient progress made in terms of mainstreaming democracy, human 

rights and gender equality; urges, furthermore, that the Paris climate agreement 

commitments be fully reflected in future instruments and programmes, accompanied by 

adequate monitoring; considers, therefore, that the fight against climate change should 

play an increasingly important role in development cooperation; 

15. Welcomes a closer alignment with recipient countries’ priorities and urges that thematic 

programmes be less fragmented; 

16. Insists on adequate staffing at Headquarters and in EU delegations, both in terms of 

numbers and of development and humanitarian aid expertise. 
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