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Amendment  1 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Points out that Erasmus+ is the 

EU’s flagship mobility, education and 

training programme, which has been 

allocated a 40 % budget increase as 

compared to the 2007-2013 period, given 

the positive results and high demand; 

1. Points out that Erasmus+ is the 

EU’s flagship mobility, education and 

training programme and calls for the 

amounts allocated to be supplemented 

since, in spite of the 40 % budget increase 

as compared to the 2007-2013 period, this 

is still too low measured against the 

needs, positive results recorded and high 

demand; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  2 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Eva Paunova, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Points out that Erasmus+ is the 

EU’s flagship mobility, education and 

training programme, which has been 

allocated a 40 % budget increase as 

compared to the 2007-2013 period, given 

the positive results and high demand; 

1. Points out that Erasmus+ is the 

EU’s flagship education, training, youth 

and sport programme, which has been 

allocated a 40 % budget increase as 

compared to the 2007-2013 period, given 

the positive results and high demand; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  3 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Points out that Erasmus+ is the 

EU’s flagship mobility, education and 

training programme, which has been 

allocated a 40 % budget increase as 

compared to the 2007-2013 period, given 

the positive results and high demand; 

1. Points out that Erasmus+ is the 

EU’s flagship mobility, education and 

training programme, which has been 

allocated a 40 % budget increase as 

compared to the 2007-2013 period, given 

the positive results and high demand; notes 

that it is designed to improve career 

prospects for young people and help 

participants enrol on social networks; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment  4 

Enrico Gasbarra 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, social 

integration and Community cooperation 

in achieving economic growth and 

employability, making a major effort to 

counter the threat of short-term and long-

term unemployment for young Europeans;  

Or. it 

 

Amendment  5 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 
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employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

employability, the development of a spirit 

of tolerance and the promotion of 

European values, and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  6 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement and 

employability and should  lead to a lower 

risk of long-term unemployment for young 

Europeans; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment  7 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Eva Paunova, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans 

as well as active citizenship and social 

inclusion of young people; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  8 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

2. Recognises that investment from 

the EU budget under Erasmus+ contributes 

significantly to skills improvement, 

employability and a lower risk of long-

term unemployment for young Europeans; 

calls, therefore, for efforts to be 

intensified to ensure that Erasmus+  

projects that have achieved results 

continue to be supported, so that the 

activities carried out under these projects 

continue to produce positive effects; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  9 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Acknowledges the importance of 

the Erasmus+ Programme as one of the 

main flagship initiatives of the Union and 

encourages the Commission to propose a 

level of annual funding for the next 

generation of programmes of at least the 

same level as the last year of 

implementation of the current framework; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  10 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Welcomes the structure of the 

programme with separate budget chapters 

per sector and encourages the 

Commission to keep separate budget 

chapters in the proposal for the next 

generation of programmes; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  11 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Eva Paunova, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2c. Recognises the economic and 

social value of volunteering and 

encourages the Commission to support 

better volunteer based organisations 

across the programme actions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  12 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

is concerned that the success rates of its 

actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates; 

3. Notes regional imbalances at EU 

level and among areas within Member 

States in participation in Erasmus+-funded 

actions; is concerned that the success rates 

of its actions are relatively low, and 

divergent across the EU; calls for targeted 

and timely action to widen participation 
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and improve success rates regardless of 

the origin of applicants; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  13 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

is concerned  that the e success rates of its 

actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates; 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

deplores the fact that the success rates of 

its actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment  14 

Enrico Gasbarra 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

is concerned that the success rates of its 

actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates; 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

is concerned that the success rates of its 

actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates, seeking to earmark some of 

the funding for specific measures to 

promote and raise awareness of this 

initiative, particularly in those regions 

where access to funding has remained 

relatively low; 

Or. it 
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Amendment  15 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

is concerned that the success rates of its 

actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates; 

3. Notes regional imbalances in 

participation in Erasmus+-funded actions; 

is concerned that the success rates of its 

actions are relatively low, and divergent 

across the EU; calls for targeted and timely 

action to widen participation and improve 

success rates; proposes that the co-

financing rate for this programme be 

reduced to minimum but sustainable 

levels;  

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  16 

Jonathan Arnott 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Welcomes the Commission 

proposal to increase the commitments for 

Erasmus+ by EUR 200 million for the rest 

of the current MFF, and to increase the 

payments by 4.5 % in the 2017 draft 

budget; notes that 48 % of national 

agencies (NAs) report that programme 

actions are under-budgeted; calls on the 

Commission to propose an adequate 

multiannual payment plan; 

deleted 

Or. en 
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Amendment  17 

Jean Arthuis 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Welcomes the Commission 

proposal to increase the commitments for 

Erasmus+ by EUR 200 million for the rest 

of the current MFF, and to increase the 

payments by 4.5 % in the 2017 draft 

budget; notes that 48 % of national 

agencies (NAs) report that programme 

actions are under-budgeted; calls on the 

Commission to propose an adequate 

multiannual payment plan; 

4. Welcomes the Commission 

proposal to increase the commitments for 

Erasmus+ by EUR 200 million for the rest 

of the current MFF, and to increase the 

payments by 4.5 % in the 2017 draft 

budget; calls on the Commission to pay 

particular attention to the long-term 

mobility of apprentices in allocating 

Erasmus grants; notes that 48 % of 

national agencies (NAs) report that 

programme actions are under-budgeted; 

calls on the Commission to propose an 

adequate multiannual payment plan; 

Or. fr 

Amendment  18 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Welcomes the Commission 

proposal to increase the commitments for 

Erasmus+ by EUR 200 million for the rest 

of the current MFF, and to increase the 

payments by 4.5% in the 2017 draft 

budget; notes that 48% of national agencies 

(NAs) report that programme actions are 

under-budgeted; calls on the Commission 

to propose an adequate multiannual 

payment plan; 

4. Notes the Commission proposal to 

increase the commitments for Erasmus+ by 

EUR 200 million for the rest of the current 

MFF, and to increase the payments by 

4.5 % in the 2017 draft budget; notes that 

48% of national agencies (NAs) report that 

programme actions are under-budgeted; 

calls on the Commission to propose an 

adequate multiannual payment plan; 

Or. el 
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Amendment  19 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Welcomes the Commission 

proposal to increase the commitments for 

Erasmus+ by EUR 200 million for the rest 

of the current MFF, and to increase the 

payments by 4.5 % in the 2017 draft 

budget; notes that 48 % of national 

agencies (NAs) report that programme 

actions are under-budgeted; calls on the 

Commission to propose an adequate 

multiannual payment plan; 

4. Welcomes the Commission 

proposal to increase the commitments for 

Erasmus+ by EUR 200 million for the rest 

of the current MFF, and to increase the 

payments by 4.5 % in the 2017 draft 

budget; notes that 48 % of national 

agencies (NAs) report that programme 

actions are under-budgeted; calls on the 

Commission to propose an adequate 

multiannual payment plan designed to 

guarantee the sustainability of projects 

from their initial phase until completion; 

proposes that the Commission increase 

pre-financing so that there are more 

categories of beneficiaries and a fixed 

payment schedule is established for the 

projects implemented; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  20 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Notes that the greater positive 

effect of, and higher demand for, Erasmus+ 

mobility grants in eastern and southern 

Europe contrast with a limited overall 

programme budget, which leads to a high 

proportion of rejected applications; 

5. Deplores the fact that the greater 

positive effect of, and higher demand for, 

Erasmus+ mobility grants in eastern and 

southern Europe contrast with a limited 

overall programme budget, which leads to 

a high proportion of rejected applications; 

Or. el 
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Amendment  21 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Notes that the greater positive 

effect of, and higher demand for, Erasmus+ 

mobility grants in eastern and southern 

Europe contrast with a limited overall 

programme budget, which leads to a high 

proportion of rejected applications; 

5. Notes that the greater positive 

effect of, and higher demand for, Erasmus+ 

mobility grants in eastern and southern 

Europe contrast with a limited overall 

programme budget, which leads to a high 

proportion of rejected applications; calls 

for regional funding quotas to be 

withdrawn and the programme to be 

extended to include all applicants who 

meet the criteria regardless of their area 

of origin; proposes that the Commission 

step up efforts to promote mobility from 

West to East, which is much needed in 

order to boost mutual awareness and 

achieve the objectives of the Erasmus+ 

programme; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  22 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Stresses that the youth chapter of 

the programme is the one suffering the 

most from the increasing interest in the 

Erasmus+ from European citizens. Notes 

that at the moment 36% of all Erasmus+ 

submissions are in the field of youth with 

a 60% increase in submissions between 

2014 and 2016; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  23 

Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Invites the Commission and, 

respectively, DG EAC and EACEA to 

enable further promotion of decentralised 

actions such as Key Action 2 by proposing 

adequate and proportional to the size of 

the actions funding; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  24 

Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 5b. Notes that Erasmus+ 

implementation in EU's regions reveals 

different funding demands and 

intervention priorities which require some 

Member States to refocus the programme 

intervention to ensure cost-effectiveness 

of the money spent; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  25 

Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 5c. Is concerned by NAs' difficulties 

in interpretation and application of 
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programme rules; recalls that 82% of 

Erasmus+ budget is managed under 

decentralised actions; calls on the 

Commission to streamline definitions and 

improve guidance on decentralised 

actions in order to ensure best results for 

the EU budget and avoid error rates; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  26 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Notes that 75 % of NAs reported a 

high administrative burden, which 

decreases EU budget investment capacity; 

calls on the Directorate-General for 

Education and Culture (DG EAC) and the 

Education, Audiovisual and Culture 

Executive Agency (EACEA) to improve 

implementation, especially in the 

application process; 

6. Notes that 75 % of NAs reported a 

high administrative burden, which 

decreases EU budget investment capacity 

and threatens to have a direct impact on 

beneficiaries; calls on the Directorate-

General for Education and Culture (DG 

EAC) and the Education, Audiovisual and 

Culture Executive Agency (EACEA) to 

improve implementation, especially in the 

application process; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment  27 

Enrico Gasbarra 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Notes that 75 % of NAs reported a 

high administrative burden, which 

decreases EU budget investment capacity; 

calls on the Directorate-General for 

Education and Culture (DG EAC) and the 

Education, Audiovisual and Culture 

6. Notes that 75 % of NAs reported a 

high administrative burden, which 

decreases EU budget investment capacity; 

calls on the Directorate-General for 

Education and Culture (DG EAC) and the 

Education, Audiovisual and Culture 
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Executive Agency (EACEA) to improve 

implementation, especially in the 

application process; 

Executive Agency (EACEA) to improve 

implementation, especially in the 

application process  and adhere more 

closely to the relevant Commission 

guidelines regarding the necessary 

simplification measures, making 

European administrative and legislative 

processes more amenable,  directly 

accessible  and open to involvement at 

grass-roots level; 

Or. it 

Amendment  28 

Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Welcomes the simplified financial 

management and the use of unit cost 

system; notes that due to regulatory 

requirements some Member States cannot 

apply it or find cost levels inadequate as 

compared to actual cost; is concerned that 

NAs' report higher audit burden; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  29 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Terry Reintke, Brando Benifei, Eva Paunova 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Suggests more flexibility to NAs in 

the financial management of grant 

requests based on beneficiaries needs 

within and among the Key Actions; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  30 

Victor Negrescu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Believes that NA performance 

should be regularly assessed and improved 

in order to safeguard the performance of 

EU-funded actions; acknowledges that 

participation rates and participants’ and 

partners’ experience should be key in this 

respect. 

7. Believes that NA performance 

should be regularly assessed and improved 

in order to safeguard the performance of 

EU-funded actions; believes that 

Erasmus+ should remain a programme 

that is open to all categories of beneficiary 

regardless of experience and calls for the 

information campaign to be extended in 

order to guarantee increased, well 

documented participation in the 

programme; 

Or. ro 

Amendment  31 

Andrey Novakov 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 7a. Supports increased effectiveness 

and efficiency through larger-scale 

projects; notes, however, that there has to 

be balance between small and large 

groups of applicants; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  32 

Anneli Jäätteenmäki, Louis Michel, Nedzhmi Ali, Gérard Deprez, Urmas Paet, Hannu 

Takkula 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 7a. Regrets that due to high level of 

administrative burden Erasmus+ funding 

can be unreachable for smaller 

organisations; believes that bureaucracy 

and reporting requirements should be 

simplified;  

Or. en 

 

Amendment  33 

Anneli Jäätteenmäki, Louis Michel, Nedzhmi Ali, Gérard Deprez, Urmas Paet, Hannu 

Takkula 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 7b. Regrets that the lengthy payment 

periods in Erasmus+ affects the 

possibilities of smaller organization to 

apply for funding; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  34 

Anneli Jäätteenmäki, Louis Michel, Nedzhmi Ali, Gérard Deprez, Urmas Paet, Hannu 

Takkula 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 7c. Is of the opinion that volunteering 

should be considered eligible as a source 

of own contribution to the project budget 

as this facilitates the participation of 

smaller organizations; welcomes the 

CULT proposal in this regard; 

Or. en 


