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Amendment  1 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the agreement reached 

in November 2016 between Parliament and 

the Council, after four years of 

negotiations, on the proposal for a 

Directive on the fight against fraud to the 

EU’s financial interests by means of 

criminal law (the PIF Directive), which 

includes cross-border VAT fraud involving 

total damages of at least EUR 10 million; 

recalls, however, that this threshold will be 

subject to Commission assessment by 6 

July 2022; 

1. Welcomes the agreement reached 

in November 2016 between Parliament and 

the Council, after four years of 

negotiations, on the proposal for a 

Directive on the fight against fraud to the 

EU’s financial interests by means of 

criminal law (the PIF Directive), which 

includes cross-border VAT fraud involving 

total damages of at least EUR 10 million; 

recalls, however, that this threshold will be 

subject to Commission assessment by 6 

July 2022; calls on the Member States to 

adopt and publish the laws, regulations 

and administrative provisions necessary to 

comply with this Directive as soon as 

possible; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  2 

Maria Grapini 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the agreement reached 

in November 2016 between Parliament and 

the Council, after four years of 

negotiations, on the proposal for a 

Directive on the fight against fraud to the 

EU’s financial interests by means of 

criminal law (the PIF Directive), which 

includes cross-border VAT fraud involving 

total damages of at least EUR 10 million; 

recalls, however, that this threshold will be 

subject to Commission assessment by 6 

July 2022; 

1. Welcomes the agreement reached 

in November 2016 between Parliament and 

the Council, after four years of 

negotiations, on the proposal for a 

Directive on the fight against fraud to the 

EU’s financial interests by means of 

criminal law (the PIF Directive), which 

includes cross-border VAT fraud involving 

total damages of at least EUR 10 million; 

recalls, however, that this threshold will be 

subject to Commission assessment by 6 

July 2020; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  3 

Raymond Finch 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Welcomes the progress made in 

the Council in 2016 on the establishment 

of the European Public Prosecutor’s 

Office (EPPO), which led to the 

agreement between 20 Member States on 

the basis of the enhanced cooperation 

procedure provided for in Article 86 of the 

Treaty on the Functioning of the 

European Union; hopes that all Member 

States will eventually participate in this 

initiative; recalls that the role of the 

EPPO will be to investigate, prosecute and 

bring to court the perpetrators of criminal 

offences affecting the EU’s financial 

interests, as defined in the PIF Directive; 

deleted 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  4 

Auke Zijlstra, Nicolas Bay, Gilles Lebreton 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Welcomes the progress made in the 

Council in 2016 on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 

hopes that all Member States will 

eventually participate in this initiative; 

recalls that the role of the EPPO will be to 

2. Deplores the progress made in the 

Council in 2016 on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 
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investigate, prosecute and bring to court 

the perpetrators of criminal offences 

affecting the EU’s financial interests, as 

defined in the PIF Directive; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  5 

Maria Grapini 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Welcomes the progress made in the 

Council in 2016 on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 

hopes that all Member States will 

eventually participate in this initiative; 

recalls that the role of the EPPO will be to 

investigate, prosecute and bring to court 

the perpetrators of criminal offences 

affecting the EU’s financial interests, as 

defined in the PIF Directive; 

2. Welcomes the progress made in the 

Council in 2016 on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 

hopes that all Member States will 

eventually participate in this initiative; 

recalls that the role of the EPPO will be to 

investigate, prosecute and bring to court 

the perpetrators of criminal offences 

affecting the EU’s financial interests, as 

defined in the PIF Directive , without 

prejudice to subsidiarity in this area. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  6 

Monica Macovei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Welcomes the progress made in 

the Council in 2016 on the establishment 

of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

2. Welcomes the adoption and the 

entry into force of the Regulation 

2017/1939 establishing the European 

Public Prosecutor’s Office (EPPO) in 2017 

and the progress made in the Council, 
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the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 

hopes that all Member States will 

eventually participate in this initiative; 

recalls that the role of the EPPO will be to 

investigate, prosecute and bring to court 

the perpetrators of criminal offences 

affecting the EU’s financial interests, as 

defined in the PIF Directive; 

which led to the agreement between 20 

Member States on the basis of the 

enhanced cooperation procedure provided 

for in Article 86 of the Treaty on the 

Functioning of the European Union; 

encourages all Member States to 

participate in this initiative; recalls that the 

role of the EPPO will be to investigate, 

prosecute and bring to court the 

perpetrators of criminal offences affecting 

the EU’s financial interests, as defined in 

the PIF Directive; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  7 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Welcomes the progress made in the 

Council in 2016 on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 

hopes that all Member States will 

eventually participate in this initiative; 

recalls that the role of the EPPO will be to 

investigate, prosecute and bring to court 

the perpetrators of criminal offences 

affecting the EU’s financial interests, as 

defined in the PIF Directive; 

2. Welcomes the progress made in the 

Council in 2016 on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office 

(EPPO), which led to the agreement 

between 20 Member States on the basis of 

the enhanced cooperation procedure 

provided for in Article 86 of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union; 

calls on all remaining Member States to 

participate in the EPPO as soon as 

possible; recalls that the role of the EPPO 

will be to investigate, prosecute and bring 

to court the perpetrators of criminal 

offences affecting the EU’s financial 

interests, as defined in the PIF Directive; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  8 

Maite Pagazaurtundúa Ruiz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Welcomes the adoption of the 

Directive (EU) 2017/1371 on the fight 

against fraud to the Union's financial 

interests by means of criminal law that 

establishes minimum rules relating to the 

definition of criminal offences and 

sanctions in the area of fraud affecting 

the Union's financial interests; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  9 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Highlights that, in the near future, 

an extension of the competences of the 

EPPO to other cross-border crimes 

affecting the Union such as terrorism or 

environmental crimes should be 

envisaged; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  10 

Auke Zijlstra, Nicolas Bay, Gilles Lebreton 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the participating Member 

States and the Commission to begin the 

preparatory work to launch the EPPO as 

soon as possible and to keep Parliament 

closely associated with the procedures, in 

particular the appointment of the Chief 

Prosecutor; reiterates that the EPPO must 

be independent; 

deleted 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  11 

Raymond Finch 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the participating Member 

States and the Commission to begin the 

preparatory work to launch the EPPO as 

soon as possible and to keep Parliament 

closely associated with the procedures, in 

particular the appointment of the Chief 

Prosecutor; reiterates that the EPPO must 

be independent; 

deleted 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  12 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the participating Member 

States and the Commission to begin the 

preparatory work to launch the EPPO as 

soon as possible and to keep Parliament 

closely associated with the procedures, in 

particular the appointment of the Chief 

Prosecutor; reiterates that the EPPO must 

be independent; 

3. Calls on the participating Member 

States and the Commission to begin the 

preparatory work to launch the EPPO as 

soon as possible and to keep Parliament 

closely associated with the procedures, in 

particular the appointment of the Chief 

Prosecutor; calls on the Commission to 

designate the interim Administrative 

Director of the EPPO as soon as possible 

in line with Article 20 of the EPPO 

Regulation; insists that proper staff and 

resources should be allocated to the 

EPPO even before its official entry into 

force; reiterates that the EPPO must be 

independent; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  13 

Monica Macovei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 a. Highlights the role of whistle-

blowers and investigative journalists in 

fraud prevention, detection 

and investigation; therefore urges the 

Commission to stop disregarding 

Parliament's calls and to submit as a 

matter of urgency a horizontal legislative 

proposal to ensure their 

effective protection; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  14 

Auke Zijlstra, Nicolas Bay, Gilles Lebreton 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; 

recalls the pending negotiations on the 

Eurojust Regulation; stresses that the 

respective competences of Eurojust and 

EPPO need to be clearly defined; 

deleted 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  15 

Caterina Chinnici 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need to 

be clearly defined; 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need to 

be clearly defined; emphasises that in 

order for the fight against fraud to be 

truly effective at an EU level, the new 

EPPO, Eurojust and OLAF will need to 

work seamlessly with one another both in 

policy and operational terms; reiterates, 

in that respect, that working 

arrangements between the three bodies 

should be drawn up and adopted as soon 

as possible in accordance with Articles 99 

– 101 of Council Regulation (EU) 

2017/1939 implementing enhanced 

cooperation on the establishment of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  16 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need to 

be clearly defined; 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust, OLAF and EPPO 

need to be clearly defined; insists that the 

EPPO should have the power to settle 

conflicts of competence on cases relevant 

to the performance of its tasks; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  17 

Monica Macovei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need 

to be clearly defined; 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust need to be clearly 

defined for avoiding and overlapping 

EPPO tasks; encourages EPPO, Eurojust 

and OLAF to cooperate, exchange 

information and fight against fraud; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  18 

Maite Pagazaurtundúa Ruiz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need to 

be clearly defined; 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among Member States, EPPO, OLAF and 

Eurojust; recalls the pending negotiations 

on the Eurojust Regulation; stresses that 

the respective competences of Eurojust and 

EPPO need to be clearly defined removing 

obstacles preventing information 

exchange whilst respecting the relevant 

data protection rules; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  19 

Maria Grapini 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 
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competences of Eurojust and EPPO need to 

be clearly defined; 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need to 

be clearly defined, so it does not overlap 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  20 

Raymond Finch 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among EPPO, OLAF and Eurojust; recalls 

the pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust and EPPO need 

to be clearly defined; 

4. Calls for effective cooperation 

among OLAF and Eurojust; recalls the 

pending negotiations on the Eurojust 

Regulation; stresses that the respective 

competences of Eurojust need to be clearly 

defined; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  21 

Caterina Chinnici 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Stresses that the protection of 

whistle-blowers is essential in order to 

safeguard the public good and the 

financial interests of the European Union 

and to promote a ulture of public 

accountability and integrity in both public 

and private institutions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  22 

Caterina Chinnici 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 b. Encourages both the European 

Commission and Member State to adopt 

measures to protect the confidentiality of 

the information sources in order to 

prevent any discriminatory actions or 

threats; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  23 

Monica Macovei 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Is concerned about the increase in 

VAT-related fraud, in particular so-called 

carousel fraud; calls on all Member States 

to participate in all of EUROFISC’s fields 

of activity so as to facilitate the exchange 

of information to help combat this kind of 

fraud. 

6. Is concerned about the increase in 

VAT-related fraud, in particular so-called 

carousel fraud; welcomes the 

Commission's proposal for a Council 

Directive which would allow the 

application of a generalized reverse 

charge mechanism (GRCM) by Member 

States under certain strict conditions; 

urges the Commission to shortly make a 

proposal aimed at providing a VAT 

simplification package and a reduction of 

compliance costs for SMEs to create an 

environment that is leading to their 

growth and is favorable to cross-border 

trade; calls on the Commission to provide 

a comprehensive, long-term and EU-wide 

solution to the problem of VAT fraud; 

calls on all Member States to participate in 

all of EUROFISC’s fields of activity so as 

to facilitate the exchange of information to 

help combat this kind of fraud. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  24 

Maite Pagazaurtundúa Ruiz 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Is concerned about the increase in 

VAT-related fraud, in particular so-called 

carousel fraud; calls on all Member States 

to participate in all of EUROFISC’s fields 

of activity so as to facilitate the exchange 

of information to help combat this kind of 

fraud. 

6. Is concerned about the increase in 

VAT-related fraud, in particular so-called 

carousel fraud; calls on all Member States 

to participate in all of EUROFISC’s fields 

of activity so as to facilitate the exchange 

of information and coordinate policies to 

help combat this kind of fraud; considers 

that setting up national risk-analysis tools 

might help improve the efficiency of these 

exchanges of information. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  25 

Maria Grapini 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Is concerned about the increase in 

VAT-related fraud, in particular so-called 

carousel fraud; calls on all Member States 

to participate in all of EUROFISC’s fields 

of activity so as to facilitate the exchange 

of information to help combat this kind of 

fraud. 

6. Is concerned about the increase in 

VAT-related fraud, in particular so-called 

carousel fraud; calls on all Member States 

to participate in all of EUROFISC’s fields 

of activity so as to facilitate the exchange 

of information to help combat this kind of 

fraud , which are prejudicial to the 

national and European budget. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  26 

Maite Pagazaurtundúa Ruiz 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6 a. Underlines the relevant role of 

whistle-blowers in the detection and 
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notification of fraud, evasion and tax 

avoidance as well as in preventing, 

detecting and reporting irregularities in 

respect of the expenditures relating to the 

EU budget and in the protection of the 

financial interests of the Union; calls on 

the European Commission to establish a 

legal framework at Union level regarding 

the protection of whistle-blowers in the 

terms expressed in its resolution of 24 

October 2017 on legitimate measures to 

protect whistle-blowers and its resolution 

of 14 February 2017 on the role of 

whistle-blowers in the protection of EU’s 

financial interests. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  27 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6 a. Calls on the Commission to 

publish an annual public report on the 

use of EU funds as well as European 

Investment Bank (EIB) and European 

Bank for Reconstruction and 

Development(EBRD) money transfers to 

offshore structures, including the number 

and nature of projects blocked, 

explanatory comments on the rationale 

for blocking projects and follow-up 

actions taken to ensure that no EU funds 

directly or indirectly contribute to 

damaging the EU’s financial interests; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  28 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 b (new) 



PE618.034v01-00 16/16 AM\1145137EN.docx 

EN 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6 b. Highlights the essential role 

performed by whistleblowers in shedding 

light on vital information in the public 

interest and in uncovering acts of fraud 

against the Union’s financial interests; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  29 

Eva Joly 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6 c. Welcomes the open public 

consultation carried out by the 

Commission between March and May 

2017 to collect views on the issue of 

whistleblower protection at the national 

and EU level; urges the European 

Commission to propose a directive on the 

protection of whistleblowers as soon as 

possible, as recommended several times by 

the European Parliament; 

Or. en 

 


