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Amendment   1 

Steeve Briois 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of 

the Commission and recalls that the goal 

of enhancing regional cohesion should 

always be accompanied by the protection 

of the EU’s financial interests; notes that 

the fight against fraudulent or non-

fraudulent irregularities also increases the 

general effectiveness of EU fund 

management; 

1. Points out that the increase in the 

number of fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities is severely undermining the 

general effectiveness of the EU structural 

funds; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   2 

Andrew Lewer, Tomasz Piotr Poręba, Ruža Tomašić, Sławomir Kłosowski, Remo 

Sernagiotto, Branislav Škripek 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; notes that the fight 

against fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities also increases the general 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU and Member States’ financial 

interests, thus ensuring that taxpayers’ 

money is well spent and fully accounted 

for; notes that the fight against fraudulent 

or non-fraudulent irregularities also 

increases the general effectiveness of EU 

fund management, whilst improving public 

perceptions of EU-funded projects; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   3 

Daniel Buda, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; notes that the fight 

against fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities also increases the general 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; stresses that the 

fight against fraud is a joint responsibility 

of the Member States and the European 

Commission; notes that the fight against 

fraudulent or non-fraudulent irregularities 

also increases the general effectiveness of 

EU fund management; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   4 

Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; notes that the fight 

against fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities also increases the general 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; notes that the fight 

against fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities also increases the general 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

points out that not all irregularities are 

fraudulent and that a clear distinction 

must be drawn between errors and fraud; 

Or. fr 
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Amendment   5 

Viorica Dăncilă 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; notes that the fight 

against fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities also increases the general 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that joint efforts 

by the Member States and Commission to 

achieve the goal of enhancing regional 

cohesion should always be accompanied by 

the protection of the EU’s financial 

interests; notes that the fight against 

fraudulent or non-fraudulent irregularities 

also increases the general absorption and 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   6 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of the 

EU’s financial interests; notes that the fight 

against fraudulent or non-fraudulent 

irregularities also increases the general 

effectiveness of EU fund management; 

1. Welcomes the Annual Report of the 

Commission and recalls that the goal of 

enhancing regional cohesion should always 

be accompanied by the protection of EU 

Member States’ financial interests; notes 

that the fight against fraudulent or non-

fraudulent irregularities also increases the 

general effectiveness of EU fund 

management; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   7 

Michela Giuffrida 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Points out that there have been 

many steps forward in the fight against 

fraud; welcomes in particular the recent 

establishment within OLAF of a new 

investigation unit for the Structural 

Funds and the establishment in each 

Member State of the Anti-Fraud 

Coordination Service (AFCOS); 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   8 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Notes that most of the 

irregularities in cohesion policy concern 

the European Regional Development 

Fund (ERDF) and the 2007-2013 

programming period; stresses that the 371 

cohesion policy irregularities classified as 

fraudulent and the 10 322 irregularities 

classified as non-fraudulent, notified for 

the year 2015, are infringements that have 

been identified and for which corrective 

measures have been taken, or are about to 

be taken; points out that not all 

irregularities constitute fraud and 

welcomes the distinction made in the 

report between fraudulent and non-

fraudulent irregularities; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   9 
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Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recalls that the high percentage 

increase (21 % ) in structural and 

cohesion fund irregularities reported as 

fraudulent in 2015 is exclusively due to 

the fact that payments for programming 

periods before 2007-2013 are almost 

finalised; 

deleted 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   10 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recalls that the high percentage 

increase (21 % ) in structural and cohesion 

fund irregularities reported as fraudulent in 

2015 is exclusively due to the fact that 

payments for programming periods before 

2007-2013 are almost finalised; 

2. Recalls that the high percentage 

increase (21 % ) in structural and cohesion 

fund irregularities reported as fraudulent in 

2015 is due to the fact that payments for 

programming periods before 2007-2013 

are almost finalised, but calls on the 

Member States, the local and regional 

authorities, and the Commission to 

enhance their vigilance in this regard; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   11 

Steeve Briois 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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2. Recalls that the high percentage 

increase (21 %) in structural and 

cohesion fund irregularities reported as 

fraudulent in 2015 is exclusively due to 

the fact that payments for programming 

periods before 2007-2013 are almost 

finalised; 

2. Emphasises that the finalisation of 

payments for programming periods prior 

to 2007-2013 must not serve to disguise 

the EU's share of responsibility for the 

significant increase (21%) in the number 

of irregularities identified as fraudulent in 

the structural and cohesion funds in 

2015; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   12 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Recalls that the high percentage 

increase (21 % ) in structural and cohesion 

fund irregularities reported as fraudulent in 

2015 is exclusively due to the fact that 

payments for programming periods before 

2007-2013 are almost finalised; 

2. Recalls that the high percentage 

increase (21 % ) in structural and cohesion 

fund irregularities reported as fraudulent in 

2015 is mainly due to the fact that 

payments for programming periods before 

2007-2013 are almost finalised; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   13 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Considers that benchmarking the 

data found in the annual report with 

comparable data about national spending 

schemes including on irregularities and 

fraud could help drawing targeted 

conclusions on cohesion policy spending 

including on capacity building needs; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   14 

Steeve Briois 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; welcomes, however, the 

preventive and corrective measures taken 

by the Commission to avoid fraudulent or 

not fraudulent irregularities; 

deleted 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   15 

Daniel Buda, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; welcomes, however, the 

preventive and corrective measures taken 

by the Commission to avoid fraudulent or 

not fraudulent irregularities; 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; stresses the importance of 

having a standard definition of errors in 

the Member States and of establishing the 

difference between errors and fraud; 
welcomes, however, the preventive and 

corrective measures taken by the 

Commission to avoid fraudulent or not 

fraudulent irregularities; stresses the need 

to step up efforts aimed at the early 

detection of errors and to set up a working 

group to correct irregularities; 
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Or. ro 

 

Amendment   16 

Andor Deli 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; welcomes, however, the 

preventive and corrective measures taken 

by the Commission to avoid fraudulent or 

not fraudulent irregularities; 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; welcomes, however, the 

preventive and corrective measures taken 

by the Commission to avoid fraudulent or 

not fraudulent irregularities; calls for a 

closer cooperation between the Member 

States and the national authorities 

to reduce the number of irregularities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   17 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; welcomes, however, the 

preventive and corrective measures taken 

by the Commission to avoid fraudulent or 

not fraudulent irregularities; 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; 

Or. el 
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Amendment   18 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; welcomes, however, the 

preventive and corrective measures taken 

by the Commission to avoid fraudulent or 

not fraudulent irregularities; 

3. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to enhance the 

harmonisation of classification, detection 

and reporting of irregularities between 

Member States; recalls the urgent need to 

better use available information in the 

Member States to detect fraud; welcomes, 

however, the preventive and corrective 

measures taken by the Commission to 

avoid fraudulent or not fraudulent 

irregularities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   19 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Recalls that Member States have 

first-line responsibility for managing 

about 80% of the expenditure budget and 

for collecting almost all revenue; stresses 

that, as highlighted by the 2015 Activity 

Annual Report of DG REGIO, the reason 

for most interruptions and suspensions of 

Operational Programmes lies in 

deficiencies with the organisation of the 

management and control bodies, with the 

first-level management verifications, with 

the audit-trail, and the handling of 

financial engineering instruments; 

Or. en 



 

PE594.027v02-00 12/31 AM\1109982EN.docx 

EN 

 

Amendment   20 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Stresses the need for structured 

coordination between management 

authorities and anti-fraud bodies, and the 

importance of coordination and exchange 

of best practices between Member States 

and among various administrations 

within the same Member State in order to 

homogenise, as much as possible, the 

approach to tackling fraud; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   21 

Daniel Buda, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Welcomes the Member States’ 

initiatives to adopt a joint anti-fraud 

strategy, and calls on the Commission to 

step up efforts to extend the strategy to all 

the Member States; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   22 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Calls on the Commission to create 

a mechanism for the exchange of 

information between the national 

competent authorities, in order to allow a 

cross-comparison of the accounting 

records concerning the transactions 

among two or more Member States with a 

view to helping to detect any transnational 

fraud in the context of the MFF 2014-

2020, with regard to the macro-category 

of European Structural and Investment 

Funds (European Social Fund – ESF; 

European Regional Development Fund – 

ERDF; Cohesion Fund – CF; European 

Agricultural Fund for Rural Development 

– EAFRD; European Fund for Maritime 

Affairs and Fisheries – EMFF), in order 

to ensure a horizontal approach to 

protecting the financial interests of the 

European Union; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   23 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3c. Points out that given the lack of a 

European definition of fraud and the 

existence of different legal systems, the 

data on irregularities notified and 

subsequently established as fraud cannot 

be used for statistical purposes for a 

classification on the extent of the problem 

of fraud in the Member States; 

Or. it 
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Amendment   24. 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; encourages the Commission 

and the Member States to continue 

moving in this direction by gradually 

incorporating into their control systems 

and procedures the systematic use of IT 

tools to combat fraud and irregularities; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   25 

Daniel Buda, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; stresses that action to combat 

fraud should not be an obstacle to 

development; calls on the Commission also 

to use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; invites the Member States to 
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identify ways of guaranteeing investments 

with a view to recovering losses caused by 

fraud; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   26 

Andor Deli 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; urges the elaboration and 

acceptance of special guidelines in order 

to help the national authorities to detect 

the irregularities and frauds; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   27 

Viorica Dăncilă 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 
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strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems, including by 

introducing simpler and more transparent 

applications that are able to reduce the 

risks of fraud and ensure that any losses 

can be recovered; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   28 

Andrew Lewer, Tomasz Piotr Poręba, Ruža Tomašić, Sławomir Kłosowski, Remo 

Sernagiotto, Branislav Škripek 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission to 

make better use of existing technical 

assistance funds in order to help strengthen 

the technical and administrative capacity of 

managing authorities to ensure effective 

control systems able to reduce the risks of 

fraud; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   29 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by the 

Member States to detect, evaluate and 

report irregularities and to implement 

4. Appreciates the efforts made by 

some Member States to detect, evaluate 

and report irregularities and to implement 
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effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures; calls on the Commission also to 

use technical assistance in order to help 

strengthen the technical and administrative 

capacity of managing authorities to ensure 

effective control systems able to reduce the 

risks of fraud; 

Or. el 

Amendment   30 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission to 

reinforce its preventive action; welcomes, 

in this connection, the establishment of a 

system for the early detection of risks, and 

calls in particular for the technical and 

administrative capacities of managing 

authorities to be strengthened so as to 

ensure more robust control systems that 

are able to reduce the risks of fraud and 

increase detection capacity, including in 

less developed regions, without imposing 

an undue financial and administrative 

burden; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   31 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Recommends to further promote 

decentralised approaches for the 

implementation of cohesion policy 

programmes and measures in order to 
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increase ownership and responsibility on 

the ground in proximity to citizens which 

contributes to avoiding fraud; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   32 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Encourages the Commission to 

further promote the use of the Arachne 

risk analysis tools in Member States to 

enhance management verifications; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   33 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Stresses that prevention should 

involve constant training and support for 

staff responsible for the management and 

control of funds within the competent 

authorities, as well as exchanges of 

information and best practices between 

Member States; points to the decisive role 

of local and regional authorities and 

stakeholders in combating fraud, 

ensuring transparency and preventing 

conflicts of interest, and calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

take preventive measures, for example by 

drawing up memoranda of understanding 

between managing authorities and anti-
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fraud authorities; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   34 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to act in full compliance 

with the provisions setting out the ex-ante 

conditionalities in cohesion policy, in 

particular in the field of public 

procurement, which are an essential pre-

requisite for preventing fraudulent and 

non-fraudulent irregularities in this 

important field of 

practical implementation of cohesion 

policy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   35 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Calls on Member States to 

enhance their efforts in the areas 

highlighted by the Report from the 

Commission, and namely on: public 

procurement, financial crime, conflict of 

interest, corruption, whistle-blowing, 

definition of fraud; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   36 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Calls on Member States to step up 

their efforts in the improvement of the 

quality control of the information 

submitted by the Irregularity 

Management System (IMS), in particular 

regarding the description of detected 

irregularities, the priority areas 

concerned, the localisation of the projects 

and actions affected by fraud and 

irregularities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   37. 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Stresses that for the period 2008-

2014, of the total of 816 irregularities 

notified as being suspected fraud by the 

Member States, only 87 (10%) were 

established by OLAF as actual fraud; 

points out that non-fraudulent 

irregularities are often due to an 

insufficient knowledge of complex rules 

and requirements; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   38 
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Daniel Buda, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; asks the 

Member States to remedy the problems 

linked to the late reporting of 

irregularities; stresses that the detection 

of minor errors should not lead to the 

suspension of funding programmes; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   39 

Andrew Lewer, Tomasz Piotr Poręba, Ruža Tomašić, Sławomir Kłosowski, Remo 

Sernagiotto, Branislav Škripek 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; believes 

that simplification of rules and 

procedures will aid the reduction of non-

fraudulent irregularities; encourages 

Member States and local and regional 

authorities to share best practice in this 

regard; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   40 

Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; 

5. Emphasises that non-fraudulent 

irregularities are often linked to the 

complexity of procedures and 

requirements; recommends, therefore, that 

steps be taken to improve the uptake of 

simplification measures for 2014-2020 and 

with a view to the post-2020 regulatory 

framework for ESI Funds as a tool to 

reduce the risk of irregularities caused by 

errors; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   41 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors, always 

taking into account the need for a proper 

balance between vigilance tools and 

simplified procedures; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   42 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; 

5. Recommends that steps be taken to 

improve the uptake of simplification 

measures for 2014-2020 with a view to the 

post-2020 regulatory framework for ESI 

Funds as a tool to reduce the risk of 

irregularities caused by errors; Underlines 

the importance of applying the single 

audit principle; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   43 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Recommends to the Commission to 

analyse the benefits of introducing 

incentives for increasing the efficiency of 

spending, also in view of avoiding 

overpriced, wasteful or meaningless 

projects that are implemented for the sole 

purpose of absorbing resources; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   44 

Daniel Buda, Viorica Dăncilă, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Points out that the bureaucratic 

burden and lack of consistency between 

EU and Member State legislation are 
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contributing to the increase in the number 

of errors; regrets that strict rules and 

complex procedures are making financing 

from EU funds less attractive; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   45 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Stresses that in its mid-term 

assessment of cohesion policy, due to take 

place in 2018, the Commission should 

take account of the need to prevent and 

reduce the risk of irregularities, including 

fraudulent ones; 

Or. it 

Amendment   46 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States; in a broader perspective, 

considers it necessary, in order to make 

cohesion policy genuinely more credible 

again, to highlight sufficiently both 

‘good’ and ‘bad’ practices, through 
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databases that go beyond providing a 

scant description of the project and the 

expenditure incurred, thus enabling 

citizens to check effectively both the added 

value and value of most of the projects 

implemented and, in certain cases, their 

lack of usefulness in relation to a given 

local area. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   47 

Andrew Lewer, Tomasz Piotr Poręba, Ruža Tomašić, Sławomir Kłosowski, Remo 

Sernagiotto, Branislav Škripek 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

6. Stresses the need to re-focus 

existing communication campaigns and 

awareness-raising measures targeting 

citizens on the impact of anti-fraud 

measures put in place, so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, but also 

to offer greater transparency where EU 

funded projects have shown poor results 

or been affected by fraud, demonstrating 

follow-up action taken or lessons learned; 

campaigns should also take account of 

examples of communication best practice 

in the Member States. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   48 

Daniel Buda, Viorica Dăncilă, Iuliu Winkler, Norica Nicolai 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States; recommends improving 

transparency and facilitating access to 

information on irregularities; stresses the 

importance of a more efficient exchange 

of information between Member States. 

Or. ro 

Amendment   49 

Stanislav Polčák 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns, in all the 

official languages of the EU if possible, 
and take awareness-raising measures to 

inform citizens of the effectiveness of the 

anti-fraud measures put in place so as to 

avoid misconceptions regarding error rates 

and the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

Or. cs 

Amendment   50 

Andor Deli 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication and education campaigns 

and take awareness-raising measures to 

inform and educate citizens of the 

effectiveness of the anti-fraud measures put 

in place so as to avoid misconceptions 

regarding error rates and the number of 

frauds committed, also taking into account 

examples of communication best practices 

in the Member States. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   51 

Steeve Briois 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Stresses the need to conduct 

communication campaigns and take 

awareness-raising measures to inform 

citizens of the effectiveness of the anti-

fraud measures put in place so as to avoid 

misconceptions regarding error rates and 

the number of frauds committed, also 

taking into account examples of 

communication best practices in the 

Member States. 

6. Takes the view that the sums spent 

on communication campaigns designed to 

inform citizens about the supposed 

effectiveness of the anti-fraud measures 

taken by the EU could be used to provide 

the authorities responsible for combating 

fraud with dedicated human and physical 

resources.  

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   52 

Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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 6a. Points out that fraud and 

corruption are becoming increasingly 

transnational in nature; emphasises, in 

that context, the advisability of setting up 

an independent European public 

prosecutor's office to protect the EU's 

financial interests, whilst taking steps to 

ensure that the relationship between that 

office and the existing EU bodies is 

clarified and that their respective powers 

are clearly demarcated, in order to rule 

any unnecessary overlap. 

Or. fr 

Amendment   53 

Rosa D'Amato, Isabella Adinolfi, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Is deeply concerned that, as 

underlined in the 2015 ECA Special 

Report, failure to comply with public 

procurement rules has been a perennial 

and significant source of error in 

cohesion policy and that serious errors 

resulted in a lack, or complete absence, of 

fair competition and/or in the award of 

contracts to those who were not the best 

bidders. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   54 

Norica Nicolai, Petras Auštrevičius, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Expresses its concern regarding 

the ability of cooperation between all the 
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control structures in Member States; calls 

on the Commission and Member States to 

support initiatives to strengthen the 

capacity of coordination between control 

structures, especially those that act in the 

first line of control in relationship with 

the beneficiaries. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   55 

Terry Reintke, Bronis Ropė 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Recalls the need for better 

understanding the reasons and possible 

patterns behind the aggregated data and 

therefore requests the Commission to 

name those Member States where 

accumulation of irregularities and fraud 

can be recorded. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   56 

Norica Nicolai, Petras Auštrevičius, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6b. Considers disturbing the poor 

communication between Member States 

and OLAF; Invites the Commission and 

Member States to promote initiatives that 

lead to improved communication between 

public structures but also of civil society 

in EU Member States and OLAF; stresses 

that this is important for combating 
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corruption in the Member States. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   57 

Norica Nicolai, Petras Auštrevičius, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6c. Underlines the need to conduct 

campaigns to strengthen the public 

confidence in OLAF. Calls on the 

Commission and Member States to 

promote the actions of OLAF; stresses 

that this is important to strength OLAF 

capacity to cope with the increased 

number of investigations in order to 

combat fraud in the EU. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   58 

Norica Nicolai, Petras Auštrevičius, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 d (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6d. Recommends to improve 

transparency at all levels of management 

on projects implemented with external 

funds; highlights that this is important to 

protect the EU budget. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   59 

Norica Nicolai, Petras Auštrevičius, Ivan Jakovčić 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 e (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6e. Expresses its concern regarding 

the disparity between the information 

received by OLAF from the Member 

States, from public sources and private 

sources; calls on the European 

Commission to support initiatives aimed 

to increase the collection of public 

information and calls on Member States 

to increase the quality of data provided. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   60 

Norica Nicolai, Petras Auštrevičius, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 f (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6f. Recalls that the simplification of 

procedures for the beneficiaries in order 

to access ESI funds is required; call on 

the European Commission to support 

initiatives to simplify these procedures; 

stresses that this is crucial for preventing 

irregularities as fraud and corruption. 

Or. en 

 


