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Amendment 1
Iskra Mihaylova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. notes that this is the first year under 
the revised control and assurance 
framework, and that only a low number of 
assurance packages were submitted; 
highlights that 2017 covers both 2014-2020 
cleared expenditure and closure related to 
the 2007-2013 period;

2. notes that this is the first year under 
the revised control and assurance 
framework for the period 2014-2020, and 
that only a low number of assurance 
packages were submitted; highlights that 
Annual Report 2017 covers both 2014-
2020 cleared expenditure and closure 
related to the 2007-2013 period;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Iskra Mihaylova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. notes that errors in financial 
instruments, ineligible costs and claims of 
ineligible VAT contributed most to the 
estimated level of error in cohesion policy; 
calls on the Commission to take the 
appropriate preventive and corrective 
actions;

3. notes that errors in financial 
instruments, ineligible costs and claims of 
ineligible VAT contributed most to the 
estimated level of error in cohesion policy; 
notes that some of the errors identified by 
the Court were linked to specific cases for 
which mitigating actions have already 
been taken; calls on the Commission to 
take further preventive and corrective 
actions, where necessary;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Iskra Mihaylova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. stresses that the Court of Auditors 
detected a number of weaknesses in the 
work of several audit authorities and in the 
Commission’s own work with respect to 
the regularity of the expenditure and that it 
limits the reliability of the reported residual 
error rates; urges the Commission and the 
audit authorities to work closely to address 
those shortcomings;

4. stresses that the Court of Auditors 
detected a number of weaknesses of 
varying importance in the work of some
audit authorities with respect to the 
regularity of the expenditure, which may 
limit the reliability of the reported residual 
error rates; urges the Commission and the 
audit authorities to continue to work 
closely to address those shortcomings;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Iskra Mihaylova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. expresses its concern that, four 
years after the start of the current 
programming period, national authorities 
still need to be designated for 7 
programmes; urges the Member States 
and the Commission to complete the 
designation process as soon as possible;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 5
Krzysztof Hetman

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. considers that, after a very slow 
start, the implementation of the 2014-2020 
programmes has now reached cruising 
speed, with the payments executed in 2017 
amounting to EUR 41 billion, 1.5 times the 
2016 amount;

6. considers that, after a very slow 
start, the implementation of the 2014-2020 
programmes has now reached cruising 
speed, with the payments executed in 2017 
amounting to EUR 41 billion, 1.5 times the 
2016 amount, notes, however, that the 
level of payment, amounts to 124.7 billion 



AM\1171486EN.docx 5/7 PE631.933v01-00

EN

EUR, and is considerably lower than 
budgeted; ;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Iskra Mihaylova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. calls on the Member States to 
improve the accuracy of their 
implementation forecasts, which are 
crucial to prevent abnormal backlogs; notes 
that the average implementation rate 
improved from 52% in 2016 to a level of 
80% in 2017 and that progress was also
made in the rate of project selection on the 
ground (45% compared to 20% in 2016);

7. calls on the Member States to 
improve the accuracy of their payment
forecasts, which are crucial to prevent 
abnormal backlogs; notes that the average 
implementation rate of payment forecasts
improved from 52% in 2016 to a level of 
80% in 2017; notes that in parallel 
significant progress was made in the rate 
of project selection on the ground (55% 
end of 2017, compared to 20% in 2016);

Or. en

Amendment 7
Krzysztof Hetman

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. is concerned by the fact that the 
overall average absorption rate for the 
current MFF was even lower than in the 
corresponding year of the previous 
MFF(16% to 22%), which was mainly due 
to the late closure of the previous MFF, 
delayed adoption of legal acts, difficulties 
in implementing the new requirements for 
the current MFF and the change of de-
commitment rules from n+2to n+3, and 
the administrative burden linked to the 
overlaps between MFF periods;
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Or. en

Amendment 8
Krzysztof Hetman

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 b. reiterates its call for the 
Commission and Member States to step 
up the efforts to allow the timely and swift 
adoption and implementation of the new 
operational programmes for the years 
2021-2027, in order to avoid problems 
with absorption of the funds in the future;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Krzysztof Hetman

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 c. welcomes an increased budget 
flexibility introduced by the MFF mid-
term review, notes, however, that further 
flexibility and simplification measures 
may prove to be necessary to adequately 
accommodate future needs;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Iskra Mihaylova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. notes that a number of weaknesses 8. notes that a number of weaknesses 
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were found in the performance 
measurement systems of Member State 
authorities; invites the Commission to 
improve the overall performance 
measurement system, including the 
presence of result indicators at project level 
to allow the assessment of the contribution 
of a given project to specific operational 
programmes objectives;

were found in the performance 
measurement systems of Member State 
authorities, for a large part related to 
projects completed under the 2007-2013 
period; invites the Commission to improve 
the overall performance measurement 
system, including the presence of result 
indicators at project level to allow the 
assessment of the contribution of a given 
project to specific operational programmes 
objectives; notes that the legislation 
covering the 2014-2020 programming 
period has strengthened the intervention 
logic and focus on results.

Or. en
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