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Amendment 1
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas the agreement on the MFF 
2014-2020 was the outcome of long and 
strenuous negotiations that lasted two and a 
half years; whereas the final political 
agreement could only be reached at the 
highest political level between Parliament, 
the Council Presidency and the 
Commission;

A. whereas the agreement on the MFF 
2014-2020 was a conservative and 
backward-looking outcome of long and 
strenuous negotiations that lasted two and a 
half years; whereas the final political 
agreement could only be reached at the 
highest political level between the 3 
Presidents (Parliament, the Council 
Presidency and the Commission) 
according to the article 324 of the TFEU, 
thus avoiding any consultation of political 
groups;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Elena Băsescu

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas the agreement on the MFF 
2014-2020 was the outcome of long and 
strenuous negotiations that lasted two and a 
half years; whereas the final political 
agreement could only be reached at the 
highest political level between Parliament, 
the Council Presidency and the 
Commission;

A. whereas the agreement on the MFF 
2014-2020 was the outcome of long, 
comprehensive and strenuous negotiations 
that lasted two and a half years; whereas 
the final political agreement could only be 
reached at the highest political level 
between Parliament, the Council 
Presidency and the Commission;

Or. en
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Amendment 3
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas the overall level of the next 
MFF (960bn EUR in commitments, 908bn 
EUR in payments at 2011 prices), as 
decided by the European Council and 
eventually endorsed by Parliament,
represents a cut of 3.5 % in commitments 
and 3.7 % in payments compared to the 
2007-2013 financial framework, despite 
the growing EU competences following 
the Lisbon Treaty and the enlargement of 
the Union to 28 Member States; whereas 
this level falls short of EU political goals 
and commitments, in particular in 
relation to the Europe 2020 strategy;

B. whereas the overall level of the next 
MFF (960bn EUR in commitments, 908bn 
EUR in payments at 2011 prices), as 
decided by the European Council and 
eventually endorsed by Parliament, 
represents a cut of 3.5 % in commitments 
and 3.7 % in payments compared to the 
2007-2013 financial framework;

Or. nl

Amendment 4
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas the overall level of the next 
MFF (960bn EUR in commitments, 908bn 
EUR in payments at 2011 prices), as 
decided by the European Council and 
eventually endorsed by Parliament, 
represents a cut of 3.5 % in commitments 
and 3.7 % in payments compared to the 
2007-2013 financial framework, despite 
the growing EU competences following the 
Lisbon Treaty and the enlargement of the 
Union to 28 Member States; whereas this 
level falls short of EU political goals and 

B. whereas the overall level of the next 
MFF (960bn EUR in commitments, 908bn 
EUR in payments at 2011 prices), as 
decided by the European Council and 
eventually endorsed by Parliament, 
represents a cut of 3.5 % in commitments 
and 3.7 % in payments compared to the 
2007-2013 financial framework which 
corresponds to a cut of 8,8% in 
commitments and 10% in payments 
compared to the initial European 
Commission's proposal which was based 
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commitments, in particular in relation to 
the Europe 2020 strategy;

on the freeze of the EU budget at the 2013 
level, despite the growing EU competences 
following the Lisbon Treaty and the 
enlargement of the Union to 28 Member 
States; whereas this level falls short of EU 
political goals and commitments, in 
particular in relation to the Europe 2020 
strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas the EU annual budget will 
continue to represent approximately 1 % 
of EU GNI in the coming years, well below 
the own-resources ceiling of 1.29 % of EU 
GNI for commitments and 1.23% of EU 
GNI for payments, as decided in 1992;

C. whereas the EU annual budget will be 
reduced to approximately 1 % of EU GNI 
in the coming years, corresponding to the 
level of the EU budget in the late 1980's 
and well below the own-resources ceiling 
of 1.29 % of EU GNI for commitments and 
1.23% of EU GNI for payments, as decided 
in 1992;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas the EU annual budget will 
continue to represent approximately 1 % of 
EU GNI in the coming years, well below 
the own-resources ceiling of 1.29 % of EU 
GNI for commitments and 1.23% of EU 

C. whereas the EU annual budget will 
continue to represent approximately 1 % of 
EU GNI in the coming years, well below 
the own-resources ceiling of 1.29 % of EU 
GNI for commitments and 1.23% of EU 
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GNI for payments, as decided in 1992; GNI for payments set in 20101 a;

__________________
1 a Downward adaptation of the own-
resources ceilings of 1.31 % and 1.24 % 
of EU GNI respectively as decided by the 
European Council in 2007 (OJ L 163, 
23.06.2007, p. 17) following the decision 
to apply FISIM for own resources 
purposes, OJ C 121, 19.04.2011, p. 41.

Or. en

Amendment 7
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas, faced with the impossibility of 
changing the overall MFF figures decided
by the European Council, Parliament 
successfully negotiated the inclusion of 
several key new provisions that will help to 
make the new financial framework and the 
new EU annual budget more operational, 
consistent, transparent and responsive to 
the needs of EU citizens and to allow the 
MFF ceilings to be fully used; whereas 
these provision concern, in particular, the 
new arrangements relating to the MFF 
revision, flexibility, own resources, and the 
unity and transparency of the EU budget;

D. whereas by not using fully its 
legislative power, including not granting 
its consent, the European Parliament 
made it impossible for itself to challenge 
the overall MFF figures imposed by the 
European Council, moreover the 
Parliament partially negotiated the 
inclusion of non-budgetary new provisions 
that will help to make the new financial 
framework and the new EU annual budget 
more operational, transparent and 
responsive to the needs of EU citizens and 
to allow the MFF ceilings to be almost 
fully used; whereas these provision 
concern, in particular, the new 
arrangements relating to the MFF revision, 
flexibility, own resources, and the unity 
and transparency of the EU budget;

Or. en
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Amendment 8
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas, faced with the impossibility of 
changing the overall MFF figures decided 
by the European Council, Parliament 
successfully negotiated the inclusion of 
several key new provisions that will help to 
make the new financial framework and the 
new EU annual budget more operational, 
consistent, transparent and responsive to 
the needs of EU citizens and to allow the 
MFF ceilings to be fully used; whereas 
these provision concern, in particular, the 
new arrangements relating to the MFF 
revision, flexibility, own resources, and 
the unity and transparency of the EU 
budget;

D. whereas, faced with the impossibility of 
changing the overall MFF figures decided 
by the European Council, Parliament 
successfully negotiated the inclusion of 
new provisions that will help to make the 
new financial framework and the new EU 
annual budget more operational, consistent, 
transparent and responsive to the needs of 
EU citizens and to allow the MFF ceilings 
to be fully used; whereas these provision 
concern, in particular, the new 
arrangements relating to the MFF revision, 
flexibility, and the unity and transparency 
of the EU budget;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Elena Băsescu

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas, faced with the impossibility of 
changing the overall MFF figures decided 
by the European Council, Parliament 
successfully negotiated the inclusion of 
several key new provisions that will help to 
make the new financial framework and the 
new EU annual budget more operational, 
consistent, transparent and responsive to 
the needs of EU citizens and to allow the 
MFF ceilings to be fully used; whereas 
these provision concern, in particular, the 
new arrangements relating to the MFF 

D. whereas, faced with the impossibility of 
changing the overall MFF figures decided 
by the European Council, the Parliament 
focused on improving the execution of the 
MFF by successfully negotiating the 
inclusion of several key new provisions 
that will help to make the new financial 
framework and the new EU annual budget 
more operational, consistent, transparent 
and responsive to the needs of EU citizens 
and to allow the MFF ceilings to be fully 
used; whereas these provision concern, in 
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revision, flexibility, own resources, and the 
unity and transparency of the EU budget;

particular, the new arrangements relating to 
the MFF revision, flexibility, own 
resources, and the unity and transparency 
of the EU budget;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Emer Costello

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas, faced with the impossibility of 
changing the overall MFF figures decided
by the European Council, Parliament 
successfully negotiated the inclusion of 
several key new provisions that will help to 
make the new financial framework and the 
new EU annual budget more operational, 
consistent, transparent and responsive to 
the needs of EU citizens and to allow the 
MFF ceilings to be fully used; whereas 
these provision concern, in particular, the 
new arrangements relating to the MFF 
revision, flexibility, own resources, and the 
unity and transparency of the EU budget;

D. whereas, faced with the political
impossibility of changing the overall MFF 
figures agreed by the European Council, 
Parliament successfully negotiated the 
inclusion of several key new provisions 
that will help to make the new financial 
framework and the new EU annual budget 
more operational, consistent, transparent 
and responsive to the needs of EU citizens 
and to allow the MFF ceilings to be fully 
used; whereas these provision concern, in 
particular, the new arrangements relating to 
the MFF revision, flexibility, own 
resources, and the unity and transparency 
of the EU budget;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas Parliament gave its consent to 
the new MFF Regulation and approved the 

E. whereas Parliament gave its consent to 
the new MFF Regulation and approved the 
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new Interinstitutional Agreement on 19 
November 2013, following the Council’s 
fulfilment of the conditions set out in 
Parliament’s resolution of 3 July 2013, 
including the adoption of an additional 
EUR 11.2 bn in payments for 2013;

new Interinstitutional Agreement on 19 
November 2013, following the Council’s 
partial fulfilment of the conditions set out 
in Parliament’s resolution of 3 July 2013, 
including the adoption of an additional 
EUR 11.2 bn in payments for 2013; 
whereas the constituent meeting of the 
High Level Group on Own Resources has 
not been held so far while it should have 
been 'convened at the time of the formal 
adoption of the MFF Regulation with a 
mandate to examine all aspects of the 
reform of the own-resources system';

Or. en

Amendment 12
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas Parliament gave its consent to 
the new MFF Regulation and approved the 
new Interinstitutional Agreement on 19 
November 2013, following the Council’s 
fulfilment of the conditions set out in 
Parliament’s resolution of 3 July 2013, 
including the adoption of an additional 
EUR 11.2 bn in payments for 2013;

E. whereas, in adherence to the guiding 
principle 'nothing is agreed until 
everything is agreed', Parliament gave its 
consent to the new MFF Regulation and 
approved the new Interinstitutional 
Agreement on 19 November 2013, 
following the Council’s fulfilment of the 
conditions set out in Parliament’s 
resolution of 3 July 2013, including the 
adoption of an additional EUR 11.2 bn in 
payments for 2013;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Recital E a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ea. whereas the outstanding payment 
claims received after 31 October 2013 and 
carried-over to 2014 amount to 23 billion 
EUR for structural and cohesion policy 
only, which will add significant pressure 
on an already very low ceiling of payment 
appropriations;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas the Council failed to make any 
progress on a much needed reform of the 
current system for financing the EU 
budget, despite the ambitious proposals put 
forward by the Commission aimed at 
overcoming the stalemate caused by the 
lack of a genuine own resources system;

F. whereas the Council failed to make any 
progress on a much needed reform of the 
current system for financing the EU 
budget, thus violating the spirit of the 
Lisbon treaty, despite the ambitious 
proposals put forward by the Commission 
aimed at overcoming the stalemate caused 
by the lack of a genuine own resources 
system;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas the Council failed to make any 
progress on a much needed reform of the 

F. whereas the Council failed to make any 
progress on a much needed reform of the 
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current system for financing the EU 
budget, despite the ambitious proposals put 
forward by the Commission aimed at 
overcoming the stalemate caused by the 
lack of a genuine own resources system;

current system for financing the EU 
budget, despite the ambitious proposals put 
forward by the Commission aimed not 
only at overcoming the stalemate caused 
by the lack of a genuine own resources 
system but also at making the system of 
financing of the EU budget simpler, fairer 
and transparent to the EU citizen;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision 
as regards the EU budget and fell short of 
Parliament’s increased role and 
prerogatives, as set out in the Treaty of 
Lisbon; considers it of the utmost 
importance, therefore, that this report draw 
the necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the 
Commission before the end of 2016;

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision 
as regards the EU budget; stresses that the 
Parliament was reluctant to fully use its 
legislative power including the possibility 
not to grant its consent as set out in the 
Treaty of Lisbon and adopted by an 
overwhelming majority both the MFF 
regulation and the IIA without 
renegotiating the points already 
concluded by the European Council; 
considers consequently that both the 
Council and the Parliament as co-
legislators shall endorsed the 
responsibility of both the political and 
institutional consequences of the final 
agreement; considers it of the utmost 
importance, therefore, that this report draw 
the necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the 
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Commission before the end of 2016;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision
as regards the EU budget and fell short of 
Parliament’s increased role and 
prerogatives, as set out in the Treaty of 
Lisbon; considers it of the utmost 
importance, therefore, that this report draw 
the necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the 
Commission before the end of 2016;

1. Considers that both the procedure 
leading up to the agreement on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the political debate 
surrounding these negotiations showed that 
there are very divergent approaches as 
regards the EU budget as well as 
Parliament's increased role and 
prerogatives under the Treaty of Lisbon; 
considers it of the utmost importance, 
therefore, that this report draw the 
necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the 
Commission before the end of 2016;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Elena Băsescu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision 

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision 
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as regards the EU budget and fell short of 
Parliament’s increased role and 
prerogatives, as set out in the Treaty of 
Lisbon; considers it of the utmost
importance, therefore, that this report draw 
the necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the
Commission before the end of 2016;

as regards the EU budget and priorities
and fell short of Parliament’s increased 
role and prerogatives, as set out in the 
Treaty of Lisbon; considers it of the utmost 
importance, therefore, that this report draw 
the necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the 
Commission before the end of 2016;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision 
as regards the EU budget and fell short of 
Parliament’s increased role and 
prerogatives, as set out in the Treaty of 
Lisbon; considers it of the utmost 
importance, therefore, that this report draw 
the necessary political and institutional 
lessons, which can serve as a basis for the 
preparation of future negotiations, notably 
in relation to the post-electoral revision of 
the MFF, due to be launched by the 
Commission before the end of 2016;

1. Strongly regrets the fact that both the 
procedure leading up to the agreement on 
the MFF 2014-2020 and the political 
debate surrounding these negotiations 
demonstrated a clear lack of shared vision 
of the EU institutions as regards the EU 
budget and fell short of Parliament’s 
increased role and prerogatives, as set out 
in the Treaty of Lisbon; considers it of the 
utmost importance, therefore, that this 
report draw the necessary political and 
institutional lessons, which can serve as a 
basis for the preparation of future 
negotiations, notably in relation to the post-
electoral revision of the MFF, due to be 
launched by the Commission before the 
end of 2016;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Ingeborg Gräßle
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; deeply regrets, however, the fact 
that, as a result of these negotiations, the 
role of the EU budget as an important and 
common policy instrument for 
overcoming the current economic and 
social crisis and coordinating and 
enhancing national efforts to regain 
growth and generate employment in the 
whole EU has been largely disregarded;

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; notes that the negotiations revealed 
a wide gap between net contributors and 
net recipients;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; deeply regrets, however, the fact 
that, as a result of these negotiations, the 
role of the EU budget as an important and 
common policy instrument for overcoming 
the current economic and social crisis and 
coordinating and enhancing national efforts 
to regain growth and generate employment 
in the whole EU has been largely 
disregarded;

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a positive 
and forward-looking debate on the MFF 
2014-2020 while it could have been an 
opportunity to pool scarce public 
resources at the right political level and 
increase efficiency of public spending; 
deeply regrets, however, the fact that, as a 
result of these negotiations, the role of the 
EU budget as an important and common 
policy instrument for overcoming the 
current economic and social crisis and 
coordinating and enhancing national efforts 
to regain growth and generate employment 
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in the whole EU has been largely 
disregarded;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; deeply regrets, however, the fact 
that, as a result of these negotiations, the 
role of the EU budget as an important and 
common policy instrument for overcoming 
the current economic and social crisis and 
coordinating and enhancing national efforts 
to regain growth and generate employment 
in the whole EU has been largely 
disregarded;

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing made a more ambitious 
agreement on the MFF 2014-2020 
infeasible; deeply regrets, however, the 
fact that, as a result of these negotiations, 
the role of the EU budget as an important 
and common policy instrument for 
overcoming the current economic and 
social crisis and coordinating and 
enhancing national efforts to regain growth 
and generate employment in the whole EU 
has been largely disregarded;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; deeply regrets, however, the fact
that, as a result of these negotiations, the 
role of the EU budget as an important and 

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; notes that, as a result of these 
negotiations, the role of the EU budget as 
an important and common policy 
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common policy instrument for overcoming 
the current economic and social crisis and 
coordinating and enhancing national efforts 
to regain growth and generate employment 
in the whole EU has been largely 
disregarded;

instrument for overcoming the current 
economic and social crisis and 
coordinating and enhancing national efforts 
to regain growth and generate employment 
in the whole EU has been largely 
disregarded;

Or. nl

Amendment 24
Dominique Riquet

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; deeply regrets, however, the fact 
that, as a result of these negotiations, the 
role of the EU budget as an important and 
common policy instrument for overcoming 
the current economic and social crisis and 
coordinating and enhancing national efforts 
to regain growth and generate
employment in the whole EU has been 
largely disregarded;

2. Acknowledges that the fiscal 
consolidation that Member States are 
currently facing did not facilitate a more 
ambitious agreement on the MFF 2014-
2020; deeply regrets, however, the fact that 
the role of the EU budget as an important 
and common policy instrument for 
overcoming the current economic and 
social crisis has not been recognised;
points out that the European budget is 
used mostly for investment and provides a 
single framework for coordinating and 
enhancing national efforts aimed at 
regaining growth, boosting 
competitiveness, and generating
employment in the whole EU;

Or. fr

Amendment 25
Mikael Gustafsson, Barbara Matera
on behalf of the Committee on Women's Rights and Gender Equality

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Points out that the EU budget should 
take into account the gender perspective 
in order to become an effective policy 
instrument for generating sustainable and 
inclusive growth and employment, in 
particular in a difficult financial and 
economic context;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation 
is largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of 
revenues stem from national 
contributions instead of genuine own 
resources; considers that such a system
places disproportionate emphasis on net 
balances between the Member States and 
has led to the progressive introduction of 
complex and opaque rebates and other 
correction mechanisms for the financing 
of the EU budget;

deleted

Or. nl

Amendment 27
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation is 
largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of 
revenues stem from national 
contributions instead of genuine own
resources; considers that such a system 
places disproportionate emphasis on net 
balances between the Member States and 
has led to the progressive introduction of 
complex and opaque rebates and other 
correction mechanisms for the financing of 
the EU budget;

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; considers that this debate 
already existed before the introduction of 
an GNI based resources but that this 
resource has only reinforced the poisoned 
debate and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation is 
largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions instead of 
genuine own resources; considers that such 
a system places disproportionate emphasis 
on net balances between the Member 
States and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

3. Points out that budgetary debates in the 
Council tend to be influenced by the logic 
of ‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation 
is largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions instead of 
genuine own resources; considers that such 
a system places disproportionate emphasis 
on net balances between the Member 
States and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

Or. en
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Amendment 29
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation is 
largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions instead of 
genuine own resources; considers that such 
a system places disproportionate emphasis 
on net balances between the Member 
States and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’ instead of the logic of the 
European added-value; stresses that this 
situation is largely due to the current 
system of EU financing, whereby some 85 
% of revenues stem from national 
contributions instead of genuine own 
resources; considers that such a system 
places disproportionate emphasis on net 
balances between the Member States and 
has led to the progressive introduction of 
complex and opaque rebates and other 
correction mechanisms for the financing of 
the EU budget;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation is 
largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions instead of 
genuine own resources; considers that such 

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation is 
largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 74 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions based on 
GNI instead of genuine own resources; 
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a system places disproportionate emphasis 
on net balances between the Member 
States and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

considers that such a system places 
disproportionate emphasis on net balances 
between the Member States and has led to 
the progressive introduction of complex 
and opaque rebates and other correction 
mechanisms for the financing of the EU 
budget;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Is deeply concerned at the fact that any 
budgetary debate in the Council has been 
for many years poisoned by the logic of 
‘fair returns’; stresses that this situation is 
largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions instead of 
genuine own resources; considers that such 
a system places disproportionate emphasis 
on net balances between the Member 
States and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

3. Is deeply concerned with the fact that 
any budgetary debate in the Council has 
been for many years poisoned by the logic 
of 'fair returns' ; stresses that this situation 
is largely due to the current system of EU 
financing, whereby some 85 % of revenues 
stem from national contributions instead of 
genuine own resources, as foreseen in the 
Treaty of Rome; considers that such a 
system places disproportionate emphasis 
on net balances between the Member 
States and has led to the progressive 
introduction of complex and opaque 
rebates and other correction mechanisms 
for the financing of the EU budget;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck 
by the European Council on 8 February 
2013; considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture 
and cohesion policy, were determined at 
that moment; deplores, in particular, the 
list of special allocations and ‘gifts’ 
granted in the course of negotiations 
between Heads of State and Government, 
which are not based on objective and 
verifiable criteria, but rather reflect the 
bargaining power of Member States, 
trying to secure their national interests 
and maximise their net returns; 
denounces the lack of transparency in 
striking this agreement;

deleted

Or. nl

Amendment 33
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; deplores, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 

4. Is convinced that this logic also 
prevailed in the way the MFF agreement 
was struck by the European Council on 8 
February 2013; considers it damaging for 
the European project that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment while the European Council has 
no legislative power as set out in the 
Lisbon treaty; deplores, in addition, the list 
of special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
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Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of transparency 
in striking this agreement;

of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 
Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of transparency 
in striking this agreement; points out 
however that the Parliament has never 
contested the 'gifts' during the negotiation 
process;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; deplores, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 
Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of transparency 
in striking this agreement;

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from the two big 
blocks agriculture and cohesion policy, 
were determined at that moment; deplores, 
in particular, the list of special allocations 
and ‘gifts’ granted in the course of 
negotiations between Heads of State and 
Government, which are not based on 
objective and verifiable criteria, but rather 
reflect the bargaining power of Member 
States, trying to secure their national 
interests and maximise their net returns; 
denounces the lack of transparency in 
striking this agreement and the reluctance 
of Council and Commission to provide 
Parliament with all relevant documents;

Or. en



AM\1020127EN.doc 23/61 PE529.801v01-00

EN

Amendment 35
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; deplores, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 
Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of 
transparency in striking this agreement;

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; deplores, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which number 
culminates in the conclusions of the 
European Council of 8 February 2013 
and which are not based on objective and 
verifiable criteria, but reflect the 
bargaining power of Member States, trying 
to secure their national interests and 
maximise their net returns; denounces the 
opacity in striking this agreement; 
highlights that the addition of 27 national 
individual victories is anything but a 
success for Europe;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Sandra Kalniete

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
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allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; deplores, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 
Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of transparency 
in striking this agreement;

allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, an important instrument 
of regional development and employment, 
were determined at that moment; deplores, 
in particular, the list of special allocations 
and ‘gifts’ granted in the course of 
negotiations between Heads of State and 
Government, which are not based on 
objective and verifiable criteria, but rather 
reflect the bargaining power of Member 
States, trying to secure their national 
interests and maximise their net returns; 
denounces the lack of transparency in 
striking this agreement;

Or. lv

Amendment 37
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; deplores, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 
Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of transparency 
in striking this agreement;

4. Believes that this logic also prevailed in 
the way the MFF agreement was struck by 
the European Council on 8 February 2013; 
considers it regrettable that this was 
reflected in the fact that the national 
allocations, especially from agriculture and 
cohesion policy, were determined at that 
moment; criticises, in particular, the list of 
special allocations and ‘gifts’ granted in 
the course of negotiations between Heads 
of State and Government, which are not 
based on objective and verifiable criteria, 
but rather reflect the bargaining power of 
Member States, trying to secure their 
national interests and maximise their net 
returns; denounces the lack of transparency 
in striking this agreement;

Or. en
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Amendment 38
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Strongly rejects this purely accounting 
vision of the EU budget, which disregards 
the European added value, contradicts the 
principle of EU solidarity and 
underestimates the current and potential 
role of the EU budget in strengthening 
economic governance; stresses that the 
EU budget is predominantly an 
investment budget with a strong leverage 
effect and a catalyst for growth and jobs 
across the Union; considers it regrettable, 
therefore, that some Member States seem 
to regard national contributions to the EU 
budget purely as a cost to be minimised;

deleted

Or. nl

Amendment 39
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Strongly rejects this purely accounting 
vision of the EU budget, which disregards 
the European added value, contradicts the 
principle of EU solidarity and 
underestimates the current and potential 
role of the EU budget in strengthening 
economic governance; stresses that the EU 
budget is predominantly an investment 
budget with a strong leverage effect and a 
catalyst for growth and jobs across the 
Union; considers it regrettable, therefore, 
that some Member States seem to regard 
national contributions to the EU budget 

5. Stresses that the EU budget is 
predominantly an investment budget with a 
strong leverage effect and a catalyst for 
growth and jobs across the Union; 
considers it regrettable, therefore, that 
some Member States seem to regard 
national contributions to the EU budget 
purely as a cost to be minimised and 
flowback from the EU budget as an 
additional source of income at their free 
disposal;
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purely as a cost to be minimised;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Dominique Riquet

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Strongly rejects this purely accounting 
vision of the EU budget, which disregards 
the European added value, contradicts the 
principle of EU solidarity and 
underestimates the current and potential 
role of the EU budget in strengthening 
economic governance; stresses that the EU 
budget is predominantly an investment 
budget with a strong leverage effect and a 
catalyst for growth and jobs across the 
Union; considers it regrettable, therefore, 
that some Member States seem to regard 
national contributions to the EU budget 
purely as a cost to be minimised;

5. Strongly rejects this purely accounting 
vision of the EU budget, which disregards 
the European added value, contradicts the 
principle of EU solidarity and 
underestimates the current and potential 
role of the EU budget in strengthening 
economic governance; stresses that the EU 
budget is predominantly an investment 
budget with a strong leverage effect, in 
that it facilitates projects which would not 
have come into being or could not have 
happened without budget assistance, and 
that it acts as a catalyst for growth, 
competitiveness, and jobs across the 
Union; considers it regrettable, therefore, 
that some Member States seem to regard 
national contributions to the EU budget 
purely as a cost to be minimised;

Or. fr

Amendment 41
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Strongly rejects this purely accounting 
vision of the EU budget, which disregards 
the European added value, contradicts the 

5. Strongly rejects this purely accounting 
vision of the EU budget, which disregards 
the European added value, contradicts the 
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principle of EU solidarity and 
underestimates the current and potential 
role of the EU budget in strengthening 
economic governance; stresses that the EU 
budget is predominantly an investment 
budget with a strong leverage effect and a 
catalyst for growth and jobs across the 
Union; considers it regrettable, therefore, 
that some Member States seem to regard 
national contributions to the EU budget 
purely as a cost to be minimised;

principle of EU solidarity and 
underestimates the current and potential 
role of the EU budget in strengthening 
economic governance; stresses that the EU 
budget is predominantly an investment 
budget with a strong leverage effect and a 
catalyst for growth and jobs across the 
Union; denounces, therefore, that some 
Member States seem to regard national 
contributions to the EU budget purely as a 
cost to be minimised;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Notes that the European Council took a 
top-down approach to deciding the overall 
size of the MFF 2014-2020, which in turn 
demonstrates a worrying discrepancy 
between EU political commitments which 
the European Council has been making and 
its reluctance to adequately finance them; 
believes, on the contrary, that this decision 
should be based on a bottom-up process, 
resulting from a thorough assessment of 
EU financial needs and political objectives 
as set out in EU multiannual programmes 
and policies defined by the legislator;

6. Strongly regrets that the European 
Council took a top-down approach to 
deciding the overall size of the MFF 2014-
2020, which in turn demonstrates a 
worrying discrepancy between EU political
commitments which the European Council 
has been making and its reluctance to 
adequately finance them; believes, on the 
contrary, that this decision should be based 
on a bottom-up process, resulting from a 
thorough assessment of EU financial needs 
and political objectives as set out in EU 
multiannual programmes and policies 
defined by the legislator;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Notes that the European Council took a 
top-down approach to deciding the overall 
size of the MFF 2014-2020, which in turn 
demonstrates a worrying discrepancy 
between EU political commitments which 
the European Council has been making and 
its reluctance to adequately finance them; 
believes, on the contrary, that this decision 
should be based on a bottom-up process, 
resulting from a thorough assessment of 
EU financial needs and political objectives 
as set out in EU multiannual programmes 
and policies defined by the legislator;

6. Notes that the European Council took a 
top-down approach in deciding the overall 
size of the MFF 2014-2020, which in turn 
demonstrates a worrying discrepancy 
between EU political commitments which 
the European Council has been making and 
its reluctance to adequately finance them; 
believes, on the contrary, that this decision 
should be based on a bottom-up process, 
resulting from a thorough assessment of 
EU financial needs and political objectives 
as set out in EU multiannual programmes 
and policies defined by the legislator;
underlines that the European Parliament 
has underestimated the ability of the 
European Council to evaluate the impact 
of the entry into force of the Lisbon 
Treaty regarding the EP powers on the 
MFF adoption and to maintain this 
approach;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Notes that the European Council took a 
top-down approach to deciding the overall 
size of the MFF 2014-2020, which in turn 
demonstrates a worrying discrepancy 
between EU political commitments which 
the European Council has been making and 
its reluctance to adequately finance them; 
believes, on the contrary, that this decision 
should be based on a bottom-up process, 
resulting from a thorough assessment of 
EU financial needs and political objectives 

6. Notes that the European Council took a 
top-down approach to deciding the overall 
size of the MFF 2014-2020, which in turn 
demonstrates a worrying discrepancy 
between EU political commitments which 
the European Council has been making and 
its reluctance to adequately finance them; 
believes, on the contrary, that this decision 
should be based on a bottom-up process, 
resulting from a thorough assessment of 
EU financial needs and political objectives 
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as set out in EU multiannual programmes 
and policies defined by the legislator;

as set out in EU multiannual programmes 
and policies defined by the co-legislators;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Elena Băsescu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Is, therefore, convinced that any decision 
on the financial framework should be 
preceded by – and based on – a genuine 
political debate on the role, function and 
added value of the EU budget and on its 
compatibility with the political and 
operational objectives assigned to the 
Union; considers that, in order to bridge 
the gap between divergent visions on what 
the EU budget stands for and what it can 
achieve, this debate should be organised in 
due time and involve the three EU 
institutions and all national parliaments, 
but also engage the highest political level 
in the Member States;

7. Is, therefore, convinced that any decision 
on the financial framework should be 
preceded by – and based on – a genuine 
political debate on the role, function and 
added value of the EU budget and on its 
compatibility with the political and 
operational priorities and objectives 
assigned to the Union; considers that, in 
order to bridge the gap between divergent 
visions on what the EU budget stands for 
and what it can achieve while emphasizing 
the fact that the MFF is one of the most 
powerful agents for reform, this debate 
should be organised in due time and 
involve the three EU institutions and all 
national parliaments, but also engage the 
highest political level in the Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Is, therefore, convinced that any decision 
on the financial framework should be 

7. Is, therefore, convinced that any decision 
on the financial framework should be 
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preceded by – and based on – a genuine 
political debate on the role, function and 
added value of the EU budget and on its 
compatibility with the political and 
operational objectives assigned to the 
Union; considers that, in order to bridge 
the gap between divergent visions on what 
the EU budget stands for and what it can 
achieve, this debate should be organised in 
due time and involve the three EU 
institutions and all national parliaments, 
but also engage the highest political level 
in the Member States;

preceded by – and based on – a genuine 
political debate on the role, function and 
added value of the EU budget and on its 
compatibility with the political strategy 
adopted by the Union and operational 
objectives assigned to the Union; considers 
that, in order to bridge the gap between 
divergent visions on what the EU budget 
stands for and what it can achieve, this 
debate should be organised in due time and 
involve the three EU institutions and all 
national parliaments, but also engage the 
highest political level in the Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 47
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès, Catherine Trautmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Invites the next European 
Commission and the next European 
Parliament to carefully look at the 
achievements of the EU 2020 strategy, 
especially at the employment-related 
targets, and to use the review clause to 
add financial resources to boost the 
Strategy, taking into account that the 
negative impact of the ongoing crisis has 
jeopardised it;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following 
an in-depth reform of the financing of the 
EU budget that should return to a system 
of genuine, clear, simple and fair own 
resources; stresses that this should lead to 
the introduction of one or several new 
own resources that will considerably 
reduce the share of GNI-based 
contributions to the EU budget and, 
accordingly, the burden on national 
treasuries; reiterates its strong 
commitment to any process leading to the
reform of the current unfair, non-
transparent and complex system of own 
resources;
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Or. nl

Amendment 49
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following an 
in-depth reform of the financing of the EU 
budget that should return to a system of 
genuine, clear, simple and fair own 
resources; stresses that this should lead to 
the introduction of one or several new own 
resources that will considerably reduce the 
share of GNI-based contributions to the EU 
budget and, accordingly, the burden on 
national treasuries; reiterates its strong 
commitment to any process leading to the 
reform of the current unfair, non-
transparent and complex system of own 
resources;

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following an 
in-depth reform of the financing of the EU 
budget that should respect the letter and 
the spirit of the Treaty, return to a system 
of genuine, clear, simple, fair and rebate-
free own resources system; stresses that 
this should lead to the introduction of one 
or several new own resources that will 
considerably reduce the share of GNI-
based contributions to the EU budget and, 
accordingly, the burden on national 
treasuries; reiterates its strong commitment 
to any process leading to the reform of the 
current unfair, non-transparent and 
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complex system of own resources; Stresses 
that the final agreement on the own 
resources system is even more complex, 
untransparent and unfair than the 
previous one and has introduced new 
rebates and exceptions.

Or. en

Amendment 50
Dominique Riquet

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following an 
in-depth reform of the financing of the EU 
budget that should return to a system of 
genuine, clear, simple and fair own 
resources; stresses that this should lead to 
the introduction of one or several new own 
resources that will considerably reduce the 
share of GNI-based contributions to the EU 
budget and, accordingly, the burden on 
national treasuries; reiterates its strong 
commitment to any process leading to the 
reform of the current unfair, non-
transparent and complex system of own 
resources;

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following an 
in-depth reform of the financing of the EU 
budget that should return to a system of 
genuine, clear, simple and fair own 
resources; stresses that this should firstly
lead to the introduction of one or several 
new own resources that will considerably 
reduce the share of GNI-based 
contributions to the EU budget and, 
accordingly, the burden on national 
treasuries and secondly allow Parliament 
to scrutinise those resources; reiterates its 
strong commitment to any process leading 
to the reform of the  system of own 
resources, which at present is notable for 
its complexity, its lack of transparency, 
and its poor performance;

Or. fr

Amendment 51
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following an 
in-depth reform of the financing of the EU 
budget that should return to a system of 
genuine, clear, simple and fair own 
resources; stresses that this should lead to 
the introduction of one or several new own 
resources that will considerably reduce the 
share of GNI-based contributions to the 
EU budget and, accordingly, the burden on
national treasuries; reiterates its strong 
commitment to any process leading to the 
reform of the current unfair, non-
transparent and complex system of own 
resources;

8. Is convinced, moreover, that tangible 
progress can only be achieved following an 
in-depth reform of the financing of the EU 
budget that should return to a system of 
genuine, clear, simple and fair own 
resources; stresses that this should lead to 
the introduction of one or several new own 
resources with the ultimate objective to put 
an end to the GNI-based contributions to 
the EU budget and, accordingly, to the 
burden that the GNI contribution 
represents for national treasuries; reiterates 
its strong commitment to any process 
leading to the reform of the current unfair, 
non-transparent and complex system of 
own resources;

Or. en

Amendment 52
Dominique Riquet

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Maintains that the approach being 
followed by the Member States is 
inconsistent to the extent that they are 
endeavouring, citing the fiscal 
consolidation now taking place at 
national level, to keep the overall volume 
of the European budget to a minimum 
and at the same time obstructing 
measures that would help to offset the 
present situation, in particular the 
establishment of new own resources and 
the use of innovative financial 
instruments;

Or. fr
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Amendment 53
Mikael Gustafsson, Barbara Matera
on behalf of the Committee on Women's Rights and Gender Equality

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Recalls that the Strategy for equality 
between men and women 2010-2015 
asserted that the Multiannual Financial 
Framework should provide support for 
implementation of the actions envisaged 
in the strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Mikael Gustafsson, Barbara Matera
on behalf of the Committee on Women's Rights and Gender Equality

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8b. Welcomes the Joint Declaration of the 
three institutions that the annual 
budgetary procedures applied for the 
MFF 2014-2020 will integrate, as 
appropriate, gender-responsive elements, 
taking into account the ways in which the 
overall financial framework of the Union 
contributes to increased gender equality 
(and ensures gender mainstreaming);

Or. en

Amendment 55
Salvador Garriga Polledo
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; considers that this report 
provided effective guidance for the 
Commission in drafting its own proposals 
on the MFF and own resources and
appreciates the regular political dialogue 
that was established between the two 
institutions at all stages of the preparation 
of this report; points to the obvious 
advantages for Parliament of an early 
preparation for any negotiations on the 
MFF;

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; considers that this report 
provided effective guidance for the 
Commission in drafting its own proposals 
on the MFF and own resources; 
appreciates the regular political dialogue 
between several EU Commissioners and 
Parliament at all stages of the preparation 
of this report and considers that this 
practice should be further developed into 
a more structured dialogue between the 
two Institutions ahead of the presentation 
of the MFF legislative proposals; points to 
the obvious advantages for Parliament of 
an early preparation for any negotiations 
on the MFF;

Or. en

Amendment 56
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; considers that this report 
provided effective guidance for the 
Commission in drafting its own proposals 
on the MFF and own resources and 
appreciates the regular political dialogue 

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; believes that the early 
positioning helped to keep Parliament 
united throughout the subsequent 
negotiating process; considers further that 
this report provided effective guidance for 
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that was established between the two 
institutions at all stages of the preparation 
of this report; points to the obvious 
advantages for Parliament of an early 
preparation for any negotiations on the 
MFF;

the Commission in drafting its own 
proposals on the MFF and own resources 
and appreciates the regular political 
dialogue that was established between the 
two institutions at all stages of the 
preparation of this report; points to the 
obvious advantages for Parliament of an 
early preparation for any negotiations on 
the MFF;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; considers that this report 
provided effective guidance for the 
Commission in drafting its own proposals 
on the MFF and own resources and 
appreciates the regular political dialogue 
that was established between the two 
institutions at all stages of the preparation 
of this report; points to the obvious 
advantages for Parliament of an early 
preparation for any negotiations on the 
MFF;

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020, including a call for 'at least a 
5% increase of resources for the next 
MFF', some positive priorities, a 
minimum level of resources for the 
biggest budget posts and the need to 
reform the financing of the EU budget, 
with the report of its specialised SURE 
Committee, in June 2011; considers that 
this report provided effective guidance for 
the Commission in drafting its own 
proposals on the MFF and own resources 
and appreciates the regular political 
dialogue that was established between the 
two institutions at all stages of the 
preparation of this report; points to the 
obvious advantages for Parliament of an 
early preparation for any negotiations on 
the MFF;

Or. en
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Amendment 58
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; considers that this report 
provided effective guidance for the 
Commission in drafting its own proposals 
on the MFF and own resources and 
appreciates the regular political dialogue 
that was established between the two 
institutions at all stages of the preparation 
of this report; points to the obvious 
advantages for Parliament of an early 
preparation for any negotiations on the 
MFF;

9. Recalls that Parliament was the first EU 
institution to present its vision on the MFF 
2014-2020 and the need to reform the 
financing of the EU budget, with the report 
of its specialised SURE Committee, in 
June 2011; considers that this report 
provided guidance for the Commission in 
drafting its own proposals on the MFF and 
own resources and appreciates the regular 
political dialogue that was established 
between the two institutions at all stages of 
the preparation of this report; points to the 
obvious advantages for Parliament of an 
early preparation for any negotiations on 
the MFF;

Or. en

Amendment 59
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Stresses that while the European 
Commission tabled its MFF proposal on 
June the 29th 2011 and amended its own 
proposal on the July 6th 2012, it did not 
communicate its proposal in an efficient 
and pro-active manner to the public 
letting the national governments and the 
European Parliament the responsibility to 
lead the debate; considers therefore that 
the European Commission is, with the 
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European Council, the Council and the 
Parliament, also responsible for the way 
the debate on both the MFF regulation 
and the IIA was led; underlines that the 
European Commission should have 
played a more pro-active role in the last 
negotiating phase by playing correctly its 
'honest broker' role;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Recalls that, pursuant to Article 312 
TFEU, the Council unanimously adopts the 
MFF Regulation after obtaining the 
consent of Parliament, while the three EU 
institutions ‘shall take any measure 
necessary to facilitate its adoption’; notes, 
therefore, that the Treaty does not set out 
any concrete procedure for the involvement 
of Parliament in the MFF negotiations and 
that these modalities were subsequently 
determined in practice through a number of 
ad hoc arrangements agreed at political 
level at Parliament’s initiative;

10. Recalls that, pursuant to Article 312 
TFEU, the Council unanimously adopts the 
MFF Regulation after obtaining the 
consent of Parliament, while the three EU 
institutions ‘shall take any measure 
necessary to facilitate its adoption’; notes, 
therefore, that the Treaty does not set out 
any concrete procedure for the involvement 
of Parliament in the MFF negotiations and 
that these modalities were subsequently 
determined in practice through a number of 
ad hoc arrangements agreed at political 
level at Parliament’s initiative; stresses the 
need to reassess these working modalities, 
with a view to a future amendment of the 
TFEU;

Or. en

Amendment 61
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Recalls that, pursuant to Article 312 
TFEU, the Council unanimously adopts the 
MFF Regulation after obtaining the 
consent of Parliament, while the three EU 
institutions ‘shall take any measure 
necessary to facilitate its adoption’; notes, 
therefore, that the Treaty does not set out 
any concrete procedure for the involvement 
of Parliament in the MFF negotiations and 
that these modalities were subsequently 
determined in practice through a number of 
ad hoc arrangements agreed at political 
level at Parliament’s initiative;

10. Recalls that, pursuant to Article 312 
TFEU, the European Council may,
unanimously, adopt a decision authorising 
the Council to act by a qualified majority 
when adopting the MFF regulation; 
regrets therefore that the European 
Parliament refused to challenge the 
European Council on the point; regrets 
that the European Council refused to use 
the passerelle clause and let the Council 
acting by unanimity the MFF Regulation 
after obtaining the consent of Parliament, 
while the three EU institutions ‘shall take 
any measure necessary to facilitate its 
adoption’; notes, therefore, that the Treaty 
does not set out any concrete procedure for 
the involvement of Parliament in the MFF 
negotiations and that these modalities were 
subsequently determined in practice 
through a number of ad hoc arrangements 
agreed at political level at Parliament’s 
initiative;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Recalls that, pursuant to Article 312 
TFEU, the Council unanimously adopts the 
MFF Regulation after obtaining the 
consent of Parliament, while the three EU 
institutions ‘shall take any measure 
necessary to facilitate its adoption’; notes, 
therefore, that the Treaty does not set out 
any concrete procedure for the involvement 
of Parliament in the MFF negotiations and 
that these modalities were subsequently 

10. Recalls that, pursuant to Article 312 
TFEU, the Council unanimously adopts the 
MFF Regulation after obtaining the 
consent of Parliament, while the three EU 
institutions ‘shall take any measure 
necessary to facilitate its adoption’; notes, 
therefore, that the Treaty does not set out 
any concrete procedure for the involvement 
of Parliament in the MFF negotiations and 
that these modalities were subsequently 
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determined in practice through a number of 
ad hoc arrangements agreed at political 
level at Parliament’s initiative;

determined in practice through a number of 
ad hoc arrangements agreed at political 
level at Parliament’s initiative; notes that 
the European Parliament was defining its 
own role as well and encourages the 
Parliament to draw on the lessons learnt 
from this experience; stresses the need for 
clear and transparent mandates for 
Parliament's negotiating team;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Considers it regrettable that, prior to 
the European Council agreement on the 
MFF of 8 February 2013, no meaningful 
negotiations were held between Parliament 
and the Council; considers that the 
numerous meetings held between its 
negotiating team and the successive 
Council presidencies on the margins of the 
relevant General Affairs Council meetings, 
and its participation in informal Council 
meetings dealing with the MFF, facilitated 
only some information sharing between the 
Council and Parliament but, regrettably, 
had no impact on the spirit, calendar or
content of the negotiations within the 
Council; regrets the fact that its positions 
remained widely neglected or 
misunderstood among Council 
delegations;

11. Considers it regrettable that, prior to 
the European Council agreement on the 
MFF of 8 February 2013, no meaningful 
negotiations were held between Parliament 
and the Council; considers that the 
numerous meetings held between its 
negotiating team and the successive 
Council presidencies on the margins of the 
relevant General Affairs Council meetings, 
and its participation in informal Council 
meetings dealing with the MFF, facilitated 
only some information sharing between the 
Council and Parliament; sees, therefore, 
the need for Parliament to critically 
analyse its own role in this process, and to 
discuss how to increase its influence on 
the spirit, calendar and content of the 
negotiations within the Council and how to 
make its positions acknowledged among 
Council delegations in future 
negotiations;

Or. en
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Amendment 64
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Deplores the fact that, despite 
Parliament’s strong objections, all 
successive ‘negotiating boxes’ presented 
by different Council presidencies and, 
ultimately, the European Council MFF 
agreement of 8 February 2013 contained a 
significant number of legislative elements 
that should have been decided under the 
ordinary legislative procedure; stresses that 
the legally required unanimity in the 
Council on the MFF Regulation could only 
be achieved by pre-empting certain major 
policy changes in EU sectoral policies, 
thereby hindering Parliament’s 
prerogatives under co-decision, in clear 
contradiction with the Treaties;

12. Recalls that, according to the Treaty, 
the European Council has no legislative 
powers and, therefore, denounces the fact 
that, despite Parliament’s strong 
objections, all successive ‘negotiating 
boxes’ presented by different Council 
presidencies and, ultimately, the European 
Council MFF agreement of 8 February 
2013 contained a significant number of 
legislative elements that should have been 
decided under the ordinary legislative 
procedure; stresses that the legally required 
unanimity in the Council on the MFF 
Regulation could only be achieved by pre-
empting certain major policy changes in 
EU sectoral policies, thereby hindering 
Parliament’s prerogatives under co-
decision, in clear contradiction with the 
Treaties;

Or. en

Amendment 65
Dominique Riquet

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Deplores the fact that, despite 
Parliament’s strong objections, all 
successive ‘negotiating boxes’ presented 
by different Council presidencies and, 
ultimately, the European Council MFF 
agreement of 8 February 2013 contained a 
significant number of legislative elements 
that should have been decided under the 

12. Deplores the fact that, despite 
Parliament’s strong objections, all 
successive ‘negotiating boxes’ presented 
by different Council presidencies and, 
ultimately, the European Council MFF 
agreement of 8 February 2013 contained a 
significant number of legislative elements 
that should have been decided under the 
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ordinary legislative procedure; stresses that 
the legally required unanimity in the 
Council on the MFF Regulation could only 
be achieved by pre-empting certain major 
policy changes in EU sectoral policies, 
thereby hindering Parliament’s 
prerogatives under co-decision, in clear 
contradiction with the Treaties;

ordinary legislative procedure; stresses that 
the legally required unanimity in the 
Council on the MFF Regulation could only 
be achieved by pre-empting certain major 
policy changes in EU sectoral policies, 
thereby hindering Parliament’s 
prerogatives under co-decision, in 
particular the right of amendment, in 
clear contradiction with the Treaties;

Or. fr

Amendment 66
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Notes that genuine negotiations on the 
MFF Regulation and the IIA were 
launched only in March 2013, while
Council negotiators considered the MFF 
agreement by the European Council as the 
only point of reference, with no margin for 
any discussion; stresses that this attitude 
led to the unacceptable attempt to exclude 
certain topics from the negotiations, 
forcing Parliament to struggle, including at 
the highest political level, in order to 
engage in ‘codecision type’ negotiations on 
every article of the MFF Regulation / IIA;

13. Notes that genuine negotiations on the 
MFF Regulation and the IIA were 
launched only in May 2013, with Council 
negotiators not having a formal 
negotiating mandate but instead 
considering the MFF agreement by the 
European Council as the only point of 
reference, with no margin for any 
discussion; stresses that this attitude not 
only led to an unnecessary loss of time but 
also to the unacceptable attempt by 
Council to exclude certain topics from the 
negotiations, forcing Parliament to 
struggle, including at the highest political 
level, in order to engage in negotiations on 
every article of the MFF Regulation / IIA;

Or. en

Amendment 67
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are to be seen as 
negotiating instructions for the Council 
and that they in no case constitute red 
lines which cannot be negotiated with 
Parliament; calls for a standard formula 
recalling the provisions of Article 15(1) 
TFEU to be included in the conclusions 
of the European Council;

14. Considers it dangerous and against 
the treaty provision, as set out on the 
article 15 of the TEU which states that the
European Council shall not exercise 
legislative functions, that the European 
Council uses the EU summit to impose to 
the Council its views and red lines 
creating de facto a legislative power; 
Considers therefore that by refusing to 
negotiate with the EP the European 
Council's red lines the Council refused to 
exercise its legislative power; Stresses 
however that by granting its consent the 
European Parliament democratically 
legitimizes both the European Council and 
Council behaviours;

Or. en

Amendment 68
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are to be seen as 
negotiating instructions for the Council and 
that they in no case constitute red lines 
which cannot be negotiated with 
Parliament; calls for a standard formula 
recalling the provisions of Article 15(1) 
TFEU to be included in the conclusions of 
the European Council;

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are to be seen as 
negotiating instructions for the Council and 
that they in no case constitute red lines 
which cannot be negotiated with 
Parliament; deeply regrets the fact that 
this problem marked the negotiations on 
EU multiannual programmes, notably 
regarding the European Social Fund and 
the European Globalisation Adjustment 
Fund; calls for a standard formula 
recalling the provisions of Article 15(1) 
TFEU to be included in the conclusions of 
the European Council;
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Or. en

Amendment 69
Salvador Garriga Polledo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are to be seen as 
negotiating instructions for the Council and 
that they in no case constitute red lines 
which cannot be negotiated with 
Parliament; calls for a standard formula 
recalling the provisions of Article 15(1) 
TFEU to be included in the conclusions of 
the European Council;

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are to be seen as 
negotiating instructions for the Council and 
that they in no case constitute red lines 
which cannot be negotiated with 
Parliament; calls for a standard formula 
recalling the provisions of Article 15(1) 
TFEU to be included in the conclusions of 
the European Council, recalling that the 
European Council does not exercise 
legislative functions; is convinced that, 
notwithstanding any political decision 
taken by the European Council, the 
negotiations on the MFF and the related 
EU multiannual programmes should only 
be conducted between Parliament and 
Council, as the Treaty provides;

Or. en

Amendment 70
Emer Costello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are to be seen as
negotiating instructions for the Council and 
that they in no case constitute red lines 

14. Points out that the conclusions of the 
European Council are negotiating 
instructions for the Council and that they in 
no case constitute red lines which cannot 
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which cannot be negotiated with 
Parliament; calls for a standard formula 
recalling the provisions of Article 15(1) 
TFEU to be included in the conclusions of 
the European Council;

be negotiated with Parliament; calls for a 
standard formula recalling the provisions 
of Article 15(1) TFEU to be included in the 
conclusions of the European Council;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Notes that the MFF figures (overall 
level and distribution per heading), as 
decided by the European Council, were not
challenged in the end by Parliament, 
which acknowledged the particularly
difficult economic and financial context at 
the time of this decision; stresses, however, 
that this should by no means be perceived 
as a precedent and reiterates its position
that the MFF figures, and every other part 
of the European Council’s relevant 
political agreement, are subject to 
negotiations with Parliament;

16. Notes that the MFF figures (overall 
level and distribution per heading), as 
decided by the European Council, were 
challenged by Parliament in its Resolution 
adopted in March 13th 2013, particularly 
because of the difficult economic and 
financial context at the time of this 
decision; regrets that finally the European 
Parliament fully endorses the MFF 
figures by giving its the formal consent; 
stresses, however, that this should by no 
means be perceived as a precedent and 
reiterates its position that the MFF figures, 
and every other part of the European 
Council’s relevant political agreement, are 
subject to negotiations with Parliament;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Stresses the need to significantly 
improve the modalities of any future MFF 
negotiations, in order to avoid deadlocks 
and save valuable time and resources in the 
course of negotiations; considers that these 
modalities should be formalised in an 
agreement at the highest political level, 
which should take account of the 
shortcomings of the recent negotiations and 
fully safeguard Parliament’s role and 
prerogatives, as set out in the EU Treaty; 
considers that this procedure should 
eventually be enshrined in the IIA itself, as 
is the case for the budgetary procedure;

17. Stresses the need to significantly 
improve the modalities of any future MFF 
negotiations, in order to avoid deadlocks 
and save valuable time and resources in the 
course of negotiations; considers that these 
modalities should be formalised in an 
agreement at the highest political level, 
which should take account of the 
shortcomings of the recent negotiations and 
fully safeguard Parliament’s role and 
prerogatives, as set out in the EU Treaty 
including the possibility not to grant its 
consent; considers that this procedure 
should eventually be enshrined in the IIA 
itself, as is the case for the budgetary 
procedure;

Or. en

Amendment 73
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Is convinced that the unanimity rule in 
the Council means that the agreement 
represents the lowest common 
denominator, based on the need to avoid 
the veto of a single Member State; stresses 
that a shift towards qualified majority 
voting for the MFF Regulation would be in 
line not only with the ordinary legislative 
procedure, used for the adoption of 
virtually all EU multiannual programmes, 
but also with the annual procedure for 
adopting the EU budget; considers that this 
can be achieved by using the ‘passerelle’ 
clause under Article 312 and that this issue 
should be further considered on the 

18. Is convinced that the unanimity rule in 
the Council means that the agreement 
represents the lowest common 
denominator, based on the need to avoid 
the veto of a single Member State; stresses 
that a shift towards qualified majority 
voting for the MFF Regulation would be in 
line not only with the ordinary legislative 
procedure, used for the adoption of 
virtually all EU multiannual programmes, 
but also with the annual procedure for 
adopting the EU budget; considers that this 
can be achieved by using the ‘passerelle’ 
clause under Article 312 and that this issue 
should be secured on the occasion of any 
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occasion of any future Treaty revision; future Treaty revision;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18a. Points to the tremendous amount of 
information exchange and coordination 
required inside Parliament to ensure 
consistency in the parallel negotiations of 
the MFF and the legislative bases of over 
60 multiannual programmes; is convinced 
that a better deal could have been struck 
by Parliament if the procedures had been 
disentangled because there would have 
been less pressure on the MFF 
negotiators to conclude in order to leave 
the legislative committees with sufficient 
time to finish their negotiations; finds, 
therefore, that different options of 
adjusting the duration of both the MFF 
and the multiannual programmes should 
be explored to limit the coordination 
effort for the future;

Or. en

Amendment 75
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès, Catherine Trautmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18a. Regrets that the European 
Parliament decided not to make full use of 
the possibilities provided by the ordinary 
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legislative procedure in the negotiations 
with the Council on the legislative basis; 
considers, in this context, that special 
attention should be given to the cases 
where a legislative proposal has been 
recognised to fall in the competences of 
more than one committee; is of the view 
that in these special cases, the mandate 
for negotiations with the Council should 
be obtained from the plenary in order to 
assure broad support, strengthen the EP 
negotiation position and guarantee 
transparency;

Or. en

Amendment 76
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès, Catherine Trautmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18b. Considers that, while agreements 
negotiated with the Council should be 
given the possibility of a smooth adoption 
in plenary, this cannot be at the price of 
preventing plenary of any possibility to 
amend the agreed texts; is of the view that 
such procedures could only be applied 
when a very broad political consensus has 
been found on the agreed text; calls, 
therefore, on its competent committee to 
examine the possibility to apply the 
provisions of Rule 138 of the EP Rules of 
Procedure to first and second reading 
agreements;

Or. en

Amendment 77
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès, Catherine Trautmann
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18c. Suggests, if the Treaty remains 
unchanged, that in the next MFF 
negotiations the European Parliament 
should approach the MFF regulation and 
legislative proposals of the different 
multiannual programs as a whole 
package like it did it successfully in case 
of the Supervision System Mechanism;

Or. en

Amendment 78
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Declares its intention to ensure that all 
new provisions that were successfully 
incorporated into the MFF Regulation and 
IIA are utilised in full in the annual 
budgetary procedure; expects that the 
Council will not attempt to impose 
restricted interpretations of these 
provisions, especially on the nature and 
scope of all special instruments;

19. Declares its intention to ensure that all 
new provisions that were successfully 
incorporated into the MFF Regulation and 
IIA are utilised in full in the annual 
budgetary procedure; expects that the 
Council will not attempt to impose 
restricted interpretations of these 
provisions, especially on the nature and 
scope of all special instruments, but that it 
will instead act responsibly and approve 
the necessary appropriations to cover both 
its previous commitments and unforeseen 
expenditure even if the unprecedented 
situation occurs in which the annual 
MFF ceilings need to be exceeded;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Helga Trüpel
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on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Declares its intention to ensure that all 
new provisions that were successfully 
incorporated into the MFF Regulation and 
IIA are utilised in full in the annual 
budgetary procedure; expects that the 
Council will not attempt to impose 
restricted interpretations of these 
provisions, especially on the nature and 
scope of all special instruments;

19. Declares its intention to ensure that all 
new provisions that were successfully 
incorporated into the MFF Regulation and 
IIA are utilised in full in the annual 
budgetary procedure; expects that the 
Council will not attempt to impose 
restricted interpretations of these 
provisions, especially on the nature and 
scope of all special instruments; reminds 
therefore that the MFF ceilings has been 
set far below the own resources ceilings;

Or. en

Amendment 80
Edit Herczog
on behalf of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19a. Recalls that the Horizon 2020 
program will play a central role in the 
delivery of the Europe 2020 strategy for 
smart, sustainable and inclusive growth, 
and stresses that the Commission must 
ensure that its budget will be entirely 
spent in line with the agreed principle of 
spreading excellence and widening 
participation, even in case of budgetary 
constraints;

Or. en
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Amendment 81
Edit Herczog
on behalf of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Places particular emphasis on the new 
rules on flexibility that should allow 
maximum use of the respective MFF 
ceilings for commitments and payments; 
stresses that the practice of previous 
financial frameworks whereby the annual 
EU budget remained far below the MFF 
ceilings, particularly in payment 
appropriations, can no longer be sustained;

20. Places particular emphasis on the new 
rules on flexibility that should allow 
maximum use of the respective MFF 
ceilings for commitments and payments; 
stresses that the practice of previous 
financial frameworks whereby the annual 
EU budget remained far below the MFF 
ceilings, particularly in payment 
appropriations, can no longer be sustained; 
emphasises the need to relieve and 
balance out the budgetary tension in the 
different headings and to appropriately 
align the budgetary means with the 
evolving circumstances; 

Or. en

Amendment 82
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Places particular emphasis on the new 
rules on flexibility that should allow 
maximum use of the respective MFF 
ceilings for commitments and payments; 
stresses that the practice of previous 
financial frameworks whereby the annual 
EU budget remained far below the MFF 
ceilings, particularly in payment 
appropriations, can no longer be sustained;

20. Places particular emphasis on the new 
rules on flexibility that should allow 
maximum use of the respective MFF 
ceilings for commitments and payments; 
stresses that the practice of previous 
financial frameworks whereby the annual 
EU budget remained far below the MFF 
ceilings, particularly in payment 
appropriations, can no longer be sustained 
given that the accumulated RALs have 
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reached a critical level that might 
eventually lead the EU budget into 
structural deficit which would clearly 
offend against the provisions of the Treaty 
(Articles 310 and 323 TFEU);

Or. en

Amendment 83
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016; 
underlines the fact that this post-electoral 
MFF review/revision clause was one of 
Parliament’s key demands in the MFF 
negotiations, based on the need to allow 
the next Commission and Parliament to 
reassess the EU’s political priorities, hence 
endowing the MFF with renewed 
democratic legitimacy; stresses the need 
for the next Parliament to identify in good 
time political priorities, for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 
the second half of the next MFF;

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review of the MFF 2014-2020 
by the end of 2016; underlines the fact that 
this post-electoral MFF review/revision 
clause was one of Parliament’s key 
demands in the MFF negotiations, based on 
the need to allow the next Commission and 
Parliament to reassess the EU’s political 
priorities, hence endowing the MFF with 
renewed democratic legitimacy; stresses 
the need for the next Parliament to reflect 
in good time on its political priorities, i.e. 
to identify areas for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 
the second half of the next MFF as well as 
areas from which funds can be redeployed 
for there is no proven added value of EU 
spending;

Or. en

Amendment 84
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016; 
underlines the fact that this post-electoral 
MFF review/revision clause was one of 
Parliament’s key demands in the MFF 
negotiations, based on the need to allow 
the next Commission and Parliament to 
reassess the EU’s political priorities, hence 
endowing the MFF with renewed 
democratic legitimacy; stresses the need 
for the next Parliament to identify in good 
time political priorities, for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 
the second half of the next MFF;

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016; 
underlines the fact that this post-electoral 
MFF review/revision clause was one of 
Parliament’s key demands in the MFF 
negotiations, based on the need to allow 
the next Commission and Parliament to 
reassess the EU’s political priorities, hence 
endowing the MFF with renewed 
democratic legitimacy; stresses the need 
for the next Parliament to identify in good 
time political priorities, for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 
the second half of the next MFF; Requests 
the European Court of Auditors in this 
respect to provide in due time for the 
review to provide a report on the 
effectivity and performance of the main 
MFF financial programs in order to make 
adjustments where needed;

Or. en

Amendment 85
Göran Färm

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016; 
underlines the fact that this post-electoral 

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016; 
underlines the fact that this post-electoral 
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MFF review/revision clause was one of 
Parliament’s key demands in the MFF 
negotiations, based on the need to allow 
the next Commission and Parliament to 
reassess the EU’s political priorities, hence 
endowing the MFF with renewed 
democratic legitimacy; stresses the need 
for the next Parliament to identify in good 
time political priorities, for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 
the second half of the next MFF;

MFF review/revision clause was one of 
Parliament’s key demands in the MFF 
negotiations, based on the need to allow 
the next Commission and Parliament to 
reassess the EU’s political priorities, hence 
endowing the MFF with renewed 
democratic legitimacy; stresses the need 
for the next Parliament to identify in good 
time political priorities, for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 
the second half of the next MFF; 
underlines that, following the economic 
crisis, investment levels have dropped 
significantly and recalls that estimations 
state that Europe's missing investment 
between 2008 and 2012, will cost the 
continent 540 billion EUR in lost returns 
by 2020;

Or. en

Amendment 86
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016; 
underlines the fact that this post-electoral 
MFF review/revision clause was one of 
Parliament’s key demands in the MFF 
negotiations, based on the need to allow 
the next Commission and Parliament to 
reassess the EU’s political priorities, hence 
endowing the MFF with renewed 
democratic legitimacy; stresses the need 
for the next Parliament to identify in good 
time political priorities, for which more 
investments will be deemed necessary in 

21. Recalls that the next Commission, 
which will come into office after the 2014 
European elections, is due to launch a 
compulsory review and revision of the 
MFF 2014-2020 by the end of 2016 which 
opens up the possibility of an increase of 
the MFF ceilings; underlines the fact that
a legally binding post-electoral MFF 
review/revision clause by Qualified 
Majority Vote was one of Parliament’s key 
demands in the MFF negotiations, based on 
the need to allow the next Commission and 
Parliament to reassess the EU’s political 
priorities, hence endowing the MFF with 
renewed democratic legitimacy; stresses 
the need for the next Parliament to identify 
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the second half of the next MFF; in good time political priorities, for which 
more investments will be deemed 
necessary in the second half of the next 
MFF;

Or. en

Amendment 87
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21a. Strongly believes a five year MFF 
cycle would enhance democratic 
legitimacy, improve the prioritisation of 
budgetary means and could be considered 
a precondition for more political debate; 
urges the Commission, in line with TFUE 
312, to opt for a five year budgetary cycle 
from 2020 onwards;

Or. en

Amendment 88
Frédéric Daerden, Pervenche Berès, Catherine Trautmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21a. Recalls that the foreseen revision of 
the MFF shall not have a downward 
impact on any pre-allocated national 
envelopes for cohesion policy and in 
particular on ESF allocations;

Or. en
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Amendment 89
Dominique Riquet

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21a. Calls for the MFF to be reviewed as 
regards its duration, which is currently 
seven years, whereas the term of office of 
Commissioners and MEPs is just five 
years; maintains that the budgetary time-
frame should be aligned with the 
appointment of a new Commission and 
the election of a new Parliament, a point 
that does not apply to the Council, which 
is not replaced in a body at regular 
intervals;

Or. fr

Amendment 90
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Stresses that the Commission proposals 
for the MFF revision should take full 
account of the latest macroeconomic 
projections and include a thorough 
assessment of the operation of all special 
instruments, in particular the global 
margins in commitments and payments; 
recalls that this process will not have a 
downward impact on any pre-allocated 
national envelopes;

22. Stresses that the Commission proposals 
for the MFF revision should take full 
account of the latest macroeconomic 
projections and include a thorough 
assessment of the operation of all special 
instruments, in particular the global 
margins in commitments and payments; 
recalls that this process will not have a 
downward impact on any pre-allocated 
national envelopes; in this context, expects 
the Commission to provide Parliament 
and Council with identical and consistent 
data on figures and estimates in order to 
avoid misunderstandings in the 
negotiations with regard to the basis of 
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discussion;

Or. en

Amendment 91
Mikael Gustafsson, Barbara Matera
on behalf of the Committee on Women's Rights and Gender Equality

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22a. Stresses that Commission should 
integrate in full the principles of the joint 
declaration of the three institutions on 
gender mainstreaming in its proposals as 
regards the revision of the MFF 2014-
2020;

Or. en

Amendment 92
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22a. Stresses the need to launch a broad 
and open discussion on the results 
achieved with the EU's funding 
programmes, and in particular an 
assessment of the extent to which these 
programmes attain the objectives defined 
by Parliament, namely, the stimulation of 
sustainable growth and the promotion of 
social cohesion;

Or. en
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Amendment 93
Göran Färm

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22a. Underlines that the purpose of the 
global margin for commitments is to 
support investments for growth and 
employment in Europe, and in particular 
youth employment; recalls that this 
instrument was an initiative by the 
European Parliament;

Or. en

Amendment 94
Göran Färm

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22b. Underlines the role of innovative 
financial instruments such as the 
European project bonds, which can have 
a very important role to play in 
stimulating much need investments if 
given the right design; urges the 
Commission in this regard to make 
optimal use of their upcoming evaluation 
also in the context of the review/revision 
of the MFF 2014-2020;

Or. en

Amendment 95
Jan Mulder, Anne E. Jensen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23



AM\1020127EN.doc 59/61 PE529.801v01-00

EN

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Calls, therefore, on the next European 
Parliament to make the election of the 
proposed candidate for President of the 
Commission conditional upon a strong and 
non-ambiguous commitment to 
implementing this review/revision clause 
and engaging in a genuine and deep 
political dialogue on its content;

23. Reminds its intention to make the 
compulsory MFF revision a key demand 
in the investiture of the next Commission;
calls, therefore, on the next European 
Parliament to make the election of the 
proposed candidate for President of the 
Commission conditional upon a strong and 
non-ambiguous commitment to 
implementing the post-electoral revision 
clause and engaging in a genuine and deep 
political dialogue on its content;

Or. en

Amendment 96
Philip Claeys

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 24

Motion for a resolution Amendment

24. Strongly believes that the High Level 
Group on Own Resources represents a 
unique opportunity to overcome the 
deadlock that has arisen over the reform 
of the current own-resources system; 
expects that it will contribute significantly 
to understanding the shortcomings of the 
current system and the benefits that can 
derive from an in-depth, comprehensive 
reform and the introduction of new and 
genuine own resources which can 
significantly reduce the share of GNI 
contributions to the EU budget;

deleted

Or. nl

Amendment 97
Helga Trüpel
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 24

Motion for a resolution Amendment

24. Strongly believes that the High Level 
Group on Own Resources represents a 
unique opportunity to overcome the 
deadlock that has arisen over the reform of 
the current own-resources system; expects 
that it will contribute significantly to 
understanding the shortcomings of the 
current system and the benefits that can 
derive from an in-depth, comprehensive 
reform and the introduction of new and 
genuine own resources which can
significantly reduce the share of GNI 
contributions to the EU budget;

24. Strongly believes that the High Level 
Group on Own Resources represents one
opportunity to overcome the deadlock that 
has arisen over the reform of the current 
own-resources system; expects that it will 
contribute significantly to understanding 
the shortcomings of the current system and 
the benefits that can derive from an in-
depth, comprehensive reform, the 
introduction of new and genuine own 
resources and the phasing out of the 
rebates and corrections systems in order 
to significantly reduce the share of GNI 
contributions to the EU budget as proposed 
initially by the European Commission and 
supported by the European Parliament;

Or. en

Amendment 98
Ingeborg Gräßle

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 24

Motion for a resolution Amendment

24. Strongly believes that the High Level 
Group on Own Resources represents a 
unique opportunity to overcome the 
deadlock that has arisen over the reform of 
the current own-resources system; expects
that it will contribute significantly to 
understanding the shortcomings of the 
current system and the benefits that can 
derive from an in-depth, comprehensive 
reform and the introduction of new and 
genuine own resources which can 
significantly reduce the share of GNI 
contributions to the EU budget;

24. Considers that the High Level Group 
on Own Resources represents a unique 
opportunity to overcome the deadlock that 
has arisen over the reform of the current 
own-resources system; underlines that it 
needs to assess the shortcomings of the 
current system and the benefits that can 
derive from an in-depth, comprehensive 
reform and the introduction of new and 
genuine own resources which can 
significantly reduce the share of GNI 
contributions to the EU budget;
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Or. en

Amendment 99
Mikael Gustafsson, Barbara Matera
on behalf of the Committee on Women's Rights and Gender Equality

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 24 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

24a. Reiterates its call in the context of 
the post-electoral revision of the MFF 
that gender budgeting should be used at 
every stage of the EU budgetary 
procedure from planning to monitoring 
and evaluation;

Or. en

Amendment 100
Reimer Böge

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 25 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

25a. Expresses its firm conviction that any 
new fiscal capacity or budget developed 
specifically for eurozone Member States 
whose fiscal functions are not covered by 
the MFF must be developed within the 
Union framework and must be subject to 
proper democratic scrutiny and 
accountability through the existing 
institutions;

Or. en


