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Amendment 19
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Title 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Proposal for a Proposal for a
REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN 
PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL

REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN 
PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL

on interchange fees for card-based payment 
transactions

on interchange fees for card-based payment 
transactions and digital wallets

(Text with EEA relevance) (Text with EEA relevance)

Or. en

Amendment 20
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 10

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(10) One of the key practices hindering the 
functioning of the internal market in card 
and card-based payments is the widespread 
existence of interchange fees, which are in 
most Member States not subject to any 
legislation. Interchange fees are inter-bank 
fees usually applied between the card-
acquiring payment service providers and 
the card-issuing payment service providers 
belonging to a certain card scheme. 
Interchange fees are a main part of the fees 
charged to merchants by acquiring 
payment service providers for every card 
transaction. Merchants in turn incorporate 
these card costs in the general prices of 
goods and services. Competition between 
card schemes appears in practice to be 
largely aimed at convincing as many 
issuing payment service providers (e.g. 
banks) as possible to issue their cards, 

(10) One of the key practices hindering the 
functioning of the internal market in card 
and card-based payments is the widespread 
existence of interchange fees, which are in 
most Member States not subject to any 
legislation. Interchange fees are inter-bank 
fees usually passed from card-acquiring 
payment service providers to card-issuing 
payment service providers belonging to the 
relevant scheme. Interchange fees are a 
main component of the fees charged to 
merchants by acquiring payment service 
providers for every card transaction. 
Merchants in turn incorporate these card 
costs in the general prices of goods and 
services. Competition between card 
schemes appears in practice to be largely 
aimed at convincing as many issuing 
payment service providers (e.g. banks) as 
possible to issue their cards, which usually 
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which usually leads to higher rather than 
lower interchange fees on the market, in 
contrast with the usual price disciplining 
effect of competition in a market economy. 
Regulating interchange fees would 
improve the functioning of the internal 
market.

leads to higher rather than lower 
interchange fees on the market, in contrast 
with the usual price disciplining effect of 
competition in a market economy. 
Regulating interchange fees would
improve the functioning of the internal 
market.

Or. en

Amendment 21
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 11

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(11) The currently existing wide variety of 
interchange fees and their level prevent the 
emergence of ‘new’ pan Union players on 
the basis of business models with lower 
interchange fees, to the detriment of 
potential economies of scale and scope and 
their resulting efficiencies. This has a 
negative impact on retailers and consumers 
and prevents innovation. As Pan-Union 
players would have to offer issuing banks 
as a minimum the highest level of 
interchange fee prevailing in the market 
they want to enter it also results in 
persisting market fragmentation. Existing 
domestic schemes with lower or no 
interchange fees may also be forced to exit 
the market because of the pressure from 
banks to obtain higher interchange fees 
revenues. As a result, consumers and 
merchants face restricted choice, higher 
prices and lower quality of payment 
services while their ability to use pan-
Union payment solutions is restricted. In 
addition, retailers cannot overcome the fee
differences by making use of card 
acceptance services offered by banks in 
other Member States. Specific rules 
applied by the payment schemes require 
the application of the interchange fee of the 

(11) The currently existing high level of 
interchange fees may prevent the 
emergence of ‘new’ players on the basis of 
different business models to the detriment 
of potential economies of scale and scope 
and their resulting efficiencies. This has a 
negative impact on retailers and consumers 
and prevents innovation. As Pan-Union 
players would have to offer issuing banks 
as a minimum the highest level of 
interchange fee prevailing in the market 
they want to enter it also results in 
persisting market fragmentation. Existing 
domestic schemes with lower or no 
interchange fees may also be forced to exit 
the market because of the pressure from 
banks to obtain higher interchange fees 
revenues. As a result, consumers and 
merchants face restricted choice, higher 
prices and lower quality of payment 
services while their ability to use pan-
Union payment solutions is restricted. In 
addition, retailers cannot overcome the fee 
differences by making use of card 
acceptance services offered by banks in 
other Member States. Specific rules 
applied by the payment schemes require 
the application of the interchange fee of the 
‘Point of Sale’ (country of the retailer) for 
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‘Point of Sale’ (country of the retailer) for 
each payment transaction. This prevents 
acquiring banks from successfully offering 
their services on a cross border basis. It 
also prevents retailers from reducing their 
payment costs to the benefit of consumers.

each payment transaction. This prevents 
acquiring banks from successfully offering 
their services on a cross border basis. It 
also prevents retailers from reducing their 
payment costs to the benefit of consumers.

Or. en

Amendment 22
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 17

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(17) For domestic transactions, a transition 
period is necessary to provide payment 
services providers and schemes with time 
to adapt to the new requirements. 
Therefore, after a two year period 
following the entry into force of this 
Regulation and in order to provide for a 
completion of an internal market for 
card-based payments, the caps on 
interchange fees for consumer card 
transactions should be extended to cover 
all, cross-border and domestic payments.

(17) For domestic transactions, a transition 
period is necessary to provide payment 
services providers and schemes with time 
to adapt to the new requirements. 
Therefore, after a two year period 
following the entry into force of this 
Regulation, caps on a weighted average 
will be set up in order to allow for 
technological innovations and reflect the 
various levels of development in the card 
payment markets in the different member 
states.

Or. en

Amendment 23
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 18

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(18) In order to facilitate cross border 
acquiring all (cross-border and domestic)
‘consumer’ debit card transactions and card 
based payment transaction should have a 
maximum interchange fee of 0,20% and all 

(18) In order to facilitate cross border 
acquiring all cross-border ‘consumer’ debit 
card transactions and card based payment 
transaction should have a maximum 
interchange fee of 0,20% and all cross-



PE526.051v01-00 6/42 AM\1013311EN.doc

EN

(cross-border and domestic) consumer 
credit card transactions and card based 
payment transactions based on those 
should have a maximum interchange fee of 
0.30%.

border consumer credit card transactions 
and card based payment transactions based 
on those should have a maximum 
interchange fee of 0.30%.

Or. en

Amendment 24
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 18

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(18) In order to facilitate cross border 
acquiring all (cross-border and domestic)
'consumer' debit card transactions and 
card based payment transaction should 
have a maximum interchange fee of 
0,20% and all (cross-border and domestic)
consumer credit card transactions and card 
based payment transactions based on those 
should have a maximum interchange fee of 
0.30%.

(18) In order to facilitate cross border 
acquiring all domestic or cross-border, 
consumer card transactions and card based 
payment transactions based on those 
should have a maximum interchange fee of 
0.30%.

Or. fr

Amendment 25
Cornelis de Jong

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 18

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(18) In order to facilitate cross border 
acquiring all (cross-border and domestic) 
‘consumer’ debit card transactions and card 
based payment transaction should have a 
maximum interchange fee of 0,20% and 
all (cross-border and domestic) consumer 
credit card transactions and card based 
payment transactions based on those 

(18) In order to facilitate cross border 
acquiring all (cross-border and domestic) 
‘consumer’ debit card transactions and card 
based payment transaction should have a 
maximum fee of EUR 0,10 per transaction 
and all (cross-border and domestic) 
consumer credit card transactions and card 
based payment transactions based on those 
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should have a maximum interchange fee of 
0.30%.

should have a fixed interchange fee, based 
on the actual costs of the payment, with a 
minimum of EUR 0,10 per transaction.

Or. en

Amendment 26
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 29

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(29) The Honour all Cards Rule is a 
twofold obligation imposed by issuing 
payment services providers and payment 
card schemes on payees to, on the one 
hand, accept all the cards of the same 
brand (‘Honour all Products’ - element), 
irrespective of the different costs of these 
cards, and on the other hand irrespective 
of the individual issuing bank which has 
issued the card (‘Honour all Issuers’ –
element). It is in the interest of the 
consumer that for the same category of 
cards the payee cannot discriminate 
between issuers or cardholders, and 
payments schemes and payment service 
providers can impose such obligation on 
them. Therefore, although the ‘Honour 
all Issuers’ element of the Honour all 
Cards Rule is a justifiable rule within a 
payment card system, since it prevents 
that payees from discriminating between 
the individual banks which have issued a 
card, the ‘Honour all Products’ element is 
essentially a tying practice that has the 
effect of tying acceptance of low fee cards 
to acceptance of high fee cards. A 
removal of the ‘Honour all Products’ 
element of the Honour All Cards Rule 
would allow merchants to limit the choice 
of payment cards they offer to low(er) cost 
payment cards only, which would also 
benefit consumers through reduced 
merchants' costs. Merchants accepting 

deleted
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debit cards would then not be forced also 
to accept credit cards, and those accepting 
credit cards would not be forced to accept 
commercial cards. However, to protect the 
consumer and his ability to use the 
payment cards as often as possible, 
merchants should be obliged to accept all 
cards that are subject to the same 
regulated interchange fee. Such a 
limitation would also result in a more 
competitive environment for cards with 
interchange fees not regulated under this 
Regulation, as merchants would gain 
more negotiating power as regards the 
conditions under which they accept such 
cards.

Or. en

Amendment 27
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 29

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(29) The Honour all Cards Rule is a 
twofold obligation imposed by issuing 
payment services providers and payment 
card schemes on payees to, on the one 
hand, accept all the cards of the same brand 
(‘Honour all Products’ - element), 
irrespective of the different costs of these 
cards, and on the other hand irrespective of 
the individual issuing bank which has 
issued the card (‘Honour all Issuers’ –
element). It is in the interest of the 
consumer that for the same category of 
cards the payee cannot discriminate 
between issuers or cardholders, and 
payments schemes and payment service 
providers can impose such obligation on 
them. Therefore, although the ‘Honour all 
Issuers’ element of the Honour all Cards 
Rule is a justifiable rule within a payment 
card system, since it prevents that payees 

(29) The Honour all Cards Rule is a 
twofold obligation imposed by issuing 
payment services providers and payment 
card schemes on payees to, on the one 
hand, accept all the cards of the same brand 
(‘Honour all Products’ - element), 
irrespective of the different costs of these 
cards, and on the other hand irrespective of 
the individual issuing bank which has 
issued the card (‘Honour all Issuers’ –
element). It is in the interest of the 
consumer that for the same category of 
cards with the same fee the payee cannot 
discriminate between issuers or 
cardholders, and payments schemes and 
payment service providers can impose such 
obligation on them. Therefore, although the 
‘Honour all Issuers’ element of the Honour 
all Cards Rule is a justifiable rule within a 
payment card system, since it prevents that 
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from discriminating between the individual 
banks which have issued a card, the 
‘Honour all Products’ element is 
essentially a tying practice that has the 
effect of tying acceptance of low fee cards 
to acceptance of high fee cards. A removal 
of the ‘Honour all Products’ element of the 
Honour All Cards Rule would allow 
merchants to limit the choice of payment 
cards they offer to low(er) cost payment 
cards only, which would also benefit 
consumers through reduced merchants' 
costs. Merchants accepting debit cards 
would then not be forced also to accept 
credit cards, and those accepting credit 
cards would not be forced to accept 
commercial cards. However, to protect the 
consumer and his ability to use the 
payment cards as often as possible, 
merchants should be obliged to accept all 
cards that are subject to the same regulated 
interchange fee. Such a limitation would 
also result in a more competitive 
environment for cards with interchange 
fees not regulated under this Regulation, as 
merchants would gain more negotiating 
power as regards the conditions under 
which they accept such cards.

payees from discriminating between the 
individual banks which have issued a card, 
the ‘Honour all Products’ element is 
essentially a tying practice that has the 
effect of tying acceptance of low fee cards 
to acceptance of high fee cards. A removal 
of the ‘Honour all Products’ element of the 
Honour All Cards Rule would allow 
merchants to limit the choice of payment 
cards they offer to low(er) cost payment 
cards only, which would also benefit 
consumers through reduced merchants' 
costs. Merchants accepting debit cards 
would then not be forced also to accept 
credit cards, and those accepting credit 
cards would not be forced to accept 
commercial cards. However, to protect the 
consumer and his ability to use the 
payment cards as often as possible, 
merchants should be obliged to accept all 
cards that are subject to the same fee. Such 
a limitation would also result in a more 
competitive environment for cards with 
interchange fees not regulated under this 
Regulation, as merchants would gain more 
negotiating power as regards the conditions 
under which they accept such cards.

Or. en

Amendment 28
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 30

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(30) For the effective functioning of the 
limitations to the Honour All Cards Rule 
certain information is indispensable. 
First, payees should have the means to 
identify the different categories of cards. 
Therefore, the various categories should 
be identifiable visibly and electronically 
on the device. Secondly, also the payer 

deleted
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should be informed about the acceptance 
of his payment instrument(s) at a given 
point of sale. It is necessary that any 
limitation on the use of a given brand to 
be announced by the payee to the payer at 
the same time and under the same 
conditions as the information that a given 
brand is accepted.

Or. en

Amendment 29
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 31

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(31) In order to ensure that redress is 
possible where this Regulation has been 
incorrectly applied, or where disputes 
occur between payment services users and 
payment services providers, Member States 
should establish adequate and effective 
out-of-court complaint and redress 
procedures. Member States should lay 
down rules on the penalties applicable to 
infringements of this Regulation and 
should ensure that those penalties are 
effective, proportionate and dissuasive and 
that they are applied.

(31) In order to ensure that redress is 
possible where this Regulation has been 
incorrectly applied, or where disputes 
occur between payment services users and 
payment services providers, Member States 
should establish adequate and effective 
out-of-court complaint and redress 
procedures. Member States, following 
guidelines set up by the European 
Banking Authority, should lay down rules 
on the penalties applicable to infringements 
of this Regulation and should ensure that 
those penalties are effective, proportionate 
and dissuasive and that they are applied.

Or. en

Amendment 30
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 1 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. This Regulation lays down uniform 1. This Regulation lays down uniform 
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technical and business requirements for 
payment card transactions carried out 
within the Union, where both the payer's 
payment service provider and the payee's 
payment service provider are established 
therein.

technical and business requirements for 
payment card and digital wallet 
transactions carried out within the Union, 
where the payer's payment service 
provider, the payer, the payee's payment 
service provider and the payee are 
established therein.

Or. en

Justification

In order to ensure a level-playing field between cards and other competing electronic means 
of payments, it is crucial that digital wallet transactions also be subject to the proposed 
Regulation. It is important to have a reference to the fact that a merchant established outside 
the EU should not benefit from the proposed Regulation merely on account of the fact that it 
relies upon the services of an acquirer established within the Union.

Amendment 31
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 1 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. This Regulation lays down uniform 
technical and business requirements for 
payment card transactions carried out 
within the Union, where both the payer's 
payment service provider and the payee's 
payment service provider are established 
therein.

1. This Regulation lays down uniform 
technical and business requirements for 
transactions carried out using payment 
cards and digital wallets within the Union, 
where both the payer's payment service 
provider, the payer, the payee's payment 
service provider and the payee are 
established therein.

Or. pl

Justification

In order to ensure competitive operating conditions, it seems essential to expand the scope of 
the regulation to include digital wallets (e.g. Paypal). Digital wallets are a means of payment 
that compete directly with cards and other payment methods. In order to ensure equal 
operating conditions for cards and for other competing forms of electronic payment, it is of 
vital importance that transactions carried out using digital wallets are also covered by the 
proposed regulation.
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Amendment 32
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 1 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. This Regulation does not apply to 
payment card transactions carried out 
under payment card scheme in respect of 
which the total number of cards issued to 
customers in the Union by or under the 
relevant payment card scheme is 1% or 
less of the total number of payment cards 
issued by all payment card schemes in the 
Union.

Or. en

Amendment 33
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 1 – paragraph 3 – point a

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(a) transactions with commercial cards, (a) commercial cards,

Or. en

Amendment 34
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 1 – paragraph 3 – point c

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(c) transactions with cards issued by three 
party payment card schemes.

(c) cards issued by three party payment 
card schemes.

Or. en
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Amendment 35
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 1 – paragraph 3 – point c

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(c) transactions with cards issued by three 
party payment card schemes.

(c) transactions with cards issued under
three party payment card schemes.

Or. en

Amendment 36
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 4

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(4) ‘debit card transaction’ means an card 
payment transaction included with prepaid 
cards linked to a current or deposit access 
account to which a transaction is debited in 
less than or 48 hours after the transaction 
has been authorised/initiated.

(4) 'debit card transaction' means a card 
payment transaction including prepaid 
cards linked to a current or deposit access 
account to which a transaction is debited in 
less than two business days after the 
receipt of the payment order by the issuer.

Or. en

Amendment 37
Cornelis de Jong

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 4

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(4) ‘debit card transaction’ means an card 
payment transaction included with prepaid 
cards linked to a current or deposit access 
account to which a transaction is debited in 
less than or 48 hours after the transaction 

(4) ‘debit card transaction’ means an card 
payment transaction included with prepaid 
cards linked to a current or deposit access 
account to which a transaction is debited 
immediately after the transaction has been 
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has been authorised/initiated. authorised/initiated.

Or. en

Amendment 38
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 5

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(5) ‘credit card transaction’ means an card 
payment transaction where the transaction 
is settled more than 48 hours after the 
transaction has been authorised/initiated;

(5) 'credit card transaction' means a card 
payment transaction where a transaction is 
debited in more than two business days
after the receipt of the payment order by 
the issuer;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Cornelis de Jong

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 5

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(5) ‘credit card transaction’ means an card 
payment transaction where the transaction 
is settled more than 48 hours after the 
transaction has been authorised/initiated;

(5) ‘credit card transaction’ means an card 
payment transaction where the transaction 
is settled after the transaction has been 
authorised/initiated;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 6 a (new)
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(6a) ‘payment card’ means a card – debit 
or credit – which entitles the bearer to 
make cash payments or enables the bearer 
to submit payment orders through the 
intermediation of a merchant or an 
acquirer, and which the merchant accepts 
with a view to receiving the funds owed to 
him;

Or. pl

Justification

The proposal for a regulation contains references to ‘payment cards’ but does not define this 
concept. Introducing a technologically neutral definition of ‘payment card’ makes it possible 
to define the scope of this concept.

Amendment 41
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 9

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(9) ‘interchange fee’ means a fee paid for 
each transaction directly or indirectly (i.e. 
through a third party) between the payment 
service providers of the payer and of the 
payee involved in a payment card or a 
payment card-based transaction;

(9) 'interchange fee' means a fee paid 
directly or indirectly (i.e. through a third 
party) between the payment service 
providers of the payer and of the payee 
involved in a payment card or a payment 
card-based transaction. An interchange fee 
can either be explicit in a four party card 
scheme (the fee is paid by one legal entity 
to another legal entity) or implicit in a 
three party scheme (internal transfer 
between the acquiring business and the 
issuing business of one and the same legal 
entity). It also includes a fee paid or 
rebate offered between the payment 
service provider of the payer and a co-
brand partner or an agent;

Or. en
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Amendment 42
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 9

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(9) 'interchange fee' means a fee paid for 
each transaction directly or indirectly (i.e. 
through a third party) between the payment 
service providers of the payer and of the 
payee involved in a payment card or a 
payment card-based transaction;

(9) 'interchange fee' means a fee paid for 
each transaction directly or indirectly (i.e. 
through a third party) between the payment 
service providers of the payer and of the 
payee involved in a payment card or a 
payment card-based transaction. An 
interchange fee may be open, in the case 
of the four party payment card scheme 
(the fee is paid by one legal entity to 
another legal entity), or hidden, in the 
case of a three party scheme (internal 
transfer between the acquiring division 
and the issuing division of the same legal 
entity). It also incorporates fees paid or 
discounts offered between the payer’s 
payment service provider and a partner 
from the same brand or an agent;

Or. pl

Amendment 43
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 15

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(15) ‘three party payment card scheme’
means a payment card scheme in which 
payments are made from a payment 
account held by the scheme on behalf of 
the cardholder to a payment account held 
by the scheme on behalf of the payee, and 
card based transactions based on the same 
structure. When a three party payment card 
scheme licenses other payment service 

(15) 'three party payment card scheme'
means a payment card scheme in which 
payments are made from a payment 
account held by the scheme on behalf of 
the payer to a payment account held by the 
scheme on behalf of the payee, and card 
based transactions based on the same 
structure. When a three party payment card 
scheme licenses other payment service 
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providers for the issuance and/or the 
acquiring of payment cards, it is considered 
as a four party payment card scheme;

providers for the issuance and/or the 
acquiring of payment cards, or issues 
payment cards with a co-brand partner or 
through an agent, it is considered as a four 
party payment card scheme;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 25 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(25a) 'digital wallet' means a service 
allowing the wallet holder to access, 
manage and use identification and 
payment instruments in order to initiate 
payments. This service may reside on a 
device owned by the wallet holder e.g., a 
mobile phone or a PC or may be remotely 
hosted on a server (or a combination 
thereof) but is anyway under the control 
of the holder. The merchant with whom 
the digital wallet contracts is referred to 
as the 'sub-merchant';

Or. en

Amendment 45
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 25 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(25a) 'weighted average' means in 
relation to interchange fees the total 
amount of credit card or debit card 
interchange fees paid divided by the total 
amount of related transactions over the 
same period;
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Or. en

Amendment 46
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 25 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(25a) ‘digital wallet’ means a service 
enabling the bearer of the wallet to gain 
access to, manage and use identification 
and payment tools to  initiate payments. 
This service may be located on a device 
owned by the bearer of the wallet, for 
instance a mobile telephone or personal 
computer, or it may be hosted remotely on 
a server (the above solutions may also be 
combined), but it must in all cases be 
under the control of the bearer. The 
merchant with whom the digital wallet 
enters into a contract is referred to as a 
‘sub-merchant’;

Or. pl

Justification

If the scope of the regulation is to include digital wallets, it is essential that the regulation's 
provisions include a definition of the digital wallet.

Amendment 47
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 2 – paragraph 1 – point 25 b (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(25b) 'average', in relation to interchange 
fees, means the total amount of credit 
card or debit card interchange fees paid, 
divided by the total amount of related 
transactions over the same time period;
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Or. en

Amendment 48
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – title

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

 Interchange fees for cross-border 
consumer debit or credit card transactions

Interchange fees for cross-border consumer 
debit or credit card

Or. en

Amendment 49
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border debit card 
transactions a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,2 
% of the value of the transaction.

1. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border transactions 
with a debit card a per transaction 
interchange fee or other agreed 
remuneration with an equivalent object or 
effect of, on average, more than 0.2 % of 
the value of the transaction.

Or. en

Amendment 50
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – paragraph 1
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border debit card 
transactions a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,2 % of the value of the transaction.

1. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border card 
transactions a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,3 % of the value of the transaction.

Or. fr

Justification

There is no reason to make a distinction between credit and debit cards.

Amendment 51
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border credit card 
transactions a per transaction 
interchange fee or other agreed 
remuneration with an equivalent object or 
effect of more than 0,3 % of the value of 
the transaction.

deleted

Or. fr

Justification

There is no reason to make a distinction between credit and debit cards.

Amendment 52
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – paragraph 2
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border credit card 
transactions a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,3 
% of the value of the transaction.

2. With effect from two months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment services providers shall not offer 
or request for cross-border transactions 
with a credit card a per transaction 
interchange fee or other agreed 
remuneration with an equivalent object or 
effect of, on average, more than 0.3 % of 
the value of the transaction.

Or. en

Amendment 53
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Any provisions in contracts or other 
forms of agreements which exclude the 
application of paragraphs 1 or 2 or which 
contain higher interchange fee rates than 
those set out in paragraph 1 or 2 shall be 
prohibited. In the event that a contract or 
other form of agreement excludes the 
application of paragraph 1 or 2, or if a 
contract or other form of agreement sets a 
higher interchange fee rate than those set 
out in paragraph 1 or 2, the maximum 
rate foreseen in paragraph 1 or 2 shall be 
applied.

Or. pl

Justification

For the provisions to function effectively, it must be stressed that in cases where the 
regulation is not applied, the maximum interchange fee rate shall apply. This will prevent 
discrepancies from arising between national rules.
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Amendment 54
Catherine Stihler

Proposal for a regulation
Article 3 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Member States shall be able to 
maintain or introduce lower caps through 
national legislation.

Or. en

Justification

The MIFs cap should not result in current domestic schemes or new entrants with lower MIFs 
to increase these to the level of the cap.  The proposed cap should not harm well-functioning 
national markets which will only have a detrimental impact on consumers.

Amendment 55
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

 Article 4 deleted
Interchange fees for all consumer debit or 
credit card transactions
1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,2 % of the value of the transaction for 
any debit card based transactions.
2. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,3 % of the value of the transaction for 
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any credit card based transactions.

Or. en

Justification

The level interchange fees other than Intra-EEA (cross-border) interchange fees addressed in 
Article 3 should not be determined by the EU, but instead may be set by national authorities 
in the Member States if and when considered appropriate by those national authorities. Given 
the vast differences in the development of card payments across the various Member States, a 
single EU-determined rate will not be appropriate for all the Member States.

Amendment 56
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – title

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

 Interchange fees for all consumer debit or 
credit card transactions

Interchange fees for consumer debit or 
credit card transactions at national level

Or. en

Amendment 57
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,2 % of the value of the transaction for 
any debit card based transactions.

1. With effect from six months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,2 % of the value of the transaction for 
any debit card based transactions.

Or. pl
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Justification

The proposed transition period for the implementation of the new obligations concerning 
maximum interchange fee rates for all transactions seems too long. A period of only two 
months is foreseen for cross-border transactions. Therefore, six months for all transactions 
seems to be an adequate timeframe for adapting activities to the new rules.

Amendment 58
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,2 
% of the value of the transaction for any 
debit card based transactions.

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,2 
% on a weighted average of the value of 
the transaction for any debit card based 
transactions.

Or. en

Justification

An absolute interchange cap as proposed by the Commission would not reflect the various
developments of card payment markets in the different Member States. A weighted average 
rate at national level would allow some flexibility enabling to invest in new technologies, 
security features, or in improving card payment infrastructures in countries where they are 
not well developed.

Amendment 59
Olle Schmidt

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 

1. With effect from one year after the entry 
into force of this Regulation, payment 
service providers shall not offer or request 
a per transaction interchange fee or other 
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or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,2 
% of the value of the transaction for any 
debit card based transactions.

agreed remuneration with an equivalent 
object or effect of more than 0,2 % of the 
value of the transaction for any debit card 
based transactions.

Or. en

Justification

Caps should come into force earlier at national level since this is where the greatest burden 
of MIFs is felt.

Amendment 60
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,2 % of the value of the transaction for 
any debit card based transactions.

1. With effect from one year after the entry 
into force of this Regulation, payment 
service providers shall not offer or request 
a per transaction interchange fee or other 
agreed remuneration with an equivalent 
object or effect of more than 0,3 % of the 
value of the transaction for any  card based 
transactions.

Or. fr

Justification

There is no reason to make a distinction between credit and debit cards. It is necessary to 
introduce more flexible thresholds for domestic transactions, so as to give the regulatory 
authorities sufficient margin to adapt fees to market structures and the relationship between 
issuing and acquiring banks.

Amendment 61
Cornelis de Jong

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 1
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,2 
% of the value of the transaction for any 
debit card based transactions.

1. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
EUR 0,10 per transaction for any debit 
card based transactions, with proportionate 
fees for micropayments.

Or. en

Amendment 62
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,3 % of the value of the transaction for 
any credit card based transactions.

deleted

Or. fr

Justification

There is no reason to make a distinction between credit and debit cards.

Amendment 63
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two years after the 2. With effect from two years after the 
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entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,3 
% of the value of the transaction for any 
credit card based transactions.

entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,3 
% on a weighted average of the value of 
the transaction for any credit card based 
transactions.

Or. en

Amendment 64
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,3 % of the value of the transaction for 
any credit card based transactions.

2. With effect from six months after the 
entry into force of this Regulation,
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,3 % of the value of the transaction for 
any credit card based transactions.

Or. pl

Amendment 65
Olle Schmidt

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 0,3
% of the value of the transaction for any 

2. With effect from one year after the entry 
into force of this Regulation, payment 
service providers shall not offer or request 
a per transaction interchange fee or other 
agreed remuneration with an equivalent 
object or effect of more than 0,3 % of the 
value of the transaction for any credit card 
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credit card based transactions. based transactions.

Or. en

Justification

Caps should come into force earlier at national level since this is where the greatest burden 
of MIFs is felt.

Amendment 66
Cornelis de Jong

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall not offer 
or request a per transaction interchange fee 
or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect of more than 
0,3 % of the value of the transaction for 
any credit card based transactions.

2. With effect from two years after the 
entry into force of this Regulation, 
payment service providers shall offer or 
request a fixed per transaction interchange 
fee or other agreed remuneration with an 
equivalent object or effect, that is based on 
the actual cost of the payment, for any 
credit card based transactions, with a 
minimum of EUR 0,10 per transaction.

Or. en

Amendment 67
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Any provisions in contracts or other 
forms of agreements which exclude the 
application of paragraphs 1 or 2 or which 
contain higher interchange fee rates than 
those provided for in paragraphs 1 or 2 
shall be prohibited. In the event that a 
contract or other form of agreement 
excludes the application of paragraph 1 
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or 2, or if a contract or other form of 
agreement sets a higher interchange fee 
rate than those set out in paragraph 1 or 
2, the maximum rate foreseen in 
paragraph 1 or 2 shall be applied.

Or. pl

Amendment 68
Catherine Stihler

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Member States shall be able to 
maintain or introduce lower caps through 
national legislation.

Or. en

Justification

The MIFs cap should not result in current domestic schemes or new entrants with lower MIFs 
to increase these to the level of the cap.  The proposed cap should not harm well-functioning 
national markets which will only have a detrimental impact on consumers.

Amendment 69
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 4 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Member States shall be able to 
maintain or introduce lower caps or 
measures of equivalent object or effect 
through national legislation.

Or. en
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Justification

The proposed caps should not harm well-functioning national markets, where interchange 
fees are lower or non-existent, especially in countries with cheap and efficient national debit 
card schemes.

Amendment 70
Olle Schmidt

Proposal for a regulation
Article 5 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

 For the purposes of the application of the 
caps referred to in Article 3 and Article 4, 
any net compensation received by an 
issuing bank from a payment card scheme 
in relation to payment transactions or 
related activities shall be treated as part of 
the interchange fee.

For the purposes of the application of the 
caps referred to in Article 3 and Article 4, 
any net compensation received by an 
issuing bank from a payment card scheme 
in relation to payment transactions or 
related activities shall be treated as part of 
the interchange fee. The acquirer should 
only be charged the amount as stipulated 
in this regulation.

Or. en

Justification

In order to prevent payment card schemes from increasing charges like licensing, 
authorisation etc. which would then be passed on to retailers and consumers, the regulation 
should be clarified.

Amendment 71
Małgorzata Handzlik

Proposal for a regulation
Article 5 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Article 5 a
Hidden interchange fees

1. Three party payment card schemes 
impose hidden interchange fees which 
should be subject to a cap in the same way 
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as the open interchange fees referred to in 
Articles 3 and 4 are.
2. In order to ensure compliance with this 
requirement, three party payment card 
schemes shall keep separate accounts for 
business activities connected with 
consumer card acquiring and for business 
activities connected with consumer card 
issuing. This should be done in the same 
way as it would were these activities 
carried out by legally separate entities, 
enabling the identification of all cost and 
revenue elements – as well as the basis for 
their calculation and a detailed 
explanation of the methods used – related 
to the schemes' issuing and acquiring 
activities, including a detailed breakdown 
of fixed assets and structural costs. Three 
party payment card schemes shall also be 
obliged to disclose internal transfer costs 
in order to ensure compliance with the 
caps for hidden interchange fees and to 
prevent cross-subsidisation.
3. For the purposes of the application of 
the caps referred to above in Article 1 and 
Article 2, any net compensation received 
by a section responsible for the issuing of 
consumer cards from a section connected 
to a payment card scheme in relation to 
payment transactions or related activities 
shall be treated as part of the interchange 
fee.
4. In order to ensure compliance with 
paragraphs 1 and 2, three party payment 
card schemes shall be obliged to appoint a 
Trustee, who shall submit annual reports 
to the competent authorities referred to in 
Article 13 et seq. on the three party 
scheme’s compliance with the provisions 
of paragraphs 1 and 2 in the previous 
year. The implementing provisions 
concerning the Trustee shall be laid down 
in Annex X.

Or. pl
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Justification

Recital 22 indicates that three party payment schemes impose hidden interchange fees. In 
order to ensure equal operational conditions, the level of hidden interchange fees should be 
regulated in the same way as open interchange fees. In order to prevent the circumvention of 
the provisions, a proportionate solution would be to require the appointment of a Trustee. As 
is currently the case, Trustees shall be obliged to submit annual reports on compliance with 
the weighted averages agreed with the Commission.

Amendment 72
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 7 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Payment card schemes and processing 
entities shall be independent in terms of 
legal form, organisation and decision 
making. They shall not discriminate in any 
way between their subsidiaries or 
shareholders on the one hand and users of 
these schemes and other contractual 
partners on the other hand and shall not in 
particular make the provision of any 
service they offer conditional in any way 
on the acceptance by their contractual party 
of any other service they offer.

1. Payment card schemes and processing 
entities shall not discriminate in any way 
between their subsidiaries or shareholders 
on the one hand and users of these schemes 
and other contractual partners on the other 
hand and shall not in particular make the 
provision of any service they offer 
conditional in any way on the acceptance 
by their contractual party of any other 
service they offer.

Or. en

Amendment 73
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 8 – paragraph 1 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1a. When entering into a contractual 
agreement with a payment service 
provider, the consumer shall be given the 
possibility to decide whether or not he 
needs two or more different brands of 
payment instruments on his card, 
telecommunication, digital or IT device. 
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Before signing the contract, the payment 
service provider shall provide the 
consumer with clear and objective 
information on the payment brands 
available and their characteristics related 
to use, functionalities, cost and security.

Or. en

Amendment 74
Catherine Stihler, Evelyne Gebhardt

Proposal for a regulation
Article 8 – paragraph 1 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1a. When entering into a contractual 
agreement with a payment services 
provider, the consumer shall be provided 
with clear and objective information and 
shall be able to decide whether or not he 
needs two or more different brands of 
payment instruments on his card, 
telecommunication, digital or IT device. 

Or. en

Amendment 75
Catherine Stihler, Evelyne Gebhardt

Proposal for a regulation
Article 8 – paragraph 5

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

5. Where a payment device offers the 
choice between different brands of 
payment instruments, the brand applied to 
the payment transaction at issue shall be 
determined by the payer at the point of 
sale.

5. Where a payment device offers the 
choice between different brands of 
payment instruments, the brand applied to 
the payment transaction at issue shall be 
determined by the payer at the point of 
sale. Prior to the contract being signed the 
payment service provider shall provide the 
consumer with clear and objective 
information on all the payment brands 
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available including their interchange fees 
and their characteristics.

Or. en

Amendment 76
Catherine Stihler, Evelyne Gebhardt

Proposal for a regulation
Article 8 – paragraph 6

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

6. Payment card schemes, issuers, 
acquirers and payment card handling 
infrastructure providers shall not insert 
automatic mechanisms, software or devices 
on the payment instrument or at equipment 
applied at the point of sale which limit the 
choice of application by the payer when 
using a co-badged payment instrument.

6. Payment card schemes, issuers, 
acquirers, merchants and payment card 
handling infrastructure providers shall not 
insert automatic mechanisms, software or 
devices on the payment instrument or at 
equipment applied at the point of sale 
which limit the choice of application by the 
payer when using a co-badged payment 
instrument.

Or. en

Amendment 77
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 9 – title

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Unblending Fees

Or. fr

Amendment 78
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 9 – paragraph 1
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Acquirers shall offer and charge payees 
individually specified merchant service 
charges for different categories and 
different brands of payment cards unless 
merchants request in writing acquiring 
payment services providers to charge 
blended merchant services charges.

1. Acquirers shall offer and charge payees 
individually specified merchant service 
charges for different categories and 
different brands of payment cards with 
different interchange fee levels unless 
merchants request in writing acquiring 
payment services providers to charge 
blended merchant services charges.

Or. en

Amendment 79
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 9 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Any reduction in interchange fees 
under Articles 3 and  4 of this Regulation 
or decided on by the competent  
authorities referred to under Article 13 
must be accompanied by an at least 
equivalent reduction in  merchant service 
charges payable by recipients to acquiring
service payment providers.

Or. fr

Justification

This regulation will have no impact if acquirers fail to pass on interchange fee reductions to 
merchants.

Amendment 80
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10



PE526.051v01-00 36/42 AM\1013311EN.doc

EN

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

 Article 10 deleted
Honour All Card rules
1. Payment schemes and payment service 
providers shall not apply any rule that 
may oblige payees accepting cards and 
other payment instruments issued by one 
issuing payment service provider within 
the framework of a payment instruments 
scheme to also accept other payment 
instruments of the same brand and/or 
category issued by other issuing payment 
service providers within the framework of 
the same scheme, except if they are 
subject to the same regulated interchange 
fee.
2. The restriction of Honour all card rules 
referred to in paragraph 1 is without 
prejudice to the possibility for payments 
schemes and payment service providers to 
provide that certain cards may not be 
refused on the basis of the identity of the 
issuing payment service provider or of the 
cardholder.
3. Merchants deciding not to accept all 
cards or other payment instruments of a 
payment card scheme shall inform 
consumers in a clear and unequivocal 
manner at the same time as they inform 
the consumer on the acceptance of other 
cards and payment instruments of the 
scheme. That information shall be 
displayed prominently at the entrance of 
the shop, at the till or on the website or 
other applicable electronic or mobile 
medium, and shall be provided to the 
payer in good time before he enters into a 
purchase agreement with the payee.
4. Issuing payment service providers shall 
ensure that their payment instruments are 
visibly and electronically identifiable, 
enabling payees to identify unequivocally 
which brands and categories of prepaid, 
debit, credit or commercial cards or card 
based payments based on these are chosen 
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by the payer.

Or. en

Justification

Limiting  the Honour All Cards Rule would lead to reduced card use, as consumers would not 
have the certainty any more whether their card is accepted at a merchant or not.

Amendment 81
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Payment schemes and payment service 
providers shall not apply any rule that 
may oblige payees accepting cards and 
other payment instruments issued by one 
issuing payment service provider within 
the framework of a payment instruments 
scheme to also accept other payment 
instruments of the same brand and/or 
category issued by other issuing payment 
service providers within the framework of 
the same scheme, except if they are 
subject to the same regulated interchange 
fee.

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 82
Adam Bielan

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Payment schemes and payment service 
providers shall not apply any rule that may 
oblige payees accepting cards and other 
payment instruments issued by one issuing 

1. Payment schemes and payment service 
providers shall not apply any rule that may 
oblige payees accepting cards and other 
payment instruments issued by one issuing 
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payment service provider within the 
framework of a payment instruments 
scheme to also accept other payment 
instruments of the same brand and/or 
category issued by other issuing payment 
service providers within the framework of 
the same scheme, except if they are subject 
to the same regulated interchange fee.

payment service provider within the 
framework of a payment instruments 
scheme to also accept other payment 
instruments of the same brand and/or 
category issued by other issuing payment 
service providers within the framework of 
the same scheme, except if they are subject 
to the same fee.

Or. en

Amendment 83
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. The restriction of Honour all card rules 
referred to in paragraph 1 is without 
prejudice to the possibility for payments 
schemes and payment service providers to 
provide that certain cards may not be 
refused on the basis of the identity of the 
issuing payment service provider or of the 
cardholder.

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 84
Cornelis de Jong

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. The restriction of Honour all card rules 
referred to in paragraph 1 is without 
prejudice to the possibility for payments 
schemes and payment service providers to 
provide that certain cards may not be 
refused on the basis of the identity of the 
issuing payment service provider or of the 

deleted
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cardholder.

Or. en

Amendment 85
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10 – paragraph 3

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

3. Merchants deciding not to accept all 
cards or other payment instruments of a 
payment card scheme shall inform 
consumers in a clear and unequivocal 
manner at the same time as they inform 
the consumer on the acceptance of other 
cards and payment instruments of the 
scheme. That information shall be 
displayed prominently at the entrance of 
the shop, at the till or on the website or 
other applicable electronic or mobile 
medium, and shall be provided to the 
payer in good time before he enters into a 
purchase agreement with the payee.

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 86
Matteo Salvini

Proposal for a regulation
Article 10 – paragraph 4

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

4. Issuing payment service providers shall 
ensure that their payment instruments are 
visibly and electronically identifiable, 
enabling payees to identify unequivocally
which brands and categories of prepaid, 
debit, credit or commercial cards or card 
based payments based on these are chosen 
by the payer.

4. Issuing payment service providers shall 
ensure that their payment instruments for
which interchange fees are not regulated 
are visibly and electronically identifiable.
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Justification

Given that prepaid, debit and (consumer) credit cards are subject to regulated levels of 
interchange fees, there is no benefit in the merchant being able to visually and electronically 
identify those cards. It is proposed to amend this paragraph so that are required to identify 
unregulated cards in order to allow the merchant either to refuse (unregulated) commercial 
cards or to surcharge those cards under the proposed Payment Services Directive 2.

Amendment 87
Evelyne Gebhardt, Catherine Stihler

Proposal for a regulation
Article 12 – paragraph 2

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2. Contracts between acquirers and payees 
may include a provision that the 
information referred to in the first 
subparagraph of paragraph 1 shall be 
provided or made available periodically, at 
least once a month, and in an agreed 
manner which allows payees to store and 
reproduce information unchanged.

2. Contracts between acquirers and payees 
shall include a provision that the 
information referred to in the first 
subparagraph of paragraph 1 shall be 
provided or made available periodically, at 
least once a month, and in an agreed 
manner which allows payees to store and 
reproduce information unchanged.

When entering into a contractual 
agreement with a payment services 
provider, the consumer shall also be 
provided with clear and objective 
periodical information about the payment 
characteristics and payment fees applied 
to payment transactions.

Or. en

Amendment 88
Preslav Borissov

Proposal for a regulation
Article 14 – paragraph 2 – point 1 (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(1) The European Banking Authority 
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shall be in charge of issuing guidelines 
for effective, proportionate and dissuasive 
sanctions

Or. en

Justification

It would be important for all Member States to go in the same direction when laying down 
rules on the sanctions applicable to infringements of this Regulation in order to ensure level 
playing field.

Amendment 89
Evelyne Gebhardt, Catherine Stihler

Proposal for a regulation
Article 15 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Member States shall establish adequate 
and effective out-of-court complaint and 
redress procedures for the settlement of 
disputes arising under this Regulation 
between payees and their payment service 
providers. For those purposes, Member 
States shall designate existing bodies, 
where appropriate, or establish new bodies.

1. Member States shall establish 
independent, adequate and effective out-
of-court complaint and redress procedures 
for the settlement of disputes arising under 
this Regulation between payees and their 
payment service providers. For those 
purposes, Member States shall designate 
existing bodies, where appropriate, or 
establish new bodies.

Or. en

Amendment 90
Evelyne Gebhardt, Catherine Stihler

Proposal for a regulation
Article 15 – paragraph 1 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1a. Payment service providers shall 
adhere to one or more Alternative Dispute 
Resolution bodies.

Or. en
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Amendment 91
Bernadette Vergnaud

Proposal for a regulation
Article 16 – paragraph 1 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

One year from the entry into force of this 
regulation, the Commission shall report to 
the European Parliament and the Council 
on the impact on the functioning of the 
internal market of three party domestic 
payment fees applying to cross border 
transactions and, if necessary, draft a 
legislative proposal seeking to alleviate 
the negativel effects thereof.

Or. fr

Justification

Three party payment fees can be substantial, far exceeding those applicable to  four party 
payment cards. It is therefore necessary to investigate their impact on internal market 
transactions and the need to adopt legislation in this area.


