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Under Article 6 of the Protocol (No 2) on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and 
proportionality, any national parliament may, within eight weeks from the date of 
transmission of a draft legislative act, send the Presidents of the European Parliament, the 
Council and the Commission a reasoned opinion stating why it considers that the draft in 
question does not comply with the principle of subsidiarity.

Under Parliament’s Rules of Procedure the Committee on Legal Affairs is responsible for 
compliance with the subsidiarity principle.

Please find attached, for information, a reasoned opinion by the Swedish Parliament on the 
above-mentioned proposal.
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ANNEX

Reasoned opinion by the Swedish Parliament

The economic and financial crisis has demonstrated the importance of a stable fiscal policy 
framework at EU level. The legislative package on strengthening economic governance 
(known as the ‘six-pack’) has strengthened the Stability and Growth Pact, and with the 
European semester, a common surveillance cycle for budgetary and structural policies is now 
also in place. The fact that budgetary policy in the Member States that have the euro as their 
currency is having an ever increasing impact on other countries in the same currency area, as 
demonstrated not least by the sovereign debt crisis, suggests that these countries should be 
given stronger incentives to comply with the regulatory framework to put them in a better 
position to pursue a responsible fiscal policy. It is therefore reasonable that eurozone 
countries adopt measures that meet the serious challenges currently facing the single currency. 
The Commission’s proposal should be viewed in this context. At the same time, the proposal 
must be viewed in terms of the trade-off between strict common rules for a restrictive fiscal 
policy on the one hand, and national competence in the field of fiscal policy on the other.

The Commission’s proposal for a regulation contains rules stating that draft budgetary plans 
should be submitted to the Commission for monitoring purposes in advance of the plans 
becoming binding, and that the Commission can ask Member States to submit a revised draft 
budgetary plan. In addition, the Commission shall, if necessary, be able to adopt an opinion 
on the draft budgetary plan by 30 November that the Member States should be invited to take 
into account when adopting the budget. It is the Swedish Parliament’s opinion that it is up to 
parliament to decide on the State budget, both expenditure and revenue, and that the draft 
budget must therefore first be presented to parliament. The Swedish Parliament considers that 
it is a national matter to decide on expenditure and revenue in national budgets within the 
framework of the obligations arising from the Treaties and the needs of the eurozone.

The Swedish Parliament considers that there are insufficient guarantees in the Commission’s 
proposal for the protection of national competence in the field of fiscal policy. In view of this, 
the proposal presented does not comply with the principle of subsidiarity.

In this context, the Swedish Parliament would like to emphasise that the role played by
national parliaments in ensuring compliance with the principle of subsidiarity would have 
been made easier if the Commission had, in accordance with Article 5 of the Protocol on the 
application of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality, expressly justified the 
proposal with regard to the principle of subsidiarity.


