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Amendment 1
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Recital A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas the annual growth survey 
presented by the Commission on 28 
November 2014 outlined three main 
pillars for 2015 – a coordinated boost to 
private investment, a renewed 
commitment to structural reforms and the 
pursuance of fiscal responsibility – and 
emphasises for the first time the 
contribution the EU budget should make 
to achieving these aims;

A. whereas the annual growth survey 
presented by the Commission on 28 
November 2014 is continuing along a 
path which has hitherto proven to be a 
total failure, by identifying as priorities
fiscal consolidation, the need for 
structural reforms and the attraction of 
private investment as a matter of priority;

Or. it

Amendment 2
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Recital B

Draft opinion Amendment

B. whereas over the last six months a 
whole series of budgetary measures – the 
adoption of the regulation on the European 
Fund for Strategic Investments, the launch 
of operational programmes linked to the 
cohesion funds, the carry-over of 
commitment appropriations from the 2007-
2013 period which were unused in 2014 to 
2015, 2016 and 2017 and the decision to 
increase pre-financing for the European 
Youth Initiative – have been taken in the 
service of the objectives set out in the 
annual growth survey;

B. whereas over the last six months there 
have been numerous changes to the 
budget – the adoption of the regulation on 
the European Fund for Strategic 
Investments, the launch of operational 
programmes linked to the cohesion funds, 
the carry-over of commitment 
appropriations from the 2007-2013 period 
which were unused in 2014 to 2015, 2016 
and 2017 and the decision to increase pre-
financing for the European Youth Initiative 
– which may have negative repercussions 
over the next few months;

Or. it
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Amendment 3
Jean-Paul Denanot

Draft opinion
Recital C

Draft opinion Amendment

C. whereas these measures demonstrate the 
added value which the EU budget provides, 
but also highlight the restrictions on EU 
political action imposed by a budget which 
does not consist of genuine own resources, 
which amounts to less than 1 % of EU 
GDP and which is constrained by a seven-
year multiannual framework;

C. whereas these measures demonstrate the 
added value which the EU budget provides, 
but also highlight the restrictions on EU 
political action imposed by a budget which 
does not consist of genuine own resources, 
which amounts to less than 1 % of EU 
GDP and which is constrained by a seven-
year multiannual framework; whereas this 
budget is highly insufficient in order to 
meet the Union’s obligations with regard 
to agricultural crises, migration issues, 
support for research, economic 
development and the deepening of a social 
Europe;

Or. fr

Amendment 4
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Recital C

Draft opinion Amendment

C. whereas these measures demonstrate 
the added value which the EU budget 
provides, but also highlight the 
restrictions on EU political action 
imposed by a budget which does not 
consist of genuine own resources, which 
amounts to less than 1 % of EU GDP and 
which is constrained by a seven-year 
multiannual framework;

C. whereas the EU budget should have 
true added value, by focusing on priorities 
and measures that are genuinely effective 
at EU level, while fully adhering to the 
subsidiarity principle;

Or. it
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Amendment 5
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Recital C

Draft opinion Amendment

C. whereas these measures demonstrate the 
added value which the EU budget provides, 
but also highlight the restrictions on EU 
political action imposed by a budget 
which does not consist of genuine own 
resources, which amounts to less than 1 
% of EU GDP and which is constrained 
by a seven-year multiannual framework;

C. whereas these measures demonstrate the 
added value which the EU budget can 
provide, nevertheless emphasises the pre-
eminent role of Member State actions in 
the implementation of these measures;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Isabelle Thomas

Draft opinion
Recital C a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ca. whereas the Council's position with 
regard to the 2016 budget has been to 
reduce commitments by EUR 563.6 
million and payments by EUR 1.4 billion, 
once again underestimating the EU's real 
payment needs, running counter to the 
plan put forward by the Commission to 
settle unpaid bills;

Or. fr

Amendment 7
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the presentation of the five 
presidents' report, ‘Completing Europe's 
Economic and Monetary Union', but 
criticises the fact that the timetable for its 
implementation is out of step with the 
severity of the Greek crisis;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 8
Jean-Paul Denanot

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the presentation of the five 
presidents' report, 'Completing Europe's 
Economic and Monetary Union', but 
criticises the fact that the timetable for its 
implementation is out of step with the 
severity of the Greek crisis;

1. Welcomes the presentation of the five 
presidents' report, 'Completing Europe's 
Economic and Monetary Union', but 
criticises the fact that the timetable for its 
implementation is out of step with the 
severity of the Greek crisis; welcomes, in 
addition, the Beres report on the review of 
the economic governance framework, 
which was endorsed by Parliament;

Or. fr

Amendment 9
Daniele Viotti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the presentation of the five 
presidents' report, ‘Completing Europe's 
Economic and Monetary Union', but 
criticises the fact that the timetable for its 
implementation is out of step with the 

1. Welcomes the presentation of the five 
presidents' report, ‘Completing Europe's 
Economic and Monetary Union', but 
criticises the fact that the timetable for its 
implementation is too slow and out of step 
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severity of the Greek crisis; with the reform demand triggered by the 
Greek crisis;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the presentation of the five 
presidents' report, 'Completing Europe's 
Economic and Monetary Union', but 
criticises the fact that the timetable for its 
implementation is out of step with the 
severity of the Greek crisis;

1. Takes the view that the five presidents' 
report, 'Completing Europe's Economic 
and Monetary Union', goes in the opposite 
direction to what is needed, that it should 
provide for greater freedom of action for 
Member States and combat the 
asymmetries caused by the single 
currency and by absurd fiscal rules which 
are preventing economic recovery and an 
end to the crisis;

Or. it

Amendment 11
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Notes that the annual cycle of 
economic and budgetary policy 
coordination is linked to the Budget 
Committee's responsibility to monitor the 
implementation of the EU budget; 
considers the European Semester an 
additional means of increasing budgetary 
rigour in EU spending;

Or. en
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Amendment 12
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the steps which have been 
taken to simplify and strengthen the 
European Semester: a greater focus on 
priorities, fewer documents and more time 
to discuss them, greater outreach at 
political level and engagement with 
national authorities.

2. Believes that the changes made to the 
operation of the European Semester are an 
improvement, but are still far from 
making this instrument useful and 
sustainable, given that it is based on 
European economic governance that 
absolutely needs to be reconsidered;

Or. it

Amendment 13
Jean-Paul Denanot

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the ideas proposed to help 
strengthen parliamentary oversight, in 
particular the proposal to adapt 
Parliament's structures to the specific 
nature of the single currency;

3. Welcomes the ideas proposed to help 
strengthen parliamentary oversight, in 
particular the proposal to adapt 
Parliament's structures to the specific 
nature of the single currency, which is vital 
for building a genuine economic and 
monetary union;

Or. fr

Amendment 14
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the ideas proposed to help 
strengthen parliamentary oversight, in 
particular the proposal to adapt 
Parliament's structures to the specific 
nature of the single currency;

3. Welcomes, in any case, the ideas 
proposed to help strengthen parliamentary 
oversight, since Parliament is the only 
Union body that is legitimately elected 
and that democratically represents EU 
citizens;

Or. it

Amendment 15
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the ideas proposed to help
strengthen parliamentary oversight, in 
particular the proposal to adapt 
Parliament's structures to the specific 
nature of the single currency;

3. Notes the proposal to strengthen the 
scrutiny role of both the European 
Parliament in advance of the publication 
of the Annual Growth Survey and of the 
national Parliaments more generally in 
relation to the European Semester;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Highlights the Commission's 
understanding of the crucial role national 
and regional authorities play in 
promoting necessary structural reforms, 
exercising fiscal responsibility and 
boosting investment in support of jobs and 
growth;
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Or. en

Amendment 17
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Welcomes the call to give 
intergovernmental solutions such as the 
Treaty on Stability, Coordination and 
Governance full democratic legitimacy by 
incorporating them into EU primary law;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 18
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment
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4. Welcomes the call to give 
intergovernmental solutions such as the 
Treaty on Stability, Coordination and 
Governance full democratic legitimacy by 
incorporating them into EU primary law;

4. Takes the view that the Treaty on 
Stability, Coordination and Governance
(Fiscal Compact) is illegitimate as it is in 
clear breach of primary Union law;
stresses that its adoption should have 
followed standard Treaty amendment 
procedures (Article 48 TEU) and rejects 
any measure designed to artificially 
supersede this only available option;

Or. it

Amendment 19
Ivan Štefanec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Stresses the need to apply all existing 
rules of the Stability and Growth Pact in 
order to achieve the stability of the public 
finances. Underlines the possibility to 
impose financial penalties in case of not 
keeping these rules.

Or. en

Amendment 20
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper 
in spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in 

deleted
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that connection, its call that any 
additional funding or instrument should 
fall within the scope of Parliamentʼs 
budgetary oversight and should be 
financed over and above the MFF ceiling 
for 2014-2020; reiterates the need for a 
new own-resources system, which would 
pave the way for a genuine overhaul of 
the EU financing arrangements without 
requiring EU citizens to pay more tax;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Jean-Paul Denanot

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper in 
spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in that 
connection, its call that any additional 
funding or instrument should fall within 
the scope of Parliamentʼs budgetary 
oversight and should be financed over and 
above the MFF ceiling for 2014-2020; 
reiterates the need for a new own-resources 
system, which would pave the way for a 
genuine overhaul of the EU financing 
arrangements without requiring EU 
citizens to pay more tax;

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper in 
spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in that 
connection, its call that any additional 
funding or instrument should fall within 
the scope of Parliamentʼs budgetary 
oversight and should be financed over and 
above the MFF ceiling for 2014-2020; 
reiterates the need for a new own-resources 
system, which would pave the way for a 
genuine overhaul of the EU financing 
arrangements without requiring EU 
citizens to pay more tax, by turning to 
other resources, such as the financial 
transaction tax, an environmental tax and 
even a social tax, not to mention the vital 
fight against tax evasion;

Or. fr
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Amendment 22
Daniele Viotti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper in 
spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in that 
connection, its call that any additional 
funding or instrument should fall within 
the scope of Parliamentʼs budgetary 
oversight and should be financed over and 
above the MFF ceiling for 2014-2020; 
reiterates the need for a new own-
resources system, which would pave the 
way for a genuine overhaul of the EU 
financing arrangements without requiring 
EU citizens to pay more tax;

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper in 
spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in that 
connection, its call that any additional 
funding or instrument should fall within 
the scope of Parliamentʼs budgetary 
oversight and should be financed over and 
above the MFF ceiling for 2014-2020;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper 
in spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in 
that connection, its call that any 
additional funding or instrument should 
fall within the scope of Parliamentʼs 
budgetary oversight and should be 

5. Objects to the establishment of a
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury, given 
that the unsustainability of the single 
currency for some of its member countries 
has been clearly demonstrated; reiterates, 
however, the need for a genuine overhaul 
of the EU financing arrangements, though 
without, under any circumstances,
requiring EU citizens to pay more tax;
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financed over and above the MFF ceiling 
for 2014-2020; reiterates the need for a 
new own-resources system, which would 
pave the way for a genuine overhaul of the 
EU financing arrangements without 
requiring EU citizens to pay more tax;

Or. it

Amendment 24
Aldo Patriciello

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper in 
spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in that 
connection, its call that any additional 
funding or instrument should fall within 
the scope of Parliamentʼs budgetary 
oversight and should be financed over and 
above the MFF ceiling for 2014-2020; 
reiterates the need for a new own-resources 
system, which would pave the way for a 
genuine overhaul of the EU financing 
arrangements without requiring EU 
citizens to pay more tax;

5. Welcomes the ideas put forward for a 
eurozone budgetary stability mechanism, 
which would be the first step towards 
establishing a European treasury; points 
out that the publication of a white paper in 
spring 2017 will coincide with the mid-
term review of the MFF; reiterates, in that 
connection, its call that any additional 
funding or instrument should fall within 
the scope of Parliamentʼs budgetary 
oversight and should be financed over and 
above the MFF ceiling for 2014-2020; 
reiterates the need for a new own-resources 
system, which would pave the way for a 
genuine overhaul of the EU financing 
arrangements without requiring EU 
citizens to pay more tax; is in favour of 
greater transparency and easier access as 
regards the viewing of EU budgets;

Or. it

Amendment 25
Daniele Viotti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Reiterates the need for a new own-
resources system, which would pave the 
way for a genuine overhaul of the EU 
financing arrangements without requiring 
EU citizens to pay more tax and creating 
a real connection between citizens and 
European authorities. In this sense the 
Parliament is looking forward to analyse 
and discuss the proposals that the High 
Level Working Group on Own Resources 
will put forward next year;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Ivan Štefanec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Recalls that payment shortages, 
largely due to insufficient payment 
ceilings and under-budgeting remain 
acute in 2015; fears that this will continue 
to jeopardise the proper implementation 
of the new 2014-2020 MFF programmes, 
and to penalise the beneficiaries, 
especially local, regional and national 
authorities, who are facing economic and 
social constraints;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6
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Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the adoption of the regulation 
on the European Fund for Strategic 
Investments, and emphasises the role 
Parliament has played in minimising 
redeployment from Horizon 2020 and the 
Connecting Europe Facility;

6. Regrets that the adoption of the 
regulation on the European Fund for 
Strategic Investments might have an 
adverse impact on Horizon 2020 and on 
the Connecting Europe Facility, 
programmes that were defined as 
priorities by the Commission, the Member 
States and Parliament;

Or. it

Amendment 28
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the adoption of the regulation 
on the European Fund for Strategic 
Investments, and emphasises the role 
Parliament has played in minimising 
redeployment from Horizon 2020 and the 
Connecting Europe Facility;

6. Welcomes the adoption of the regulation 
on the European Fund for Strategic 
Investments as a means to boost private 
investment, and emphasises the role 
Parliament has played in minimising 
redeployment from Horizon 2020 and the 
Connecting Europe Facility;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Isabelle Thomas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Welcomes the adoption of the regulation 
on the European Fund for Strategic 
Investments, and emphasises the role 
Parliament has played in minimising 
redeployment from Horizon 2020 and the 

6. Welcomes the adoption of the regulation 
on the European Fund for Strategic 
Investments, and emphasises the role 
Parliament has played in minimising 
redeployment from Horizon 2020 and the 
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Connecting Europe Facility; Connecting Europe Facility; reiterates its 
commitment to reducing cuts during the 
annual budgetary procedure;

Or. fr

Amendment 30
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Notes that the European Fund for 
Strategic Investments has only just begun 
to fund projects and will therefore reserve 
judgment on the efficacy of these 
investments;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Welcomes the contributions of 
Member States to the Investment Plan for 
Europe;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Aldo Patriciello

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7
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Draft opinion Amendment

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 
its implementation very closely, in 
particular any move to shift investment 
expenditure and public debt off State 
balance sheets.

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 
its implementation very closely, in 
particular any move to shift investment 
expenditure and public debt off State 
balance sheets, in addition to any obstacles 
to its implementation that might be raised 
by the internal bureaucracies of each 
Member State.

Or. it

Amendment 33
Marco Valli, Marco Zanni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 
its implementation very closely, in 
particular any move to shift investment 
expenditure and public debt off State 
balance sheets.

7. Takes the view that since the 
Commission’s investment plan is based 
mainly on attracting private investment, it 
cannot resolve the current economic and 
social crisis, which, on the contrary, 
would require public investment and 
direct action by the Member States, 
which, at present, do not have the 
necessary freedom of action since they are 
victims of the EU’s coercive rules.

Or. it

Amendment 34
Isabelle Thomas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 
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its implementation very closely, in 
particular any move to shift investment 
expenditure and public debt off State 
balance sheets.

its implementation very closely.

Or. fr

Amendment 35
Daniele Viotti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 
its implementation very closely, in 
particular any move to shift investment 
expenditure and public debt off State 
balance sheets.

7. Regards it as essential that the plan 
should succeed and will therefore monitor 
its implementation very closely, in 
particular its impact on the budget.

Or. en

Amendment 36
Richard Ashworth

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Recognises the importance of fiscal 
responsibility following the crisis in 
Europe, and emphasises the importance 
of showing restraint in the EU budget in 
order to maintain the agreed ceilings in 
commitments and payment appropriations 
under the Multiannual Financial 
Framework 2014-2020; 

Or. en
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Amendment 37
Isabelle Thomas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Points out that a deficit in the EU 
budget is illegal and the Council’s 
budgetary proposals are therefore 
insincere; notes that the latter institution 
is making the EU budget an adjustment 
variable of national budgets and that this 
consolidation of national budgets by 
delaying payments for project initiators is 
counterproductive economically and 
financially; takes the view that the 
exclusion of Member States’ 
contributions from the calculation of the 
structural deficit would allow for a more 
accurate reading of the budgetary efforts 
made by the Member States;

Or. fr


