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<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Citation -1 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	-1a. having regard to the "Decision of the European Ombudsman closing her own-initiative inquiry OJ/9/2013/TN concerning the European Commission", of 4 March 2015,


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Citation -1 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	-1b. having regard to Article 11 (4) of the Treaty on European Union and Article 24 (1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union,


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>3</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital -1 (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	-1. A. whereas the European Citizens' Initiative is the very first tool of participatory democracy and it has to be promoted in every level;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>4</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;
	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation; underlines the responsibility of the European Parliament, the only directly-elected institution in rendering this instrument a real success; invites the Commission to inform the Parliament on a regular basis about ECI registrations;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;
	1. Considers the European Citizens' Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation and to connect them directly with EU institutions to discuss key issues at European level; Underlines that the ECI complements citizens' right to submit petitions to the European Parliament and their right of appeal to the European Ombudsman;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Svetoslav Hristov Malinov</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;
	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation; considers that Parliament, as part of its commitment to Europe’s citizens, should do its utmost to ensure that it is an effective instrument;


Or. <Original>{BG}bg</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>7</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marian Harkin</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;
	1. Considers the European Citizens' Initiative (ECI) to be an innovative instrument for transnational participatory democracy and the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>8</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Notis Marias</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;
	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation; considers that it should be made both transparent and effective;


Or. <Original>{EL}el</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>9</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marina Albiol Guzmán, Ángela Vallina</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first direct democratic instrument to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;
	1. Considers the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) to be the first instrument of participatory democracy to enable citizens to become actively involved in the framing of European policies and legislation;


Or. <Original>{ES}es</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>10</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	1a. Welcomes the Commission's Report on the ECI of 1st of April 2015 acknowledging that there is still room to improve the ECI and identifying a number of possible issues with a view to improving the instrument; Equally welcomes the European Ombudsman's own-initiative enquiry into the functioning of the European Citizens' Initiative (ECI) which after a public consultation with ECI organisers and other civil society representatives formulated eleven concrete proposals to the Commission;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	1a. Notes the Commission report on the application of Regulation (EU) No 211/2011 on the citizens' initiative of 31.03.2015 and the decision of the European Ombudsman of 04.03.2015 regarding inquiry OI/9/2013/TN and points to the practical experience acquired in many areas since 2012 by the organisers of European citizens’ initiatives;


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>12</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Notis Marias</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	1a. Stresses the importance of European citizens participating in EU policy making in this difficult period of economic crisis;  


Or. <Original>{EL}el</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>13</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	1b. Expresses differences with the Commission's conclusion on the fact that two Citizens' Initiatives have gone through the full process shows that the Regulation establishing the ECI has been fully implemented; Is of the opinion that if in the past three years, 51 requests to launch an initiative have been received, 31 of which were registered, 20 were rejected and only 3 have so far reached the threshold of one million signatures, 12 reached the end of their collection period without reaching the threshold, 10 were withdrawn by the organisers and 3 are still collecting statements of support shows that much needs to be done to make sure that the ECI lives up to its full potential;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>14</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Notis Marias</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	1b. Stresses that all European citizens should be given the opportunity of collecting signatures for an ECI, independently of their Member State of residence;


Or. <Original>{EL}el</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>15</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 1 c (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	1c. Welcomes the Commission's efforts aimed at improving the ECI process, but acknowledges that there are still a number of weaknesses in the current ECI setting; Urges the European Commission to truly commit itself to a comprehensive revision of the ECI which should aim at overcoming the existing barriers and bureaucratic hurdles, strengthening the role of the ECI and empowering all citizens with an effective tool of participatory democracy at European level;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>16</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures;
	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament had already pointed out some of the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; is of the opinion, therefore, that urgent revision of the ECI Regulation and Commission Implementing Regulation 1179/2011 is needed to ensure a clear, simple, user-friendly and proportionate procedures is implemented which will also encourage higher political participation by European citizens, which cannot be fully achieved with the current set of rules;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>17</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures;
	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for the simplification and harmonisation of requirements and procedures for submission of statements of support by dispensing with the collection of personal ID numbers by all Member States, since this has shown itself to be an unnecessary bureaucratic obstacle to the collection of statements of support;


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>18</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Notis Marias</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures;
	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; stresses the need for standardised forms in the various Member States and calls for simplified personal data procedures;


Or. <Original>{EL}el</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marian Harkin</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures;
	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures for all Member States when signing a statement of support;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marina Albiol Guzmán, Ángela Vallina</Members>
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework and the bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures;
	2. Recalls that, in previous resolutions and annual reports prepared by the Committee on Petitions, Parliament pointed out the weaknesses of the existing legal framework, the problems regarding certain requirements that are hard to meet, and the excessive bureaucratic burdens in the practical running of the ECI owing to a lack of IT support and disparate use in the national administrations; calls for simplified and harmonised personal data requirements and procedures;


Or. <Original>{ES}es</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 – subparagraph 1 (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	Highlights, therefore, the need for uniform personal data requirements for the statements of support as provided for by the original Commission proposal 1 a ; stresses that, at present, 18 Member states require the provision of a personal ID number, despite the fact that the European Data Protection Supervisor had advised against it; calls for the establishment of a permanent server, hosted by the Commission, which would provide a certified Online Collection System working as an online ECI tool thus avoiding unnecessary regulatory burdens;

	
	__________________

	
	1 a COM(2010)119 final


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>22</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2a. Regrets the lack of clear information from the outset regarding the European

	
	citizens’ initiative, resulting in widespread misunderstandings as to  the nature thereof and disappointment when the first ECIs  were rejected by the Commission;

	
	

	
	


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
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<NumAm>23</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Julia Pitera, Jarosław Wałęsa</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2a. Points out that before action is taken to improve the ECI, there needs to be evidence that shows the real situation, including the numbers of complaints lodged with the Court of Justice; points out that such changes should not be based solely on the personal assessments of individuals or groups of stakeholders;


Or. <Original>{PL}pl</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2a. Stresses that a major simplification and revision of the ECI Regulation needs to focus on measures improving the accessibility to the ECI, both for organisers and for signatories, providing more dynamic and citizen-friendly process, and guaranteeing measures that have greater legal impact of the successful initiatives;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>25</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>József Nagy</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2a. Insist that the Commission effectively implements  the ECI regulation and proceeds for the removal of all administrative burdens encountered by citizens when submitting and following an ECI, and urges the Commission to consider the implementation of a common ECIs' registering system to all members states


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2a. Calls on the Commission to urge Member states to use the ECI Validation Tool for Statements of Support, developed under the Interoperability Solutions for European Public Administrations programme;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2b.  Reports that to date only three initiatives managed to collect one million signatures in at least seven Member States, the first ever initiative was "Right2Water" and the most recent one is "Stop Vivisection ECI"; Regrets that the first two initiatives were not followed-up by a concrete legislative proposal and invites the Commission to adopt more concrete measures with the next successful initiatives;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>28</NumAm>
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	2b. Stresses that, within the scope of the instruments available to enhance participatory democracy across the Union, IT tools should be made available also to regions, thus allowing for greater involvement of citizens in public affairs;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
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</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;
	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; points out that this low percentage is the result of disproportionate requirements, and regrets the fact that, because initiatives have had no legislative impact, and because a number of successful ones have been rejected by the Commission, use of the instrument is being discouraged; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps – including a review of the requirements for an initiative to be deemed successful – to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument, once the ECI Regulation has been revised, may have the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;


Or. <Original>{ES}es</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;
	3. Expresses its concern about the fact that, since 2012, out of 31 registered ECIs only 3 reached the last phase; highlights how the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives is direct consequence of a cumbersome and unnecessarily complex  system as well as discouraging Commission response to successful ECIs; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
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<Article>Paragraph 3</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;
	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; proposes to increase the time span for collection of signatures to 18 months; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>32</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;
	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;
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</Amend>
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;
	3. Expresses its concern about the low percentage of successful initiatives and the dramatic decrease in the number of new initiatives; stresses that the European institutions and the Member States must take all necessary steps to promote the ECI and to foster citizens’ confidence in this tool; believes that if revised the instrument still has the potential to engage the public and to promote dialogue among citizens and between citizens and EU institutions; welcomes the fact that some ECIs have managed to have an impact at local level;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	3a. Considers that the use of regional and minority languages, as defined by the European Charter for Regional or Minority Languages, is a civic right; further stresses that the possibility to use one's mother tongue encourages citizen participation; calls for the inclusion of the use of regional and minority languages in all the activities linked to an ECI;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment
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</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	3a. Notes that if citizens lose their interest and trust in the EU institutions after their successful and widely supported ECIs are neglected by the Commission, the EU is putting its credibility at risk.
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</Amend>
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</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 4</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	4. Considers that the review of the ECI regulation should be used as an opportunity to enhance awareness of the petitions process, explain the distinction between ECIs and petitions and promote a link between them, via harmonised information on the European institutions’ websites and in their advertisement policies;
	4. Considers that the review of the ECI regulation should be also used as an opportunity to underline the main differences between the ECI and the right to petition, whereas this could be done via harmonised information on the European institutions' websites and in their advertisement policies;
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<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
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	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	4. Considers that the review of the ECI regulation should be used as an opportunity to enhance awareness of the petitions process, explain the distinction between ECIs and petitions and promote a link between them, via harmonised information on the European institutions’ websites and in their advertisement policies;
	4. Considers that a review of the ECI regulation should be used as an opportunity to explain the distinction between ECIs and petitions and promote a link between them, via harmonised information on the European institutions’ websites and in their advertisement policies;


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>38</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Notis Marias</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 4 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	4a. Stresses the need for services providing legal advice regarding ECIs and for the adoption of legal framework provisions to protect their members;


Or. <Original>{EL}el</Original>
</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>39</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;
	deleted


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>40</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;
	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly; expresses its concerns with the potential conflict of interests within the fact that the Commission itself has the exclusive responsibility to carry out the initial legal check and asks for this situation to be addressed properly in the future; 


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>41</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;
	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; stresses that the ECI process should be improved in line with the experiences gathered in the practice; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>42</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Demetris Papadakis</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;
	5. Reports that the general public's awareness and knowledge of the ECI among citizens is very low; Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>43</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated some frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;
	5. Regrets the lack of clear information on the ECI instrument at the early stages, which led to a general misconception about its nature and generated frustration when the first ECIs were rejected by the Commission; recalls that the instrument should be simple, clear and user-friendly;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>44</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Demetris Papadakis</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	5a. Recommends that in order to build knowledge and trust in the ECI, the European institutions and Member States need to use every available communication channel,  especially  all relevant European Institutions' social and digital media platforms that have a combined following of many millions of citizens to conduct an ongoing awareness raising campaign to proactively promote ECI with the involvement of EU offices and representations as well as national authorities which should spread the concept of the ECI, and furthermore provide information in different national languages about on-going ECI initiatives;   


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>45</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	5a. Calls on the Commission, in view of the various problems arising, to table as soon as possible a proposal for the revision of Regulation (EU) No 211/2011 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the citizens’ initiative, so as to make the instrument simple, clear and user-friendly and enable it to fulfil its potential more effectively in future;


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>46</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Jérôme Lavrilleux</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	5a. Calls on the Commission to promote the ECI among elected representatives at national and local level so that they can spearhead the democratisation of the ECI, lending support and bringing it closer to the citizens;


Or. <Original>{FR}fr</Original>
</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>47</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 5 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	5b. Appreciates the Commission's efforts in updating its Guide to the European Citizens Initiative, and also in providing information and advice via its Europe Direct Contact Centre; Is of the opinion that more technical, legal and political support is needed to organisers of ECI initiatives in terms of launching and running an initiative, and in particular when drafting their ECI proposal, identifying a legal basis for it, respecting the strict IT requirements or national data protection rules;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>48</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of a physical and online ‘one-stop shop’ providing information, legal advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission’s representations and Parliament’s information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;
	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers including providing multilingual websites, training programmes, educational material and a single set of guidelines on the right and obligation of the ECI organisers and on the administrative procedures through the ECI process; calls for the future establishment of a  'Citizen's Initiative Centre', designed as a one-stop shop support centre for any kind of ECI-related enquiry providing support, information, technical, legal and political advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission's representations and Parliament's information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>49</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of a physical and online ‘one-stop shop’ providing information, legal advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission’s representations and Parliament’s information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;
	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of a physical and online ‘one-stop shop’ providing information, legal advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission’s representations and Parliament’s information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens; requests the Commission to adopt the necessary regulatory provisions in order to provide citizens' committees with a European legal entity;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>50</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marian Harkin</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of a physical and online ‘one-stop shop’ providing information, legal advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission’s representations and Parliament’s information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;
	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of an independent physical and online 'one-stop shop' providing information, legal advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission's representations and Parliament's information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>51</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of a physical and online ‘one-stop shop’ providing information, legal advice, translation services and funding, which could use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission’s representations and Parliament’s information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;
	6. Calls for enhanced inter-institutional cooperation when dealing with ECIs in providing information and support to ECI organisers; calls for the future establishment of a physical and online ‘one-stop shop’ providing information, legal advice and translation services which may use the resources of the point of contact based in the Europe Direct Contact Centre and the Commission’s representations and Parliament’s information offices in the Member States; considers that such a set-up would bring the ECI project closer to citizens;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>52</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Julia Pitera, Jarosław Wałęsa</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	6a. Points out that there is a Commission and Parliament representation in each Member State; points out, furthermore, that the possibility of setting up, in every Member State, an office to deal with citizens’ initiatives would generate additional bureaucratic costs;


Or. <Original>{PL}pl</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>53</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	6a. Invites the Commission to consider different options of providing administrative and financial support to the ECI projects through the existing budget lines of the Europe for Citizens Programme and the Rights, Equality and Citizens Programme;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>54</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	6a. Calls on the Commission to consider uniformly lowering the minimum age to support an ECI to 16, to encourage civic participation of the younger generation in EU affairs;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>55</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Demetris Papadakis</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	6b. Welcomes the European Economic and Social Committee's (EESC) new linguistic service for providing ECI organisers with translation of the ECI submission text in all EU languages for all validated ECIs and calls on the European Commission to propose a long term solution to provide the existing translation services in the institutions to the organisers of ECI initiatives so that translations of ECI texts are provided into all official languages and thus remove one major difficulty for citizens when organising cross-border ECI campaign in all Member States;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>56</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Julia Pitera, Jarosław Wałęsa</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	6b. Points out that the idea of promoting the ECI should not rely on excessive involvement in organising and funding citizens’ initiatives, as this deprives them of their quality of citizenship and makes the European Parliament jointly responsible for the intentions of those behind the initiatives;


Or. <Original>{PL}pl</Original>
</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>57</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 6 c (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	6c. Regrets that when it comes to a refusal to register an ECI, the European Commission is not always very clear in its reasoning, therefore there is a need to provide more robust, consistent and transparent reasons as to why the ECIs are not responded to with a legislative proposal and where possible suggest a redrafting of the ECI or partially accepting the parts that are within the Commission's remit;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>58</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Peter Jahr, Hermann Winkler</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions; calls on the Commission, in cases of only partial legal admissibility, not to rule the entire ECI inadmissible but to inform the applicants exactly which part of the ECI is admissible, thereby enabling them to register it, or even to do so itself automatically, as well as indicating which parts are inadmissible and why; asks the Commission to submit a suitable proposal as part of a review if it believes that a review is the only way in which this can be done;


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>59</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Agrees that the admissibility test at the beginning of the ECI process puts a legal burden on organisers and therefore calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; Is interested in the decision of the European Court of Justice which should clarify whether the Commission applies the admissibility check too rigidly;  Suggests meanwhile to the Commission to take a more flexible approach to the registration process and assist organisers in identifying a legal basis and in framing their proposal; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions such as the preparation of a legal act on successful initiatives within 12 months of their acceptance and in case the Commission does not submit a proposal it needs to provide citizens with justifiable reasons;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>60</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; regrets the reluctance to declare admissible proposed citizens' initiatives where citizens manifest their opposition to the negotiation of international agreements that will become directly or indirectly the basis for a later legal act;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>61</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Encourages the Commission to revise the ECI Regulation with the aim to  ensure a transparent and institutionally balanced decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility, especially with regard to the exclusive role of the Commission;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>62</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; highlights how, among submitted and registered ECIs, a handful of organisers have brought the Commission before the Court of Justice over the misapplication of proper legal test of regulation No 211/2011;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>63</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marian Harkin</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions and where declared inadmissible to ask the Commission to provide reasoning for rejection that is more robust, consistent and comprehensible to the citizen;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>64</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marina Albiol Guzmán, Ángela Vallina</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions and a higher level of involvement;


Or. <Original>{ES}es</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>65</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Svetoslav Hristov Malinov</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions;
	7. Calls on the Commission to ensure transparency in the decision-making process and clarify the procedure for legal admissibility; invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions and legislative proposals;


Or. <Original>{BG}bg</Original>
</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>66</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	7a. Understands stakeholders' concerns with the collection of signatures and in particular when it comes to the different personal data requirements for signatories; Invites the European Commission and Member States to simplify and harmonise personal data requirements and procedures in order to facilitate the process for EU citizens wishing to sign an ECI and to further explore the possibility of creating a simplified voluntary online EU registry where citizens will be able to sign an ECI initiative;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>67</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	7a. Urges the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions, unless the ECI will lose credibility as a democratic mechanism in the eyes of citizens, especially since its stated aim is to enhance the democratic legitimacy of the Union; reiterates that in order to provide proper follow-up to a successful ECI, a parliamentary debate in plenary followed by a vote on the ECI should be allowed; calls therefore on the Commission to modify regulation 211/2011 accordingly;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>68</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	7a. Invites the Commission to respond to successful ECIs with more concrete actions; calls on the Commission to provide more consistent reasoning in the case of ECIs refusal; calls on the Commission to examine the possibility of registering only that part of an initiative which falls within the field of the Commission's legislative powers;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>69</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>József Nagy</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	7a. Stresses that an ECI is an important tool of participatory democracy for making citizens' voices heard in the legislative procedure and that a successful ECI should in principle result in a new Commission legislative proposal, at least when the Commission has committed  itself to doing so, as in the case of the ECI on the Right to Water;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>70</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras, Marlene Mizzi</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	7b. Urges the Commission to respond to each successful ECI with a legislative proposal within 12 months after the submission of the ECI; in case the Commission fails to provide a legislative proposal within this period, the competent committee of the European Parliament will initiate a legislative-initiative report for which the selected rapporteur shall consult the ECI organisers in another hearing; calls on the European Parliament to modify its rules of procedure accordingly;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>71</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	7b. Encourages the institutions to consider the possibility of debating the issues that were raised by not successful ECIs, taking into consideration that they were supported by a significant number of EU citizens;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>72</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 8</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	8. Calls on the Commission to improve the online collection system (OCS) software and make it accessible to persons with disabilities, allow for electronic signatures and for the collection of e-mail addresses, and include the most up-to-date online campaigning features, following the example of other successful online campaigning platforms; calls on the Commission to support the creation of a public ECI application for mobile devices;
	8. Welcomes Commission's efforts to launch and improve the online signature (OCS) collection system; Acknowledges, however, that further efforts are needed to completely redesign and customise the OCS; Calls on the Commission to improve the online collection system (OCS) software and make it accessible to persons with disabilities, allow for electronic signatures and for the collection of e-mail addresses and to link it to the new relevant social and digital media tools, and include the most up-to-date online campaigning features, following the example of other successful online campaigning platforms; calls on the Commission to support the creation of a public ECI application for mobile and smart devices; Suggests as well that the Commission turns this temporarily provided server for the collection of online signatures into a permanent solution of a centralised, user-friendly and free of charge central public online collection platform;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>73</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras, Marlene Mizzi</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 8</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	8. Calls on the Commission to improve the online collection system (OCS) software and make it accessible to persons with disabilities, allow for electronic signatures and for the collection of e-mail addresses, and include the most up-to-date online campaigning features, following the example of other successful online campaigning platforms; calls on the Commission to support the creation of a public ECI application for mobile devices;
	8. Calls on the Commission to improve the online collection system (OCS) software and make it accessible to persons with disabilities, allow for electronic signatures and for the collection of e-mail addresses, and include the most up-to-date online campaigning features, following the example of other successful online campaigning platforms; calls on the Commission to provide the citizens' committees of admissible ECI's access to a permanent free server allowing for the storage the online signatures in compliance with EU data protection standards; encourages the Commission to support the creation of a public ECI application for mobile devices;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>74</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 8</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	8. Calls on the Commission to improve the online collection system (OCS) software and make it accessible to persons with disabilities, allow for electronic signatures and for the collection of e-mail addresses, and include the most up-to-date online campaigning features, following the example of other successful online campaigning platforms; calls on the Commission to support the creation of a public ECI application for mobile devices;
	8. Calls on the Commission to improve and simplify the Online Collection System (OCS) software and make it accessible to persons with disabilities, allow for electronic signatures and for the collection of e-mail addresses, and include the most up-to-date online campaigning features, following the example of other successful online campaigning platforms; calls on the Commission to support the development of an open source dedicated ECI software for mobile devices;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>75</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 8 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	8a. Invites the Commission to revise the ECI regulation to clarify when the period of collecting signatures will start and proposes that this should be when the OCS certification is completed;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>76</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Demetris Papadakis Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 8 b (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	8b. Reiterates that every citizen has the right to participate in the democratic life of the Union by way of a European citizens' initiative and calls for actions at European and national levels to ensure that specific groups of people such as European citizens living abroad, disabled or older people are not denied their right to sign an initiative; urges the Commission and Member States to implement simpler and uniform online and offline signature collection rules to ensure that all EU citizens can support an ECI;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>77</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 8 c (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	8c. Recalls PETI position that in order to encourage the civic participation of the younger generation in EU affairs on important topics such as jobs, education or the environment there is a need in the context of the ECI to uniformly lower the age limit to 16;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>78</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Daniel Hannan</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 9</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	9. Invites the Commission to examine proposals relating to the creation of a European identity card, which should also meet the requirements of the regulation on the citizens’ initiative for gathering signatures;
	deleted


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>79</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 9</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	9. Invites the Commission to examine proposals relating to the creation of a European identity card, which should also meet the requirements of the regulation on the citizens’ initiative for gathering signatures;
	deleted


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>80</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 9</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	9. Invites the Commission to examine proposals relating to the creation of a European identity card, which should also meet the requirements of the regulation on the citizens’ initiative for gathering signatures;
	deleted


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>81</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 9</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	9. Invites the Commission to examine proposals relating to the creation of a European identity card, which should also meet the requirements of the regulation on the citizens’ initiative for gathering signatures;
	9. Considers that the requirement to provide with the ID number to support a Citizens' Initiative should be eliminated as it generates differences in treatment of citizens depending on the Member State; invites the Commission to examine proposals relating to the creation of a European identity card, which should also meet the requirements of the regulation on the citizens’ initiative for gathering signatures;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>82</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Daniel Hannan</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 10</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	10. Calls on the Commission to come forward with proposals concerning the establishment of a complete electoral list of its citizens; 
	deleted


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>83</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 10</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	10. Calls on the Commission to come forward with proposals concerning the establishment of a complete electoral list of its citizens;
	deleted


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>84</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 10</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	10. Calls on the Commission to come forward with proposals concerning the establishment of a complete electoral list of its citizens;
	10. Calls on the Commission to come forward with proposals concerning the establishment of a complete electoral list of its citizens; proposes to lower the minimum age threshold for being entitled to support an ECI to 16 years;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>85</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras, Marlene Mizzi</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 10 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	10a. Considers it crucial for a proper use of this participative democracy tool by citizens and in order to prevent its possible abuse by other sort of private interests, to increase the transparency and the quality of checks on the funding and sponsorship of ECIs;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>86</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Gabriele Preuß</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 11</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	11. Invites the Commission to consider in the future revision of the regulation the proposal for allowing ECIs that require treaty amendments according to Article 48 TFEU;
	deleted


Or. <Original>{DE}de</Original>
</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>87</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 11</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	11. Invites the Commission to consider in the future revision of the regulation the proposal for allowing ECIs that require treaty amendments according to Article 48 TFEU;
	11. Invites the Commission, in light of the up-coming judgment of the European Court of Justice to clarify whether the EU citizens have the same powers as the European Parliament to propose Treaty amendments and to consider in the future revision of the regulation the proposal for allowing ECIs that require treaty amendments according to Article 48 TFEU;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>88</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Beatriz Becerra Basterrechea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 11</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	11. Invites the Commission to consider in the future revision of the regulation the proposal for allowing ECIs that require treaty amendments according to Article 48 TFEU;
	11. Invites the Commission to consider in the future revision of the regulation the proposal for allowing ECIs that require treaty amendments according to Article 48 of the Treaty on European Union;


Or. <Original>{ES}es</Original>
</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>89</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 11 a (new)</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	
	11a. Welcomes the proposal of the European Economic and Social Committee to provide free translations of the ECIs texts in order to reduce burdens of organising an ECI;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>90</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Marlene Mizzi, Soledad Cabezón Ruiz, Jude Kirton-Darling, Andrea Cozzolino, Demetris Papadakis</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 12</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens.
	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens, after which the relevant Committee should issue an own initiative report followed by a discussion and vote on each successful ECI in full plenum;  invites the European Parliament to further explore the possibilities of organising hearings for initiatives that haven't reached the one million signatures but have more than half of the required signatures;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>91</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Josep-Maria Terricabras</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 12</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens.
	12. Stresses the importance in terms of participative democracy of having properly organised hearings in the European Parliament concerning successful ECIs; recalls that the hearings are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens, in order to ensure consistency and a fair and equal treatment across hearings of different ECIs;


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>92</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Eleonora Evi, Marco Affronte, Fabio Massimo Castaldo, Laura Agea</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 12</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens.
	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens; notes that the ECI citizens' committee should receive reimbursement to participate in the hearings for all its members (i.e. one for each Member state represented instead of currently three).


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>93</NumAm>
<RepeatBlock-By><Members>Pál Csáky, Peter Jahr</Members>
</RepeatBlock-By>
<DocAmend>Draft opinion</DocAmend>
<Article>Point 12</Article>
	

	Draft opinion
	Amendment

	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens.
	12. Recalls that hearings concerning successful ECIs are currently organised by the competent committee, according to the subject of the ECI, with the Committee on Petitions associated; proposes that the Committee on Petitions should take over the role of organising hearings with the participation of interested stakeholders, as a neutral forum with the greatest experience in dealing with citizens.


Or. <Original>{EN}en</Original>
</Amend></RepeatBlock-Amend>
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