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Amendment 2
Terry Reintke
Rapporteur

Report A9-0139/2022
Terry Reintke
Commission’s 2021 Rule of Law Report
(2021/2180(INI))

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 57

Motion for a resolution Amendment

57. Considers that the annual report is 
the most appropriate place to dedicate a 
section to the conducting of relevant 
analysis under the Rule of Law 
Conditionality Regulation; urges the 
Commission to launch the procedure 
enshrined in Article 6(1) of the Regulation 
at least in the cases of Poland and 
Hungary; recalls that the applicability, 
purpose and scope of the Regulation are 
clearly defined and do not need to be 
supported by further explanations; 
condemns the Commission’s decision to 
continue to draft guidelines even after the 
CJEU ruling confirming the legality and 
validity of the Regulation; calls on the 
Commission to ensure, possibly by means 
of a legislative proposal, that application of 
Article 6 of the Rule of Law Conditionality 
Regulation does not directly or indirectly 
affect citizens, given that those responsible 
for breaches of the rule of law are 
government representatives or heads of 
state, and that those funds remaining in the 
consolidated Union budget may be 
accessed directly by local public 
institutions or private entities; calls on the 
Commission to apply the Common 
Provisions Regulation and the Financial 
Regulation more stringently in order to 
tackle the discriminatory use of EU funds, 
in particular any use of a politically 
motivated nature and to explore the full 

57. Considers that the annual report is 
the most appropriate place to dedicate a 
section to the conducting of relevant 
analysis under the Rule of Law 
Conditionality Regulation; takes note of 
the fact that on 27 April 2022, the 
Commission finally started the formal 
procedure against Hungary under the 
Rule of Law Conditionality Regulation by 
sending a written notification; urges the 
Commission to launch the procedure 
enshrined in Article 6(1) of the Regulation 
also at least in the case of Poland; recalls 
that the applicability, purpose and scope of 
the Regulation are clearly defined and do 
not need to be supported by further 
explanations; condemns the Commission’s 
decision to continue to draft guidelines 
even after the CJEU ruling confirming the 
legality and validity of the Regulation; 
calls on the Commission to ensure, 
possibly by means of a legislative proposal, 
that application of Article 6 of the Rule of 
Law Conditionality Regulation does not 
directly or indirectly affect citizens, given 
that those responsible for breaches of the 
rule of law are government representatives 
or heads of state, and that those funds 
remaining in the consolidated Union 
budget may be accessed directly by local 
public institutions or private entities; calls 
on the Commission to apply the Common 
Provisions Regulation and the Financial 
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potential of those instruments and the Rule 
of Law Conditionality Regulation to 
protect democracy, the rule law and 
fundamental rights, thereby ensuring that 
Union funds are not used for initiatives that 
do not comply with the Union values 
enshrined in Article 2 TEU, while 
respecting the interests of final 
beneficiaries which are not government 
entities;

Regulation more stringently in order to 
tackle the discriminatory use of EU funds, 
in particular any use of a politically 
motivated nature and to explore the full 
potential of those instruments and the Rule 
of Law Conditionality Regulation to 
protect democracy, the rule law and 
fundamental rights, thereby ensuring that 
Union funds are not used for initiatives that 
do not comply with the Union values 
enshrined in Article 2 TEU, while 
respecting the interests of final 
beneficiaries which are not government 
entities;
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