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Amendment   1 

Ryszard Czarnecki, Notis Marias 

 

Proposal for a decision 1 

Paragraph 1 

 
Proposal for a decision Amendment 

1. Grants the Executive Director of 

the ECSEL Joint Undertaking discharge 

in respect of the implementation of the 

Joint Undertaking’s budget for the 

financial year 2015 / Postpones its 

decision on granting the Executive Director 

of the ECSEL Joint Undertaking discharge 

in respect of the implementation of the 

Joint Undertaking’s budget for the 

financial year 2015; 

1. Postpones its decision on granting 

the Executive Director of the ECSEL Joint 

Undertaking discharge in respect of the 

implementation of the Joint Undertaking’s 

budget for the financial year 2015; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   2 

Ryszard Czarnecki, Notis Marias 

 

Proposal for a decision 2 

Paragraph 1 

 
Proposal for a decision Amendment 

1. Approves the closure of the 

accounts of the ECSEL Joint 

Undertaking for the financial year 2015 / 

Postpones the closure of the accounts of 

the ECSEL Joint Undertaking for the 

financial year 2015; 

1. Postpones the closure of the 

accounts of the ECSEL Joint Undertaking 

for the financial year 2015; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   3 

Brian Hayes 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 4 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 
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4. Notes that the Court issued a 

qualified opinion on the legality and 

regularity of the transactions underlying 

the annual accounts on the grounds of the 

administrative agreements signed with the 

National Funding Authorities (NFAs) 

regarding ex-post audits of project 

payments and the fact that the Joint 

Undertaking audit strategies relied heavily 

on the NFAs; 

4. Regrets that the Court has once 

again only issued a qualified opinion on 

the legality and regularity of the 

transactions underlying the annual 

accounts on the grounds of the 

administrative agreements signed with the 

National Funding Authorities (NFAs) 

regarding ex-post audits of project 

payments and the fact that the Joint 

Undertaking audit strategies relied heavily 

on the NFAs; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   4 

Brian Hayes 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 5 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

5. Notes that the Court's report finds 

that it was impossible for the Joint 

Undertaking to calculate a reliable 

weighted error rate or a residual error rate 

because of the significant variation in the 

methodologies and procedures used by the 

NFAs and thus the Court could not 

conclude whether ex-post audits were 

functioning effectively and whether this 

key control provided sufficient assurance 

as to the legality and regularity of the 

underlying transactions for Seventh 

Framework Programme projects; 

recognises that the issue is related to the 

Seventh Framework Programme legal 

framework setup and thus not caused by 

the Joint Undertaking’s performance; 

5. Expresses concern that the Court's 

report finds that it was impossible for the 

Joint Undertaking to calculate a reliable 

weighted error rate or a residual error rate 

because of the significant variation in the 

methodologies and procedures used by the 

NFAs and thus the Court could not 

conclude whether ex-post audits were 

functioning effectively and whether this 

key control provided sufficient assurance 

as to the legality and regularity of the 

underlying transactions for Seventh 

Framework Programme projects; 

recognises that the issue is related to the 

Seventh Framework Programme legal 

framework setup and thus not caused by 

the Joint Undertaking’s performance; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   5 

Brian Hayes 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 10 
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Motion for a resolution Amendment 

10. Notes that the 28 Participating 

States were required to make a financial 

contribution to the operational costs of the 

Joint Undertaking proportional to the 

Union’s financial contribution; notes 

furthermore that so far 11 Participating 

States declared payments in total amount 

of EUR 15 800 000; 

10. Regrets that the 28 Participating 

States were required to make a financial 

contribution to the operational costs of the 

Joint Undertaking proportional to the 

Union’s financial contribution; notes 

furthermore that so far only 11 

Participating States declared payments in 

total amount of EUR 15 800 000; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   6 

Miroslav Poche 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 11 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

11. Takes note that the other 

Participating States were expected by the 

Joint Undertaking to make in-kind 

contributions amounting to at least EUR 1 

657 500 000 and that it estimated the 

amount of the in-kind contributions of the 

Private Members for 2015 to EUR 58 700 

000; accepts in this respect that the 

Commission issued guidelines in 2016 

allowing the financial contribution to the 

projects to be determined at the end of the 

project when the Private Members can 

calculate their respective in-kind 

contributions; notes furthermore that at the 

end of 2015 the contributions in cash by 

the Private Members to the administrative 

costs of the Joint Undertaking amounted to 

EUR 3 600 000; 

11. Takes note that the Private 

Members were expected to make in-kind 

contributions amounting to at least EUR 1 

657 500 000 and that the estimated amount 

of the in-kind contributions of the private 

members for 2015 was EUR 58 700 000; 

accepts in this respect that the Commission 

issued guidelines in 2016 allowing the 

financial contribution to the projects to be 

determined at the end of the project when 

the private members can calculate their 

respective in-kind contributions; notes 

furthermore that at the end of 2015 the 

contributions in cash by the private 

members to the administrative costs of the 

Joint Undertaking amounted to EUR 3 600 

000; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   7 

Zigmantas Balčytis 

 

Motion for a resolution 



PE599.871v01-00 6/7 AM\1118254EN.docx 

EN 

Paragraph 12 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

12. Notes that ex-ante control 

procedures based on financial and 

operational desk reviews were set up by the 

Joint Undertaking and that it was 

developing ex-post audits of beneficiaries 

of Horizon 2020 grants; 

12. Notes that ex-ante control 

procedures based on financial and 

operational desk reviews were set up by the 

Joint Undertaking; notes that these checks 

are key tools for assessing the legality and 

regularity of operations and that the Joint 

Undertaking was developing ex-post 

audits of beneficiaries of Horizon 2020 

grants; 

Or. lt 

 

Amendment   8 

Brian Hayes 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 15 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

15. Notes that the main decisions 

adopted by the Governing Board of the 

Joint Undertaking included decisions on 

an anti-fraud strategy, the Staff 

Regulations and a comprehensive conflict 

of interests policy; 

deleted 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   9 

Petri Sarvamaa, Brian Hayes 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 16 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

16. Notes that in 2015 the Internal 

Audit Services (IAS) performed a risk 

assessment of the Joint Undertaking and 

that as a result it identified two ‘high 

impact/high risk areas’ administrative 

processes (namely, its risk management 

16. Notes that in 2015 the Internal 

Audit Services (IAS) performed a risk 

assessment of the Joint Undertaking, and is 

concerned that as a result it identified two 

‘high impact/high risk areas’ 

administrative processes (namely, its risk 
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and anti-fraud strategy) and two ‘high 

risk/high impact area’ operational 

processes (namely, ex-post controls and the 

coordination/implementation of CSC 

tools); 

management and anti-fraud strategy) and 

two ‘high risk/high impact area’ 

operational processes (namely, ex-post 

controls and the 

coordination/implementation of CSC 

tools); welcomes, however, the Joint 

Undertaking's already implemented and 

ongoing efforts to mitigate these risks; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   10 

Zigmantas Balčytis 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 17 a (new) 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 17a. Notes that in 2016 the Joint 

Undertaking pledged to 

continue pursuing actions to improve the 

internal control environment, as laid 

down in the internal fraud prevention 

strategy;. 

Or. lt 

 

Amendment   11 

Zigmantas Balčytis 

 

Motion for a resolution 

Paragraph 18 a (new) 

 
Motion for a resolution Amendment 

 18a. Notes that the Joint Undertaking 

has not yet thoroughly analysed the new 

measures introduced by the updated 

Research Anti-Fraud Strategy; 

Or. lt 

 


