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Amendment 1
Ryszard Czarnecki, Ryszard Antoni Legutko, Raffaele Fitto, Joachim Stanisław 
Brudziński, Patryk Jaki

Proposal for a decision 1
Paragraph 1

Proposal for a decision Amendment

1. Grants the Director of the European 
Joint Undertaking for ITER and the 
Development of Fusion Energy discharge 
in respect of the implementation of the 
joint undertaking’s budget for the financial 
year 2018 / Postpones its decision on 
granting the Director of the European 
Joint Undertaking for ITER and the 
Development of Fusion Energy discharge 
in respect of the implementation of the 
joint undertaking’s budget for the 
financial year 2018;

1. Grants the Director of the European 
Joint Undertaking for ITER and the 
Development of Fusion Energy discharge 
in respect of the implementation of the 
joint undertaking’s budget for the financial 
year 2018;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Notes that in March 2017, the 
United Kingdom notified the Council of its 
decision to withdraw from the Union and 
Euratom; notes with concern that this may 
have a significant effect on the post-2020 
activities of the Joint Undertaking and the 
ITER project;

5. Notes that in March 2017, the 
United Kingdom notified the Council of its 
decision to withdraw from the Union and 
Euratom; notes with concern that this may 
have effects on the post-2020 activities of 
the Joint Undertaking and the ITER 
project;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Ryszard Antoni Legutko, Ryszard Czarnecki
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Highlights the fact that in addition 
to the construction phase, the Joint 
Undertaking will have to contribute to the 
ITER operational phase after 2035 and to 
the subsequent ITER deactivation and 
decommissioning phases; takes note that 
the contribution to the deactivation and the 
decommissioning phases were estimated at 
EUR 95 540 000 and EUR 180 200 000; is 
concerned that the contribution for the 
operational phase has not yet been 
estimated; takes note of the Joint 
Undertaking’s reply that reports its 
estimated cost for the period until end-
2035; moreover, the ITER project will 
continue to operate until 2042, the date of 
the end of the ITER Agreement and EU 
will continue to contribute to the ITER 
costs until then; notes that these additional 
costs comprise the final one year of cash 
contributions towards the Operations Phase 
and Decommissioning Phase and the full 
costs of the Deactivation Phase;

7. Highlights the fact that in addition 
to the construction phase, the Joint 
Undertaking will have to contribute to the 
ITER operational phase after 2035 and to 
the subsequent ITER deactivation and 
decommissioning phases; takes note that 
the contribution to the deactivation and the 
decommissioning phases were estimated at 
EUR 95 540 000 and EUR 180 200 000; 
the ITER project will continue to operate 
until 2042, the date of the end of the ITER 
Agreement and EU will continue to 
contribute to the ITER costs until then; 
notes that these additional costs comprise 
the final one year of cash contributions 
towards the Operations Phase and 
Decommissioning Phase and the full costs 
of the Deactivation Phase;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Maria Grapini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Highlights the fact that in addition 
to the construction phase, the Joint 
Undertaking will have to contribute to the 
ITER operational phase after 2035 and to 
the subsequent ITER deactivation and 
decommissioning phases; takes note that 
the contribution to the deactivation and the 
decommissioning phases were estimated at 
EUR 95 540 000 and EUR 180 200 000; is 

7. Highlights the fact that in addition 
to the construction phase, the Joint 
Undertaking will have to contribute to the 
ITER operational phase after 2035 and to 
the subsequent ITER deactivation and 
decommissioning phases; takes note that 
the contribution to the deactivation and the 
decommissioning phases were estimated at 
EUR 95 540 000 and EUR 180 200 000; 
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concerned that the contribution for the 
operational phase has not yet been 
estimated; takes note of the Joint 
Undertaking’s reply that reports its 
estimated cost for the period until end-
2035; moreover, the ITER project will 
continue to operate until 2042, the date of 
the end of the ITER Agreement and EU 
will continue to contribute to the ITER 
costs until then; notes that these additional 
costs comprise the final one year of cash 
contributions towards the Operations Phase 
and Decommissioning Phase and the full 
costs of the Deactivation Phase;

takes note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply 
that reports its estimated cost for the period 
until end-2035; moreover, the ITER project 
will continue to operate until 2042, the date 
of the end of the ITER Agreement and EU 
will continue to contribute to the ITER 
costs until then; notes that these additional 
costs comprise the final one year of cash 
contributions towards the Operations Phase 
and Decommissioning Phase and the full 
costs of the Deactivation Phase;

Or. ro

Amendment 5
Tomáš Zdechovský

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Notes that there remains a risk of 
further cost increases and delays in project 
implementation compared to current 
approved baseline; although positive steps 
have been taken to improve management 
and control of the Joint Undertaking’s 
contribution to the project construction 
phase;

8. Notes that there remains a risk of 
further cost increases and delays in project 
implementation compared to current 
approved baseline; although positive steps 
have been taken to improve management 
and control of the Joint Undertaking’s 
contribution to the project construction 
phase; calls upon the Joint Undertaking 
not to exceed the current approved 
baseline for total costs of the project;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Markus Pieper, Tomáš Zdechovský

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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8 a. Notes that effective 
communication is an essential component 
of successful EU-financed projects. 
Deems it important to increase the 
visibility of the achievements of the Joint 
Undertaking, and the dissemination of 
information on the value added. Calls 
upon the Joint Undertaking to pursue a 
proactive communications policy 
disseminating the results of its research to 
the general public, e.g. via social media or 
other media outlets, and thus aiming to 
raise public awareness of the impact of 
EU support, with particular regard to 
market uptake.

Or. en

Amendment 7
Michèle Rivasi
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8 a. Calls on the Commission and the 
Court to undertake a performance audit 
of the global ITER programme to assess 
the project and evaluate its added value in 
the context of climate emergency; 
evaluating cost-effectiveness of the ITER 
programme will help to weigh up on the 
one hand the objectives, risks and the 
technical progress and on the other hand 
the overall cost of the project;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 b (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8 b. Asks the Court to assess the 
soundness and reliability of the 
methodology for calculating and valuing 
in-kind contributions. The assessment 
shall evaluate the design and the 
robustness of the guidance for the 
implementation of the in-kind 
contribution procedure in order to assist 
in the planning, reporting and 
certification process of the in-kind 
contributions.

Or. en

Amendment 9
Martina Dlabajová, Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Regrets that, due to serious 
shortcoming in the budget planning process 
in 2017, the payment appropriations finally 
needed in 2017 and 2018 significantly 
exceeded the payment appropriations of the 
initial budget; observes that the additional 
payment appropriations needed by the Joint 
Undertaking amounted to EUR 160 700 
000, 25% above the initial budget; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking is grateful to 
Euratom for the additional contribution to 
the 2018 budget, the joint Undertaking 
would also like to report that the lack of 
payment appropriations would not have 
had any impact neither risk, as EUR 137 
000 000 were paid to ITER organization as 
advance on the 2019-in cash contribution; 
notes that the payment forecasting system 
has been totally redesigned and integrated 
in the new financial management tool, and 
this with the new organisational structure 
ensures a correct budgetary planning is in 
place and has already been used to 

10. Regrets that, due to shortcoming in 
the budget planning process in 2017, the 
payment appropriations finally needed in 
2017 and 2018 significantly exceeded the 
payment appropriations of the initial 
budget; observes that the additional 
payment appropriations needed by the Joint 
Undertaking amounted to EUR 160 700 
000, 25% above the initial budget; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking is grateful to 
Euratom for the additional contribution to 
the 2018 budget, the joint Undertaking 
would also like to report that the lack of 
payment appropriations would not have 
had any impact neither risk, as EUR 137 
000 000 were paid to ITER organization as 
advance on the 2019-in cash contribution; 
notes that the payment forecasting system 
has been totally redesigned and integrated 
in the new financial management tool, and 
this with the new organisational structure 
ensures a correct budgetary planning is in 
place and has already been used to 
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determine the revenue of the 2019 budget; determine the revenue of the 2019 budget;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Regrets that, due to serious 
shortcoming in the budget planning 
process in 2017, the payment 
appropriations finally needed in 2017 and 
2018 significantly exceeded the payment 
appropriations of the initial budget; 
observes that the additional payment 
appropriations needed by the Joint 
Undertaking amounted to EUR 160 700 
000, 25% above the initial budget; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking is grateful to 
Euratom for the additional contribution to 
the 2018 budget, the joint Undertaking 
would also like to report that the lack of 
payment appropriations would not have 
had any impact neither risk, as EUR 137 
000 000 were paid to ITER organization as 
advance on the 2019-in cash contribution; 
notes that the payment forecasting system 
has been totally redesigned and integrated 
in the new financial management tool, and 
this with the new organisational structure 
ensures a correct budgetary planning is in 
place and has already been used to 
determine the revenue of the 2019 budget;

10. Notes that, due to shortcomings in 
the budget planning process in 2017, the 
payment appropriations finally needed in 
2017 and 2018 exceeded the payment 
appropriations of the initial budget; 
observes that the additional payment 
appropriations needed by the Joint 
Undertaking amounted to EUR 160 700 
000, 25% above the initial budget; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking is grateful to 
Euratom for the additional contribution to 
the 2018 budget, the joint Undertaking 
would also like to report that the lack of 
payment appropriations would not have 
had any impact neither risk, as EUR 137 
000 000 were paid to ITER organization as 
advance on the 2019-in cash contribution; 
notes that the payment forecasting system 
has been totally redesigned and integrated 
in the new financial management tool, and 
this with the new organisational structure 
ensures a correct budgetary planning is in 
place and has already been used to 
determine the revenue of the 2019 budget;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Notes that out of EUR 706 200 000 
available for commitment appropriations, 
of which 98,4 % was implemented through 
direct individual commitments (96,5% in 
2017);

11. Welcomes that out of EUR 706 200 
000 available for commitment 
appropriations, 98,4 % was implemented 
through direct individual commitments 
(96,5% in 2017);

Or. en

Amendment 12
Maria Grapini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Observes that in 2018 the Joint 
Undertaking made a regulation payment 
transferring EUR 1 000 000 of already 
authorised and verified payments relating 
to staff duty travel costs from the 
administrative budget to the operational 
budget; however, the budget principle of 
specification was not respected by the 
regularisation payment; takes note of the 
Joint Undertaking’s reply that considers 
that the payment of regularization 
implemented for a global amount and 
undifferentiated items was not the optimum 
tool for the assignment of expenditure due 
to its perceived lack of transparency; 
however, notes that in the course of 2019 
the Commercial Department will improve 
transparency;

13. Observes that in 2018 the Joint 
Undertaking made a regulation payment 
transferring EUR 1 000 000 of already 
authorised and verified payments relating 
to staff duty travel costs from the 
administrative budget to the operational 
budget; however, the budget principle of 
specification was not respected by the 
regularisation payment; takes note of the 
Joint Undertaking’s reply that considers 
that the payment of regularization 
implemented for a global amount and 
undifferentiated items was not the optimum 
tool for the assignment of expenditure due 
to its perceived lack of transparency; 
however, expects that the improvements 
achieved in the course of 2019 by the 
Commercial Department will be confirmed 
by the Court in its 2019 annual report;

Or. ro

Amendment 13
Maria Grapini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Notes that, in 2018, F4E achieved 
six of the ITER Council and Governing 
Board milestones set for that year, with a 
scheduled performance index of 93%, 
compared with 91% in 2017, 70% in 2016 
and 75% in 2015; notes also the 
announcement of the ITER 
Organisation in December 2018 
confirming that 60% of total scheduled 
construction work for the 2025 First 
Plasma (compared to 50% in 2017) had 
been completed;

Or. ro

Amendment 14
Martina Dlabajová, Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Notes from the Court’ report that 
the Director’s decision to change the place 
of employment of a newly recruited senior 
manager from Barcelona to Cadarache was 
not supported by adequate documentation 
to justify the additional salary costs due to 
the different correction coefficient; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking recognizes that the 
change on the place was not adequately 
documented as it was in the power of 
Appointing Authority; observes that the 
Joint Undertaking was facing with EUR 
200 000 000 Poloidal Field (PF) coils 
project which was a serious risk; therefore, 
the Director decided to ask the candidate to 
immediately start in Cadarache to assure its 
full attention on the PF crisis;

14. Notes from the Court’ report that 
the Director’s decision to change the place 
of employment of a newly recruited senior 
manager from Barcelona to Cadarache was 
not supported by adequate documentation 
to justify the additional salary costs due to 
the different correction coefficient; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking recognizes that the 
change on the place was not adequately 
documented as it was in the power of 
Appointing Authority; observes that the 
Joint Undertaking was facing some risks in 
the Poloidal Field (PF) coils project that 
required attention from a senior manager; 
therefore, the Director decided to ask the 
candidate to immediately start in 
Cadarache to assure its full attention on the 
PF crisis;

Or. en
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Amendment 15
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Notes from the Court’ report that 
the Director’s decision to change the place 
of employment of a newly recruited senior 
manager from Barcelona to Cadarache was 
not supported by adequate documentation 
to justify the additional salary costs due to 
the different correction coefficient; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
the Joint Undertaking recognizes that the 
change on the place was not adequately 
documented as it was in the power of 
Appointing Authority; observes that the 
Joint Undertaking was facing with EUR 
200 000 000 Poloidal Field (PF) coils 
project which was a serious risk; therefore, 
the Director decided to ask the candidate to 
immediately start in Cadarache to assure its 
full attention on the PF crisis;

14. Notes from the Court’ report that 
the Director’s decision to change the place 
of employment of a newly recruited senior 
manager from Barcelona to Cadarache was 
not supported by adequate documentation 
to justify the additional salary costs due to 
the different correction coefficient; 
welcomes that the Joint Undertaking 
recognizes in its reply that the change on 
the place was not adequately documented 
as it was in the power of the Appointing 
Authority; observes that the Joint 
Undertaking was facing with EUR 200 000 
000 Poloidal Field (PF) coils project which 
was a serious risk; therefore, the Director 
decided to ask the candidate to 
immediately start in Cadarache to assure its 
full attention on the PF crisis;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Tomáš Zdechovský, Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Observes that at the end of 2018, 
the Joint Undertaking was still using the 
ITER credit system to monitor the 
progress of its project, although the 
external experts appointed by the Joint 
Undertaking Governing board 
recommended the introduction of an 
Earned Value Management (EVM) 
system; notes that in 2018 the experts 

15. Notes with satisfaction that the 
Joint Undertaking has implemented the 
Earned Value Management instead of the 
ITER credit system to monitor the project 
progress based on the Ad-Hoc Group 
proposal, the results of which are now 
being routinely submitted;
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requested again the implementation of a 
performance measurement system instead 
of ITER credits; as a results, the 
Governing Board appointed an internal 
Ad-Hoc Group with the task of reviewing 
the performance reporting; takes note of 
the Joint Undertaking’s reply that it 
worked extensively with the Ad-Hoc 
Group (AHG), which concluded with a 
proposal for a new EVM system and was 
endorsed in April 2019; notes with 
satisfaction that the Joint Undertaking has 
implemented the EVM system based on the 
AHG proposal but the results of which are 
now being routinely submitted;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Martina Dlabajová, Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15 a. Notes the progress on the ITER 
construction regarding completetion of 
the huge bio-shield encircling the 
Tokamak Pit and the installement of the 
first components in the Tokamak 
Complex;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Maria Grapini

Motion for a resolution
Subheading 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Personal selection and recruitment Staff and recruitment

Or. ro
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Amendment 19
Tomáš Zdechovský

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Notes with regret that significant 
shortcomings were found by the Court in 
relation to the recruitment of key 
management staff; takes note of the Joint 
Undertaking’s reply that following the 
Court finding and using the Six Sigma 
methology to analyse, identify and 
implement the enhancements, the Joint 
Undertaking furthered the robustness of its 
selection process and additional on-going 
measures;

17. Notes with regret that significant 
shortcomings were found by the Court in 
relation to the recruitment of key 
management staff; takes note of the Joint 
Undertaking’s reply that following the 
Court finding and using the Six Sigma 
methodology to analyse, identify and 
implement the enhancements, the Joint 
Undertaking furthered the robustness of its 
selection process and additional on-going 
measures; asks the Joint Undertaking to 
avoid any future irregularities and 
shortcomings;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Notes with regret that significant 
shortcomings were found by the Court in 
relation to the recruitment of key 
management staff; takes note of the Joint 
Undertaking’s reply that following the 
Court finding and using the Six Sigma 
methology to analyse, identify and 
implement the enhancements, the Joint 
Undertaking furthered the robustness of its 
selection process and additional on-going 
measures;

17. Notes that shortcomings were 
found by the Court in relation to the 
recruitment of key management staff; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
following the Court finding and using the 
Six Sigma methology to analyse, identify 
and implement the enhancements, the Joint 
Undertaking furthered the robustness of its 
selection process and additional on-going 
measures;

Or. en



PE645.084v01-00 14/17 AM\1195917EN.docx

EN

Amendment 21
Martina Dlabajová, Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Notes with regret that significant 
shortcomings were found by the Court in 
relation to the recruitment of key 
management staff; takes note of the Joint 
Undertaking’s reply that following the 
Court finding and using the Six Sigma 
methology to analyse, identify and 
implement the enhancements, the Joint 
Undertaking furthered the robustness of its 
selection process and additional on-going 
measures;

17. Notes with regret that shortcomings 
were found by the Court in relation to the 
recruitment of key management staff; takes 
note of the Joint Undertaking’s reply that 
following the Court finding and using the 
Six Sigma methology to analyse, identify 
and implement the enhancements, the Joint 
Undertaking furthered the robustness of its 
selection process and additional on-going 
measures;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Maria Grapini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Notes that, at the end of 2018, F4E 
has 162 women and 284 men on its 
establishment plan, with men occupying 
the majority of posts in three out of the 
five staff categories, while over 50% of 
EU contract agents and officials in 
assistant posts are women; notes also that 
22 EU nationals are present in the F4E 
Joint Undertaking coming mainly from 
three countries, with one staff member 
from each of four countries; urges F4E to 
seek balanced geographical 
representation, while acknowledging that 
this depends on applicants for vacancies 
or those responding to requests for 
expression of interest;
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Or. ro

Amendment 23
Ryszard Antoni Legutko, Ryszard Czarnecki

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Observes that the European Court 
of Justice delivered its judgement on 
January 2018, annulling the results of the 
selection procedure including the persons 
hired from the reserve list; however the 
joint Undertaking in April 2018 submitted 
its appeal to the Court, contesting the 
decisions to annul the reserve list and the 
decisions to hire the candidates; notes 
that the Advocate General delivered his 
opinion in January 2019 and he agrees 
with the joint Undertaking arguments and 
suggests to the Court to annul the General 
Court’s judgement in its part which 
annulled the hiring decisions but not the 
reserve list; however, points out that the 
Court will deliver its judgment on the 
appeal;

19. Observes that the European Court 
of Justice has annulled the results of one 
of the Joint Undertaking’s selection 
procedures including the persons hired 
from the reserve list;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Tomáš Zdechovský

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Observes that the European Court 
of Justice delivered its judgement on 
January 2018, annulling the results of the 
selection procedure including the persons 
hired from the reserve list; however the 
joint Undertaking in April 2018 submitted 
its appeal to the Court, contesting the 

19. Observes that the European Court 
of Justice delivered its judgement on 
January 2018, annulling the results of the 
selection procedure including the persons 
hired from the reserve list; however the 
joint Undertaking in April 2018 submitted 
its appeal to the Court, contesting the 
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decisions to annul the reserve list and the 
decisions to hire the candidates; notes that 
the Advocate General delivered his opinion 
in January 2019 and he agrees with the 
joint Undertaking arguments and suggests 
to the Court to annul the General Court’s 
judgement in its part which annulled the 
hiring decisions but not the reserve list; 
however, points out that the Court will 
deliver its judgment on the appeal;

decisions to annul the reserve list and the 
decisions to hire the candidates; notes that 
the Advocate General delivered his opinion 
in January 2019 and he agrees with the 
joint Undertaking arguments and suggests 
to the Court to annul the General Court’s 
judgement in its part which annulled the 
hiring decisions but not the reserve list; 
however, points out that the Court will 
deliver its judgment on the appeal; asks the 
Joint Undertaking to comply with the 
rules of selection procedure in order to 
avoid any future accusations and legal 
cases;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Markus Pieper

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Notes with regret that significant 
shortcomings in the internal 
communication strategies did not ensure 
the dissemination of appropriate 
information on the estimated costs of the 
decommissioning phase within the 
organisation and, therefore, the Joint 
Undertaking disclosed no provision for 
such liability in the accounts of the 
previous years, which have been estimated 
in EUR 85 200 000; however, takes note of 
the Joint Undertaking’s reply that the 
shortcomings have been already addressed 
by two actions; the Senior Management 
transmits to the Accounting Officer any 
relevant information; and furthermore, the 
internal process ‘PM-76 Annual Accounts-
opening/closure of financial year’ has been 
updated in May 2019;

20. Notes that shortcomings in the 
internal communication strategies did not 
ensure the dissemination of appropriate 
information on the estimated costs of the 
decommissioning phase within the 
organisation and, therefore, the Joint 
Undertaking disclosed no provision for 
such liability in the accounts of the 
previous years, which have been estimated 
in EUR 85 200 000; however, welcomes 
the Joint Undertaking’s reply that the 
shortcomings have been already addressed 
by two actions; the Senior Management 
transmits to the Accounting Officer any 
relevant information; and furthermore, the 
internal process ‘PM-76 Annual Accounts-
opening/closure of financial year’ has been 
updated in May 2019;

Or. en
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Amendment 26
Martina Dlabajová, Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Notes with regret that significant 
shortcomings in the internal 
communication strategies did not ensure 
the dissemination of appropriate 
information on the estimated costs of the 
decommissioning phase within the 
organisation and, therefore, the Joint 
Undertaking disclosed no provision for 
such liability in the accounts of the 
previous years, which have been estimated 
in EUR 85 200 000; however, takes note of 
the Joint Undertaking’s reply that the 
shortcomings have been already addressed 
by two actions; the Senior Management 
transmits to the Accounting Officer any 
relevant information; and furthermore, the 
internal process ‘PM-76 Annual Accounts-
opening/closure of financial year’ has been 
updated in May 2019;

20. Notes with regret that shortcomings 
in the internal communication strategies 
did not ensure the dissemination of 
appropriate information on the estimated 
costs of the decommissioning phase within 
the organisation and, therefore, the Joint 
Undertaking disclosed no provision for 
such liability in the accounts of the 
previous years, which have been estimated 
in EUR 85 200 000; however, takes note of 
the Joint Undertaking’s reply that the 
shortcomings have been already addressed 
by two actions; the Senior Management 
transmits to the Accounting Officer any 
relevant information; and furthermore, the 
internal process ‘PM-76 Annual Accounts-
opening/closure of financial year’ has been 
updated in May 2019;

Or. en


