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Amendment 1
Isabel García Muñoz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that transparency, 
accountability and integrity are key 
components in promoting ethics principles 
within the EU, and are essential to protect 
the EU budget from fraud and corruption 
and to maintain democratic legitimacy; 
recalls that corruption has serious 
financial consequences and constitutes a 
serious threat to democracy, the rule of law 
and public investment; recalls that 
conflicts of interest can significantly 
damage the EU’s financial interests and 
decision-making processes, and should 
therefore be prevented and condemned;

1. Stresses that transparency, 
accountability and integrity are key 
components in promoting ethics principles 
within the EU, are essential to protect the 
EU budget from fraud and corruption, and 
to maintain democratic legitimacy; recalls 
that unethical behaviours have negative 
financial consequences, may result in 
reputational damage to the image of the 
EU and its institutions, and constitute a 
serious threat to democracy, the rule of law 
and the public interest; remarks that the 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation 
and Development defines public integrity 
as the alignment of, and adherence to, 
shared ethical values, principles and 
norms for upholding and prioritising the 
public interest over private interests in the 
public sector;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Ramona Strugariu, Olivier Chastel, Alin Mituța, Gilles Boyer, Katalin Cseh

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that transparency, 
accountability and integrity are key 
components in promoting ethics principles 
within the EU, and are essential to protect 
the EU budget from fraud and corruption 
and to maintain democratic legitimacy; 
recalls that corruption has serious financial 
consequences and constitutes a serious 
threat to democracy, the rule of law and 

1. Stresses that transparency, 
accountability and integrity are key 
components in promoting ethics principles 
within the EU, and are essential to protect 
the EU budget from fraud and corruption 
and to maintain democratic legitimacy as 
well as public trust in the EU; recalls that 
corruption has serious financial 
consequences and constitutes a serious 
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public investment; recalls that conflicts of 
interest can significantly damage the EU’s 
financial interests and decision-making 
processes, and should therefore be 
prevented and condemned;

threat to democracy, the rule of law and 
public investment; recalls that conflicts of 
interest can significantly damage the EU’s 
financial interests and decision-making 
processes, and should therefore be 
prevented and condemned;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that transparency, 
accountability and integrity are key 
components in promoting ethics principles 
within the EU, and are essential to protect 
the EU budget from fraud and corruption 
and to maintain democratic legitimacy; 
recalls that corruption has serious financial 
consequences and constitutes a serious 
threat to democracy, the rule of law and 
public investment; recalls that conflicts of 
interest can significantly damage the EU’s 
financial interests and decision-making 
processes, and should therefore be 
prevented and condemned;

1. Stresses that transparency, 
accountability professionalism and 
integrity are key components in promoting 
ethics principles within the EU, and are 
essential to protect the EU budget from 
fraud and corruption and to maintain 
democratic legitimacy; recalls that 
corruption has serious financial 
consequences and constitutes a serious 
threat to democracy, the rule of law and 
public investment; recalls that conflicts of 
interest can significantly damage the EU’s 
financial interests and decision-making 
processes, and should therefore be 
prevented, investigated and condemned;

Or. ro

Amendment 4
Ramona Strugariu, Alin Mituța, Katalin Cseh

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) identified serious 
weaknesses in this regard in its 2019 audit 

2. Recalls that the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) identified serious 
weaknesses in this regard in its 2019 audit 
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on the ethical frameworks of the EU 
institutions, which concludes that 
improvements need to be made through 
harmonisation, awareness raising and 
strengthening of EU ethics rules; shares the 
ECA’s concern about the absence of a 
common EU ethical framework governing 
the work of Member States’ representatives 
in the Council;

on the ethical frameworks of the EU 
institutions, which concludes that 
improvements need to be made through 
harmonisation, awareness raising and 
strengthening of EU ethics rules; shares the 
ECA’s concerns about the absence of a 
common EU ethical framework governing 
the work of Member States’ representatives 
in the Council, the lack of overall 
strategies on ethics in the Parliament and 
the Council, the unreliable procedures for 
verifying declarations of interest, the 
limited scrutiny of these declarations and 
the incomplete policies in other areas 
concerning the existing ethical 
frameworks;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Isabel García Muñoz, Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) identified serious 
weaknesses in this regard in its 2019 audit 
on the ethical frameworks of the EU 
institutions, which concludes that 
improvements need to be made through 
harmonisation, awareness raising and 
strengthening of EU ethics rules; shares the 
ECA’s concern about the absence of a 
common EU ethical framework governing 
the work of Member States’ representatives 
in the Council;

2. Recalls that the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) assessed the ethical 
frameworks of the Parliament, the 
Council and the Commission and 
published its findings in the special report 
13/2019; notes that the ECA concluded 
that the audited institutions had 
established adequate ethical frameworks; 
notes with concern that the ECA also 
identified some weaknesses in this regard 
and recommends improvements that could 
be made in terms of harmonisation, 
awareness raising and strengthening of EU 
ethics rules; shares the ECA’s concern 
about the absence of a common EU ethical 
framework governing the work of Member 
States’ representatives in the Council;

Or. en
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Amendment 6
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) identified serious 
weaknesses in this regard in its 2019 audit 
on the ethical frameworks of the EU 
institutions, which concludes that 
improvements need to be made through 
harmonisation, awareness raising and 
strengthening of EU ethics rules; shares 
the ECA’s concern about the absence of a 
common EU ethical framework governing 
the work of Member States’ representatives 
in the Council;

2. Recalls that the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) in its special report 
13/20191a on the ethical frameworks of the 
EU institutions stated that Parliament, 
Council and Commission “have, to large 
extent, adequate ethical frameworks in 
place for both staff and Members” and 
identified certain areas where the 
coverage, specificity, clarify and level of 
guidance could be improved and 
harmonised; notes the ECA’s 
observations about the absence of a 
common EU ethical framework governing 
the work of Member States’ representatives 
in the Council;

_________________
1a 
https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADoc
uments/SR19_13/SR_ethical_frameworks
_EN.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 7
Isabel García Muñoz, Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Highlights that the ECA states that 
there should be effective institutional 
frameworks, and clear procedures and 
channels in place for facilitating the 
reporting of wrongdoing and corruption, 
as well as that whistleblowers acting in 



AM\1222060EN.docx 7/24 PE663.207v01-00

EN

good faith must be protected from 
retaliation;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the high level of 
fragmentation in the ethics legal 
framework and the lack of oversight have 
prevented the proper implementation of 
codes of conduct in EU institutions; 
believes that the current self-regulatory 
approach is not fit for purpose and cannot 
guarantee integrity; underlines the need to 
enhance the integrity of the EU institutions 
and restore public trust;

3. Emphasises that the fragmentation 
shows a lack of common understanding 
and different standards under comparable 
circumstances in the ethics legal 
frameworks of the different EU 
institutions, bodies and organs; believes 
that a more harmonised approach in 
important areas such as whistle-blower 
protection is needed and to fill existing 
legislative gaps such as a non-existing 
Commissioner’s statute; acknowledges the 
differences in the nature of the various 
institutions, explicitly the legally 
guaranteed independence of Judges of the 
European Court of Justice, of the 
Members of ECA, of the Members of the 
European Parliament, national 
Parliament or national governments; 
underlines the need to enhance the integrity 
of the EU institutions and to strengthen 
public trust and to overcome existing 
weaknesses;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Isabel García Muñoz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3



PE663.207v01-00 8/24 AM\1222060EN.docx

EN

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the high level of 
fragmentation in the ethics legal 
framework and the lack of oversight have 
prevented the proper implementation of 
codes of conduct in EU institutions; 
believes that the current self-regulatory 
approach is not fit for purpose and cannot 
guarantee integrity; underlines the need to 
enhance the integrity of the EU institutions 
and restore public trust;

3. Emphasises that the ECA identified 
many areas where is advisable to have 
harmonised approaches to handling 
ethical issues; recalls that the ECA stated 
that the ethical frameworks are 
appropriately supported by investigative 
and sanction mechanisms; believes, 
however, that the current self-regulatory 
approach should be reviewed in the 
interest of a greater effectiveness; recalls 
that the ECA states that the ethical 
frameworks cannot be effective without 
appropriate control systems as well as that 
the level of control should reflect the level 
of risks and take into account the 
administrative burden created by such 
controls; underlines the need to enhance 
the integrity of the EU institutions and 
restore public trust;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Ramona Strugariu, Olivier Chastel, Gilles Boyer, Alin Mituța, Katalin Cseh

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the high level of 
fragmentation in the ethics legal 
framework and the lack of oversight have 
prevented the proper implementation of 
codes of conduct in EU institutions; 
believes that the current self-regulatory 
approach is not fit for purpose and cannot 
guarantee integrity; underlines the need to 
enhance the integrity of the EU institutions 
and restore public trust;

3. Emphasises that the high level of 
fragmentation in the ethics legal 
framework and the lack of oversight have 
prevented the proper implementation of 
codes of conduct in EU institutions; 
believes that the current self-regulatory 
approach is not fit for purpose and cannot 
guarantee integrity; highlights that public 
officials are not in a position to self-assess 
ethical situations or conflicts of interest, 
and that this assessment should fall under 
the remit of an independent specialised 
third party; underlines the need to enhance 
the integrity of the EU institutions and 
restore public trust;
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Or. en

Amendment 11
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Emphasises that the high level of 
fragmentation in the ethics legal 
framework and the lack of oversight have 
prevented the proper implementation of 
codes of conduct in EU institutions; 
believes that the current self-regulatory 
approach is not fit for purpose and cannot 
guarantee integrity; underlines the need to 
enhance the integrity of the EU institutions 
and restore public trust;

3. Emphasises that the high level of 
fragmentation in the ethics legal 
framework and regarding sanctions and 
the lack of oversight have prevented the 
proper implementation of codes of conduct 
in EU institutions; believes that the current 
self-regulatory approach is not fit for 
purpose and cannot guarantee integrity; 
underlines the need to enhance the integrity 
of the EU institutions and restore public 
trust;

Or. ro

Amendment 12
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Encourages the creation of an 
Independent Ethics Body (IEB) common 
to all EU institutions; welcomes the fact 
that the Commission has made it a priority, 
and is committed to supporting the IEB’s 
effort to establish a common ethical 
framework at EU level;

4. Encourages the initiatives to create 
a Commissioner’s statute and to ensure 
aligned rules across EU agencies and 
other EU organs; asks the President and 
the Bureau of the European Parliament 
to identify in cooperation with the other 
institutions common areas as well as 
particular circumstances requiring a 
differentiated approach with the goal to 
strengthen their integrity; welcomes the 
fact that the Commission has made it a 
priority, and is committed to supporting 
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this idea together through a common 
ethical framework that is respectful of the 
particularities of each institution as well 
as the institutional balance and 
democratic role of each institution and its 
members as established by the Treaties; 
reminds that the principle of separation of 
power is the foundation pillar of modern 
democracy; considers it imperative for the 
legislative to control the executive, as any 
reversal of the roles and powers of the 
legislative and executive would otherwise 
endanger the independence of the free 
mandate of elected Members of 
Parliament;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Isabel García Muñoz, Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Encourages the creation of an 
Independent Ethics Body (IEB) common to 
all EU institutions; welcomes the fact that 
the Commission has made it a priority, and 
is committed to supporting the IEB’s effort 
to establish a common ethical framework 
at EU level;

4. Reflects on the creation of an 
Independent Ethics Body (IEB) common to 
all EU institutions; acknowledges the fact 
that the Commission has made it a priority, 
and is committed to supporting the effort to 
establish a common ethical framework at 
EU level; remarks that improving and 
harmonising the existing ethic 
frameworks and their effective 
implementation don’t rely exclusively 
upon the creation of the IEB; considers it 
to be of utmost importance, prior to the 
elaboration of a legislative proposal to 
create an IEB, to perform a thorough 
cost-benefit analysis and an impact 
assessment, including different scenarios 
competence-wise; highlights that the 
objective is to protect the EU budget from 
unethical behaviours while maintaining 
the highest standards of ethics and 
integrity among a diverse and large 
number of EU institutions and bodies, 
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and contemplates a range of options to 
reach this objective;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Ramona Strugariu, Olivier Chastel, Gilles Boyer, Alin Mituța, Katalin Cseh

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Encourages the creation of an 
Independent Ethics Body (IEB) common to 
all EU institutions; welcomes the fact that 
the Commission has made it a priority, and 
is committed to supporting the IEB’s effort 
to establish a common ethical framework 
at EU level;

4. Encourages the creation of an 
Independent Ethics Body (IEB) common to 
all EU institutions; welcomes the fact that 
the Commission has made it a priority, and 
is committed to supporting the IEB’s effort 
to establish a common ethical framework 
at EU level; calls on all EU institutions, 
bodies, offices and agencies to support 
and contribute to the establishment of the 
future common ethical framework of the 
EU; encourages the extension of the 
competences of the IEB as to cover all EU 
agencies, offices, bodies and other EU 
structures;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Sees high potential for the EU 
institutions to transfer administrative 
decision-making competences to the IEB 
based on a new harmonised ethics 
framework that it will establish, which 
should include common rules on the 

5. Encourages a creation of clear 
rules on the avoidance of conflicts of 
interests, cooling-off periods, undue 
interference on political decisions, rules 
of publication, direct and indirect gifts, 
protection of whistle-blowers and victims;
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publication of declarations of interests, 
avoidance of conflicts of interest and 
revolving doors, acceptance of gifts and 
entertainment, protection of whistle-
blowers and victims of harassment, 
transparency of lobby meetings, public 
procurement and meeting calendars of 
senior staff, and use of transparent bank 
accounts for public funds;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Isabel García Muñoz, Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Sees high potential for the EU 
institutions to transfer administrative 
decision-making competences to the IEB 
based on a new harmonised ethics 
framework that it will establish, which 
should include common rules on the 
publication of declarations of interests, 
avoidance of conflicts of interest and 
revolving doors, acceptance of gifts and 
entertainment, protection of whistle-
blowers and victims of harassment, 
transparency of lobby meetings, public 
procurement and meeting calendars of 
senior staff, and use of transparent bank 
accounts for public funds;

5. Sees high potential but also 
important risks for the EU institutions to 
transfer administrative decision-making 
competences to the IEB based on a new 
harmonised ethics framework, which 
nevertheless should include common rules 
on the publication of declarations of 
interests, avoidance of conflicts of interest 
and revolving doors, acceptance of gifts 
and entertainment, protection of whistle-
blowers and victims of harassment, 
transparency of lobby meetings, public 
procurement and meeting calendars of 
senior staff, and use of transparent bank 
accounts for public funds, while taking 
into consideration the different work 
performed by the institutions as well as 
the risks inherent to their members’ 
specific duties;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Ramona Strugariu, Olivier Chastel, Alin Mituța, Gilles Boyer, Katalin Cseh

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Sees high potential for the EU 
institutions to transfer administrative 
decision-making competences to the IEB 
based on a new harmonised ethics 
framework that it will establish, which 
should include common rules on the 
publication of declarations of interests, 
avoidance of conflicts of interest and 
revolving doors, acceptance of gifts and 
entertainment, protection of whistle-
blowers and victims of harassment, 
transparency of lobby meetings, public 
procurement and meeting calendars of 
senior staff, and use of transparent bank 
accounts for public funds;

5. Sees high potential for the EU 
institutions to transfer administrative 
decision-making competences to the IEB 
based on a new harmonised ethics 
framework that it will establish, which 
should include common rules on the 
content and publication of declarations of 
interests, avoidance of conflicts of interest 
and revolving doors, acceptance of gifts 
and entertainment, protection of whistle-
blowers and victims of harassment, 
transparency of lobby meetings, public 
procurement and meeting calendars of 
senior staff, and use of transparent bank 
accounts for public funds;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Ádám Kósa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Considers that establishing the 
new ethics body should result in the 
individual EU institutions taking a 
horizontal approach to disadvantaged 
persons, enabling compliance with the 
principles of equality of opportunity and 
treatment to be guaranteed by all the 
institutions; stresses that the main 
priorities of the independent ethics body 
must include ensuring equal rights for 
persons with disabilities and other 
disadvantaged persons in the operation of 
the EU institutions;

Or. hu
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Amendment 19
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Believes that empowering the IEB 
with the current internal ethics functions 
of the EU institutions will concentrate 
expertise, create synergies and hence 
improve the implementation of ethics 
rules; is confident that this transfer of 
competence will represent considerable 
savings for the EU budget;

6. Reminds that the Treaties of the 
European Union are the primary law and 
reside at the top of the hierarchy of 
norms; the Treaties establish the EU’s 
institutions and clearly define their 
competences and decision-making powers 
(Article 13 TEU); Parliament together 
with the Council are the co-legislators 
(Article 14(1) TEU); reminds that under 
the Treaties, the Court of Justice of the 
European Union is the supreme judicial 
body of the EU(Article 19 TEU); there 
can be no higher judicial decision-making 
authority above it; under no 
circumstances can secondary law 
contradict or amend primary law; reminds 
that, therefore, the establishment of an 
independent ethics body with the power to 
make binding decisions on the EU’s 
institutions and organs counter to the 
separation of powers laid down in the 
Treaties, would imperatively require a 
change of the Treaties;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Believes that empowering the IEB 
with the current internal ethics functions of 
the EU institutions will concentrate 
expertise, create synergies and hence 

6. Believes that empowering the IEB 
with the current internal ethics functions of 
the EU institutions will concentrate 
expertise, create synergies and hence 
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improve the implementation of ethics 
rules; is confident that this transfer of 
competence will represent considerable 
savings for the EU budget;

improve the implementation of ethics rules, 
requiring public officials always to act for 
the good of society through the sound 
management of public funds and legal, 
fair and transparent decision making;  is 
confident that this transfer of competence 
will represent considerable savings for the 
EU budget;

Or. ro

Amendment 21
Isabel García Muñoz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Believes that empowering the IEB 
with the current internal ethics functions 
of the EU institutions will concentrate 
expertise, create synergies and hence 
improve the implementation of ethics 
rules; is confident that this transfer of 
competence will represent considerable 
savings for the EU budget;

6. Believes that the IEB could 
concentrate expertise, create synergies and 
hence improve the implementation of 
ethics rules without requiring a transfer of 
competences;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
ethical framework for the protection of the 
EU’s financial interests; highlights that 
the IEB should be able to take 

7. Underlines that the creation of a 
common ethics framework must respect 
the boundaries of competence of the EU’s 
institutions and the separation of power 
as defined in the Treaties; emphasises the 
need to respect and uphold the rule of law 
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disciplinary measures and impose 
financial sanctions in order to avoid 
abuse of the EU budget linked to 
unethical behaviour;

and to ensure that the common ethical 
framework is soundly based on the 
fundamental legal basis of the Treaties 
and the respect for rule of law in its 
implementation;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Isabel García Muñoz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
ethical framework for the protection of the 
EU’s financial interests; highlights that the 
IEB should be able to take disciplinary 
measures and impose financial sanctions in 
order to avoid abuse of the EU budget 
linked to unethical behaviour;

7. Underlines that the IEB could 
provide knowledge and guidance about 
prevention, monitoring, investigation and 
enforcement of the ethical framework for 
the protection of the EU’s financial 
interests; contemplates the possibility that 
the IEB would be able to recommend 
disciplinary measures and financial 
sanctions in order to avoid abuse of the EU 
budget linked to unethical behaviour; calls 
for the IEB, as the case may be, to assess 
the implementation and compliance of 
ethics rules by the EU institutions and 
publish an annual report on its findings;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
ethical framework for the protection of the 
EU’s financial interests; highlights that the 

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
ethical framework for the protection of the 
EU’s financial interests; highlights that the 
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IEB should be able to take disciplinary 
measures and impose financial sanctions 
in order to avoid abuse of the EU budget 
linked to unethical behaviour;

IEB should be able to take disciplinary 
measures and impose sanctions in order to 
avoid abuse of the EU budget linked to 
unethical behaviour; stresses that the IEB 
must heighten staff awareness of the 
ethical framework provisions and the 
ethical culture in the EU institutions so as 
to prevent fraud and corruption;

Or. ro

Amendment 25
Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel, Martina Dlabajová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
ethical framework for the protection of the 
EU’s financial interests; highlights that the 
IEB should be able to take disciplinary 
measures and impose financial sanctions 
in order to avoid abuse of the EU budget 
linked to unethical behaviour;

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring and 
enforcement of the ethical framework for 
the protection of the EU’s financial 
interests;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Ramona Strugariu, Katalin Cseh

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
ethical framework for the protection of the 
EU’s financial interests; highlights that the 
IEB should be able to take disciplinary 
measures and impose financial sanctions in 

7. Underlines that the IEB should be 
in charge of prevention, monitoring, 
investigation and enforcement of the 
common ethical framework for the 
protection of the EU’s financial interests; 
highlights that the IEB should be able to 
take disciplinary measures and impose 
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order to avoid abuse of the EU budget 
linked to unethical behaviour;

financial sanctions, and not only issue 
recommendations, in order to avoid abuse 
of the EU budget linked to unethical 
behaviour;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Highlights that tasks transferred to 
the IEB can go beyond those currently 
exercised by the institutions; calls for the 
IEB to assess the implementation of ethics 
rules by the EU institutions and publish an 
annual report on its findings;

8. Reminds that currently all 
institutions and EU bodies have their own 
set of ethics rules in place, where the final 
discretion on decisions and interpretation 
of the rules commonly rests with the 
respective presidents; emphasises the need 
of the support of each institution involved 
for the common framework to be 
effective; underlines that it would be 
desirable for the institutions to generally 
align their ethics rules where possible and 
identify areas for a harmonised approach;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Isabel García Muñoz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Highlights that tasks transferred to 
the IEB can go beyond those currently 
exercised by the institutions; calls for the 
IEB to assess the implementation of ethics 
rules by the EU institutions and publish 
an annual report on its findings;

8. Warns that transfering tasks to the 
IEB beyond those currently exercised by 
the institutions could create a serious 
breach of the Treaties;
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Or. en

Amendment 29
Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel, Martina Dlabajová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Highlights that tasks transferred to 
the IEB can go beyond those currently 
exercised by the institutions; calls for the 
IEB to assess the implementation of ethics 
rules by the EU institutions and publish an 
annual report on its findings;

8. Calls for the IEB to assess the 
implementation of ethics rules by the EU 
institutions and publish an annual report on 
its findings;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Highlights that tasks transferred to 
the IEB can go beyond those currently 
exercised by the institutions; calls for the 
IEB to assess the implementation of ethics 
rules by the EU institutions and publish an 
annual report on its findings;

8. Highlights that tasks transferred to 
the IEB can go beyond those currently 
exercised by the institutions; calls for the 
IEB to assess the implementation of ethics 
rules by the EU institutions, publish an 
annual report on its findings and 
recommendations and present it to 
Parliament;

Or. ro

Amendment 31
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. Calls for the IEB to lead by 
example on transparency by publishing all 
decisions and spending in a machine-
readable open data format available to all 
citizens; strongly recommends that any 
software developed for upholding the 
ethical standards in EU public 
administration should be made available 
under a free and open-source software 
licence and should be shared with any 
institution in Europe wishing to use it;

9. Calls for the EU bodies to lead by 
example on transparency by publishing all 
relevant decisions in accordance with the 
applicable data-protection rules and 
spending in a machine-readable open data 
format available to all citizens;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel, Martina Dlabajová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. Calls for the IEB to lead by 
example on transparency by publishing all 
decisions and spending in a machine-
readable open data format available to all 
citizens; strongly recommends that any 
software developed for upholding the 
ethical standards in EU public 
administration should be made available 
under a free and open-source software 
licence and should be shared with any 
institution in Europe wishing to use it;

9. Calls for the IEB to lead by 
example on transparency by publishing all 
decisions and spending in a machine-
readable open data format available to all 
citizens;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Isabel García Muñoz, Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9
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Draft opinion Amendment

9. Calls for the IEB to lead by 
example on transparency by publishing all 
decisions and spending in a machine-
readable open data format available to all 
citizens; strongly recommends that any 
software developed for upholding the 
ethical standards in EU public 
administration should be made available 
under a free and open-source software 
licence and should be shared with any 
institution in Europe wishing to use it;

9. Calls for the IEB to lead by 
example on transparency by publishing all 
recommendations, annual reports and 
spending in a machine-readable open data 
format available to all citizens; strongly 
recommends that any software developed 
for upholding the ethical standards in EU 
public administration should be made 
available under a free and open-source 
software licence and should be shared with 
any institution in Europe wishing to use it; 
calls for a close cooperation with the 
European Data Protection Supervisor on 
this regard;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Welcomes the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the 
Council, including the Member States’ 
representatives working in the Council, 
joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated 
requests to enhance the institution’s 
working ethics and transparency; recalls 
the obligation of the Council to deal with 
high-level conflicts of interest, revolving 
doors and lobby transparency rules;

10. Underlines that with the creation 
of a new advisory ethics body for the 
Parliament, duplication of work and 
overlapping competences should be 
avoided, its decisions should take the form 
of non-binding recommendations to the 
President, who must remain in charge of 
the final decision-making power; calls for 
clear provisions giving the Person 
concerned a right of appeal against any 
such decision taken by the President in 
fully respect of the basic principles of rule 
of law; underlines that respect for the 
peculiarity of parliamentary work 
requires that this body be composed of 
current and former Members of the 
Parliament being knowledgeable about 
Parliaments rules of procedures and in 
accordance with Parliament’s rules of 
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procedure on geographical, political and 
gender balance, and potentially 
supplemented with former Members of the 
Court of Justice of the EU or national 
Courts of highest instance;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Isabel García Muñoz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Welcomes the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the Council, 
including the Member States’ 
representatives working in the Council, 
joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated requests 
to enhance the institution’s working ethics 
and transparency; recalls the obligation of 
the Council to deal with high-level 
conflicts of interest, revolving doors and 
lobby transparency rules;

10. Considers that the creation of the 
IEB, as the case may be, should be 
accompanied by the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the Council, 
including the Member States’ 
representatives working in the Council, 
joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated requests 
to enhance the institution’s working ethics 
and transparency; recalls the obligation of 
the Council to deal with high-level 
conflicts of interest, revolving doors and 
lobby transparency rules;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Gilles Boyer, Olivier Chastel, Martina Dlabajová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Welcomes the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the Council, 

10. Encourages the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the Council, 
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including the Member States’ 
representatives working in the Council, 
joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated requests 
to enhance the institution’s working ethics 
and transparency; recalls the obligation of 
the Council to deal with high-level 
conflicts of interest, revolving doors and 
lobby transparency rules;

joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated requests 
to enhance the institution’s working ethics 
and transparency; recalls the obligation of 
the Council to deal with high-level 
conflicts of interest, revolving doors and 
lobby transparency rules;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Welcomes the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the Council, 
including the Member States’ 
representatives working in the Council, 
joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated requests 
to enhance the institution’s working ethics 
and transparency; recalls the obligation of 
the Council to deal with high-level 
conflicts of interest, revolving doors and 
lobby transparency rules;

10. Welcomes the signing of an 
interinstitutional agreement (IIA) between 
EU institutions to set up the IEB; 
emphasises the importance of the Council, 
including the Member States’ 
representatives working in the Council, 
joining the IIA in view of the ECA’s and 
European Ombudsman’s repeated requests 
to enhance the institution’s working ethics 
and transparency for the benefit of EU 
citizens; recalls the obligation of the 
Council to deal with high-level conflicts of 
interest, revolving doors and lobby 
transparency rules;

Or. ro

Amendment 38
Tomáš Zdechovský, Monika Hohlmeier
on behalf of the PPE Group
Markus Pieper, Angelika Winzig, Ádám Kósa, Lefteris Christoforou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11
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Draft opinion Amendment

11. Stresses the importance of 
enhanced mutual cooperation between the 
IEB and EU bodies such as the European 
Anti-Fraud Office (OLAF), the European 
Public Prosecutor’s Office (EPPO), the 
European Ombudsman, the European 
Court of Auditors (ECA) and others within 
their respective mandates, and of such 
cooperation generating a steady 
information exchange.

11. Stresses the importance of 
enhanced mutual cooperation between the 
EU bodies such as the European Anti-
Fraud Office (OLAF), the European Public 
Prosecutor’s Office (EPPO), the European 
Ombudsman, the European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) and others within their 
respective mandates, and of such 
cooperation generating a steady 
information exchange.

Or. en

Amendment 39
Isabel García Muñoz, Maria Grapini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11

Draft opinion Amendment

11. Stresses the importance of 
enhanced mutual cooperation between the 
IEB and EU bodies such as the European 
Anti-Fraud Office (OLAF), the European 
Public Prosecutor’s Office (EPPO), the 
European Ombudsman, the European 
Court of Auditors (ECA) and others within 
their respective mandates, and of such 
cooperation generating a steady 
information exchange.

11. Stresses the importance of having a 
clear division of tasks and a close 
cooperation between EU bodies such as the 
European Anti-Fraud Office (OLAF), the 
European Public Prosecutor’s Office 
(EPPO), the European Ombudsman, the 
European Court of Auditors (ECA), the 
IEB if applicable and others within their 
respective mandates, and of such 
cooperation generating a steady 
information exchange; warns that the 
public trust cannot afford adding the IEB 
to the EU institutions and bodies without 
giving full reassurance in terms of 
opportunity and efficacy;

Or. en


