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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety calls on the Committee 
on Budgets, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions into its 
motion for a resolution:

1. Recalls that a high level of environmental and health protection in the Union is a 
precondition for economic prosperity, and that food and feed safety and mechanisms to 
help protect against natural and man-made disasters are of core value to all European 
citizens and, hence, to the European Parliament;

2. Acknowledges that a substantial part of the draft budget for 2017  (especially of heading 
3) has to be dedicated to the challenges that the Union is currently facing, especially to 
addressing the migration and security crises; points out, however, that the substantial 
European added value of the policies and financing instruments in the remit of the 
Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety has to be borne in mind 
by the budgetary authorities when deciding on the draft budget for 2017 and urges the 
Council in particular to refrain from making any cuts in policies and financing instruments 
in the remit of that committee;

3. Welcomes the COP21 agreement reached in Paris in 2015; recalls that, under that 
agreement, the Union funding needs to be allocated to support climate action; stresses that 
any funding for measures originating from COP21 should be in addition to the current 
funds allocated to climate actions and calls on the Commission to present its 
implementation strategy and first evaluation of the possible impact of the COP 21 
agreement on the Union budget in due time to allow it to be considered for revision;

4. Underlines that the revision of the MFF creates an excellent opportunity to ensure that the 
target of spending 20 % on climate-related actions is reached and possibly increased in 
line with the Union's international commitments made during COP21; calls on the 
Commission to ensure that that the mechanism of climate action mainstreaming is fully 
put into operation and that the current method of tracking such spending is improved; 
recalls, furthermore, that the Union is also committed to implementing the United Nations 
Convention's Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and underlines that it should dedicate 
sufficient resources to fulfil its commitments in that respect.

LIFE

5. Recalls that LIFE is the Union's financial instrument supporting environmental, nature 
conservation and climate action projects throughout the Union; 

6. Recalls, in particular, that climate action is a key, cross-sector priority, as set out in the 
Europe 2020 Strategy and in Commission’s agenda for ‘Jobs, Growth, Fairness and 
Democratic change’ and emphasizes that the specific sub-programme for climate action 
under the LIFE programme supports the Union’s role and key legislation (including the 
development of the EU emissions trading scheme), and paves the way for the transition to 
a low carbon economy by 2050; recalls that at least 20 % of the Union budget has to be 
climate-related, with contributions from different policies;
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7. Regrets, however, against this background and while welcoming the increase of EUR 30,9 
million in commitments in the draft budget for 2017 in the LIFE budget,, that, this year 
again, the LIFE programme, with a total funding of EUR 493,7 million, constitutes a share 
of only 0,3% of the whole draft budget for 2017; 

8. Highlights the problems entailed by the lack of payment appropriation for the LIFE 
programme, which would impede and delay its proper implementation; 

9. Welcomes the project-level tracking system for LIFE put in place by the Commission; 
notes that project-level performance information has been collected since 2015 and will be 
used for the mid-term evaluation and aggregated at programme level; acknowledges that 
the tracking system is expected to be fully operational for the second LIFE multi-annual 
work programme 2017-2020;

Public health, food safety and civil protection

10. Takes note of the proposed EUR 64,5 million in commitments (+3,8 % compared to 2016) 
and EUR 57,7 million in payments (-17,8 % compared to 2016) for health under the draft 
budget for 2017; regrets that this represents, as in previous years, a share of only 0,04 % 
in commitments in the draft budget for 2017 and a share of only 1,5 % of heading 3 (in 
commitments), and does not fully reflect the importance of health as a value in itself and 
as a prerequisite to promote growth;

11. Welcomes the fact that a joint action on health technology assessment shall start in 2016 
and shall contribute directly to the Commission's objective of achieving a "deeper and 
fairer internal market with a strengthened industrial base"; acknowledges that financially 
this is the largest action ever co-funded from the health programme with EUR 12 million 
co-funding;

12. Highlights that the Union has the highest standards for food safety in the world; takes note 
of the proposed EUR 256,2 million in commitments (+1,3% compared to 2016) and EUR 
234,5 million in payments (-3,1%) for food and feed under the draft budget for 2017; 
regrets that this represents a share of only 0,16% in commitments in the draft budget for 
2017 and a share of only 6% of heading 3, and that it does not fully reflect the importance 
of food and feed safety in the Union; underlines that the activities funded will further 
focus on the prevention and the reduction of the incidence of animal and plant diseases 
and the implementation of effective official controls in the area;

13. Recalls that the Union Civil Protection Mechanism represents a cornerstone of Union 
solidarity; underlines that the Union plays an "enabling role" to support, coordinate or 
supplement the actions of the Member States in the prevention of, preparedness for, and 
response to disasters; notes the slight increase in the commitments for this programme; 

Decentralised agencies

14. Recalls the paramount role of decentralised agencies in carrying out technical, scientific or 
managerial tasks that substantially help the Union’s institutions to make and implement 
policies; recalls, moreover, the very important tasks of the agencies which are under the 
remit of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (EEA, 
ECHA, ECDC, EFSA, EMA) and the paramount importance of their enhanced 
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cooperation to perform these tasks, both for the Union institutions and citizens; highlights 
in this respect that it is of a paramount importance that these agencies receive adequate 
human and financial resources, properly taking into account a case-by-case evaluation of 
the respective needs for each agency;

15. Notes, with regard to the fee-earning agencies, that the Union contribution remains stable 
or decreases; recalls that fee income from industry may be prone to market fluctuations 
and that dependence on other revenue sources therefore introduces an element of 
unpredictability in the funding structure of agencies; highlights both the difficulty to 
accurately forecast the amount of fees to be collected- leading to possible shortfall against 
forecast of fee revenue and the need to ensure the availability of the necessary funding to 
those agencies; calls on consideration to be given to a 5% prudency margin in ECHA fee 
estimates;

16. Recognises, moreover, that unforeseen costs for EMA may arise in 2017 or beyond as a 
consequence of the outcome of the British referendum in June 2016 on the socalled Brexit 
and notes that EMA may in the course of 2017 need to seek the support of the budgetary 
authorities to make additional budgetary funds available to meet those exceptional costs; 

Pilot projects and preparatory actions

17. Stresses that pilot projects and preparatory actions are very valuable tools to initiate new 
activities and policies; reiterates that several ideas of the Committee on the Environment, 
Public Health and Food Safety have been implemented successfully in the past as pilot 
projects/preparatory actions; considers, therefore that that committee will make further use 
of those instruments in 2017; encourages the full use of the margins available under each 
heading.


