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Part One
Legislative opinions


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on certain aspects concerning contracts for the supply of digital content and digital services
1.	Rapporteur: Axel VOSS (EPP / DE), Evelyne GEBHARDT (S&D / DE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2015/0287 (COD) / A8-0375/2017 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0232
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO) and Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI) (joint committee procedure)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
[bookmark: arimont43]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on certain aspects concerning contracts for the sales of goods, amending Regulation (EC) No 2006/2004 of the European Parliament and of the Council and Directive 2009/22/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council and repealing Directive 1999/44/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council
1.	Rapporteur: Pascal ARIMONT (EPP / BE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2015/0288 (COD) / A8-0043/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0233
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.


[bookmark: DIDIER]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on representative actions for the protection of the collective interests of consumers, and repealing Directive 2009/22/EC
1.	Rapporteur: Geoffroy DIDIER (EPP / FR)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0089 (COD) / A8-0447/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0222
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
6.	Commission's position: The European Parliament supports the proposal and its aims. The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. However, it expresses its particular concern regarding the following:
· Amendment 32 (Article 1 paragraph 2 of the proposal) which restricts the freedom given by the proposal to the Member States in respect of their national collective redress systems and obliges the Member States to give legal standing only to qualified entities and public bodies rather than to “qualified entities or any other persons concerned”.
· Amendment 49 (Article 4, paragraph 2 of the proposal) which removes the regulatory choice left to the Member States to designate « ad hoc qualified entities ».
· Amendment 53 (Article 5, paragraph 1(3)) which provides for a lis pendens rule.
· Amendment 58 (Article 5, paragraph 4 of the proposal) which removes the obligation of the Member States to allow seeking injunctions and redress within a single representative action.
· Amendments 61 and 98 (Article 6, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1a (new) of the proposal) which remove the neutrality concerning opt-in/ opt-out in cross-border cases.
· Amendment 73 (Article 7 paragraph 3a (new) of the proposal) which imposes on the Member States the obligation to ensure that the court or administrative authority have the power to dismiss manifestly unfounded cases at the earliest stage of the proceedings.
· Amendment 76 (Article 8, paragraph 6 of the proposal) which states that redress obtained through the approved settlement should be binding upon all parties and therefore removes the possibility for consumers to accept or refuse to be bound by a settlement negotiated by the qualified entity.
· Amendment 78 (Article 9, paragraph 1 of the proposal) which removes the possibility of informing individually all consumers concerned about the outcome of the representative action.
· Amendment 85 (Article 10, paragraph 2a (new)) which provides that a decision establishing the non-existence of an infringement will be considered in another Member State as a rebuttable presumption. In case a collective action in a Member State fails, this appears to change the burden of proof to the disadvantage of the consumers in all other Member State.
· Amendment 88 (Article 13, paragraph 1 of the proposal) which limits the presentation of the evidence to “as narrowly as possible on the basis of the reasonably available facts”.
· Amendment 96 (Article 15a (new)) which interferes with the Member States rules on lawyers’ fee;
· Amendment 102 (Article 18(a) of the proposal (new)) which creates a new obligation for the Commission to assess whether cross-border representative actions could be addressed best at Union level by establishing a European Ombudsman for collective redress. According to a new Article 18a, the Commission should issue a report three years after the entry into force of the directive accompanied by a relevant proposal.
[bookmark: VOSS]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on copyright in the Digital Single Market
1.	Rapporteur: Axel VOSS (EPP / DE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0280 (COD) / A8-0245/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0231
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statement:
“The Commission acknowledges the importance of sports events organisations and their role in financing of sport activities in the Union. In view of the societal and economic dimension of sport in the Union, the Commission will assess the challenges of sport event organisers in the digital environment, in particular issues related to the illegal online transmissions of sport broadcasts.”

[bookmark: BUZEK1]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the internal market for electricity (recast)
1.	Rapporteur: Jerzy BUZEK (EPP / PL)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0379 (COD) / A8-0042/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0227
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 194(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statements:
“COMMISSION DECLARATION ON THE INTERCONNECTOR DEFINITION
The Commission notes the agreement of the co-legislators relating to the recast Electricity Directive and Recast Electricity Regulation, reverting back to the definition of “interconnector” used in Directive 2009/72/EC and Regulation (EC) 714/2009. The Commission agrees that electricity markets differ from other markets such as natural gas, e.g. by trading products which can currently not be easily stored and are produced by a large variety of generating installations, including installations at distribution level. As a consequence, the role of connections to third countries differs significantly between the electricity and gas sectors and different regulatory approaches can be chosen.
The Commission will further examine the impact of this agreement and provide guidance on applying the legislation where needed.
For the sake of legal clarity, the Commission wishes to highlight the following:
The agreed definition of interconnector in the Electricity Directive refers to equipment linking electricity systems. This wording does not distinguish different regulatory frameworks or technical situations and thus, a priori, includes all electric connections to third countries in the scope of application. As regards the agreed definition of interconnector in the Electricity Regulation, the Commission underlines that the integration of electricity markets requires a high degree of cooperation between system operators, market participants and regulators. While the scope of applicable rules may vary depending on the degree of integration with the internal electricity market, close integration of third countries into the internal electricity market, such as participation in market coupling projects, should be based on agreements requiring the application of relevant Union law."
“COMMISSION DECLARATION ON MARKET REFORM IMPLEMENTATION PLANS
The Commission notes the agreement of the co-legislators relating to Art. 20(3) which provides that Member States with identified adequacy concerns shall publish an implementation plan with a timeline for adopting measures to eliminate any identified regulatory distortions and/ or market failures as a part of the State Aid process.
Pursuant to Article 108 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU), the Commission has exclusive competence to assess the compatibility of State aid measures with the internal market. This regulation cannot affect and is without prejudice to the Commission's exclusive competence pursuant to the TFEU. The Commission may therefore, where relevant, give its opinion on market reform plans in parallel to the process of approving capacity mechanisms under State aid rules, but the two processes are legally separate.”


[bookmark: BUZEK2]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on common rules for the internal market in electricity (recast)
1.	Rapporteur: Jerzy BUZEK (EPP / PL)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0380 (COD) / A8-0044/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0226
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 194(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statements:
“COMMISSION DECLARATION ON ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION
The Commission notes the agreement of the co-legislators relating to Article 26 to regulate at EU level that energy service providers’ participation in Alternative Dispute Resolution shall be mandatory. The Commission regrets this decision since its proposal had left this choice to the Member States in line with the approach adopted in Directive 2013/11/EU on Alternative Resolution for consumer Disputes (the ADR Directive) and bearing in mind the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality.
It is not the Commission’s role to undertake comparative assessments of the individual alternative dispute resolution models put in place by the Member States. The Commission will therefore consider the overall effectiveness of the national alternative dispute resolution landscapes in the context of its general obligation to monitor the transposition and effective application of Union law."
“COMMISSION DECLARATION ON THE INTERCONNECTOR DEFINITION
The Commission notes the agreement of the co-legislators relating to the recast Electricity Directive and Recast Electricity Regulation, reverting back to the definition of “interconnector” used in Directive 2009/72/EC and Regulation (EC) 714/2009. The Commission agrees that electricity markets differ from other markets such as natural gas, e.g. by trading products which can currently not be easily stored and are produced by a large variety of generating installations, including installations at distribution level. As a consequence, the role of connections to third countries differs significantly between the electricity and gas sectors and different regulatory approaches can be chosen.
The Commission will further examine the impact of this agreement and provide guidance on applying the legislation where needed.
For the sake of legal clarity, the Commission wishes to highlight the following:
the agreed definition of interconnector in the Electricity Directive refers to equipment linking electricity systems. This wording does not distinguish different regulatory frameworks or technical situations and thus, a priori, includes all electric connections to third countries in the scope of application. As regards the agreed definition of interconnector in the Electricity Regulation, the Commission underlines that the integration of electricity markets requires a high degree of cooperation between system operators, market participants and regulators. While the scope of applicable rules may vary depending on the degree of integration with the internal electricity market, close integration of third countries into the internal electricity market, such as participation in market coupling projects, should be based on agreements requiring the application of relevant Union law".
[bookmark: ZANONATO]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on risk-preparedness in the electricity sector and repealing Directive 2005/89/EC
1.	Rapporteur: Flavio ZANONATO (S&D / IT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0377 (COD) / A8-0039/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0229
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 194 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.


[bookmark: PETERSEN]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a European Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators (recast)
1.	Rapporteur: Morten Helveg PETERSEN (ALDE / DK)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0378 (COD) / A8-0040/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0228
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 194(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.


[bookmark: BONI]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the labelling of tyres with respect to fuel efficiency and other essential parameters and repealing Regulation (EC) No 1222/2009
1.	Rapporteur: Michał BONI (EPP / PL)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0148 COD / A8-0086/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0230
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 114 and 194(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament, in particular regarding the following ones:
· Amendment 1 (recital 3 of the Commission’s proposal) explains that the performance levels and related A-G label classes do not need to be changed because there has been little change in terms of supply and demand since the original regulation came into application.
· Amendment 22 (Article 4(3) of the Commission’s proposal) removes the obligation on suppliers to show the label in visual advertisements.
· Amendment 24 (Article 4(5) of the Commission’s proposal) removes the requirement that the energy classes and additional information that suppliers declare on the label should be checked by national type approval authorities.
· Amendment 29 (Article 6(2) of the Commission’s proposal) removes the obligation on dealers to show the label in visual advertisements.
· Amendment 32 (Article 8 of the Commission’s proposal) deletes the possibility to determine the classes and parameters to be shown on the label based on the measurement methods set out in Annex I. This means in practice that the supplier must base the classes and parameters to be shown on the label solely on test results rather than being able to extrapolate results from other tests, which questions the cost-effectiveness of the solution.
· Amendment 39 (Article 12(1) of the Commission’s proposal) requires the Commission to introduce, by 1 June 2020, via delegated acts parameters and information requirements for snow and ice-grip tyres, based on comparative performance of the tyres under snowy and icy conditions. It is currently not technically possible to develop a comparative test that would measure performance on a scale.
· Amendment 39 (Article 12(1)b) of the Commission’s proposal) removes the possibility to use delegated acts to adopt requirements related to mileage and abrasion of tyres.
· Amendment 45 (Annex I to the Commission’s proposal) “greys out” only the “F” class from the label once it is banned from the market by the General Safety Regulation 661/2009.
· Amendment 46 (Annex I part A to the Commission’s proposal) removes the updating of the performance classes for fuel efficiency and maintains the current classes as per the existing regulation.
· Amendment 49 (Annex I part B to the Commission’s proposal) removes the updating of the performance classes for wet grip and maintains the current classes, as per the existing regulation.
· Amendment 53 (Annex I part C to the Commission’s proposal) removes the updating of the performance classes for external rolling noise and maintains the current classes, as per the existing regulation.
· Amendments 55 (Annex I part D to the Commission’s proposal) makes the icon for snow tyres voluntary.
· Amendments 57 (Annex I part E to the Commission’s proposal) makes the icon for ice tyres voluntary.


[bookmark: ENGSTROM]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU) No 1343/2011 on certain provisions for fishing in the GFCM (General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean) Agreement area
1.	Rapporteur: Linnéa ENGSTRÖM (Greens/EFA / SE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0069 (COD) / A8-0381/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0234
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 43(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statements:
“STATEMENT ON RECREATIONAL FISHERIES
The Commission recalls that one of the objectives set up in the MedFish4Ever Ministerial Declaration adopted in March 2017 is to establish, as soon as possible and at the latest by 2020, a set of baseline rules to ensure an effective management of recreational fisheries across the Mediterranean.
In line with this objective, the General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM) mid-term Strategy 2017-2020 includes amongst the actions to be implemented in the GFCM area, the assessment of the impacts of recreational fisheries and the consideration of best management measures to regulate these activities. In this context, a working group for recreational fisheries has been established within the GFCM with a view to developing a harmonized regional methodology towards assessing recreational fisheries.
The Commission will continue its efforts within the GFCM in order to attain the objective set up in the MedFish4Ever Declaration.”
“STATEMENT ON RED CORAL
The Commission recalls that the conservation measures adopted within the framework of the regional adaptive management plan for the exploitation of red coral in the Mediterranean Sea [Recommendation GFCM/41/2017/5] are temporary. These measures, which include the possibility to introduce catch limitations, will be assessed by the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) of the GFCM in 2019 with a view to their revision by the GFCM at its 43rdannual session (November 2019).”


[bookmark: VALEAN]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the alignment of reporting obligations in the field of environment policy and thereby amending Directives 86/278/EEC, 2002/49/EC, 2004/35/EC, 2007/2/EC, 2009/147/EC and 2010/63/EU, Regulations (EC) No 166/2006 and (EU) No 995/2010, and Council Regulations (EC) No 338/97 and (EC) No 2173/2005
1.	Rapporteur: Adina-Ioana VĂLEAN (EPP / RO)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0205 (COD) / A8-0324/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0235
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 114, 192(1) and 207 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
[bookmark: DELLI]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Directive 96/53/EC as regards the time limit for the implementation of the special rules regarding maximum length in case of cabs delivering improved aerodynamic performance, energy efficiency and safety performance
1.	Rapporteur: Karima DELLI (Greens/EFA / FR)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0130 (COD) / A8-0042/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0236
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 91(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.


[bookmark: ULVSKOG]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council discontinuing seasonal changes of time and repealing Directive 2000/84/EC
1.	Rapporteur: Marita ULVSKOG (S&D / SE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0332 (COD) / A8-0169/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0225
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Art 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.
Discontinuing the seasonal changes of time (amendment 14 (recital 5), amendment 18 (recital 7) and amendment 21 (Article 1): the European Parliament confirms the logic of the Commission proposal, namely to support an EU-wide discontinuation of the seasonal changes of time while leaving the choice to the Member States whether to stay permanently with summertime (default option) or standard (“winter”) time. The European Parliament is proposing to extend the timing of application from 2019 (as proposed by the Commission) to 2021. The European Parliament also introduces a requirement on the Member States to notify to the Commission by 1 April 2020, in case they would choose to make a final seasonal switch back to wintertime in October 2021.
The Commission can support these amendments: it maintains the logic of the original proposal, while proposing a later date for application.
Coordination mechanism – linked to the delegated powers (amendment 15 (recital 6), amendment 19 (recital 7a (new)) and amendments 22 to 26 (Article 2 - paragraph 2, 2a (new), 2b (new) and 2c (new)): the European Parliament proposes to introduce a new coordination mechanism, through the creation of a network consisting of the Member States and the Commission. This network should discuss and assess the Member States’ notifications of their decision on permanent standard times after the abolishment of the seasonal time switches and their potential impact on the functioning of the internal market, with a view to avoid significant disruptions. Should the Commission consider that the choice of a Member State would significantly affect the proper functioning of the internal market, it shall inform the concerned Member State thereof, who will still be able to maintain its choice but would then be required to explain how it will address the negative impacts.
The Commission cannot support this comprehensive coordination scheme as presented by the European Parliament as the usefulness of this mechanism is unclear and at the same time raises a number of concerns. First, these amendments create legal obligations for both the Commission, who has to assess the change of time notified by a Member State, but also for the Member States, who will be obliged to 1) justify their choice of standard time, if the Commission has raised concerns, and 2) remedy any potential negative impacts on the internal market stemming from their choice. This raises issues of competence and subsidiarity, given that the choice of standard time falls under the competence of the Member States. Secondly, it is not clear if the coordination mechanism applies only to the change in 2021 or also to subsequent changes of standard time (which was the purpose of Article 2 of the Commission’s proposal).
Empowerment by delegated act to postpone the entry into force – linked to the coordination mechanism (AM 20 (recital 7b (new), AM 30 (article 4a (new)) and AM 31 (Article 4b (new)): the European Parliament is proposing to empower the Commission to adopt delegated acts in case it finds that the Member States’ choices of permanent standard time have the potential to significantly and permanently hamper the proper functioning of the internal market. In that case, the Commission would be able to adopt a delegated act postponing the date of application of the directive by no more than 12 months, and submit a legislative proposal, if appropriate.
The Commission cannot support this empowerment, as an empowerment for a delegated act should only deal with non-essential elements of a basic act, while the date of entry into force is clearly an essential element of the proposal.
Implementation/evaluation report (amendments 27 and 28 (Article 3 – paragraph 1 and 2) and (recital 8): the European Parliament proposes to postpone the implementation/ evaluation report to be submitted by the Commission by one year. However, the European Parliament adds that the Commission should accompany this report, where necessary, by a legislative proposal for the review of the directive, based on a thorough impact assessment, involving all relevant stakeholders.
The Commission can agree with postponing the implementation/ evaluation report in line with the postponed date of application. However, the Commission has concerns about the added formulations of the European Parliament as regards a possible legislative proposal based on an impact assessment, in view of its right of initiative.
Transposition and repeal of Directive 2000/84/EC (amendment 29 (article 4) and amendment 32 (Article 5)): the European Parliament is bringing the transposition deadlines and the repeal of the original Directive 2000/84/EC in line with the new proposed deadlines.
The Commission can agree to bring the timing of the transposition and repeal in line with the final agreement on the entry into force of the new directive.
Additional amendments on recitals (amendments 1 to 13 and amendments 16 and 17): the European Parliament inserts additional arguments in the recitals as to explain why it is justified to discontinue the seasonal time changes. These refer, inter alia, to research of chrono-biologists, health effects, a reference to the outcome of the public consultation, citizens’ petitions, transitional costs, the current system of three time zones, and the process of national consultations.
The Commission could support in principle the additional explanation and arguments in the recitals as they are supporting its own analysis.


[bookmark: GILL]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU) 2016/1011 on low carbon benchmarks and positive carbon impact benchmark
1.	Rapporteur: Neena GILL (S&D / UK)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0180 (COD) / A8-0483/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0237
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
[bookmark: DALLI]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council setting emission performance standards for new passenger cars and for new light commercial vehicles as part of the Union's integrated approach to reduce CO2 emissions from light-duty vehicles and amending Regulation (EC) No 715/2007 (recast)
1.	Rapporteur: Miriam DALLI (S&D / MT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2017/0293 (COD) / A8-0287/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0304
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statement:
“During the review provided for in Article 14 and when proposing, if appropriate, a legislative amendment to this regulation, the Commission will carry out the relevant consultations in accordance with the Treaties. It will, in particular, consult the European Parliament and the Member States in that context.
As part of that review, the Commission will also examine the appropriateness of the cap of 5 % specified in point 6.3 of Part A of Annex I in view of the need to accelerate the promotion of zero- and low-emission vehicles in the concerned Member States.”


[bookmark: RIES]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the reduction of the impact of certain plastic products on the environment
1.	Rapporteur: Frédérique RIES (ALDE / BE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0172 (COD) / A8-0317/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0305
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statements:
“The Commission underlines that it is contrary to the letter and to the spirit of Regulation 182/2011 to invoke Article 5(4) second subparagraph, point b) in a systematic manner. Recourse to this provision must respond to a specific need to depart from the rule of principle which is that the Commission may adopt a draft implementing act when no opinion is delivered. Given that it is an exception to the general rule established by Article 5(4) recourse to second subparagraph, point b), cannot be simply seen as a "discretionary power" of the legislator, but must be interpreted in a restrictive manner and thus must be justified.
While the Commission notes the agreement reached by the European Parliament and the Council on the recourse to this provision it regrets that such justification is not reflected in a recital.”
“The Commission regrets the short deadlines for the adoption of implementing acts and guidelines referred to in Articles 4(2), 7(2), 9(2), 13(4) and 11a and expresses concern about the feasibility to comply with these deadlines in time.”
“With regard to the notion of biodegradability, the Commission will carry out the task referred to in Article 15(3)(d) of the directive based on the specific mandate included in that article.”


[bookmark: AIUTO]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 92/106/EEC on the establishment of common rules for certain types of combined transport of goods between Member States
1.	Rapporteur: Daniela AIUTO (EFDD / IT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2017/0290 (COD) / A8-0259/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0308
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 91(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on transport and Tourism (TRAN)
6.	Commission's position:
The text adopted by the European Parliament contains a total of 81 amendments, most of which are acceptable. Six amendments are unacceptable to the Commission, 17 raise concerns, 4 use ambiguous language, but bring along minor consequences and 54 are acceptable to the Commission.
The following six amendments are unacceptable to the Commission:
Amendments 30, 31, 42, and 44 reduce the eligibility for support for combined transport not only as compared to the Commission proposal but also as compared to today's applicable regime. The European Parliament resolution eliminates the variable maximum (20 %) distance for road legs proposed by the Commission and reduces the fixed maximum distance from 150 km as the crow flies to 150 km as driven (the reduction is ca 30 % of distance driven on average). For waterborne combined transport, these amendments result in the reduction of eligibility by ca 30 % as compared to the directive in force. For rail-road combined transport operations, the resolution makes access to a nearest suitable terminal always acceptable, but allows the Member States to reduce the 150 km driven distance by 50 % (75 km) for “environmental reasons”, not further defined. This reduces the eligibility compared to the Commission’s proposal considerably restricting the choice of the operators. Furthermore, by keeping different rules for waterborne and rail-road combined transport, ambiguities remain for trimodal operations. According to industry, reducing the "catchment area" for a combined transport operation would, in high likelihood, result in considerable reverse modal shift back to road-only transport in the Member States where the terminal density is low. From the Commission perspective, the eligibility for supporting combined transport operations under this directive should not be reduced as compared to today's situation and measures having high potential of causing reverse modal shift must be avoided.
Amendment 71 (enacting terms) in combination with amendment 19 (recital) concerning State aid violates the distribution of competences among EU institutions established in the Treaty. The amendment establishes a block exemption from the notification requirement set out in Article 108(3) TFEU for combined transport related operations where the aid does not represent more than 35 % of the entire operation costs. However, adopting such block exemption regulations lies exclusively within the competence of the Commission. According to Article 108(4) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU), the Commission can adopt block exemption regulations only relating to the categories of State aid determined by the Council pursuant to Article 109 TFEU and following the procedures prescribed in the enabling regulation (Council Regulation (EC) No 1588/2015 of 13 July 2015).
The following 17 amendments raise concern as their implementation would be problematic, infringe with international obligations or increase inefficiencies.
Amendment 39 deletes from the list of required information in Article 3 aimed at proving that an operation is a combined transport operation, the actual place of transhipment to the non-road leg. Without such information on the end of the road leg, it is impossible to establish the length of the road leg and thus the fulfilment of eligibility criteria.
Amendments 10, 12, 34, 45, 46, 48 and 76 establish problematic provisions on transport documents. First, a condition for entirely phasing out the paper transport documents, including those based on international conventions, is introduced. While digitalisation should be supported, paper documents cannot be entirely prohibited in the short term as this might result in a lack of eligibility for operations performed by small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) and for operations starting or ending outside of Union. Furthermore, a time-limit for the presentation of evidence during road checks is introduced that is different from rules applicable to general road transport and some information is proposed to be provided ex-post in 5 days. These provisions are likely to create problems with implementation.
Amendments 23, 24, 58 and 59 contain multiple obligations on the Commission for implementation and for reporting, either in areas where the Commission ability to act depends entirely on the Member States’ fulfilment of their own obligations and on their cooperation or in ways that do not correspond to usual procedures for reporting between the institutions.
Amendments 9 and 26 establish an ambiguous provision on additional weight allowance for craneable semitrailers that is not compatible with the limits set in the Weights and Dimensions Directive 96/53/EC. While on substance raising the maximum weight limits for craneable semitrailers to the same level as for containers in combined transport could be considered, it should be done through an amendment of the Weights and Dimensions Directive.
Amendments 64, 65, 66 introduce amendments in Article 6.1 for “rolling roads” (i.e. combined transport where the full vehicle is put on train”) that the Commission did not propose to amend. The amendments extend the road vehicle tax relief to operations on inland waterways. However, the language proposed makes it impossible to implement, as vehicles are usually not put on barges, while containers do no pay vehicle taxes. Even with corrected language, it would create a situation whereby container transport would be supported on inland waterways, but not on rail or maritime combined transport. The effectiveness and efficiency of this amendment are highly questionable.
Amendments 3, 11, 47 and 57 use a slightly ambiguous language and would require revision and clarification before becoming fully acceptable. The remaining 54 amendments are acceptable to the Commission, or could be easily combined with the language proposed by the Commission and would be supplementary.
[bookmark: TURCANU]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down rules on the making available on the market of CE marked fertilising products and amending Regulations (EC) No 1069/2009 and (EC) No 1107/2009
1.	Rapporteur: Mihai ŢURCANU (EPP / RO)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0084 (COD) / A8-0270/2017 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0306
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Internal market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statement:
“The Fertilising Products Regulation is part of the Circular Economy Action Plan, as it substantially contributes to the implementation of circular economy principles in the sector of nutrients for agricultural production.
In parallel, under a different work stream, the Commission is working to ensure an integrated and more sustainable management of nutrients, to reduce inefficiencies and avoid nutrients pollution which can affect human health and the environment.
Processing of manure offers possibilities for more efficient use of nutrients, from the agricultural as well as from the environmental point of view. This is why via its Joint Research Centre the Commission launched a project in 2017, which includes literature review, modelling and experimental work to define the conditions under which it does not entail additional environmental risks to replace chemical nitrate nitrogen-containing chemical fertilisers by processed manure in agricultural applications. This work is ongoing and a draft study report should be presented in principle by the end of 2019.
As these criteria concern the use of fertilisers and not their placing on the market, they are not affected by the Fertilising Products Regulation, and not expected to affect the implementation of that regulation. However they certainly constitute an additional and complementary action to foster an efficient and environmentally safe circular economy.”


[bookmark: WINTER]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on a framework for the recovery and resolution of central counterparties and amending Regulations (EU) No 1095/2010, (EU) No 648/2012, and (EU) 2015/2365
1.	Rapporteur: Babette WINTER (S&D / DE), Kay SWINBURNE (ECR / UK)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0365 (COD) / A8-0015/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0300
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. It notes that the following amendments in particular introduce requirements that will have to be very carefully considered in the light of international standards and practices.
· Article 9(7f) and (7g): The requirement for the Central Counterparty (CCP) to use an additional amount of dedicated own resources in recovery would come in addition to its capital requirements and in particular to the CCP’s dedicated own resources that it contributes to the default waterfall (“skin in the game”) in accordance with Regulation (EU) No 648/2012 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 4 July 2012 on OTC derivatives, central counterparties and trade repositories (EMIR) which are already elevated in comparison to international practice. The possible impact on clearing costs should be carefully considered.
· Article 27(9)(ca): The requirement for the resolution authority to recover its possible expenses from clearing members that have incurred lower losses than they would have incurred if the resolution authority had not taken resolution action introduces elements that are not reflected in the relevant guidance of the Financial Stability Board in the context of possible recoveries of public support (FSB(2017): Guidance on Central Counterparty Resolution and Resolution Planning).


[bookmark: NAGTEGAAL]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2014/65/EU on markets in financial instruments
1.	Rapporteur: Caroline NAGTEGAAL (ALDE / NL)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0047 (COD) / A8-0362/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0302
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 53(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. No amendments were put forward by the Parliament that are raising specific concerns at this stage.
[bookmark: FOX]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on European Crowdfunding Service Providers (ECSP) for Business
1.	Rapporteur: Ashley FOX (ECR / UK)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0048 (COD) / A8-0364/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0301
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. However, it expresses concerns regarding the following amendments to the Commission’s proposal:
· ECSP authorisation and supervision: The Parliament significantly reduces the role of European Securities and Markets Authority (ESMA) in the authorisation and supervision of ECSPs, which is now given to National Competent Authorities (NCAs).
· Threshold for crowdfunding offer issuance: The Parliament proposes an increase of the threshold for issuance of crowdfunding offers from the proposed EUR 1 000 000 to EUR 8 000 000, in line with the maximum amount for national derogation from the need to publish a prospectus under the Prospectus Regulation.
· Scope of services: The Parliament’s position expands the scope of services permitted to be carried out by an ECSP to investment advice and to intermediated services that may result in individual and collective portfolio management. These business models would respectively fall under the Markets in Financial Instruments Directive and Regulation (MiFID/R) and the Alternative Investment Fund Managers Directive (AIFMD). This includes complex lending-based models, which involve packaging and pricing of loans together with the possibility for ECSPs even to act on their own account.


[bookmark: AGEA]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2004/37/EC on the protection of workers from the risks related to exposure to carcinogens or mutagens at work
1.	Rapporteur: Laura AGEA (EFDD / IT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0081 (COD) / A8-0382/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0307
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 153(2)(b) and 153(1)(a)of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
[bookmark: BAYET]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2013/34/EC as regards disclosure of income tax information by certain undertakings and branches (CBCR)
1.	Rapporteur: Hugues BAYET (S&D / BE), Evelyn REGNER (S&D / AT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0107(COD) / A8-0227/2017/ P8_TA-PROV(2019)0309
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 294(2) and Article 50(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI) and Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON) (joint committee procedure)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. In particular, it notes that the following amendments have a significant impact on the balance of the proposal tabled by the European Commission:
· Amendments 18, 21, 42, 43, 44 and 53 (Recital 9, Recital 13, Article 1, paragraph 1, point 2 on Article 48c(3) subparagraphs 2 and 3, Article 48g): presentation of information separately for each tax jurisdiction other than for the Member States and non-cooperative tax jurisdictions, as well as deletion of the ability to draw up a list of those tax jurisdictions. These amendments would expand significantly the geographical details to be provided by companies.
· Amendments 36, 38, 39, 40, 65 and 41 (Article 1, paragraph 1, point 2 on Article 48c(2) points (a), (ba), (c), (ga), (gb), (gc)): disclosure of additional information items including the list of all subsidiaries, fixed assets, breakdown of turnover with related and unrelated parties, stated capital, details of public subsidies received and any donations made to politicians, preferential tax treatments. These amendments would expand significantly the amount of information to be provided by companies.
· Amendments 82, 83, 69/rev, 47, 48, 70/rev and 50 (Recital 9a (new), Article 1, paragraph 1, point 2 on Article 48c(3) subparagraph 3a (new) / 3b (new) / 3c (new) / 3d (new) / 3e (new) / 3f (new)): introduction of a safeguard clause allowing information to be temporarily omitted subject to prior authorisation of the national competent authority, renewable each year, with notification by the Member States to the Commission, Commission to monitor, verify and publish notifications and to draw up related guidelines. These amendments would introduce a potential breach to the complete disclosure of information as well as extensive administrative process and duties for national competent authorities and the Commission.
· Amendments 20, 27, 29, 51 and 58 (Recital 11a (new), Article 1, paragraph 1, point 2 on Article 48b(1) subparagraph 2, Article 48b(3) subparagraph 2, Article 48c(5)) and Article 51(1): public registry managed by the Commission to report cases of infringements giving rise to penalties as well as the reports. These amendments would introduce extensive administrative process and duties for national competent authorities and the Commission.


[bookmark: NIEBLER]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on preventive restructuring frameworks, second chance and measures to increase the efficiency of restructuring, insolvency and discharge procedures and amending Directive 2012/30/EU
1.	Rapporteur: Angelika NIEBLER (EPP / DE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0359 (COD) / A8-0269/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0321
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 28 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 53 and 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
[bookmark: SVOBODA]
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down rules on the exercise of copyright and related rights applicable to certain online transmissions of broadcasting organisations and retransmissions of television and radio programmes
1.	Rapporteur: Pavel SVOBODA (EPP / CZ)
2.	Reference numbers: 2016/0284 (COD) / A8-0378/2017 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0322
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 28 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
6.	Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission tabled the following statement:
“The Commission takes note that the text adopted by the European Parliament and the Council replaces the legal basis retained in its proposal (Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU)) with the combined legal basis of Articles 53(1) and 62 TFEU.
The Commission considers that Articles 53(1) and 62 TFEU provide a specific legal basis, and can thus be considered ‘lex specialis’, for directives concerning access to activities of self-employed persons. Legislation exceeding that scope should more properly be based on the general legal basis related to the achievement of the internal market (Article 114 TFEU). The two legal bases (Article 114, and Articles 53(1) and 62 TFEU) could also have been used in conjunction, if necessary.
In a spirit of compromise and with a view to the immediate adoption of the proposal by the Union, the Commission supports the final text. However, it regrets the removal of Article 114 TFEU as the legal basis of the directive and reaffirms that that provision of the TFEU shall be used in future internal market legislation concerning issues other than access to activities of self-employed persons.”


[bookmark: DANTIN]ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the quality of water intended for human consumption (recast)
1.	Rapporteur: Michel DANTIN (EPP / FR)
2.	Reference numbers: 2017/0332(COD) / A8-0288/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0320
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 28 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
6.	Commission's position: 
While reserving its position to the inter-institutional negotiations, the Commission notes the following issues with regard to the resolution of the European Parliament:
· Access to water: the amendments overall strengthen the Commission proposal and make it more encompassing. They are more ambitious than the provisions discussed in Council.
· Materials in contact with water: compared to the initial Commission proposal, the amendments of the Parliament include a new Article 10(a) setting hygiene requirements for products and require the Commission to approve lists of substances. In that sense, they go in the same direction as the Council’s amendments while being less descriptive.
· Health protection: the amendments aim at a level of protection similar to that proposed by the Commission, whilst introducing monitoring obligations to measure microplastics in accordance with a methodology to be developed by the Commission. The parametric values are overall stricter than the provisions being discussed in Council.
· Risk-based approach: compared to the Commission proposal, the amendments include several additional elements, such as an exemption for very small water suppliers and further specifications of the obligations of the different actors involved in the risk-based approach. There are no major substantial differences with the provisions being discussed in Council.
· Transparency/information requirements: compared to the Commission proposal, the amendments have reduced the level of information to be provided to the public, but to a much lesser extent than the provisions being discussed in Council.
Declaration by the European Commission concerning the General Approach in Council, and in particular its Article 10(a)
The Commission reserves its position at this stage.
In relation to draft Article 10(a), the Commission supports the objective of ensuring that the materials in contact with water are of a high quality that protects the health of consumers. It recalls its proposal to tackle hygiene and safety requirements for materials in contact with drinking water under the Construction Products Regulation (EU) No 305/2011).
The Commission takes note that a majority of the Member States want to introduce a system of establishing minimum requirements for substances and materials in contact with drinking water in the present draft directive.
However, the proposed approach raises several concerns in terms of: legal coherence and certainty; the practicalities of its implementation and its impact on the internal market as well as on the Member States and EU financial resources.
The Commission recalls that under the environmental legal basis the Member States may adopt more stringent measures which will lead to an incomplete harmonisation of materials and substances from which products in contact with water will be manufactured, creating barriers to the internal market. Legally the text raises issues on its soundness and compatibility with Regulation (EU) No 305/2011. The feasibility of meeting the deadlines set for the adoption of the first lists is questionable, whilst the resource implications are unknown. The absence of clear and long-enough transitional periods for the adoption of the positive lists could have significant negative impacts on the market.
The Commission recalls that in line with the principles of Better Regulation the effects these changes are likely to bring at the levels of the EU, several Member States and economic operators should be properly assessed.
Whilst recalling the provisions of the Inter-institutional agreement on Better Law-making as concerns impact assessments by the Parliament and the Council of substantive amendments they introduce to Commission proposals, the Commission intends to further analyse and assess the concerns set out in this declaration. It will make its results known to the co-legislators so that they can take them fully into account in the next steps of the negotiations.


[bookmark: EICKHOUT]THE ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the establishment of a framework to facilitate sustainable investment ('taxonomy')
1.	Rapporteurs: Sirpa PIETIKÄINEN (EPP / FI), Bas EICKHOUT (Greens/EFA / NL)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0178 (COD) / A8-0175/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0325
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 28 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON), Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
6.	Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. The Commission notes the following amendments that have a major impact on the original Commission proposal:
i. Amendments 35, 55, 59, 87 and 96 (Article 1 of the proposal of the Commission): the Commission takes note of the increased ambition of the Parliament, evident in the extension of the scope of the disclosure requirement to all financial market participants (instead of only those that offer green financial products).
ii. Amendments 36, 88 and 89 (Article 2 of the proposal of the Commission): the Commission takes note that the scope of ‘financial market participants’ is extended to credit institutions and (corporate) issuers in the Parliaments’ resolution.
iii. Amendment 38 (Article 3 a (new)): the Parliament proposes that the Commission conducts an impact assessment on the consequences of expanding the taxonomy to defining criteria for activities with a negative impact on sustainability (i.e. a ‘brown taxonomy). This goes a step further than the Commission proposal, which seeks to provide only a positive list of economic activities that substantially contribute to the EU environmental objectives.
iv. Amendments 50, 73, 74, 75 and 75 (Article 14 of the proposal of the Commission): the Parliament proposes to exclude power generation activities that utilise solid fossil fuels, produce non-renewable waste, or contribute to carbon intensive lock-in effects ex-ante from the taxonomy. The Commission proposal neither excludes any particular activity in a given sector nor endorses any particular activity as environmentally sustainable upfront. The Commission proposal follows the logic that any potential exclusions should be science-driven and based on specific technical expertise and broad stakeholder consultation. In June 2018, the Commission established the Technical Expert Group on sustainable finance. The Technical Expert Group on sustainable finance was tasked to assist the Commission with assessing the potential contribution of all relevant sectors and activities.
v. Amendments 49, 70, 72 and 93 (Article 13 of the proposal of the Commission): the Commission takes note that the minimum social safeguards have been strengthened.
vi. Amendment 51 (Article 15 of the proposal of the Commission): the Commission takes note that the Parliament has modified the composition of the Platform.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: arimont470]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on specific provisions for the European territorial cooperation goal (Interreg) supported by the European Regional Development Fund and external financing instruments
1.	Rapporteur: Pascal ARIMONT (EPP / BE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0199 (COD) / A8-0470/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0238
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 26 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 178, 209(1), 212(2) and 349 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Regional Development (REGI), Committee on Foreign Affairs (AFET), Committee on Development (DEVE) (joint committee procedure)
6.	Commission's position: Given that the Council has not yet established its position on this proposal, the Commission reserves its position on all the amendments put forward by the European Parliament.


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: costa156]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the Creative Europe programme (2021 to 2027) and repealing Regulation (EU) No 1295/2013
1.	Rapporteur: Silvia COSTA (S&D / IT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0190 (COD) / A8-0156/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0323
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 28 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 167(5) and 173(3) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Culture and Education (CULT)
6.	Commission's position: At this stage, the Commission reserves its position.
The Commission cannot support amendments touching upon horizontal issues. These amendments concern budgetary issues (such as doubling the overall budget compared to the current programme, allocating the budget between strands according to specific percentages, expressing the budget in constant prices), implementing provisions (such as requesting the adoption of annual work programmes through delegated acts, adding practical implementation details on synergies, including award criteria, proposing changes related to evaluation and indicators; and requesting the use of programme logos), and third-country participation.
Neither can the Commission accept other amendments, which change essential elements of the Commission proposal such as those amendments that seek to alter the structure of the proposal (by introducing one new general objective and three new specific objectives) or which propose to limit the financial support provided to the European Film Academy only to the Lux Prize.


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: salafra174]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the Instrument for Pre-Accession Assistance III
1.	Rapporteur: José Ignacio SALAFRANCA SÁNCHEZ-NEYRA (EPP / ES), Knut FLECKENSTEIN (S&D / DE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0247 (COD) / A8-0174/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0299
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Article 212 (2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Foreign Affairs (AFET)
6.	Commission's position:
At this stage of the procedure, the Commission reserves its position but nevertheless would like to point out to amendments that seem particularly problematic.
There were numerous amendments, many of which related to the governance of the instrument. Like for Neighbourhood, Development and International Cooperation Instrument (NDICI), the European Parliament proposes new institutional provisions for governance that unnecessarily multiply the number of delegated acts, frame further the role of the European Parliament in future programming, abolish comitology for implementing acts and deems to enhance democratic accountability.
The European Parliament suggests increasing the overall budget.
1. Funding, targets and end-date
The European Parliament report asks to increase IPA III envelope to EUR 14 663 401 000 (amendment 41). It strengthens the wording on climate change by providing that the Commission should have the ambition to move towards 30 % of MFF expenditure by 2027 (amendment 15). It does not change the 16 % specific target but considers this a minimum. It widens mainstreaming to other areas – human rights, conflict prevention, migration, poverty reduction and regional cohesion (amendment 50).
[bookmark: _Hlk4022491]While upward pressure on the budget could be welcome in the overall inter-institutional negotiations, the Commission maintains the original proposal pending the outcome of the overall horizontal discussions on the Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF). The Commission also notes that the extensive mainstreaming beyond climate, environmental protection and gender equality may lead to dilute the core objectives of the instrument.
In line with its position in other basic acts, the European Parliament has introduced a regulation end date to 2027 (amendment 91), instead of leaving it open-ended as originally set in the Commission proposal.
The Commission maintains its proposal. To note that the partial general approach of the Council regarding IPA III does not change the Commission proposal in this regard.
1. Governance
In the final report, delegated acts are unnecessarily multiplied compared to the Commission’s proposal.
The European Parliament proposes to use delegated acts for:
· establishing the programming framework (amendment 57);
· suspension and restatement of assistance (amendment 125);
· adopting the IPA implementing rules (amendment 84).
Unlike for NDICI, no urgency procedure is proposed for the adoption of delegated acts (NDICI amendment 311).
The European Parliament proposal abolishes comitology (amendment 86) and proposes that annual action plans and measures are adopted by a Commission decision, without prior approval of Member States. It proposes that the Commission informs immediately and reports to the European Parliament within one month of adoption of measures (amendment 127).
The resolution also contains a new article on democratic accountability, which envisages a dialogue on strategic orientations and guidelines for the programming documents before the adoption of delegated acts and the adoption of the draft annual budget by the Commission, as well as a dialogue on the annual budget following consolidated information on all actions and measures adopted or planned (amendment 82).
The resolution establishes a horizontal steering group (amendment 126) composed of all relevant services of the Commission and European External Action Service (EEAS) and chaired by the Vice President/ High Representative (VP/HR) or a representative of that office. This group would be responsible for the steering, coordination and management of the instrument throughout the management cycle in order to ensure consistency, efficiency, transparency and accountability of all Union external financing. Within this steering group, the VP/HR would ensure overall political coordination of the Union’s external action. For all actions and throughout the whole cycle of programming, planning and application of the instrument, the VP/HR and the EEAS shall work with the relevant Commission services, building upon their expertise. The European Parliament shall be fully involved in the design, programming, monitoring and evaluation phases of the instruments in order to guarantee political control and democratic scrutiny and accountability of Union funding in the field of external action.
In view of: (i) the need for further clarity from the European Parliament in the trilogues on some of the amendments and (ii) the substantially different position of the Council, the Commission maintains the original proposal, opposing as a principle the unnecessary and excessive multiplication of the use of delegated acts and insisting that programming is part of the Commission's competence to execute the EU budget (article 317 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union). Programming documents such as work programmes do not supplement or amend the basic act; they apply the principles, objectives, rules and procedures of the relevant basic act. The inclusion of those elements in a delegated act is legally not possible which is why the Commission should therefore defend its proposal and oppose adoption by delegated acts.
1. Role of the EEAS
In addition to the horizontal steering group (which has been transposed from NDICI without modifications), the report specifically indicates enlargement policy as part of external policy (amendment 5), proposing a reinforced role for the EEAS in coordinating programming (amendments 27, 82 and 126).
This would require an amendment of the Council decision on the EEAS fields of intervention. Council Decision of 26 July 2010 establishing the organisation and functioning of the European External Action Service (2010/427/EU) currently does not list IPA in the list of instruments that fall under the “political coordination of external actions by the HR/VP”. The Commission maintains its position. Article 49 of the Treaty, which is the basis for enlargement policy, clearly identifies the institutional setting for the enlargement process, with the European Parliament, the Council and the Commission playing their respective roles. Similarly, enlargement policy is established in and supervised by the General Affairs Council and not the Foreign Affairs Council.
1. Programming framework
There is broad agreement on the approach of having a programming document covering the specific objectives instead of country specific programming documents with an envelope per country established upfront. In this regard, the amendments are very much in line with Council position, requesting further clarity on the application of the fair share principle (ensuring that a country does not have disproportionately low level of funding) and the performance approach. The resolution explicitly defines fair share (amendments 32 and 57) and requires extension of areas to be considered for assessing performance (amendment 123).
In line with the overall objective of reinforcing the role of the European Parliament in the programming, the report introduces a sunset clause for the programming framework (4+3), expiring by 30 June 2025. The report proposes a new programming framework to be adopted based on the mid-term evaluation, which should be presented and submitted to the European Parliament and the Council (amendments 57 and 124).
1. Suspension and conditions on indirect management and budget support
The resolution proposes including the possibility of suspending assistance (through delegated acts) in cases of breaches of the principle of democracy, rule of law, respect of human rights and fundamental freedoms (amendment 125). It also includes a clause to revert from indirect management with the partner to direct management (or indirect management with another entity) in similar cases (amendment 64).
The resolution also proposes specific conditions for budget support including the possibility to suspend. It is unclear the extent to which those are additional to the conditions in the Financial Regulation as the amendment refers to Article 23(4) of NDICI, which itself refers to the conditions established in Article 236 of the Financial Regulation. The European Parliament makes explicit that budget support should be accompanied by targeted assistance to national audit authorities (amendment 67).
The Commission maintains the original proposal in view of the need for further clarity from the European Parliament in the trilogues on some of the amendments.
1. Visibility
The resolution proposes enhanced visibility and a specific role to the HR/VP (amendments 28, 49, 88 and 90). The Commission maintains its position. The Commission shares the intention to improve communication on the results of assistance and to reinforce strategic communication and has, in its proposal, reinforced text on visibility including on a more corporate approach.
1. Evaluation and Indicators
The resolution includes the text transposed from NDICI on mid-term review and evaluation. It reduces the deadline to carry out a final evaluation to three (instead of four) years after the end of the period of application of the regulation. It includes specific indicators on good neighbourly relations and reconciliation/ absence of violence/ EU visibility / alignment with CFSP decisions / inequality / inclusiveness /poverty reduction (amendments 114-121). It also links the programming framework to the indicators listed in Annex IV.
The Commission maintains its position. It highlights that three years after the end date of the regulation may not be sufficient time, as not all the actions will be implemented. The Commission also maintains its position that specific indicators will be included in the programming framework which are coherent but not the same as in Annex IV.


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: NOVAKOVkrehl]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down common provisions on the European Regional Development Fund, the European Social Fund Plus, the Cohesion Fund, and the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund and financial rules for those and for the Asylum and Migration Fund, the Internal Security Fund and the Border Management and Visa Instrument
1.	Rapporteurs: Andrey NOVAKOV (EPP / BU), Constanze KREHL (S&D / DE)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0196 (COD) / A8-0043/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0310
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 177, 322(1)(a) and 349 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Regional Development (REGI)
6.	Commission's position:
Given that the Council has not yet established its position on the entirety of the proposal, the Commission reserves its position on all the amendments put forward by the European Parliament.
The Commission considers that its proposal has important elements  in particular i) the simplification elements introduced ii) the strategic basis in form of an obligatory partnership agreement for all the Member States iii) the new policy objectives and the iv) mid-term review. It asked for strong support from the Parliament in particular for the point on Partnership Agreements, where the Council’s position is substantially different, potentially allowing for an optional Partnership Agreement for at least half of the Member States.


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: cozzo94]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the European Regional Development Fund and on the Cohesion Fund
1.	Rapporteur: Andrea COZZOLINO (S&D / IT)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0197 (COD) / A8-0094/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0303
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 177, 178 and 349 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Regional Development (REGI)
6.	Commission's position:
The Commission at this stage reserves its position. During the parliamentary debate, the Commission defended the proposal, in particular in relation to concentration of resources (‘thematic concentration’) and the scope of support.
The resolution adopted three amendments to the draft report:
· More rigid approach to excluding fossil fuels from the scope of support.
The resolution deleted all exceptions introduced by the draft report (which allowed for financing efficient co-generation and district heating; installations with a substantial contribution to net-zero emission economy and helping meeting the directives on energy efficiency and promotion and use of renewable energy sources), but also the provisions allowing for supporting clean vehicles proposed by the Commission. The resolution left the 1 % capping strictly related to the exceptions introduced in the draft report – thus creating some inconsistency within the adopted legislative resolution.
· Resources allocated to policy objective 5 (‘Europe closer to citizens’) that contribute to policy objectives 1 (‘smarter Europe’) and 2 (greener Europe’) will not be taken into account when calculating thematic concentration. This change makes the resolution in line with the Commission proposal on this particular issue 
· Allowing for productive investment in enterprises other than small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs), in research and innovation and energy efficiency. This change represents an even stronger deviation from the Commission proposal than envisaged in the draft report which had foreseen support for productive investments other than SMEs for business infrastructure benefitting SMEs or when cooperation with SMEs is involved.


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: panzer173]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the Neighbourhood, Development and International Cooperation Instrument
1.	Rapporteurs: Frank ENGEL (EPP / LU), Cristian Dan PREDA (EPP / RO), Pier Antonio PANZERI (S&D / IT), Charles GOERENS (ALDE / LU)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0243 (COD) / A8-0173/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0298
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 27 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 209, 212 and 322(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Foreign Affairs (AFET) (associated committee) and Committee on Development (DEVE) (joint committee procedure)
6.	Commission’s position: 
The Commission proposal for a regulation establishing the Neighbourhood, Development and International Cooperation Instrument (NDICI) aims at the simplification of the architecture of the Union’s external financing instruments and covers the so-called “budgetisation” of the European Development Fund (EDF). NDICI would replace most existing external financing instruments, except for the Instrument for Pre-Accession Assistance, the Instrument for Nuclear Safety, the Overseas Association Decision, and the Humanitarian Aid Instrument. It would be funded from the general budget of the Union.
The European Parliament’s resolution, ending its 1st reading, proposes new institutional provisions for governance that multiply the number of delegated acts, frame further the role of the European Parliament in future programming, abolish comitology for implementing acts and deems to enhance democratic accountability. The European Parliament suggests increasing the overall budget while making changes in geographic and thematic posts. It also sets specific minimum amounts for some areas, along with an increase of expense targets predetermining largely the implementation of the instrument.
1) Architecture
The final text does not change the proposed architecture; both the European Development Fund and Neighbourhood are maintained as part of the NDICI. The Commission agrees with this approach since it is in line with the original proposal. The specific architecture of the NDICI is the key for it to deliver its efficiencies and improvements (also in implementation).
2) Structure
The foreign policy needs and priorities component of the “non-programmable” rapid response actions is moved into the “programmable” thematic pillar of the instrument, as a separate thematic programme (amendments 79, 81, 88, 92, 110, 139, 515 and 524). The Commission maintains its original proposal, as due to their unpredictable nature, actions under the foreign policy needs and priorities component are not programmable.
3) Governance
In the final text, delegated acts are multiplied compared to the Commission’s proposal.
The European Parliament proposes to use delegated acts in order to:
- establish frameworks for each geographic and thematic programme (amendments 59, 159, 168 and 175);
- establish frameworks for action plans and measures not framed by programming documents (except for rapid response actions) (amendments 59 and 208);
- establish a human rights operational framework (amendments 59 and 127);
- establish a framework for the performance-based approach for the Neighbourhood containing the methodology of its application (amendments 59 and 194);
- establish a monitoring and evaluation framework (amendments 59 and 292);
- decide on the unforeseen needs not covered by programming documents, and thereby allowing the use of the cushion (amendment 59);
- decide on the suspension of assistance (amendments 59 and 184);
- decide on the amendment of provisioning rates and the financial amounts involved for the External Action Guarantee (amendments 59, 236 and 237);
- decide on the increase of the maximum amount for the provisioning of the Guarantee (amendments 59, 236 and 237);
- decide on the modification of investment windows established in Annex V (amendments 59 and 262);
- decide on the extension of the scope of actions to countries and territories not eligible under the regulation (amendments 59 and 305).
An urgency procedure is foreseen for the adoption of delegated acts (amendment 311).
The European Parliament proposal abolishes comitology and proposes that annual action plans and measures are adopted by a Commission decision, without prior approval of EU Member States (amendments 58 and 205).
The resolution also contains a new article on democratic accountability. This envisages a dialogue with the European Parliament on strategic orientations and guidelines for the programming documents before the adoption of delegated acts and the adoption of the draft annual budget by the Commission, as well as a dialogue on the annual budget following consolidated information on all actions and measures adopted or planned (amendment 312).
The resolution establishes a horizontal steering group (amendments 61 and 322) composed of all relevant Commission services and the European External Action Service (EEAS) and chaired by the High Representative / Vice-President (VP/HR) or a representative of that office. This group would be responsible for the steering, coordination and management of the instrument throughout the management cycle in order to ensure consistency, efficiency, transparency and accountability of all Union external financing. Within this steering group, the VP/HR would ensure overall political coordination of the Union’s external action. For all actions, including rapid response actions, and throughout the whole cycle of programming, planning and application of the instrument, the VP/HR and the EEAS shall work with the relevant Commission services, building on their expertise. The European Parliament shall be fully involved in the design, programming, monitoring and evaluation phases of the instruments in order to guarantee political control and democratic scrutiny and accountability of Union funding in the field of external action.
The Commission maintains the original proposal in view of the need for the European Parliament to further clarity some of the amendments during the trilogues and in view of the substantially different position of the Council.
4) Implementation: programming
The European Parliament frames the process through new articles on the scope of geographic and thematic programmes, which summarise the annexes (amendments 138 and 139). In addition, it proposes the adoption of frameworks for each country/ multi-country programme and for thematic programmes by delegated acts (amendments 59, 159, 168 and 175).
The “frameworks” for each country/ multi-country programme and for thematic programmes would contain elements that are currently the main building blocks of multi-annual indicative programmes, notably the Union’s strategy, the priority areas, detailed objectives, the expected results, specific performance indicators and the specific financial allocation and cooperation modalities.
On the one hand, the final text maintains the notion of multi-annual programmes – without the “indicative” character. In addition, 5 % of the multi-annual programmes could remain unallocated, and subsequently allocated by a Commission decision (amendment 173). The text also foresees the mandatory adoption of new multi-annual programmes by mid-2025 at the latest (amendment 177), contrary to the current Development Cooperation Instrument (DCI) and EDF practice and to the principles of predictability and alignment to partner countries cycles. On the other hand, the final text deleted all provisions related to the adoption of multi-annual programmes and instead refers only to the adoption of frameworks by delegated act.
In view of Article 317 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU), programming is part of the Commission’s competence to execute the EU budget; thus, the Commission maintains the original proposal. Further clarity on some of the amendments are needed from the European Parliament. Programming documents do not supplement or amend the basic act; they apply the principles, objectives, rules and procedures of the relevant basic act and, therefore, cannot be the object of a delegated act.
5) Amounts (amendments 99 to 113)
In the final text the European Parliament proposes an overall budget increase (from EUR 89.2 billion to EUR 93.154 billion in current prices), and the inclusion of percentages and 2018 prices (where the overall amount would come at EUR 82.451 billion). The increased envelopes are: Neighbourhood, Africa, and the thematic programmes for Human Rights and Democracy (including a maximum amount of 25 % for electoral observation missions), Civil Society Organisations to which Local Authorities is added and Global Challenges.
The budget for Asia and the Pacific and Americas and the Caribbean is separated with “at least” EUR 0.7 billion for the Pacific and EUR 1.2 billion for the Caribbean, decreasing the flexibility proposed by the Commission within these geographic envelops.
The budget for the rapid response actions pillar is further detailed by component: EUR 2 billion for the crisis response component and EUR 1.5 billion for the humanitarian-development nexus. EUR 0.5 billion is allocated to foreign policy needs and priorities and transferred to the thematic pillar (compared to the current Partnership Instrument budget of almost EUR 1 billion). By this additional earmarking, the European Parliament further decreases the flexibility proposed by the Commission within this pillar.
The emerging challenges and priorities cushion is decreased to EUR 7 billion in current prices (to be expressed in 2018 prices, which means EUR 6.2 billion) and a capping of EUR 270 million for Capacity Building for Security and Development has been added. An amount for Erasmus activities is fixed at EUR 2 billion from the geographic envelopes.
The Commission maintains the original proposal pending the outcome of the overall horizontal multiannual financial framework (MFF) discussions. While upward pressure on the budget would be welcome, the Commission notes that earmarking runs contrary to the principle of flexibility, which is particularly relevant for external action and would affect the Union’s capacity to address emerging challenges and priorities.
6) Targets
a) Legally binding targets in the articles:
The final text raises the legally binding target on what financing can be accounted as Official Development Assistance (ODA) to “at least 95 %” of the total envelope compared to “at least 92 %”, proposed by the Commission. It also includes a reference to the commitment to spend 0.20 % of Gross National Income for Least Developed Countries (amendments 14, 15 and 82).
The European Parliament also turns the targets on social inclusion and human development into a legally binding target, while rewording its scope and adding that “at least 20 %” of ODA should be spent annually and over the duration of the actions (amendments 12 and 83).
The final text establishes a legally binding target as well on gender, requiring 85 % of ODA funded geographic and thematic programmes to be gender relevant according to the Gender Action Plan II, of which a “significant part” for gender as a principal objective (amendments 16 and 84).
b) Targets in the recitals:
The text establishes a double target regarding climate change and environment. It requires on the one hand that 45 % of the overall envelope be spent on climate objectives, environmental management and protection, biodiversity and combatting desertification, while on the other hand it requires that 30 % of the overall financial envelope should be dedicated to climate change mitigation and adaptation (amendment 39).
The European Parliament maintains the 10 % target concerning migration, but as a “maximum” and with rewording of its scope (amendment 41).
The Commission maintains the original proposal taking into that some of the targets are not realistically feasible and would place a legal obligation, which the Commission would not be able to fulfil, as well as the need to maintain sufficient flexibility for programming.
7) Neighbourhood
The resolution maintains the cooperation with the neighbourhood within the NDICI but includes additional specific objectives for cooperation in this region (amendment 185). It reinforces the provision on performance-based approach replacing “indicatively 10 %” by “at least 10 %” (amendment 190) and asks the performance-based methodology to be established by a delegated act (amendments 59 and 194).
The Commission maintains the original proposal.
8) Investment
In addition to adding more detailed objectives and conditions for the European Fund for Sustainable Development Plus (EFSD+), the Parliament proposes to cap the maximum amount of money for provisioning the External Action Guarantee, in other words, how much money has to be set aside to cover the total guarantee volume of EUR 60 billion, at the level of EUR 10 billion. This could be modified by delegated act (amendment 236). Furthermore, the text introduces a new paragraph on the future role of the European Investment Bank (EIB) proposing its access to the private investment window and an exclusive sovereign lending mandate provisioned with at least EUR 1 billion from the geographic programmes (amendment 258). This would enable the EIB to finance up to EUR 11 billion worth of sovereign lending operations based on a 9 % provisioning rate. The investment windows would be established in Annex V of the NDICI, modifiable by delegated acts (amendments 59 and 262).
The Commission reserves the final position in view of the outcome of ongoing discussions, requested by the Member States, between the Commission and the EIB.


ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
[bookmark: zver111]Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing ‘Erasmus’: the Union programme for education, training, youth and sport and repealing Regulation (EU) No 1288/2013
1.	Rapporteur: Milan ZVER (EPP / SI)
2.	Reference numbers: 2018/0191 (COD) / A8-0111/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0324
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 28 March 2019
4.	Legal basis: Articles 165(4) and 166(4) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Culture and Education (CULT)
6.	Commission's position: At this stage, the Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament.
The Commission expressed its particular concerns regarding the amendments that would further increase the budget; full budget allocation up front reducing the flexibility of the Commission’s proposal; the introduction of a dedicated budget for inclusion; the use of delegated acts for the adoption of work programmes; changes to indicators and provisions related to synergies and monitoring; third-country participation, and corporate communication.
In addition, the Commission cannot accept those amendments which change essential elements of the Commission proposal, such as those requesting to revert back to the current name of the programme; adding new specific objectives; broadening the scope of DiscoverEU; extending individual mobility for adult learners; extending individual learning mobility to young people practising sport in an organised setting; changing some parameters of the international dimension of the programme; introducing a non-exhaustive list of funding criteria to demonstrate EU added value; adding doctoral degrees to Erasmus partnerships for excellence; changing the criteria for European Universities and Centres of Vocational Excellence; and merging the Jean Monnet actions for higher education with the other fields of education and training.


[bookmark: part2]Part Two
Non-legislative resolutions


THE COMMISSION DOES NOT INTEND TO RESPOND FORMALLY TO THE FOLLOWING NON-LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTIONS, ADOPTED BY THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT DURING THE MARCH II 2019 PART-SESSION
	Fundamental rights of people of African descent (2018/2899 (RSP))
(PE: B8-0212/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 26 March 2019
Commissioners responsible: Věra JOUROVÁ, Frans TIMMERMANS
Directorate General for Justice and Consumers
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution as they were comprehensively addressed in plenary by Vice-President Dombrovskis on behalf of Commissioner Jourová.
	Situation of rule of law and fight against corruption in the EU, specifically in Malta and Slovakia (2018/2965 (RSP))
(PE: B8-0230/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 28 March 2019
Commissioners responsible: Věra JOUROVÁ, Frans TIMMERMANS
Directorate General for Justice and Consumers
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution as they were comprehensively addressed in plenary by Commissioner Jourová.
	Institutional Framework Agreement between the European Union and the Swiss Confederation. Recommendation (2018/2262 (INI))
Report by Doru-Claudian FRUNZULICĂ (PE: A8-0147/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 26 March 2019
Commissioner responsible: Federica MOGHERINI
European External Action Service
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution. The Parliament will be kept informed on the implementation of its recommendations in the regular exchanges with the High Representative / Vice-President and the European External Action Service.
	Recommendation to the Council, the Commission and the Vice-President of the Commission / High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy on the new comprehensive agreement between the EU and Uzbekistan (2018/2236 (INI))
Rapport de David MCALLISTER (PE: A8-0149/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 26 March 2019
Commissioner responsible: Federica MOGHERINI
European External Action Service
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution as they were comprehensively addressed in plenary by Commissioner King on behalf of High Representative / Vice-President Mogherini.
	Post-Arab Spring: way forward for the MENA region (2018/2160 (INI)) 
Report by Brando Maria BENIFEI (PE: A8-0077/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 27 March 2019
Commissioner responsible: Federica MOGHERINI
European External Action Service
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution as they were comprehensively addressed in plenary by Commissioner Hahn on behalf of High Representative / Vice-President Mogherini.
	Recommendation for a Council decision establishing a European Peace Facility (2018/2237 (INI))
Report by Hilde VAUTMANS (PE: A8-0157/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 28 March 2019
Commissioner responsible: Federica MOGHERINI
European External Action Service
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution as they were comprehensively addressed in plenary by Commissioner King on behalf of High Representative / Vice-President Mogherini.
	Resolution on emergency situation in Venezuela (2019/2628 (RSP))
(PE: B8-0225/2019)
Minutes, Part 2, 28 March 2019
Commissioner responsible: Federica MOGHERINI
European External Action Service
Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests addressed in the resolution as they were comprehensively addressed in plenary by Commissioner Mimica on behalf of High Representative / Vice-President Mogherini.
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