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 an exchange, assistance and training programme for the protection of the euro against counterfeiting for the period 2021-2027 (the “Pericles IV programme”) 
[bookmark: _GoBack]
1. Rapporteur: Dennis DE JONG (GUE/NGL / NL) 
2. Reference numbers: 2018/0194 (COD) / A8-0069/2019 / P8_TA-PROV(2019)0087 
3. Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 February 2019 
4. Legal basis: Article 133 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union 
5. Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE) 
6. Commission's position: The Commission reserves its position on all the amendments of the European Parliament. However, it expresses its particular concerns regarding the following ones: 
Impact assessment: amendment 5 (recital 6 of the proposal of the Commission) stating that, contrary to standard procedure, a separate impact assessment of the Programme was not carried out. In line with the requirements set out by the EU Financial Regulation, programmes which provide continuity as regards content and structure or have a relatively small budget, do not require an impact assessment but rather an ex ante evaluation in the form of a Staff Working Document. 
Delegated act for the work programme: amendments 10, 18, 19, 20 and 21 (recital 12, Article 10 and Article 11 of the proposal of the Commission) establishing that the work programmes are to be adopted by means of delegated acts in accordance with Article 290 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU). This amendment is not in line with the relevant treaty provisions (Articles 290 and 291 TFEU). A work programme neither amends nor supplements the legislative act; it merely puts into effect the rules and conditions set out by the legislator and therefore clearly falls within the implementing powers of the Commission pursuant to Article 291 TFEU. 
Coordination with ECB and Europol: amendment 13 (Article 4(2) of the proposal of the Commission) proposing that when preparing the work programmes the Commission shall take into account existing and planned ECB (European Central Bank) and Europol activities against euro counterfeiting and fraud to ensure consistency and avoid overlap. There is a risk to create a burdensome procedure and might entail further delays in the adoption of the work programmes. In addition, the Commission’s Euro Counterfeiting Experts 
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Group, in which the ECB, Europol and the Member States participate, provides a framework for regular coordination of activities against euro counterfeiting. This group contributes together with the Commission’s participation in anti-counterfeiting expert meetings of the ECB and of Europol already to ensuring consistency and avoiding overlaps. 
Additional key performance indicators: amendments 25, 26, 27, 28 and 29 (annex I of the proposal of the Commission) introducing a set of three new Key Performance Indicators: a) the number of Member States and third countries, of which competent national authorities have participated in the activities under the Programme; b) the number of participants and their satisfaction rate as well as any other feedback they may have given concerning the usefulness of the activities under the Programme; c) information received from national competent authorities of the number of counterfeit euros detected and illegal workshops dismantled as a direct consequence of improved co-operation through the Programme. The amendments would create an administrative burden, in particular the suggested key performance indicator c. The Commission proposed core performance indicators, which effectively measure the performance of the Programme (two indicators are used for the current Programme and have demonstrated their usefulness) without creating an administrative burden. 

