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The president moved that the Committee turn to agenda item 17 - adoption of an opinion on the 

Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the European Fund for economic, social and territorial cohesion, agriculture and rural, fisheries and maritime, prosperity and security for the period 2028-2034 and amending Regulation (EU) 2023/955 and Regulation (EU, Euratom) 2024/2509
COM(2025) 565 final - 2025/0240 (COD)

The preliminary work had been carried out by the Section for Economic and Monetary Union and Economic and Social Cohesion (president: Elena Calistru). The rapporteur was Florian Marin and the co-rapporteur was David Sventek.

The rapporteur expressed its view that there is a war with narratives and cohesion policy is one of the most powerful weapons to fight. He also stressed that we should not give more powers to the national governments and the civil society should be more involved. This is why we need for a civil society check. The co-rapporteur mentioned that the simplification should not be at the price of cohesion and agriculture and the shared governance is important. He added that we need more and stronger accountability and participation of the civil society in the implementation of the programs. 

The following members took the floor in the debate: Lidija Pavić-Rogošić, Marc De Coster, Elena Calistru and Andris Gobiņš. They welcomed the opinion and congratulated the rapporteurs for their excellent work and added that rural development is in danger as there was not initially any specific envelope, they also stressed that there is need for further investments in the agricultural sector and that more attention should be paid to the LEADER and CLLD. Furthermore, they ask for more active role of the civil society not in theory but in real terms.

The Assembly then examined following amendments to the opinion:

Point 1.19 - Amendment 1 - tabled by Andris GOBIŅŠ

Amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	recommends establishing a monitoring committee at national and regional level for each management authority, and that monitoring committees meet at least twice a year and be involved in decisions on transfers between chapters and the development of the implementation process;
	recommends establishing a monitoring committee at national level and for regionalized Member States also on regional level for each management authority, and that monitoring committees meet at least twice a year and be involved in decisions on transfers between chapters and the development of the implementation process;



The amendment was accepted by the rapporteurs and by the Assembly.



Point 1.26 - Amendment 2 - tabled by tabled by Andris GOBIŅŠ

Amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	requests that the Commission explain clearly the method of making allocations to the Member States, especially changes in volume between programming periods, and that it promote the critical priorities in order not to create competition between various priorities at the Member State level, since instruments such as the current ERDF need to be better illustrated in the proposal;
	requests that the Commission explain clearly the method of making allocations to the Member States, especially changes in volume between programming periods, and that it promote the critical priorities in order not to create competition between various priorities at the Member State level, since instruments such as the current ERDF or Common Fisheries Policy need to be better illustrated in the proposal. Calls on the Commission to establish a mechanism for allocation of NRPP budget among the Member States that ensures fairness and reduces disparities in agricultural payment levels, by providing additional CAP support to those with greatest needs — such as lower direct payments, higher poverty risks, or lower GNI per capita.



The amendment was accepted by the rapporteurs and by the Assembly.

Point 1.27 - Amendment 3 - tabled by tabled by Andris GOBIŅŠ

Amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	opposes any form of macroeconomic conditionality in relation to the European semester. The disbursement of EU funds should not be linked to unrelated structural reform proposals. The role of the European semester in the guidance of the investments should be clarified; considers that the link to the SDGs, especially SDG 8, 10,11,13 and 16, should be further consolidated and in addition to national social indicators, the European social convergence framework should be applied.
	opposes any form of macroeconomic conditionality in relation to the European semester. The disbursement of EU funds should not be linked to unrelated structural reform proposals. The role of the European semester in the guidance of the investments should be clarified; considers that the link to the SDGs, especially SDG 8, 10,11,13, 14, 15 and 16, should be further consolidated and in addition to national social indicators, the European social convergence framework should be applied.



The amendment was accepted by the rapporteurs and by the Assembly.

Point 2.2 - Amendment 4 - tabled by tabled by Andris GOBIŅŠ

Amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	The fund covers traditional cohesion policy and Common Agricultural Policy areas, with the addition of asylum, migration and visa policy, border protection and home affairs. The fund is a comprehensive set of guaranteed national envelopes earmarked for individual EU Member States. In this regard, the MFF proposal assumes that approximately 44% of its total allocation will be redistributed in the form of guaranteed national envelopes (currently approximately 63%).
	The fund covers traditional cohesion policy, Common Agricultural Policy and Common Fisheries policy areas, with the addition of asylum, migration and visa policy, border protection and home affairs. The fund is a comprehensive set of guaranteed national envelopes earmarked for individual EU Member States. In this regard, the MFF proposal assumes that approximately 44% of its total allocation will be redistributed in the form of guaranteed national envelopes (currently approximately 63%).



The amendment was accepted by the rapporteurs and by the Assembly.

Point 2.3 - Amendment 5 - tabled by tabled by Andris GOBIŅŠ

Amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	With a financial envelope of EUR 865.1 billion, the fund is the largest component of the MFF and enables the financing of the NRPPs (EUR 782.9 billion), which complement another new MFF instrument, the EU Facility (EUR 71.9 billion) and the traditional Interreg programme (EUR 10.3 billion). The budget allocation is not enough to tackle the multitude and increased diversity of risks at the regional level. The EESC considers that the budget should be increased by at least 5% and that the budget for the CAP should be increased to a level of 0.5% of EU GDP by introducing a dedicated rural envelope.
	With a financial envelope of EUR 865.1 billion, the fund is the largest component of the MFF and enables the financing of the NRPPs (EUR 782.9 billion), which complement another new MFF instrument, the EU Facility (EUR 71.9 billion) and the traditional Interreg programme (EUR 10.3 billion). The budget allocation is not enough to tackle the multitude and increased diversity of risks at the regional level. The EESC considers that the budget should be increased by at least 5% and that the budget for the CAP should be increased to a level of 0.5% of EU GDP by introducing a dedicated rural envelope and a ring fenced financial architecture for the Treaty-based policies and needs further improvements.



The amendment was accepted by the rapporteurs and by the Assembly.



Point 2.15 - Amendment 6 - tabled by tabled by Andris GOBIŅŠ

Amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	Arguments in support of recommendation 1.15
	Arguments in support of recommendation 1.13



The amendment was accepted by the rapporteurs and by the Assembly.

The opinion thus amended was put to the vote and was adopted by 197 votes in favour to 1 against and with 7 abstentions.
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