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Amendment 1
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the Commission 
Communication of 1 August 2013 on the 
application of State aid rules to support 
measures in favour of banks in the 
context of the financial crisis (‘Banking 
Communication’)1a ,
_________________
1a OJ C 216, 30.7.2013, pp. 1–15, ELI: 
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/uri=oj:JOC_2013_216_
R_0001_01

Or. en

Amendment 2
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the Staff Working 
Document accompanying the 
Communication (SWD (2026) 615 final) 
and to the Commission's summary of the 
227 responses to the targeted consultation 
on the competitiveness of the EU banking 
sector,

Or. en

Amendment 3
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Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to Directive (EU) 
2026/806, Regulation (EU) 2026/808 and 
Directive (EU) 2026/804 amending the 
Union framework for crisis management 
and deposit insurance,

Or. en

Amendment 4
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the report of the 
European Banking Authority of June 
2026 on simplifying the stacking order of 
the EU prudential and resolution 
framework, and to its report on efficient 
reporting,

Or. en

Amendment 5
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the report of the 
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High-Level Task Force on Simplification 
of the Governing Council of the 
European Central Bank, and to the 
Eurosystem's reply to the Commission's 
targeted consultation,

Or. en

Amendment 6
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 e (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the euro area 
Financial Sector Assessment Programme 
of the International Monetary Fund of 
2025 and to its technical note on 
macroprudential policy,

Or. en

Amendment 7
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 f (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the Commission 
report of January 2024 on the 
macroprudential review pursuant to 
Article 513 of Regulation (EU) No 
575/2013,

Or. en
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Amendment 8
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 g (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the Commission 
Staff Working Document (SWD (2014) 
158 final), accompanying the 
Commissions communication on a 
reformed financial sector for Europe1a,
_________________
1a 
https://www.cdep.ro/afaceri_europene/CE
/2014/SWD_2014_158_EN_DOCUMENT
DETRAVAIL3_f.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 9
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 10 h (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the IMF Working 
Paper 25/113, Lifting Binding Constraints 
on Growth in Europe: Actionable 
Priorities to Deepen the Single Market1a 
and the European Central Bank (ECB) 
Economic Bulletin, Issue 8/2025 What is 
the untapped potential of the EU Single 
Market?1b

_________________
1a 
https://www.elibrary.imf.org/view/journals
/001/2025/113/article-A001-en.xml
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1b 
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/ecbu/e
b202508.en.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 10
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the report of the 
Committee on Economic and Monetary 
Affairs (A9-0182/2024) on the proposal 
for a regulation of the European 
Parliament and of the Council amending 
Regulation (EU) 806/2014 in order to 
establish a European Deposit Insurance 
Scheme,

Or. en

Amendment 11
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Citation 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard the ECB occasional 
paper n. 380 "Nature at risk: Implications 
for the euro area economy and financial 
stability"1a ,
_________________
1a 
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/scpops
/ecb.op380.en.pdf
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Or. en

Amendment 12
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Citation 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the European 
Central Bank’s High Level Task Force on 
Simplification and its report on the 
Simplification of the European prudential 
regulatory, supervisory and reporting 
framework1a;
_________________
1a 
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/press/pubbydat
e/2025/html/ecb.simplification_supervisor
y_reporting_framework202512.en.html 

Or. en

Amendment 13
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Citation 16 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the EBA report 
on simplifying the stacking orders of the 
EU prudential and resolution framework 
1b;
_________________
1b 
https://www.eba.europa.eu/sites/default/fil
es/2026-06/fa80675a-1caa-4098-822f-
511c6fad0616/Report%20on%20simplifyi
ng%20the%20stacking%20orders%20of%
20the%20EU%20prudential%20and%20r
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esolution%20framework.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 14
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– whereas the Commission estimated 
that the cumulative output losses resulting 
from the Great Financial Crisis over the 
period 2008–2014 amounted to 50–100% 
of annual pre-crisis EU GDP 
(approximately EUR 6–12.5 trillion, based 
on 2008 GDP), and that the EU 
unemployment rate increased from a pre-
crisis low of 7.2% in 2007 to 10.8% in 
2013, with some Member States recording 
unemployment rates exceeding 25%; 
whereas the economic consequences of 
the Great Financial Crisis continue to be 
felt today;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

-A. whereas the notion of 
competitiveness is not defined and has no 
agreed meaning when applied to the 
banking sector, since it can refer to 
various elements such as profitability, 
market valuation, cost of capital, market 
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share, international expansion or the 
capacity to finance the real economy, 
objectives which can pull in opposite 
directions;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– whereas the IMF estimates that 
intra-EU trade barriers in goods and 
services are equivalent to a 44% tariff on 
goods and a 110% tariff on services and 
identifies the varying national 
transposition and enforcement of EU-
level legislation, including gold-plating, 
where Member States impose different or 
stricter regulations than required by the 
EU, as an important source of regulatory 
fragmentation; whereas the ECB in a 
similar exercise estimates these barriers 
as approximately 65% on goods and 100% 
on services and underscores the 
considerable benefits for the EU in 
achieving greater integration;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– whereas legislation cannot be built 
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on an undefined and shifting concept, 
which would invite a permanent 
recalibration of the rules; whereas the 
banking industry, investors and the real 
economy need, above all, a stable and 
predictable regulatory framework in order 
to plan capital, lending and investment 
decisions over the long term;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– whereas around 56% of EU banks’ 
total exposures are located in their own 
Member State and cross-border lending to 
companies accounts for barely 16% of 
total corporate lending in the euro area;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– whereas the European financial 
system remains predominantly bank-
based: banks in the euro area provide 
credit equivalent to more than 90% of 
GDP, against around 55% in the United 
States, and total banking assets amount to 



PE796.422v02-00 12/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

close to three times GDP, against little 
more than one time GDP in the United 
States; whereas European banks 
therefore intermediate a larger share of 
economic activity and absorb a greater 
portion of macroeconomic risk on their 
balance sheets, so that firm-level 
comparisons of profitability and market 
valuation with United States peers are not 
by themselves a measure of the 
performance of the European banking 
system;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital -A d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– whereas profitability is a key 
performance indicator in a market 
economy but does not measure banks' 
contribution to welfare, and may also 
reflect market power exercised through 
wider spreads and weaker competitive 
pressure; whereas the ECB in its 
publication1a on the profitability gap 
between euro area and US banks indeed 
observes that in the US due to banking 
concentration the biggest banks can exert 
more pricing power; whereas euro area 
retail depositors have seen deposit rates 
adjust faster and more strongly than 
depositors in the United States, and 
consumer loan rates appear considerably 
higher in the United States; whereas a 
credible competitiveness agenda must 
therefore be explicit about 
competitiveness for whom, and measured 
against which outcome;
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_________________
1a 
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/scpops
/ecb.op327~0d50b9136f.en.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 21
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national 
barriers, excessive regulatory complexity 
and a lack of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 22
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks; whereas the competitiveness of the 
banking sector should not be equated 
solely with scale, consolidation, and cross-
border activity, but also with the ability of 
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diverse banking models—including 
cooperative, local, and regional banks—to 
provide stable financing to households, 
agriculture, SMEs, and local 
communities;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a 
lack of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

A. whereas the competitiveness of the 
EU banking sector cannot be assessed 
independently from the degree of 
integration of the Single Market; whereas 
persistent fragmentation along national 
and regional lines, including in deposit 
insurance, capital and liquidity 
management, insolvency, taxation, 
collateral enforcement and retail 
financial services, constrains economies 
of scale and cross-border provision of 
banking services and prevents banks from 
reaching the market scale required for 
capital-light, scale-intensive activities;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
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excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks; whereas this profitability gap 
constrains European banks’ ability to 
compete effectively on an international 
level, attract private capital, invest in 
innovation and new technologies and 
provide a competitive financing to 
European households and businesses;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers 
and excessive regulatory complexity 
undermine the sector’s global 
competitiveness and widen the profitability 
gap between EU and US banks; whereas 
removing legal, supervisory, technological 
and operational barriers to cross-border 
activity should be a priority, and 
increasing the size of individual banking 
institutions should not constitute a policy 
objective in itself;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital A
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national 
barriers, excessive regulatory complexity 
and a lack of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

A. whereas a competitive EU banking 
sector is one that prices risk accurately, 
channels finance efficiently to the real 
economy and remains resilient to evolving 
economic, financial and climate-related 
risks;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity, a lack of 
market-driven cross-border consolidation 
and an uneven international 
implementation of the Basel III standards 
undermine the sector’s global 
competitiveness between EU and US 
banks;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity, gold-
plating and a lack of market-driven cross-
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consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

border consolidation undermine the 
sector’s global competitiveness and widen 
the profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers, 
excessive regulatory complexity and a lack 
of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

A. whereas fragmentation of the EU 
banking sector, persistent national barriers 
and a lack of market-driven cross-border 
consolidation undermine the sector’s 
global competitiveness and widen the 
profitability gap between EU and US 
banks;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. whereas the EU banking sector is 
resilient, diverse, profitable and plays a 
central role in financing households, 
businesses and the wider economy; 
whereas, despite these strengths, the 
sector continues to face structural 
challenges, including comparatively 
subdued market valuations relative to 
major US competitors, whose aggregate 
market value is around three times 
higher; whereas merger and acquisition 
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activity remains at historically low levels 
and continues to be constrained by 
national barriers and interests; whereas 
these factors limit the ability of EU banks 
to achieve greater scale, improve cross-
border integration and fully support the 
Union’s broader economic, investment 
and strategic objectives;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. Whereas efforts to strengthen the 
competitiveness of the EU banking sector 
should not result in deregulation or 
undermine prudential standards; whereas 
given heightened economic, financial and 
geopolitical uncertainty, a competitive 
banking sector must remain resilient, 
well-capitalised and able to continue 
financing households and businesses 
while withstanding economic and 
financial shocks;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. whereas Europe has a 
predominantly bank-based financial 
system, in which banks play a central role 
in financing households and businesses; 
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whereas Europe’s growing investment 
needs make it necessary to ensure that the 
regulatory and supervisory framework 
enables banks to support investment, 
growth and the Union’s strategic 
priorities while safeguarding financial 
stability;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. Whereas preserving the diversity 
of the European banking sector is a vital 
component for the stability of the banking 
sector as well as answering the financing 
needs of different types of companies and 
organisations; whereas especially the 
mutual and savings banks have an 
important role in financing regional 
companies, SMEs and smaller unrated 
companies;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. whereas local, regional and 
cooperative institutions play a vital role in 
ensuring access to finance in rural areas 
and smaller centres, particularly for 
farms, SMEs, local authorities and local 
communities;
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Or. en

Amendment 35
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital A b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ab. whereas the EU banking market 
remains significantly fragmented along 
national lines, with only around 16 % of 
corporate lending provided on a cross-
border basis; whereas persistent 
regulatory, supervisory and structural 
barriers constrain banks’ ability to 
operate at scale across the Single Market 
and have been estimated to impose costs 
comparable to a tariff of up to 100 %; 
whereas such fragmentation increases 
financing costs, limits private risk-sharing 
and weakens the Union’s capacity to 
strengthen its open strategic autonomy;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital A c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ac. whereas the EU banking 
regulatory framework has become 
increasingly complex and multi-layered, 
with overlapping requirements, 
inconsistencies and duplicative 
obligations across different regulatory 
and supervisory layers; whereas this 
complexity, together with the resulting 
lack of regulatory predictability, generates 
significant compliance and operational 
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costs, reduces legal and regulatory 
predictability and complicates banks’ 
business, investment and capital 
allocation decisions;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas completion of the Banking 
Union and the achievement of the Savings 
and Investment Union will strengthen 
competition, facilitate the free and efficient 
allocation of private capital and reduce that 
fragmentation;

B. whereas the completion of the 
Banking Union, centred on a genuinely 
European Deposit Insurance framework, 
and the achievement of the Savings and 
Investment Union will strengthen 
competition, facilitate the free and efficient 
allocation of private capital and reduce that 
fragmentation; whereas Parliament 
reaffirmed in its resolution of 30 April 
2026 its strong commitment to the further 
development of a European Deposit 
Insurance Scheme as the third pillar of 
the Banking Union, and underlined that a 
common system of deposit protection is 
indispensable to ensure equal protection 
of depositors across the Union and to 
reduce the remaining links between banks 
and sovereigns;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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B. whereas completion of the Banking 
Union and the achievement of the Savings 
and Investment Union will strengthen 
competition, facilitate the free and efficient 
allocation of private capital and reduce that 
fragmentation;

B. whereas completion of the Banking 
Union and the achievement of the Savings 
and Investment Union will strengthen 
competition, facilitate the free and efficient 
allocation of private capital, reduce that 
fragmentation and improve the provision 
of services for firms and citizens;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Enikő 
Győri

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas completion of the Banking 
Union and the achievement of the Savings 
and Investment Union will strengthen 
competition, facilitate the free and efficient 
allocation of private capital and reduce that 
fragmentation;

B. whereas the completion of the 
Banking Union and the achievement of the 
Savings and Investment Union could 
strengthen competition, facilitate the free 
and efficient allocation of private capital 
and reduce that fragmentation;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Recital B a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ba. whereas a competitive and 
effectively integrated banking sector 
should combine institutions operating at 
scale with intermediaries having a strong 
local presence and serving households 
and very small, small and medium-sized 
enterprises within local communities, 
including islands, remote and rural areas;
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Or. en

Amendment 41
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Recital B a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ba. whereas a competitive and 
effectively integrated banking sector 
should combine institutions operating at 
scale with intermediaries having a strong 
local presence and serving households 
and very small, small and medium-sized 
enterprises within local communities, 
including remote and rural areas;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Recital B a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ba. Whereas the ECB estimates that 
the absence of cross-border liquidity 
waivers constrains the transferability of 
around €230 billion of high-quality liquid 
assets within the Banking Union, limiting 
banks’ ability to allocate liquidity 
efficiently across borders;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'
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Motion for a resolution
Recital B b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Bb. whereas enhancing the 
competitiveness of the European banking 
sector should go hand in hand with the 
implementation of the EU’s updated 
industrial strategy, a just transition and 
the strengthening of economic and social 
cohesion and with the pursuit of key 
economic and social priorities, such as the 
Right to Stay strategy and support for a 
dynamic social economy, including access 
to affordable finance for households, 
workers, SMEs, cooperatives and social-
economy entities;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Recital B b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Bb. whereas the objective of improving 
the competitiveness of the European 
banking system should be pursued 
consistently with the Union’s renewed 
industrial strategy and its wider economic 
and social goals, including the Right to 
Stay strategy and measures aimed at 
fostering a thriving social economy 
sector;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini
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Motion for a resolution
Recital B b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Bb. whereas prudential requirements 
should be consistent with and aligned to 
the economic substance of the activities 
carried out by banks;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Recital B c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Bc. whereas prudential rules should be 
designed and applied in accordance with 
the underlying economic substance of the 
activities carried out by banking 
institutions;

Or. en

Amendment 47
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication, with 
appropriate transparency and 
accountability. In our actual system, 
overlaps between European and national 
authorities frequently result in 
inconsistent mandates and blurred 
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financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

accountability; whereas a review is 
therefore needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels, eliminate duplication and 
ensure that each body has a defined and 
non-overlapping purpose; whereas 
common European Union regulatory and 
supervisory authorities should, without 
prejudice to financial stability, give due 
consideration to the impact of their 
decisions on competition, economic growth 
and international competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas the 
European Banking Authority should 
ensure financial stability, and should also 
be explicitly mandated to contribute to 
fair international competition, economic 
growth and simplification of the 
supervisory legislative framework; 
whereas the Commission and co-
legislators should make the EBA more 
accountable in relation to its actions, 
especially concerning the impact of the 
legal instruments it issues;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli
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Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, holistic, risk-
based and free of unnecessary duplication; 
whereas the coexistence of national and 
European decision-makers, in particular 
in macroprudential policy, is a significant 
source of that duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to ensure effective 
coordination between the national and 
European levels; whereas any 
recalibration of supervisory competences 
should be assessed against its contribution 
to a genuinely single banking market and 
should not reduce aggregate resilience; 
whereas the political choices involved in 
balancing competitiveness, financial 
stability, consumer protection and other 
public interests should remain with the 
EU legislators;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent free of 
unnecessary duplication and consistently 
applies the principle of proportionality, 
taking into account the size, business 
model, complexity, and risk profile of the 
institution, as well as its membership in 
an institutional protection scheme ; 
whereas a review of supervisory practices 
is needed to enhance efficiency and 
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growth and international competitiveness; reduce administrative complexity; whereas 
common European regulatory and 
supervisory authorities should, without 
prejudice to financial stability, consider the 
impact of their decisions on competition, 
economic growth and international 
competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; 

Or. en

Amendment 52
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 

C. whereas a resilient banking system 
able to serve the economy depends on a 
supervisory architecture that is clear and 
coherent; whereas any recalibration of 
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review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

supervisory competences between the 
national and European levels must ensure 
that the aggregate level of required capital 
buffers is not reduced; whereas the 
primary objective of regulatory and 
supervisory authorities is to safeguard 
financial stability and the public interest 
and to prevent the costs of bank failures 
from being shouldered by taxpayers; 
whereas the timely identification and 
management of climate-related risks is 
essential to that objective;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and with 
strong safeguards against regulatory 
capture and undue influence; whereas the 
primary objective of the European 
supervisory authorities is to safeguard the 
safety and soundness of financial 
institutions and financial stability through 
the timely identification, assessment and 
management of financial risks, including 
those arising from climate-related and 
environmental factors; whereas financial 
stability is a prerequisite for sustainable 
growth and long-term competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Herbert Dorfmann, Marco Falcone
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Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent, risk-
based, proportionate and free of 
unnecessary duplication; whereas a review 
is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent, risk-
based, proportionate and free of 
unnecessary duplication; whereas a review 
is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

Or. en
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Amendment 56
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review is needed to recalibrate supervisory 
competences between the national and 
European levels; whereas common 
European regulatory and supervisory 
authorities should, without prejudice to 
financial stability, consider the impact of 
their decisions on competition, economic 
growth and international competitiveness;

C. whereas a competitive banking 
system depends on a supervisory 
architecture that is clear, coherent and free 
of unnecessary duplication; whereas a 
review of supervisory practices is needed 
to enhance efficiency and reduce 
administrative complexity; whereas 
common European regulatory and 
supervisory authorities should, without 
prejudice to financial stability, consider the 
impact of their decisions on competition, 
economic growth and international 
competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital C a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ca. whereas in 2025 the SSM adopted 
2,549 supervisory decisions, while only 
five were subject to review by the 
Administrative Board of Review (ABoR); 
whereas, since its establishment in 2014, 
the ABoR has finalised 44 reviews, of 
which only two resulted in a proposal for 
abrogation and ten in a proposal for 
amendment; whereas, since 2020, only 
two reviews have led to proposals for 
either abrogation or amendment;

Or. en
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Amendment 58
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Recital C a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ca. Whereas SSM claimed that “since 
the financial crisis, risk reduction has 
therefore been a main policy objective, 
and significant progress has been made. 
Non-performing loans stood at close to 
8% in early 2015 and as high as 50% in 
some countries. Today, this ratio is 
around 2%, and ratios have largely 
converged across countries”

Or. en

Amendment 59
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital C a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ca. whereas the EBA and the SSM 
mandates already allow for taking into 
consideration efficiency and economic 
impact when exercising their powers; 
whereas what is needed is a fuller use of 
the existing accountability arrangements 
and a comprehensive view of the 
cumulative impact of requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Motion for a resolution
Recital C a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ca. whereas between 2008 and 2017, 
the European Commission approved state 
aid to the financial sector amounting to 
approximately €1.459 trillion in capital 
support and €3.659 trillion in liquidity 
measures;1a

_________________
1a European Court of Auditors, Control of 
State aid to banks, March 2019 

Or. en

Amendment 61
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Mireia 
Borrás Pabón, Enikő Győri

Motion for a resolution
Recital C a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ca. whereas the objective of increasing 
the competitiveness of the EU banking 
sector must yield to the primary objective 
of ensuring financial stability;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital C b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Cb. whereas enabling EU banks to 
operate and compete effectively across 
borders is essential to strengthening the 
Union’s strategic autonomy and 
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supporting growth, innovation and the 
financing of its strategic priorities; 
whereas a stronger international presence 
of EU banks can also help reduce reliance 
on non-EU banking groups for the 
provision of critical financial services;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital C b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Cb. whereas, 17 years after the global 
financial crisis, various forms of public 
support for banks remain available, 
underscoring the need to close remaining 
loopholes in the resolution framework 
while the principle that losses should be 
borne by shareholders and creditors , 
rather than by taxpayers, has yet to be 
fully realised;

Or. en

Amendment 64
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Enikő 
Győri

Motion for a resolution
Recital C b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Cb. whereas the resilience of the EU 
banking sector remains one of its main 
assets and needs to be preserved;

Or. en
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Amendment 65
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital C c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Cc. whereas the failure of Credit 
Suisse has demonstrated that large and 
systemically important institutions are still 
far from being resolvable and that 
taxpayers' money is still at risk;

Or. en

Amendment 66
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital C d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Cd. whereas it is necessary to limit the 
damage caused by failures within the 
current banking system; whereas 
structural reforms aimed at reducing a 
priori the systemic risks due to 
interconnections and complexity, 
underpinning the “too big to fail 
problem”, would be much more effective;

Or. en

Amendment 67
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
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Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the standards emerging 
from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime;

D. whereas the standards emerging 
from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime; whereas their 
implementation is essential to protect 
financial stability and to preserve the 
international level playing field; and 
whereas the Union applies them to all 
banks in order to preserve the integrity of 
the Single Market;

Or. en

Amendment 68
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the standards emerging 
from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime;

D. whereas the standards emerging 
from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime, which, however, is not 
well-suited to the specifics of the local 
lending model, including agricultural 
holdings and their specific production 
processes;

Or. en

Amendment 69
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the standards emerging D. whereas the standards emerging 
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from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime;

from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime and are meant to 
preserve an international baseline for 
banking rules;

Or. en

Amendment 70
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Anouk Van 
Brug

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the standards emerging 
from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision are at the heart of the EU’s 
prudential regime;

D. whereas the standards emerging 
from the Basel Committee for Banking 
Supervision, as a result of international 
negotiations and commitments, are at the 
heart of the EU’s prudential regime;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Recital D a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Da. Whereas the Chair of the SSM, 
Claudia Buch, said “The home bias in 
banks’ sovereign bond portfolios has 
decreased. The ratio of domestic 
sovereign bonds to total sovereign bond 
holdings has declined from 39% in 2014 
to around 28% at the end of 2025. 
Differences across countries largely 
mirror the volume of government debt 
outstanding. But this relationship has 
weakened over time, as banks based in 
countries with historically high levels of 
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debt have diversified their portfolio”;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has taken a 
distinctive approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline; whereas EU 
implementation of the Basel standards is 
better described as a combination of 
equivalence with international standards 
and of EU-specific relief that lowers 
requirements; whereas Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 contains more than 50 
deviations from the Basel standards to 
cater for EU specificities; whereas an 
uneven implementation timetable is 
emerging internationally, most acutely in 
the area of market risk;

Or. en

Amendment 73
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
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internationally; internationally; whereas divergences in the 
timing and manner of implementation of 
international standards across major 
jurisdictions may create competitive 
disadvantages; whereas the Union should 
avoid regulatory gold-plating and should 
assess the impact of such divergences on 
its banking sector;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally; whereas significant 
divergences in implementation across 
jurisdictions may create competitive 
disadvantages for EU banks and should 
be carefully assessed and addressed where 
appropriate;

Or. en

Amendment 75
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
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implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally; whereas the EU remains 
committed to the global Basel framework 
and does not wish to undermine either the 
framework itself or its international 
implementation process;

Or. en

Amendment 76
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally, as well as a rather flexible 
approach to specific prudential measures 
in certain jurisdictions;

Or. en

Amendment 77
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of Basel standards and, in particular, of 
the Basel III finalisation package, both in 
scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

Or. en
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Amendment 78
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation concerning both the scope 
and the timetable is emerging 
internationally;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU is still 
implementing the Basel III finalisation 
package, while an uneven implementation 
timetable is emerging internationally;

Or. en

Amendment 80
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has deviated 
from the Basel III in several key areas, 
both in scope and timeline, while an 
uneven implementation timetable is 
emerging internationally;

Or. en

Amendment 81
Anouk Van Brug, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Katri Kulmuni

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU is currently still 
implementing the Basel III finalisation 
package, and the implementation timetable 
internationally should be closely 
monitored;

Or. en

Amendment 82
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the EU has taken an 
ambitious approach to the implementation 
of the Basel III finalisation package, both 
in scope and timeline, while an uneven 
implementation timetable is emerging 
internationally;

E. whereas the EU has deviated from 
the Basel framework in terms of both 
scope and timing in many key areas and 
an uneven implementation timetable is 
emerging internationally;

Or. en
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Amendment 83
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Recital E a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ea. whereas the radical reduction of 
reporting and risk management 
requirements originating from the 
European legislative framework, 
especially on non-financial risks and 
sustainability impact, has decreased the 
abilities of European banks to respond to 
the Basel III requirements, react and 
answer to the increasing threat and risks 
posed by climate change as well as 
decreased the possibility to offer tailored 
or preferential financing to the most 
resilient and innovative companies for 
European competitiveness; 

Or. en

Amendment 84
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital E a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ea. whereas the full application of 
extensive prudential standards, originally 
developed for internationally active banks, 
entails disproportionate costs for small 
and non-complex institutions with local 
business models that lack the resources—
human, financial, and technological—
available to large banks, thereby placing 
small banks at a competitive 
disadvantage;

Or. en
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Amendment 85
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Recital E a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ea. whereas European banks are 
subject to a highly complex capital 
framework consisting of multiple 
overlapping requirements; whereas a 
comprehensive assessment of the 
effectiveness and proportionality of the 
regulatory framework is necessary to 
avoid unnecessary constraints on lending 
and economic growth;

Or. en

Amendment 86
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital E a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ea. whereas modern digital tools 
including artificial intelligence, advanced 
data analytics and cloud-based platforms 
offer banks the opportunity to streamline 
operations, reduce costs and improve the 
speed and quality of customer service;

Or. en

Amendment 87
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital F
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 
banks must be able to harness this 
transformation;

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 
banks must be able to harness this 
transformation, subject to appropriate 
safeguards; whereas digital 
transformation in banking is a scale 
business, relying on data pooling, 
platform economies and the ability to roll 
out standardised solutions across large 
markets, so that nationally segmented 
compliance architectures limit the returns 
on digital investment and inhibit the 
emergence of pan-European platforms;

Or. en

Amendment 88
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 
banks must be able to harness this 
transformation;

F. whereas technological progress and 
digitalisation present both opportunities 
and challenges for financial services, 
especially for the mutual and savings 
banking sector, and the EU’s banks must 
be able to harness this transformation;

Or. en

Amendment 89
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 

F. whereas technological progress, 
notably in the fields of artificial 
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banks must be able to harness this 
transformation;

intelligence, data science and cloud 
computing, is reshaping financial services, 
and the EU’s banks must be able to harness 
this transformation;

Or. en

Amendment 90
Billy Kelleher, Morten Løkkegaard, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 
banks must be able to harness this 
transformation;

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 
banks must be able to harness this 
transformation and should be encouraged 
to innovate;

Or. en

Amendment 91
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas technological progress is 
reshaping financial services, and the EU’s 
banks must be able to harness this 
transformation;

F. whereas technological progress 
reshaping financial services brings both 
opportunities and challenges for banks; 

Or. en

Amendment 92
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq
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Motion for a resolution
Recital F a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Fa. whereas the proper identification, 
management, and communication of 
risks, including those stemming from 
climate change and nature loss, enhance 
the resilience of banks and contribute to 
the safety of the banking sector and the 
financial system as a whole; whereas 
supervisors should have oversight of all 
risks, including emerging and systemic 
risks, and of interlinkages between 
financial actors, to ensure the sustained 
functioning of a competitive banking 
sector;

Or. en

Amendment 93
Billy Kelleher, Morten Løkkegaard, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Recital F a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Fa. whereas approximately 1.3 million 
people in Europe are homeless each night 
and 51% of Europeans living in cities 
consider housing affordability an urgent 
problem; whereas a more competitive EU 
banking framework should support 
lending to the real economy, help Member 
States meet housing needs, and stimulate 
effective competition to deliver more 
affordable mortgages;

Or. en

Amendment 94
Georgios Aftias
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Motion for a resolution
Recital Ζ

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them;

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them; whereas it stresses that the 
competitiveness of the European banking 
sector must be primarily reflected in its 
ability to provide adequate, affordable and 
competitive financing to the real 
economy, in particular to small and 
medium-sized enterprises, the self-
employed and households; whereas it 
calls on the Commission and the relevant 
European and national authorities to 
systematically assess the impact of 
regulatory and supervisory requirements 
on SMEs’ access to finance and to 
effectively apply the principle of 
proportionality, without undermining 
financial stability and depositor 
protection;

Or. el

Amendment 95
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them;

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them; whereas trade finance is a key 
factor of competitiveness for corporates 
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and SMEs in global value chains; 
whereas the investment needs of the green 
and digital transitions, of affordable 
housing and of defence and security are 
urgent and risk not being met if the 
constraints on bank balance sheets are 
not addressed;

Or. en

Amendment 96
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, 
rather than hinder, the ability of banks to 
lend to them;

G. whereas small and medium-sized 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas there is no evidence of 
a systemic shortage of credit to 
businesses, for which the most pressing 
concerns remain demand, costs, and 
labour shortages; whereas, at the same 
time, banks’ lending to the financial 
sector has clearly outpaced their lending 
to the real economy;

Or. en

Amendment 97
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
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than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them;

than hinder, the ability of banks—
particularly local, regional, and 
cooperative banks—to finance SMEs, 
agricultural holdings, households, and 
local investments;

Or. en

Amendment 98
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them;

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules remain risk-
based and preserve the resilience of 
banks; whereas there is no automatic link 
between lower regulatory capital 
requirements and increased lending to the 
real economy;

Or. en

Amendment 99
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, 

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas measures that 
incentivise corporates to look into 
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rather than hinder, the ability of banks to 
lend to them;

alternative financing sources are 
fundamental to reduce this dependency 
and to develop the EU capital markets;

Or. en

Amendment 100
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules support, rather 
than hinder, the ability of banks to lend to 
them;

G. whereas small and medium-size 
enterprises (SMEs) are the backbone of the 
EU economy, and rely heavily on bank 
financing; whereas it is therefore crucial 
that regulatory capital rules enable banks 
to lend to them;

Or. en

Amendment 101
Fernando Navarrete Rojas, Maravillas Abadía Jover

Motion for a resolution
Recital G a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ga. whereas SMEs and innovative 
companies increasingly rely on 
intellectual property and other intangible 
assets as key sources of value creation 
and competitiveness; whereas the lack of 
sufficiently developed, reliable and 
comparable approaches to valuing such 
assets could limit their consideration in 
credit assessments and constrain access to 
bank financing; whereas developing 
robust valuation methodologies would 
help financial institutions better assess the 
economic potential and associated risks of 
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intellectual property assets, thereby 
supporting the financing of innovative 
European companies while preserving 
sound credit risk

Or. en

Amendment 102
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Recital G a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ga. whereas on-balance sheet 
mortgage financing to housing is a key 
enabler of housing construction, 
renovation and ownership; whereas it is 
therefore crucial that the regulatory 
capital rules support this financing, 
rather than disproportionately increasing 
capital requirements leading to reduced 
access to financing for households;

Or. en

Amendment 103
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital G a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ga. whereas the SMEs supporting 
factor, a European specificity, was 
established in order to mitigate the 
potential negative impact of capital rules 
on banks’ lending to SMEs;

Or. en
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Amendment 104
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital G b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Gb. whereas according to the ECB1a 
75% of corporate bank loans are granted 
to companies that rely heavily on 
ecosystem services that are strongly linked 
with sectoral-production functions and 
subjected to natural risks, which, in turn, 
increases the risk in banks balance 
sheets; whereas the supply of bank credit 
is affected by natural disasters, and that 
bank lending to non-financial companies 
show a negative correlation with their 
exposure to natural disasters;
_________________
1a 
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/scpops
/ecb.op380.en.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 105
Lídia Pereira

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a stable and predictable 
regulatory framework is essential for long-
term planning, private investment and the 
efficient operation of banks; whereas 
legislative initiatives should be based on 
clear evidence and impact assessments;

H. whereas a stable and predictable 
regulatory framework is essential for long-
term planning, private investment and the 
efficient operation of banks; whereas 
legislative initiatives should be based on 
clear evidence and impact assessments that 
fully take into account their implications 
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for growth, investment and banks' 
capacity to finance the economy;

Or. en

Amendment 106
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a stable and predictable 
regulatory framework is essential for long-
term planning, private investment and the 
efficient operation of banks; whereas 
legislative initiatives should be based on 
clear evidence and impact assessments;

H. whereas a stable and predictable 
regulatory framework, avoiding regulatory 
reversals, is essential for long-term 
planning, private investment and the 
efficient operation of banks; whereas 
legislative initiatives should be based on 
clear evidence and impact assessments 
rather than on unsubstantiated assertions 
by industry actors;

Or. en

Amendment 107
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a stable and predictable 
regulatory framework is essential for long-
term planning, private investment and the 
efficient operation of banks; whereas 
legislative initiatives should be based on 
clear evidence and impact assessments;

H. whereas a stable and predictable 
regulatory framework is essential for long-
term planning, private investment and the 
efficient operation of banks; whereas 
legislative initiatives at all levels should be 
based on clear evidence and impact 
assessments;

Or. en



AM\1353292EN.docx 55/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Amendment 108
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas an open, competitive and 
rules-based banking market is essential to 
the efficient functioning of the Single 
Market; whereas regulatory and 
supervisory frameworks should ensure a 
level playing field and remain neutral as 
regards the nationality or origin of market 
participants, provided that they comply 
with Union law and prudential 
requirements; whereas protectionist 
measures, policies or supervisory 
practices that favour particular 
institutions or business models risk 
reducing competition, limiting investment 
and increasing costs for businesses and 
consumers; whereas banks established in 
the Union should be able to grow, invest 
and expand across borders on the basis of 
sound competition, without unjustified 
barriers or preferential treatment for 
particular market participants;

Or. en

Amendment 109
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas the prudential 
requirements for cross-border groups 
must provide reassurance to host Member 
States in relation to local financial 
stability concerns, making sure that the 
integrated supervision over cross-border 
groups will not commit the bias mistake;
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Or. en

Amendment 110
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas the prudential 
requirements for cross-border groups 
must provide reassurance to host Member 
States in relation to local financial 
stability concerns, making sure that the 
supervision over cross-border groups will 
not commit the bias mistake;

Or. en

Amendment 111
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas, in an environment of 
increasing risks and uncertainty in the 
global economy, a robust capital base for 
banks is more important than ever to 
safeguard their resilience and their 
capacity to finance the real economy;

Or. en

Amendment 112
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas the regulatory framework 
should not aim for deregulation, but for 
enhanced regulatory efficiency and 
effectiveness, allowing banks to deploy 
available capital where it best serves 
economic growth and financial resilience;

Or. en

Amendment 113
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas simplification should 
address undue complexity and duplication 
without reducing the overall resilience of 
the banking sector or weakening the 
effectiveness of the prudential framework;

Or. en

Amendment 114
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Recital H b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Hb. whereas the European Union must 
move away from a banking supervision 
paradigm based on the assumption that a 
single market requires uniform 
supervisory rules for all banks, regardless 
of their size, scope and reach, leverage 
and risk appetite;
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Or. en

Amendment 115
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital H b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Hb. whereas the European Union must 
move away from a banking supervision 
paradigm based on the assumption that a 
single market requires uniform 
supervisory rules for all banks, regardless 
of their size, scope and reach, leverage 
and risk appetite;

Or. en

Amendment 116
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Recital H c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Hc. whereas the principle of 
proportionality remains a fundamental 
principle governing the Union’s activities 
under the Treaties and is firmly 
established in the case-law of the Court of 
Justice of the European Union.

Or. en

Amendment 117
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Recital H c (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

Hc. whereas the principle of 
proportionality remains a fundamental 
principle governing the Union’s activities 
under the Treaties and is firmly 
established in the case-law of the Court of 
Justice of the European Union;

Or. en

Amendment 118
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Takes note of the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and welcomes the 
Commission's intention to adopt a 
comprehensive legislative package to 
address the challenges of the 
competitiveness of the EU banking sector; 
shares the Commission's diagnosis that 
the competitiveness of the EU banking 
sector should be strengthened primarily 
by completing the Banking Union, 
deepening the Savings and Investments 
Union and removing unjustified national 
barriers; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union and 
to establish a European Deposit 
Insurance Scheme (EDIS);

Or. en

Amendment 119
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Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its analysis 
in terms of the issues that the banking 
sector is facing; encourages the 
Commission and the co-legislators to have 
the necessary political ambition to develop 
appropriate legislative measures; stresses 
that the objectives of competitiveness, 
simplification and integration should be 
achieved in a way that safeguards 
financial stability both at the level of the 
EU and of individual Member States and 
that strikes the right balance between 
competences, responsabilities and risks;

Or. en

Amendment 120
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union; is 
in favour of adjusting the implementation 
of international prudential rules, taking 
into account Europe's specific 
characteristics, at the forefront of which 
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is the European economy’s greater 
dependence on bank financing for 
households and businesses;

Or. fr

Amendment 121
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its analysis 
particularly regarding the need to 
preserve the diversity of the European 
banking sector and to establish a more 
proportionate framework for small and 
non-complex credit institutions; 
encourages the Commission and the co-
legislators to have the necessary political 
ambition to develop necessary legislative 
measures, especially those needed to 
complete the Banking Union, taking these 
postulates into account;

Or. en

Amendment 122
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
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the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union; 
recalls the obligation to implement 
international prudential standards, while 
also taking into account European 
specificities, proportionality and risk 
sensitivity;

Or. en

Amendment 123
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Anouk Van 
Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to put in place the full 
range of necessary legislative measures, 
especially those needed to complete the 
Banking Union and to refine the 
prudential framework, in an expedited 
timeframe;

Or. en

Amendment 124
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 1. Welcomes the Commission 
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communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union, 
which, fourteen years after its launch, 
remains incomplete owing largely to the 
lack of political agreement on key 
outstanding elements; ;

Or. en

Amendment 125
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to rapidly develop 
necessary legislative measures that are 
necessary to implement the 
Communication, especially those needed 
to complete the Banking Union and 
removing unjustified barriers to cross-
border banking;

Or. en

Amendment 126
Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, 
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union; 
supports the Commission’s intention to 
address the three identified challenges in 
one encompassing package;

Or. en

Amendment 127
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; considers, however, that greater 
attention should be given to the diversity 
of banking business models; encourages 
the Commission and the co-legislators to 
have the necessary political ambition to 
develop necessary legislative measures, 
especially those needed to complete the 
Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 128
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Takes note of the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’; encourages the 
Commission and the co-legislators to 
pursue the necessary legislative measures 
to foster integration and complete the 
Banking Union, including through an 
effective European Deposit Insurance 
Scheme and stronger crisis-management 
arrangements;

Or. en

Amendment 129
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to improve the competitiveness of 
the European banking sector;

Or. en

Amendment 130
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to foster integration and complete 
the Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 131
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to foster integration and complete 
the Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 132
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, including those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 133
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 
analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

1. Notes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’; encourages the 
Commission and the co-legislators to have 
the necessary political ambition to develop 
necessary legislative measures, especially 
those needed to complete the Banking 
Union;

Or. en

Amendment 134
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’, and shares its 

1. Takes note of the Commission 
communication entitled ‘Competitiveness 
of the Banking Sector and the Single 
Market in Banking’; encourages the 
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analysis; encourages the Commission and 
the co-legislators to have the necessary 
political ambition to develop necessary 
legislative measures, especially those 
needed to complete the Banking Union;

Commission and the co-legislators to 
demonstrate the political ambition needed 
to develop the necessary legislative 
measures, especially those required to 
complete the Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 135
Lefteris Nikolaou-Alavanos

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. The completion of the Banking 
Union, based on the Commission 
communication 'Competitiveness of the 
Banking Sector and the Single Market in 
Banking', aims to strengthen bank 
profitability and support the 
competitiveness of EU groups vis-à-vis 
China, Russia and the US, at the expense 
of the needs of working-class families. It 
supports financial conglomerates, funds 
and servicers, which are preying on 
people’s homes and causing a wave of 
evictions and auctions in all Member 
States. It is based on the Savings and 
Investments Union, which takes people’s 
savings and reserves from insurances and 
other funds and uses them to fuel the war 
economy, so that stagnant capital can be 
invested at the profit rate required by the 
groups.

Or. el

Amendment 136
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. Recognises that European banks 
are resilient, well capitalised and 
profitable, as confirmed by successive 
stress tests and by their performance as 
shock absorbers in recent crises; 
considers that the post-crisis regulatory 
and supervisory framework, while 
essential to achieve this, has at times 
focused too narrowly on safety and too 
little on the ability of banks to finance 
growth, innovation and Europe's strategic 
priorities; welcomes the Commission's 
new approach, which rebalances risk-
taking and resilience, and stresses that its 
success requires a whole-of-governance 
approach, in which the co-legislators, the 
Commission, European and national 
authorities and the banks themselves each 
assume their share of responsibility;

Or. en

Amendment 137
Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. Regrets that the Commission's 
report is framed around the 
'competitiveness' of the banking sector; 
rejects the premise that banking policy 
should be designed and assessed primarily 
through the lens of competitiveness, a 
concept that lacks any agreed definition 
and has historically been invoked to 
justify the deregulation that preceded the 
2008 financial crisis; considers that the 
relevant questions for the Union's 
banking framework are its stability, its 
resilience and its capacity to finance the 
real economy and the green and digital 
transitions, rather than the relative 
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position of European banks against their 
global competitors

Or. en

Amendment 138
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. Considers that the sequencing of 
the forthcoming legislative package is 
itself a policy choice with substantive 
consequences; calls for market 
defragmentation to be prioritised, and for 
the streamlining of the prudential 
framework to be pursued where it 
demonstrably removes duplication and 
improves efficiency without lowering 
aggregate resilience; warns that a reform 
focused on prudential simplification at the 
expense of further integration would be a 
poor trade from a competitiveness 
standpoint;

Or. en

Amendment 139
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. Stresses that greater cross-border 
circulation of capital and liquidity must 
be accompanied by genuine risk-sharing 
and a credible common European deposit 
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insurance scheme, rather than by 
continued reliance on predominantly 
national safety nets; reiterates its 
commitment to the establishment of a 
fully fledged EDIS;

Or. en

Amendment 140
Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. Calls for the competitiveness and 
market integration dimensions of the 
banking sector to be addressed together in 
one legislative package, as they are 
mutually reinforcing;

Or. en

Amendment 141
Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1b. Stresses that competitiveness must 
not serve as the compass for banking 
regulation and supervision; insists that 
financial stability must remain the leading 
objective of the Union's prudential 
framework; considers that any reform 
presented must be demonstrably 
consistent with, and must not weaken, the 
resilience of institutions or the protection 
of depositors and taxpayers;

Or. en
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Amendment 142
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1b. Is of the opinion that, in a context 
of successive and overlapping crises, 
resilience is itself a key component of 
competitiveness; stresses that well-
capitalised and robust financial 
institutions are better able to absorb 
shocks and maintain lending to the real 
economy, and therefore constitute a 
competitive advantage for the European 
financial system;

Or. en

Amendment 143
Georgios Aftias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field; underlines that the European 
banking market is characterised by 
considerable diversity in terms of the size, 
business model, geographical reach and 
structure of credit institutions; considers, 
therefore, that the principle of 
proportionality must be effectively applied 
in the Union regulatory and supervisory 
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framework, in particular for small and 
non-complex credit institutions operating 
mainly at national or regional level; 
stresses that maintaining a diversified 
banking ecosystem contributes to 
competition, the resilience of the financial 
system and access to banking services for 
citizens and businesses, including in 
rural, island and remote areas;

Or. el

Amendment 144
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field; emphasises, however, that the 
integration of the single market should 
not lead to regulatory favouritism towards 
a single banking model or exert pressure 
for the consolidation of small, local, and 
cooperative institutions, whose 
independence and local roots provide 
value to their customers, regional 
economies, and systemic stability;

Or. en

Amendment 145
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition and 
efficiency, facilitate market-led cross-
border consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field; underlines that simplification and 
further market integration should 
reinforce, rather than come at the expense 
of, the resilience and stability of the EU 
banking sector;

Or. en

Amendment 146
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation and foster competition; 
underlines that simplification should 
reduce unnecessary complexity and 
duplication without weakening financial 
stability, consumer protection or the 
effectiveness of prudential safeguards; 
supports market-led cross-border 
consolidation where it strengthens 
integration, diversification and 
competition;

Or. en

Amendment 147
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, prioritise the use of 
regulations over directives where 
appropriate to prevent national gold-
plating, foster competition and enable 
scaling, facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

Or. en

Amendment 148
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate economically justified, market-
led cross-border consolidation while 
preserving the diversity of banking 
business models, and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

Or. en

Amendment 149
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, to 
reduce complexity in business structures 
and thereby enable a simpler regulatory 
framework, and to foster competition, 
facilitate cross-border banking activities 
and ensure that public support measures do 
not undermine fair competition or create an 
uneven playing field;

Or. en

Amendment 150
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, promote digitalisation, 
support innovation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

Or. en

Amendment 151
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 

2. Stresses the need to strengthen the 
resilience of EU banks amid heightened 
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simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

geopolitical uncertainty; underlines that 
the prudential framework should address 
climate- and nature-related financial risks 
more thoroughly;

Or. en

Amendment 152
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
simplify regulation, foster competition, 
facilitate market-led cross-border 
consolidation and ensure that public 
support measures do not undermine fair 
competition or create an uneven playing 
field;

2. Stresses the need to remove 
unjustified barriers to the single market, 
foster competition, facilitate market-led 
cross-border consolidation and ensure that 
public support measures do not undermine 
fair competition or create an uneven 
playing field;

Or. en

Amendment 153
Lefteris Nikolaou-Alavanos

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Expresses its opposition to the 
single market and the process of 
‘simplification’ for banking groups. In 
order to support the profitability of large 
financial and banking groups, measures 
such as tax exemptions, other facilities, 
and deferred tax credits far banks are 
becoming widespread, with the latter 
having exceeded EUR 12 billion in 
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Greece and with this cost passed on to the 
majority of the population through 
widespread tax pillaging.

Or. el

Amendment 154
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Urges the Commission to tackle 
tax fragmentation affecting cross-border 
banking operations, in particular by 
addressing disparate tax treatments of 
cross-border reorganisations, complex 
withholding tax procedures, and other 
fiscal frictions that hinder the smooth 
functioning and capital allocation of 
banking groups within the Single Market;

Or. en

Amendment 155
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Believes that the challenges the 
EU banking sector is facing cannot be 
addressed in isolation and therefore calls 
for a comprehensive and coherent 
package combining measures on fostering 
banking integration balanced with 
appropriate safeguards in order to reduce 
fragmentation and unlock the full benefits 
of the Single Market;
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Or. en

Amendment 156
Thomas Bajada

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Calls on the Commission to 
actively explore ways that facilitate EU 
citizens' cross border borrowing and thus 
take advantage of the single market in 
banking; notes that cross-border lending 
for citizens and SMEs supports the 
objectives of both the EU’s Savings and 
Investments Union as well as its Banking 
Union;

Or. en

Amendment 157
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít 
Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Underlines the importance of an 
international level playing field in order 
to ensure the competitiveness of European 
banks’ activities where they compete 
internationally, especially where these 
activities are key for financing the 
European economy;

Or. en

Amendment 158
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Enikő Győri
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Believes that European banks face 
greater barriers to integration than 
prudential rules and a holistic approach 
to removing those barriers is therefore 
needed;

Or. en

Amendment 159
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2b. Recommends simplifying the 
conditions set in the Capital Requirements 
Regulation to support the full 
implementation of cross-border capital 
and liquidity waivers within the SSM;

Or. en

Amendment 160
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
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insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; recalls, in this context, the 
need to complete the Banking Union by 
advancing EDIS, establishing an effective 
European liquidity-in-resolution 
framework and finalising the common 
backstop to the Single Resolution Fund, 
as these elements would strengthen 
confidence, reduce national 
fragmentation and facilitate a more 
efficient management of capital and 
liquidity across the Banking Union; 
suggests that the Commission evaluate 
how the roles and resources of existing 
national DGs and the SRF would interact 
within such a new scheme set-up; 
considers that deeper integration of 
European capital markets would 
complement bank lending, improve the 
mobilisation of European savings and 
support the financing of innovative, 
strategic and long-term investment; calls 
for the completion of the Savings and 
Investments Union; 

Or. en

Amendment 161
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be completed 
particularly through the establishment of 
a European Deposit Insurance Scheme 
(EDIS) and a European mechanism for 
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Liquidity in Resolution; stresses that as 
long as depositor protection remains 
nationally fragmented and crisis 
management remains politically 
contested, cross-border banking will 
remain structurally limited, banks will 
continue to operate as national 
champions, and the Union’s market will 
remain too small for scale-intensive 
activities;

Or. en

Amendment 162
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; Stresses that the completion of 
the Banking Union should be centred on 
a single European deposit insurance 
scheme ensuring the same level of 
protection for covered deposits across the 
Union, irrespective of the size or location 
of the institution, and that the completion 
of the deposit insurance pillar and deeper 
cross-border banking integration should 
proceed hand in hand;

Or. en

Amendment 163
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; stresses that any form of 
European deposit insurance scheme 
should ultimately be accessible to all 
banks participating in the Banking 
Union, irrespective of their size, business 
model or geographical reach, while 
avoiding duplication of contributions and 
funding burdens, and duly recognising 
the role of national DGSs, including their 
preventive and alternative measures;

Or. en

Amendment 164
Anouk Van Brug, Ľudovít Ódor, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; stresses that this 
requires progress on the usability of 
liquidity waivers and the introduction of 
capital waivers; notes that further 
integration requires a resilient banking 
sector; recalls that the Banking Union, 
based on the three pillars of supervision, 
resolution and deposit insurance, should be 
further developed with a clear timeline and 
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measurable milestones; underlines that 
progress towards a European deposit 
insurance system should go hand in hand 
with progress regarding the regulatory 
treatment of sovereign exposures;

Or. en

Amendment 165
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market, 
with the preservation of pre-positioned 
capital and liquidity at all levels (both 
parent institutions and subsidiaries) as a 
key condition, would represent a major 
step in reducing market fragmentation; 
recalls that the Banking Union, based on 
the three pillars of supervision, resolution 
and deposit insurance, should be further 
developed, with due regard for the 
responsibilities of national deposit 
guarantee schemes, existing national 
safety nets, and the specific nature of 
institutional protection schemes;

Or. en

Amendment 166
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
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market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones and that this development 
should take due account of the existing 
and proven arrangements that protect 
depositors and safeguard financial 
stability, including national deposit 
guarantee schemes and institutional 
protection schemes;

Or. en

Amendment 167
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; calls for the completion of the 
banking union by the introduction of a 
European Deposit Insurance Scheme, in 
accordance with the position of the 
Committee on Economic and Monetary 
Affairs as adopted in April 2024;

Or. en

Amendment 168
Lídia Pereira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; stresses that a credible 
framework for the provision of liquidity in 
resolution remains a missing element of 
the crisis management framework and 
calls on the Commission to address it;

Or. en

Amendment 169
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed in 
an ambitious way, with a clear timeline 
and measurable milestones, while 
preserving the diversity of banking 
models, ensuring equal protection for 
depositors across the Union and 
preventing regulatory and supervisory 
arbitrage;

Or. en

Amendment 170
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Kinga Kollár

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; in order to achieve a broad 
consensus on the completion of the 
Banking Union, the interests of host 
countries and non-euro area Member 
States should be fully respected;

Or. en

Amendment 171
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones; stresses, in this regard, the 
need to respect existing, proven protection 
mechanisms, in particular institutional 
protection schemes (IPS) and their 
preventive role;

Or. en
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Amendment 172
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market, 
with the preservation of pre-positioned 
capital and liquidity at all levels (both 
parent institutions and subsidiaries) as a 
key condition, would represent a major 
step in reducing market fragmentation; 
recalls that the Banking Union, based on 
the three pillars of supervision, resolution 
and deposit insurance, should be further 
developed with a clear timeline and 
measurable milestones;

Or. en

Amendment 173
Herbert Dorfmann, Marco Falcone

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones, taking due account of 
institutional protection schemes (IPS) and 
their preventive role;

Or. en
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Amendment 174
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation, as well as, 
improving the provision of services for 
firms and citizens; recalls that the Banking 
Union, based on the three pillars of 
supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

Or. en

Amendment 175
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Enikő 
Győri

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market, 
with the safeguarding of financial 
stability at all levels as a key condition, 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed;

Or. en
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Amendment 176
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed 
with a clear timeline and measurable 
milestones;

3. Believes that the development of a 
better integrated European banking market 
would represent a major step in reducing 
market fragmentation; recalls that the 
Banking Union, based on the three pillars 
of supervision, resolution and deposit 
insurance, should be further developed in 
an ambitious way, with a clear timeline 
and measurable milestones;

Or. en

Amendment 177
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Considers that the effects of 
prudential rules cannot be measured in 
terms of financial stability alone; stresses 
that their impact on the cost and 
availability of credit, on investment and 
on the EU’s competitive position must be 
assessed just as systematically; notes that 
European banks will take on a very large 
share of the financing of the Union’s 
strategic priorities; concludes that the 
impact of prudential rules on the 
economy's financing capacity must weigh 
as much as stability considerations in any 
assessment of the prudential framework;

Or. fr



AM\1353292EN.docx 91/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Amendment 178
Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Highlights that the European 
Deposit Insurance Scheme is the final 
missing pillar of the Banking Union and 
that disparate levels of depositor 
protection hinder the competitiveness of 
the sector; Welcomes the Commission's 
commitment to replace the 2015 EDIS 
proposal with a new proposal; Urges the 
Commission to maintain the same level of 
ambition as the original proposal and to 
take into account the work of the 
Parliament which is sensitive to the 
competing interests on establishing an 
EDIS and considerate of the specificities 
of national banking sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 179
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Notes that the Commission intends 
to replace the 2015 EDIS proposal with a 
new proposal operating “within the 
existing safety nets” of the Banking 
Union; considers that the decisive 
question is not the label but how far the 
announced alignment of supervisory and 
resolution responsibility and financing 
reaches, since an arrangement that 
merely lends mutualised resources to a 
national scheme, to be repaid by the 
national banking sector, leaves the 
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ultimate liability with the host Member 
State and leaves the incentive to ring-
fence intact;

Or. en

Amendment 180
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Reiterates its support for the 
completion of the European Deposit 
Insurance Scheme (EDIS) and calls on 
the Commission to set out a credible way 
forward towards a genuinely European 
system of deposit protection; considers 
that such a framework should facilitate 
cross-border banking and ensure a clear 
and coherent allocation of responsibilities 
and financial contributions between 
national deposit guarantee schemes and 
the Single Resolution Fund;

Or. en

Amendment 181
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Welcomes the Commission's 
intention to withdraw the 2015 proposal 
for a European Deposit Insurance 
Scheme; considers that a new proposal 
which draws the right lessons from the 
discussions on the 2015 proposal and 
fully respects national specificities and the 
existing, well-functioning arrangements, 
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including national deposit guarantee 
schemes and institutional protection 
schemes, might help to move forward the 
Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 182
Kinga Kollár

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Stresses that measures to 
strengthen the competitiveness and 
integration of the EU banking sector 
should go hand in hand with strong 
consumer protection; emphasises that 
greater cross-border integration, 
regulatory simplification and increased 
competition would translate into better, 
more accessible and transparent services 
for consumers, while safeguarding 
financial stability and depositor 
protection;

Or. en

Amendment 183
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. considers that a European deposit 
insurance scheme should ultimately 
ensure equal access for all banks within 
the Banking Union, regardless of their 
size, business model or geographical 
presence; stresses that its design should 
avoid overlapping contributions and 
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funding burdens and duly recognise the 
role of national DGSs, including their 
preventive and alternative measures;

Or. en

Amendment 184
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Recognises that differences in 
currency arrangements affect transaction 
costs, hedging needs, liquidity and cross-
border financing; calls for integration 
initiatives to take account of these 
differences and ensure fair treatment and 
meaningful participation for Member 
States outside the euro area;

Or. en

Amendment 185
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Stresses that, to maximise the 
effectiveness of the Banking Union, the 
Union should leverage the structural 
synergies between its resolution and 
deposit protection mechanisms, ensuring 
that they operate in a coherent and 
mutually reinforcing manner;

Or. en
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Amendment 186
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Calls for removing unnecessary 
obstacles to intragroup financial support 
embedded in the Banking Recovering and 
Resolution Directive in order to support a 
more efficient allocation of resources 
within cross-border banking groups;

Or. en

Amendment 187
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Stresses that the framework for 
cross-border fungibility should encompass 
rock-solid, legally enforceable 
safeguards for subsidiary entities;

Or. en

Amendment 188
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3b. Welcomes the intention to address 
the remaining vulnerability of national 
deposit guarantee schemes to liquidity 
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shortfalls; stresses that mutualised 
liquidity severs the bank-sovereign nexus 
in the dimension that drives a deposit run, 
but only loss mutualisation severs it on 
the loss side; insists that any proposal 
specifies the replenishment rule applying 
after a drawdown, since an architecture 
that is silent on who pays, how fast and 
with what fiscal bridge merely defers the 
bank-sovereign nexus to the morning 
after its first use;

Or. en

Amendment 189
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3b. Considers a credible and robust 
framework for liquidity-in-resolution to 
be a key element for further progress 
towards the completion of the Banking 
Union, to ensure adequate liquidity 
during and immediately after resolution; 
believes that, in line with the objective of 
minimising reliance on extraordinary 
public financial support, an effective 
framework for liquidity-in-resolution 
should provide a credible backstop in 
situations of systemic stress and thereby 
reduce the need for ad hoc public 
intervention;

Or. en

Amendment 190
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 b (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

3b. Believes that the assessment of 
European prudential rules should extend 
beyond financial stability considerations 
and fully take into account their 
implications for growth, investment, 
competitiveness, and financing capacity. 
This shift is essential as European banks 
will play a central role in financing the 
EU's strategic priorities, while Europe 
faces annual investment needs of 0,8 € 
trillion, as highlighted in the 2024 Draghi 
report;

Or. en

Amendment 191
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3c. Notes that the Communication 
says nothing about payout technology, 
about the level of insurance coverage, 
unchanged at EUR 100 000 since 2010, 
about the co-existence of 27 payout 
infrastructures, about moratorium tools, 
or about the treatment of uninsured 
deposits; underlines that the failures of 
US banks in the spring of 2023 
demonstrated that deposits can now flee at 
speeds for which the framework was not 
designed; considers that deposit run 
resilience determines how much self-
insurance banks must carry on their own 
balance sheets and is therefore a 
competitiveness question, and asks the 
Commission to include it in the review of 
the deposit insurance framework;

Or. en
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Amendment 192
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3d. Regrets that on the issue of 
liquidity in resolution the Communication 
undertakes only to “support ongoing 
efforts” among unnamed institutions and 
Member States; recalls that the missing 
element is not the capacity of the 
Eurosystem to lend but the guarantee 
layer protecting the central bank balance 
sheet where collateral is insufficient; calls 
on the Commission to bring forward, as 
part of the 2027 package, the components 
that lie within Union competence, namely 
an explicit framework for guarantees 
issued by the Single Resolution Fund to 
the Eurosystem under Article 76(1) of 
Regulation 806/2014, an enlarged ex-post 
contribution and borrowing capacity 
earmarked for liquidity purposes, the 
procedural acceleration that a weekend 
instrument requires, and legal certainty 
that recourse to such a mechanism by a 
bank which has just exited resolution does 
not itself trigger a failing-or-likely-to-fail 
determination under Article 32(4) of 
Directive 2014/59/EU; urges the 
remaining Member State to ratify the 
Agreement amending the Treaty 
establishing the European Stability 
Mechanism;

Or. en

Amendment 193
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 e (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3e. Considers that the 
Communication’s operative commitments 
on non-prudential barriers is amounting 
essentially to monitoring and assessment, 
although the commitment to work towards 
further harmonising insolvency laws has 
appeared in substantially identical terms 
in every Banking Union communication 
since 2017; calls on the Commission to 
address remaining barriers to cross-
border banking arising from divergences 
in insolvency law, collateral enforcement, 
taxation, company law and relevant 
consumer and retail-finance 
requirements, with a view to enabling 
genuine cross-border provision of services 
while maintaining strong common 
standards;

Or. en

Amendment 194
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 f (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3f. Calls on the Commission to 
propose a harmonised administrative 
liquidation tool for banks, under which a 
designated authority, rather than court-
driven procedures of variable speed and 
quality across 27 regimes, would execute 
transfer-based exits for banks failing the 
public interest test;

Or. en
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Amendment 195
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce national 
interference in cross-border deals;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 196
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce national interference 
in cross-border deals;

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce national interference 
in cross-border deals; considers that the 
problem is larger than the small number 
of visible interventions suggests, since the 
relevant counterfactual includes 
transactions never contemplated or 
announced because investors expect 
political intervention;

Or. en

Amendment 197
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea



AM\1353292EN.docx 101/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce national interference 
in cross-border deals;

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce national interference 
in cross-border deals; underlines that the 
new merger guidelines offer clearer 
guidance to Member States on the 
circumstances under which they may 
intervene in transactions subject to 
merger control at EU level;

Or. en

Amendment 198
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce national interference 
in cross-border deals;

4. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal to use the enforcement toolkit in 
cases of breaches of EU law, in particular 
with regard to mergers and acquisitions, 
which should reduce unjustified national 
interference in cross-border deals;

Or. en

Amendment 199
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; considers 
that cross-border consolidation should be 
assessed primarily through its 
contribution to market integration and to 
competitive pressure rather than through 
the lens of institutional size or the 
creation of European champions, since 
size alone does not guarantee 
performance and consolidation is 
ambiguous where it merely creates larger 
national players without improving 
integration; further considers that 
competent authorities should ponder, 
within their existing mandates, the effects 
of transactions on financial stability, 
effective competition, consumer 
protection, access to banking services and 
the financing of the real economy; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures and fragment the single 
market;

Or. en

Amendment 200
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; 
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that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

highlights that consolidation of the EU 
banking sector could be an effective way 
to improve banks' competitiveness and 
give banks a bigger role in EU growth; 
stresses that consolidation efforts should 
be looked at in the context of the post-
2008 objective to end too-big-too-fail, 
meaning that appropriate supervision is 
needed and that bigger banks should 
always have highly credible recovery and 
resolution plans and that authorities 
should have effective crisis management 
tools; warns that unjustified government 
interventions, particularly where they are 
not supported by robust economic evidence 
or a demonstrated overriding public 
interest, may deter investment, preserve 
inefficient market structures, fragment the 
single market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

Or. en

Amendment 201
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; 
underlines that such assessments should 
also consider access to finance for SMEs 
and retail customers, the role of local 
decision-making centres, concentration 
risks, operational and payment continuity 
and effective resolvability; warns that 
unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
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may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups; stresses, however, that 
greater size does not automatically imply 
greater competitiveness and that 
consolidation should deliver demonstrable 
economic benefits without increasing ‘too 
big to fail’ risks;

Or. en

Amendment 202
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and should not be treated 
as the default or preferred means of 
increasing the competitiveness of the 
sector, but rather should be assessed on 
the basis of clear, predictable and 
consistently applied prudential and 
competition rules; warns that unjustified 
government interventions, particularly 
where they are not supported by robust 
economic evidence or a demonstrated 
overriding public interest, may deter 
investment, preserve inefficient market 
structures, fragment the single market and 
hinder the emergence of stronger and more 
competitive European banking groups; 
believes that the assessment of the public 
interest should take into account the 
availability of financial services, the 
financing of local economies, and the 
preservation of a diversity of banking 
models;

Or. en
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Amendment 203
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups; stresses, at the same time, 
that the competitiveness of the European 
banking sector cannot be measured 
merely by the size of European banks, but 
also relies on the sector being diverse with 
different business models and areas of 
specialisation;

Or. en

Amendment 204
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 

5. Considers that while cross-border 
banking consolidation may facilitate the 
provision of EU cross-border financial 
services, create economies of scale and 
weaken the bank-sovereign doom loop, it 
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that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

also underpins the “too big to fail” 
problem and may undermine bank 
lending to SMEs and local communities;

Or. en

Amendment 205
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups; supports simplifying 
cross-border mergers and acquisitions by 
streamlining supervisory approval 
procedures and providing clear, 
standardised guidance for cross-border 
transactions;

Or. en

Amendment 206
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups;

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 
banking groups; calls, therefore, for any 
public intervention in banking mergers to 
be transparent, proportionate, non-
discriminatory and supported by a 
rigorous economic impact assessment;

Or. en

Amendment 207
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Stresses that bank consolidation 
and mergers should be driven by market 
considerations and assessed under clear, 
predictable and consistently applied 
prudential and competition rules; warns 
that unjustified government interventions, 
particularly where they are not supported 
by robust economic evidence or a 
demonstrated overriding public interest, 
may deter investment, preserve inefficient 
market structures, fragment the single 
market and hinder the emergence of 
stronger and more competitive European 

5. Stresses that the EU benefits from 
a diversified banking sector in which a 
variety of business models supports 
resilience and meets the financing needs 
of different businesses; stresses that an 
overly concentrated banking system 
skewed towards investment banking 
business models contributes to systemic 
risk; cautions the EU, therefore, against 
pursuing a one-dimensional banking 
model dominated by a handful of large 
banks;
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banking groups;

Or. en

Amendment 208
Georgios Aftias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Stresses that further completing the 
Banking Union and strengthening cross-
border banking activity can significantly 
contribute to achieving economies of scale 
and enhancing the competitiveness of 
European banks; underlines, however, 
that banking market integration should 
not lead to excessive market concentration 
or reduced choice for consumers and 
businesses; calls, therefore, on the 
Commission and the competent 
authorities to ensure that cross-border 
mergers and acquisitions are assessed 
with regard to both efficiency and 
maintaining adequate competition, 
financial stability and access to finance;

Or. el

Amendment 209
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5a. Recalls that banks’ 
competitiveness depends ultimately on the 
economic environment in which they 
operate; notes that part of the valuation 
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gap with US peers reflects weaker growth 
prospects and more fragmented 
investment opportunities in Europe; 
stresses that bank valuations between EU 
banks and international peers, have 
remained subdued despite significant 
improvements in efficiency and 
restructuring, which suggests that 
regulation alone cannot explain the gap; 
calls therefore for the banking 
competitiveness agenda to be linked to 
broader policies that strengthen 
investment and long-term growth in the 
Union; underlines that resilience is an 
asset for competitiveness and should not 
be treated merely as a cost;

Or. en

Amendment 210
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5a. Recognises the contribution of 
local, regional and cooperative banks to 
competition, financial resilience and the 
financing of SMEs, households and local 
communities; underlines the importance 
of relationship banking, knowledge of 
local markets and proximity to customers; 
stresses that integration measures should 
preserve these business models and take 
account of institutional protection 
schemes;

Or. en

Amendment 211
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5a. Emphasises that the EU banking 
sector is characterised by a variety of 
business models, resulting in significant 
differences in the competitive 
environments that banks face; stresses 
that competition from non-EU institutions 
is largely limited to the largest banks;

Or. en

Amendment 212
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5a. Calls for the European 
Supervisory Authorities (ESAs) to be 
given a clear secondary objective of 
supporting the international 
competitiveness and growth of the 
Union’s banking sector, without prejudice 
to financial stability as their primary 
objective;

Or. en

Amendment 213
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 

6. Stresses that a resilient, 
competitive, profitable and well-capitalised 
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sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms 
should therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

banking sector is indispensable for 
mobilising the private financing needed to 
support the EU’s economic growth and 
investment; underlines that financial 
stability and competitiveness are mutually 
reinforcing elements; stresses that the 
question to be answered should not be 
whether European banks have “too 
much” capital, but whether the levels and 
composition of the capital are appropriate 
to the risks they face; expresses caution 
over the calls for simplification if this 
means questioning the rationale for the 
different layers of capital;

Or. en

Amendment 214
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements; underlines that a 
large part of the required investment in 
European strategic priorities, including 
defence, innovation and digitalisation, 
will have to be privately financed; stresses 
in this context that the role of banks is not 
in isolation, and that the solution to 
mobilising more private financing lies 
also mainly in improving risk sharing, 
further integrating financial markets and 
the internal market, and strengthening 
the European capital market;

Or. en
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Amendment 215
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; recognises, 
however, that the mobilisation of private 
finance for the real economy is not 
automatic and requires targeted 
action; considers that this requires banks 
to retain and reinvest earnings in the 
capabilities needed to seize new 
opportunities, including risk management 
and lending to the real economy, rather 
than prioritising shareholder 
distributions; underlines that banking and 
capital-market reforms should therefore be 
pursued as mutually reinforcing elements;

Or. en

Amendment 216
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements; further emphasises 



AM\1353292EN.docx 113/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

that, due to rising risks in the global 
economy, banks' capital buffers must 
reflect not only immediate exposures and 
risks but also the heightened uncertainty 
surrounding future developments, 
including geopolitical tensions and risks 
associated with potential financial 
bubbles;

Or. en

Amendment 217
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth, productivity, 
security, industrial capacity and 
technological transformation; underlines 
that banking and capital-market reforms 
should therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements of a coherent 
European financing strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 218
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
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EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

EU’s economic growth and green and 
technological transitions; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

Or. en

Amendment 219
Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, 
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Katri Kulmuni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth in good and in bad 
economic conditions; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

Or. en

Amendment 220
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector is indispensable for mobilising the 
private financing needed to support the 
EU’s economic growth; underlines that 
banking and capital-market reforms should 
therefore be pursued as mutually 
reinforcing elements;

6. Stresses that a competitive, 
profitable, diverse and well-capitalised 
banking sector is indispensable for 
mobilising the private financing needed to 
support the EU’s economic growth; 
underlines that banking and capital-market 
reforms should therefore be pursued as 
mutually reinforcing elements;
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Or. en

Amendment 221
Adnan Dibrani

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Considers that strong bank 
profitability should be matched by a 
meaningful contribution to financing the 
European economy; calls on the 
Commission to assess the introduction of 
a productive finance benchmark under 
which banks with net interest margins 
persistently above the Union or relevant 
peer-group average would be required to 
report on the extent to which their 
balance sheets finance SMEs, innovative 
companies, infrastructure and other 
productive investment; considers that 
such reporting should also provide 
transparency on the level of credit risk 
assumed in support of the real economy 
and that banks showing both 
exceptionally high margins and 
persistently low productive lending should 
explain the reasons for this imbalance;

Or. en

Amendment 222
Georgios Aftias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Stresses the crucial role of 
European banks in financing the strategic 
investments required to strengthen the 
Union’s competitiveness, productivity and 
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economic security, particularly in the 
sectors of energy, digital technologies, 
critical infrastructure and the European 
defence industry; calls on the Commission 
and the relevant supervisory authorities to 
ensure that the regulatory framework 
allows banks to provide long-term 
financing for productive and strategic 
investments, whilst maintaining sufficient 
capital and liquid reserves to 
protect financial stability;

Or. el

Amendment 223
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Considers that diversity within the 
banking system as regards size, business 
models, the manner in which institutions 
serve the economy and their objective 
functions, missions and governance 
structures strengthens its resilience and 
its capacity to contribute to sustainable 
and inclusive economic growth, including 
by ensuring access to financial services in 
underserved territories and for groups at 
risk of financial exclusion;

Or. en

Amendment 224
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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6a. Emphasizes that a competitive, 
profitable and well-capitalised banking 
sector should also be well-diversified, 
where large institutions coexist and 
compete with small and medium-sized 
ones, each serving different financing 
needs and enabling businesses and 
households to access the banking services 
and financing solutions best suited to 
their specific circumstances;

Or. en

Amendment 225
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Underlines that a competitive, 
profitable and adequately capitalised 
banking system should reflect the diversity 
of the business environment it finances, 
enabling both large companies and small 
and medium-sized enterprises, with their 
different financing needs, to rely on 
banking institutions capable of providing 
services appropriate to their 
characteristics;

Or. en

Amendment 226
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Stresses that the EU should not 
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support calls for deregulation and should 
not enter a race to the bottom on 
prudential regulation; stresses that the 
EU should not import risks associated 
with institutions operating in less prudent 
regulatory jurisdictions and calls on the 
Commission to review equivalence 
decisions taken with those jurisdictions;

Or. en

Amendment 227
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Underlines that, in recent years, 
European banks have entered a period of 
high profitability driven by higher interest 
rates; stresses that banks have decided to 
increase the share of profits distributed 
through dividends and share buybacks;

Or. en

Amendment 228
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6b. Stresses that the banking and 
capital-market reforms should be pursued 
together, as two indispensable elements to 
boost the competitiveness of the EU 
financial markets; calls for measures that 
improve cross-border investment, access 
to equity and debt finance and the 
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capacity of European firms, in particular 
SMEs and innovative companies, to 
access diversified sources of funding;

Or. en

Amendment 229
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6b. Underlines that a banking sector 
comprising institutions of different sizes, 
business models, service models and 
objective functions is better equipped to 
withstand shocks and to finance 
sustainable, resilient and inclusive 
growth;

Or. en

Amendment 230
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Recognises the essential role of 
sovereign debt to ensure social cohesion 
and the important role of sovereign bonds 
in banks' liquidity management and in the 
functioning of financial markets; 
considers that sovereign concentration 
should primarily be addressed by 
advancing financial integration and 
completing the Banking Union; stresses 
that any further measures in this area 
should be avoided to avert the risk of 
unintended effects on sovereign debt 
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markets and the international 
competitiveness of EU banks; 
recommends the Commission to consider 
the current broad diversification of banks' 
sovereign exposures, the EU public 
investment significant needs, and the lack 
of international consensus on reducing 
home sovereign exposures before 
reviewing any limits to sovereign 
exposures holdings for EU banks; calls 
on the Commission to reconsider its 
intention to propose further measures to 
address the risk of excessive concentration 
of sovereign exposures and to further 
encourage the diversification of sovereign 
bond portfolios by banks;

Or. en

Amendment 231
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Takes note of the Commission's 
intention to introduce new measures on 
the concentration of sovereign exposures; 
points out that the SSM claims that there 
is steady decline in home bias in the 
banks' portfolio, and that the 
Commission's own targeted consultation 
revealed no consensus for change; 
stresses that the current treatment does 
not prevent diversification within the euro 
area; recalls that, as the Commission 
itself acknowledges, greater 
diversification should result from deeper 
integration, including on a cross-border 
basis; calls on the Commission to explore 
the development of a sufficiently large 
and liquid European safe asset, providing 
a common benchmark and high-quality 
collateral to deepen cross-border financial 
integration and support cross-border 
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investment;

Or. en

Amendment 232
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Notes the Commission’s intention 
to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; 
observes that supervisory data show home 
bias concentration of sovereign exposures 
declining, particularly among larger 
banks; recalls that in a predominantly 
bank-based system with fragmented 
sovereign debt markets, credit institutions 
are structurally expected to act as liquidity 
providers and market makers, and that 
constraining that function through a 
tighter regulatory treatment would risk 
raising intermediation costs and reducing 
market liquidity without addressing the 
underlying sources of fragmentation; 
considers that the core policy challenge is 
to equip the Union with a genuinely 
European safe asset;

Or. en

Amendment 233
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Takes note of the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of banks’ 
sovereign bond portfolios and will 
carefully assess the relevant proposal, in 
the light, inter alia, of the need to avoid 
introducing measures that would amount 
to European gold-plating compared with 
international standards and third-country 
regulatory frameworks, that might unduly 
limit European banks’ ability to manage 
their liquidity, or that could have 
signalling effects on capital markets, 
thereby threatening the orderly 
management of public debt;

Or. en

Amendment 234
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Takes note of the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks and 
will carefully assess the relevant proposal 
in the light, inter alia, of the need to avoid 
introducing measures that would be 
disproportionate, inadequately calibrated 
or insufficiently phased in, might unduly 
limit European banks’ ability to manage 
liquidity or could have signalling effects 
towards the capital markets, threatening 
the orderly management of public debts or 
Member States’ capacity to finance public 
investment and public services;

Or. en



AM\1353292EN.docx 123/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Amendment 235
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Emphasises the persistence of the 
bank-sovereign doom loop and the 
bidirectional spillovers between fiscal 
sustainability and financial stability; 
stresses the need to advance work on the 
European Deposit Insurance Scheme 
(EDIS) and welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; 
supports, in this context, a framework in 
which deviations from a suitably 
diversified benchmark portfolio would 
give rise to additional capital charges, 
while preserving the zero risk weight 
applicable to sovereign exposures;

Or. en

Amendment 236
Lídia Pereira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Takes note of the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; 
stresses that any such approach should be 
market-based and should not take the 
form of concentration charges, limits or 
changes to the prudential treatment of 
sovereign exposures, which could 
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fragment sovereign debt markets and 
disproportionately affect banks in certain 
Member States; considers that this issue 
can only be addressed in conjunction with 
the completion of the Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 237
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of 
banks; highlights that diversification must 
go hand in hand with the completion of 
the third pillar of the Banking Union to 
avoid triggering market distortions and a 
lack of confidence; underlines that a 
complete Banking Union would 
incentivize diversification of the sovereign 
bond portfolios of banks;

Or. en

Amendment 238
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; calls, 
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in this context, for making the transitional 
treatment under Article 500a CRR 
permanent to guarantee a stable zero risk 
weight for exposures to Member States’ 
central governments and central banks 
denominated and funded in the domestic 
currency of another Member State;

Or. en

Amendment 239
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Mireia 
Borrás Pabón, Enikő Győri

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; this 
should however not lead to the 
introduction of flat, undifferentiated 
quantitative limits that could disadvantage 
Member States as government bond 
issuers and disproportionately restrict 
banks from freely managing their 
portfolios and holding domestic 
government bonds;

Or. en

Amendment 240
Kinga Kollár

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
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concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; 
stresses that diversification could lead to 
additional foreign exchange exposure for 
banks in non-euro area Member States 
that fund themselves in national currency, 
thus any measure encouraging 
diversification should also take this into 
account;

Or. en

Amendment 241
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures 
leading to the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; regrets 
the lacking progress in this regard since 
the 2008 financial crisis; underlines that 
this risk becomes more urgent due to the 
current turmoil in the bond market, rising 
government bond yields and 
unsustainable national debt levels;

Or. en

Amendment 242
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
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concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks; notes 
in this context that the fiscal positions of 
some countries, both within and outside 
the EU, remain far from a safe and 
sustainable path;

Or. en

Amendment 243
Anouk Van Brug, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Engin Eroglu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures, 
which should lead to the diversification of 
banks’ sovereign bond portfolios; regrets 
that despite the risk reduction that has 
taken place by EU banks since the 
financial crisis, progress has been limited 
in this area;

Or. en

Amendment 244
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Takes note of the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of banks' 
sovereign bond portfolios; stresses, 
however, that the current prudential 
treatment of sovereign exposures does not 
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hamper diversification;

Or. en

Amendment 245
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks, 
following an assessment of the best 
approach to ensure that financial stability 
is not put at risk;

Or. en

Amendment 246
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks, while 
duly considering the specific 
circumstances of non-euro area Member 
State;

Or. en

Amendment 247
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Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks, while 
duly considering the specific 
circumstances of non-euro area Member 
State;

Or. en

Amendment 248
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to address the risk of excessive 
concentration of sovereign exposures by 
encouraging the diversification of the 
sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

7. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to encourage the diversification 
of the sovereign bond portfolios of banks;

Or. en

Amendment 249
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Calls for strengthened 
accountability of Union regulatory and 
supervisory authorities, including the 
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ECB to the European Parliament through 
more regular reporting on its supervisory 
practices; calls, in this regard, for the 
establish an assessment mechanism 
bringing together the relevant Union 
institutions, bodies and authorities, 
without prejudice to their respective 
mandates and independence, to assess, 
both ex ante and ex post, the cumulative 
impact of regulatory and supervisory 
initiatives on financial stability, 
competitiveness, competition, market 
integration, lending capacity and the 
financing of the real economy; considers 
that this mechanism should identify 
overlaps, inconsistencies and instances of 
double counting, and should report its 
findings and recommendations regularly 
to the European Parliament; calls on the 
Commission to establish an annual 
consultation exercise among entities 
supervised under the SSM to assess their 
experience with supervisory practices, the 
findings of which should be reflected in 
Parliament’s annual report on the 
Banking Union;

Or. en

Amendment 250
Pasquale Tridico, Jussi Saramo, Gaetano Pedulla', Manon Aubry, Martin Günther, 
Martin Schirdewan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Considers that strengthening the 
competitiveness, resilience and strategic 
autonomy of the Union banking sector 
requires resilient, interoperable and 
independent European payment 
infrastructures capable of ensuring the 
continuity of intra-Union payments and of 
reducing the exposure of Union citizens, 
businesses and financial intermediaries to 
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the extraterritorial effects of decisions 
adopted by third countries; calls on the 
Commission to foster the interoperability, 
uptake and pan-European acceptance of 
European payment solutions, and to 
reduce critical dependencies on payment 
infrastructures and service providers 
owned or controlled by third countries, 
including in the context of the digital euro 
project, while respecting technological 
neutrality, fair competition and high 
standards of consumer protection.

Or. en

Amendment 251
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Welcomes the intention to allow 
cross-border groups to allocate capital 
and liquidity more efficiently; stresses that 
the power to require a parent undertaking 
to allocate resources to its subsidiaries “in 
a timely and enforceable manner” 
presupposes a legally binding and 
bankruptcy-proof commitment which does 
not currently exist in harmonised form; 
calls on the Commission to specify the 
concrete arrangements that would satisfy 
competent authorities, to provide legal 
analysis of their enforceability and, where 
necessary, to propose the accompanying 
changes to Union company law, so that 
the new waivers do not remain as unused 
as the existing ones;

Or. en

Amendment 252
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Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Observes that the capital and 
liquidity positions of EU banks have 
substantially improved compared to the 
period before the 2008 financial crisis due 
to effective post-crisis reforms; notes that 
these reforms have helped EU banks to 
effectively withstand the 2022 banking 
turmoil, staying stable and solvent; notes 
that the introduced capital ratios have 
helped decrease banks’ funding cost and 
only marginally increased lending rates; 
emphasises that banks with good capital 
buffers are less likely to decrease lending 
during times of stress;

Or. en

Amendment 253
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Warns that limits or concentration 
charges on sovereign exposures would 
constrain the functions that banks 
perform in the Union's financial 
architecture, as holders of liquidity 
buffers, providers of collateral and market 
makers in fragmented sovereign debt 
markets; stresses that forced portfolio 
adjustments could crystallise losses, 
weaken the transmission of monetary 
policy and reduce the capacity of banks to 
act as stabilising investors in periods of 
stress;

Or. en
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Amendment 254
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Calls on the Commission to 
propose, in its forthcoming package, the 
removal of the zero risk weight that 
applies to exposures to central 
governments, so that those exposures are 
risk-weighted according to their credit 
quality; considers that the change should 
be phased in over a sufficiently long and 
predictable time period, so that banks and 
government bond markets can adjust in 
an orderly way;

Or. en

Amendment 255
Adnan Dibrani, Niels Fuglsang

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Underlines the importance of 
geographical diversification in 
strengthening the resilience of European 
banks; notes that significant 
concentrations of assets and exposures in 
third-country markets may entail risks 
and should be appropriately reflected in 
banks’ risk management and supervisory 
assessments;

Or. en

Amendment 256



PE796.422v02-00 134/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

Marco Falcone

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Expects the Commission to 
address all topics covered in its 
Communication, notably integration, 
competitiveness and simplification, in a 
single legislative proposal, capable of 
combining a high degree of ambition, 
with the need to preserve the financial 
stability both at European and national 
level;

Or. en

Amendment 257
Anouk Van Brug, Ľudovít Ódor, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Engin Eroglu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Considers that concentration limits 
on the holdings of sovereign debt would 
break the doom loop and ensure safer 
balance sheets, thereby clearing the way 
to the finalisation of the banking union;

Or. en

Amendment 258
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Takes note of proposals in certain 
Member States to instrumentalise state-
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owned banks to lower mortgage rates and 
cautions that this could constitute a 
violation of EU competition law;

Or. en

Amendment 259
Pasquale Tridico, Jussi Saramo, Gaetano Pedulla', Manon Aubry, Martin Günther, 
Martin Schirdewan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7b. Stresses that the de facto 
application by credit institutions, payment 
service providers, electronic money 
issuers and payment infrastructure 
providers established in the Union of 
extraterritorial restrictive measures 
adopted by third countries may undermine 
the integrity of the single market, the 
Union banking system, the effective 
access to essential financial services and 
the continuity of payments for Union 
citizens and residents, including where 
those persons are not subject to Union 
restrictive measures or to any prohibition 
or obligation under Union law; calls on 
the Commission to take without delay the 
necessary steps to include in the Annex to 
Council Regulation (EC) No 2271/96 the 
relevant United States extraterritorial 
restrictive measures targeting the 
International Criminal Court and its 
officials; calls further on the Commission, 
in cooperation with the ECB, the EBA, 
national competent authorities and 
Member States, to establish an effective 
protection and support framework for 
Union financial operators complying with 
Union law and not giving effect to such 
measures, including legal certainty, 
coordinated supervisory support, 
contingency arrangements and, where 
appropriate, proportionate financial-risk 
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mitigation measures, in order to limit 
their exposure to adverse retaliatory 
measures and to the loss of access to 
critical payment, correspondent-banking, 
technology or other services; further calls 
on the Commission, the EBA and national 
competent authorities to ensure that 
Union financial operators do not refuse, 
freeze or close accounts, or discontinue 
payment or other lawful financial 
services, solely in order to comply with 
such third-country measures, while fully 
respecting Union restrictive measures, 
anti-money-laundering and countering-
the-financing-of-terrorism requirements, 
and prudential risk-management 
obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 260
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7b. Points out that in the United States 
government debt receives a zero risk 
weight and is treated as a core 
infrastructure asset for liquidity, 
collateral and financial intermediation, 
and that recent US measures go in the 
opposite direction to the Commission's 
intentions, to support banks' 
intermediation in the Treasury market 
and by anchoring new payment 
instruments to government securities; 
recalls that no agreement on changing the 
treatment of sovereign exposures was 
reached in the Basel Committee; warns 
that a unilateral EU measure would put 
EU banks at a clear competitive 
disadvantage and reduce the depth and 
liquidity of euro sovereign debt markets at 
a time when the Union aims to strengthen 
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the international role of the euro, 
contrary to the very objectives of the 
Communication;

Or. en

Amendment 261
Anouk Van Brug, Ľudovít Ódor, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Engin Eroglu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7b. Stresses that the current 
regulatory treatment of sovereign 
exposures incentivises banks to take on a 
disproportionate amount of sovereign debt 
issued by their national governments; 
notes that this approach has long formed 
a major obstacle on the way to a fully 
fledged banking union; calls on the 
Commission to introduce risk-weights on 
sovereign debt instruments in order to 
ensure appropriate capital requirements 
for banks;

Or. en

Amendment 262
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7b. Welcomes the Commission’s 
proposal to strengthen simplification, 
coordination and information exchange 
among the relevant micro-prudential, 
macro-prudential and resolution 
authorities, in order to promote a more 
coherent and transparent setting of 
requirements and to enable a 
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comprehensive assessment of capital 
needs at both systemic and institution-
specific level;

Or. en

Amendment 263
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7b. Calls on the Commission to review 
the threshold of EUR 30 billion in total 
assets above which a bank is classified as 
significant under the SSM Regulation, to 
raise it, and to index it to inflation 
thereafter, so that nominal balance-sheet 
growth alone does not move an otherwise 
unchanged bank under direct ECB 
supervision;

Or. en

Amendment 264
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7b. Stresses that legislative measures 
should consider how the EU banking 
sector can maintain and, if needed, 
improve the quality of the services 
delivered to European citizens;

Or. en

Amendment 265
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Pasquale Tridico, Jussi Saramo, Gaetano Pedulla', Manon Aubry, Martin Günther, 
Martin Schirdewan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7c. Calls on the Commission to assess, 
including through a targeted review of 
Directive 2014/92/EU, the establishment 
of a Union framework ensuring effective 
access to a payment account with basic 
features and to essential euro payment 
services for natural persons lawfully 
resident in the Union who are not subject 
to Union restrictive measures, where 
access to such services is denied or 
withdrawn solely as a result of 
extraterritorial restrictive measures 
adopted by third countries; stresses that 
any such framework should ensure the 
continuity of essential payment services 
and include appropriate safeguards 
relating to anti-money-laundering, 
countering the financing of terrorism, 
fraud prevention, data protection and 
prudential risk management.

Or. en

Amendment 266
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7c. Highlights that sector-specific 
taxes and extraordinary levies on banks 
may undermine regulatory and fiscal 
predictability, weaken the international 
competitiveness of Union banks and 
reduce their capacity to build capital and 
finance households and businesses; 
considers that taxation of the banking 
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sector should be stable, proportionate and 
non-discriminatory and should avoid 
imposing additional burdens solely on the 
basis of temporary increases in 
profitability; invites Member States to 
refrain from introducing new exceptional 
or sector-specific bank levies and to assess 
the impact of existing ones on investment, 
lending capacity and the level playing 
field within the Single Market;

Or. en

Amendment 267
Pasquale Tridico, Jussi Saramo, Gaetano Pedulla', Manon Aubry, Martin Günther, 
Martin Schirdewan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7d. Calls on the Commission to 
present a European Payments Resilience 
Framework, including an assessment of 
critical dependencies and vulnerabilities 
in the Union’s payment ecosystem, aimed 
at ensuring the continuity of essential 
euro payment services where Union 
citizens and residents, businesses or 
Union financial operators are adversely 
affected by the extraterritorial application 
of third-country measures; considers that 
this framework should set out measures to 
ensure the effective application and, 
where necessary, strengthening of 
Council Regulation (EC) No 2271/96, 
coordinated supervisory and crisis-
response arrangements, adequate 
protection and risk-mitigation tools for 
Union financial operators acting in 
compliance with Union law, access to 
essential payment services for persons not 
subject to Union restrictive measures, and 
the development of resilient, interoperable 
and pan-European payment 
infrastructures under European 
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governance, including through the digital 
euro and instant-payment solutions;

Or. en

Amendment 268
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 e (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7e. Expects the Commission to present 
a coherent and transparent package of 
legislative and non-legislative initiatives 
addressing the issues identified in its 
Communication, in particular integration, 
competitiveness and simplification; 
stresses that any simplification measures 
should be evidence-based and should not 
weaken prudential requirements, 
supervisory effectiveness, consumer and 
depositor protection, financial stability or 
the capacity of banks to support the real 
economy, including SMEs, households, 
local communities and the green and 
social transition;

Or. en

Amendment 269
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to 
include an explicit competitiveness and 
innovation dimension; believes that 

deleted
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aligning their objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a 
formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 270
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to 
include an explicit competitiveness and 
innovation dimension; believes that 
aligning their objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a 
formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 271
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to 
include an explicit competitiveness and 
innovation dimension; believes that 
aligning their objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a 
formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

8. Notes that, the mandates of the 
European Supervisory Authorities already 
require them to contribute to the short, 
medium and long-term stability and 
effectiveness of the financial system and 
to the functioning of the internal market, 
and that the SSM Regulation requires the 
ECB to carry out its tasks with full regard 
for the unity and integrity of the internal 
market, so that well-understood 
competitiveness is arguably already 
anchored there; notes that the 
Commission describes itself as the 
primary EU institution responsible for the 
competitiveness mandate of the Union; 
considers that arbitrating the trade-off 
between financial stability and 
competitiveness embodies a political 
choice about the level of risk society is 
prepared to accept and should therefore 
remain with the legislator rather than be 
delegated to an agency or a supervisor; 
recalls that the principle of 
proportionality already binds the ESAs 
and the ECB as Union bodies, but that 
proportionality is always relative to a 
desired level of risk in the system which 
only Level 1 legislation can set; considers 
that, where Level 2 and Level 3 measures 
are found too complex, the first remedy 
lies in more precise empowerments in 
Level 1 legislation and in a more active 
use by the Commission of its power to 
endorse, amend or reject draft technical 
standards;

Or. en

Amendment 272
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU; stresses that 
instruments adopted at Level 3 cannot 
create obligations beyond what the co-
legislators have decided, and calls on the 
Commission to use all its scrutiny powers, 
including refusal of approval, whenever 
Level 3 instruments exceed the scope of 
the Level 1 framework;

Or. fr

Amendment 273
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
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regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU; calls furthermore 
on the Commission and the ESAs to 
systematically monitor and assess the 
cumulative impact of regulatory and 
supervisory measures on banks’ 
competitiveness, financing capacity and 
the European economy;

Or. en

Amendment 274
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU; emphasises that the 
resilience of EU banks and financial 
stability should not decrease as a result of 
ESAs’ efforts in relation to the 
competitiveness of EU banks;

Or. en

Amendment 275
Herbert Dorfmann, Marco Falcone
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU; stresses that 
simplification efforts in this context must 
deliver tangible relief without introducing 
additional requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 276
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their 
accountability and their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
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investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU while ensuring 
appropriate transparency and 
accountability in the exercise of these 
responsibilities;

Or. en

Amendment 277
Anouk Van Brug, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a 
formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities could be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; invites the Commission to 
further explain how such a secondary 
objective would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 278
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
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mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

mandates of all European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU; points out that 
other jurisdictions have successfully 
introduced similar mandates;

Or. en

Amendment 279
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be modified to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension (following the example of 
certain jurisdictions outside the EU); 
believes that aligning their objectives with 
growth and competitiveness considerations 
as a formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

Or. en
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Amendment 280
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit proportionality, 
competitiveness and innovation dimension; 
believes that aligning their objectives with 
growth and competitiveness considerations 
as a formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 281
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 
objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary regulatory objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 



PE796.422v02-00 150/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 282
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to 
include an explicit competitiveness and 
innovation dimension; believes that 
aligning their objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a 
formal secondary objective, without 
prejudice to financial stability as their 
primary objective, would strengthen their 
ability to safeguard stability while 
promoting a regulatory environment that 
supports investment, innovation and 
economic growth across the EU;

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
European Supervisory Authorities should 
also take into account a competitiveness 
and innovation dimension; at the same 
time stresses the importance of clear, 
focused and transparent mandates for the 
European Supervisory Authorities, while 
ensuring that the application of the 
regulatory and supervisory framework is 
proportionate, efficient and takes due 
account of its impact on the 
competitiveness and innovative capacity 
of the EU financial sector;

Or. en

Amendment 283
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to include 
an explicit competitiveness and innovation 
dimension; believes that aligning their 

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Banking 
Authority should, in its regulatory role, be 
broadened to include an explicit 
competitiveness and innovation dimension; 
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objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

believes that aligning its objectives with 
growth, simplification and competitiveness 
considerations as a formal objective, 
without prejudice to financial stability, 
would strengthen its ability to safeguard 
stability while promoting a regulatory 
environment that supports investment, 
innovation and economic growth across the 
EU;

Or. en

Amendment 284
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Considers that, in order to support 
the EU’s broader growth agenda, the 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities should be broadened to 
include an explicit competitiveness and 
innovation dimension; believes that 
aligning their objectives with growth and 
competitiveness considerations as a formal 
secondary objective, without prejudice to 
financial stability as their primary 
objective, would strengthen their ability to 
safeguard stability while promoting a 
regulatory environment that supports 
investment, innovation and economic 
growth across the EU;

8. Considers that the existing 
mandates of the European Supervisory 
Authorities already require them to have 
regard to proportionality and to the 
proper functioning of the internal market 
in the pursuit of their financial stability 
mandate; is therefore of the opinion that 
no additional competitiveness and 
innovation objective is needed; warns that 
introducing such a formal objective could 
increase litigation risk in relation to 
ESAs' decisions and have a deterrent 
effect on the authorities’ willingness to 
take robust supervisory action;

Or. en

Amendment 285
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Draws attention to the situation of 
business lines that are essential to the 
European economy but exposed to 
competitors subject to more lenient 
regimes, such as specialised lending and 
trade financing, which support the 
financing of EU aircraft, ships, 
infrastructure and exports; calls on the 
Commission to reassess the treatment of 
these activities as own funds so that the 
financing of the EU’s export and 
industrial base does not migrate to non-
European or non-banking providers; 
considers, in the same spirit, that the 
deduction of software assets from CET1 
own funds runs counter to the objective of 
encouraging technological investment by 
European banks and should be reviewed;

Or. fr

Amendment 286
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to consider a mandate for the 
European Banking Authority (EBA) and 
the European Systemic Risk Board 
(ESRB) to report regularly on the 
adequacy of bank capital requirements 
across the Union, as a standing 
accountability device towards the 
European Parliament and national 
parliaments; asks that these reports be 
presented and discussed in the competent 
committee of the European Parliament; 
stresses, however, that such reports would 
arrive after the reform and are no 
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substitute for a quantified estimate, at the 
time of the proposals, of the cost of the 
status quo and of the resilience effects of 
the changes;

Or. en

Amendment 287
Billy Kelleher, Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Highlights the crucial role of the 
banking sector in meeting Europe's 
pressing demand for housing; stresses 
that the EU's banking regulation 
framework should be calibrated in a 
manner which facilitates lending to the 
real economy to support Member States in 
addressing the housing crisis; Calls on 
the Commission to revise the prudential 
treatment of exposures supporting social 
and affordable housing so that 
economically equivalent delivery models 
receive consistent treatment across 
Member States, notably that exposures 
supporting social and affordable housing 
may be elgible for a lower risk weight 
regardless of the delivery model.

Or. en

Amendment 288
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Calls for the European 
Supervisory Authorities to be adequately 
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resourced and for their independence to 
be preserved, so that they can continue to 
serve the public interest and safeguard 
financial stability; underlines that their 
existing mandates already refer to the 
effectiveness of the financial system; 
warns that introducing a formal objective 
relating to competitiveness and innovation 
could provide additional grounds for 
challenging supervisory decisions;

Or. en

Amendment 289
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Believes that democratic and 
institutional oversight of Level 3 guidance 
developed by the European Supervisory 
Authorities and the Anti-Money 
Laundering Authority should be 
strengthened; underlines that appropriate 
checks and balances are necessary to 
safeguard the balance of powers which is 
a fundamental guarantee established by 
the Treaties, in line with the relevant case 
law;

Or. en

Amendment 290
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Considers that the transparency 
and accountability of the European 
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Banking Authority when issuing legal 
instruments should be strengthened by 
assessing on a regular basis the holistic 
impact of those instruments, broadening 
the scope of the ex-ante impact 
assessments and carrying out ex-post 
impact assessments;

Or. en

Amendment 291
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Expects the Commission to 
address all topics covered in its 
Communication, notably integration, 
competitiveness and simplification, in a 
single legislative proposal, capable of 
combining a high degree of ambition with 
the need to preserve the financial stability 
both at European and national level;

Or. en

Amendment 292
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8b. Believes that large banking groups 
are particularly subject to competitiveness 
issues in the context of an uneven 
implementation of the Basel III 
standards, especially concerning 
operational risk for example, because 
those banking groups provide a wide 
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range of services exposed to international 
competition; as a consequence, particular 
attention should be paid to prudential 
requirements affecting business lines that 
face intense competition from non-
European and non-bank financial 
institutions; this is notably the case for 
market activities, including FRTB and 
prudent valuation, as well as specialised 
lending and trade finance, which are 
expected to play an increasingly important 
role in supporting economic growth and 
strategic investment and to avoid capital 
requirement increases;

Or. en

Amendment 293
Billy Kelleher, Morten Løkkegaard, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8b. Calls on the Commission, in the 
forthcoming review of EU banking rules, 
to support more affordable mortgages 
across Europe by ensuring that capital 
requirements reflect the actual risks of 
lending and recognise safeguards against 
excessive borrowing; Calls on the 
Commission to consider retaining the 
preferential output-floor treatment for 
low-risk residential mortgage exposures 
and to ensure this measure is applied 
consistently across Member States, while 
preserving financial stability; stresses that 
any resulting savings for banks should 
benefit borrowers through more 
competitive mortgage rates;

Or. en

Amendment 294
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Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8b. Calls on the Commission to assess 
how the accountability of the agencies 
could be made more efficient; further 
calls on the Commission to assess how the 
SSM Administrative Board of Review 
(ABoR) is working in practice, if it is 
fulfilling the role it was thought to as an 
administrative accountability mechanism, 
or if improvements are needed; stresses 
that thought should be put into creating a 
mechanism that would allow to account 
for a holistic view of the impact towards 
banks in terms of capital charges and 
administrative burden of the requests 
arising from the different institutions;

Or. en

Amendment 295
Jussi Saramo, Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8b. Underlines that capital 
requirements do not undermine banks’ 
competitiveness or their ability to lend; 
acknowledges that better-capitalised 
banks lend more readily throughout the 
economic cycle and are more resilient 
during periods of stress;

Or. en
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Amendment 296
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8c. Recalls that Parliament already 
has instruments to scrutinise Level 2 
measures and supervisory practice, in 
particular the right to object to regulatory 
technical standards and delegated acts 
and the regular hearings of the Chairs of 
the ESAs and of the Supervisory Board; 
notes that these instruments have been 
used only occasionally in recent years; 
asks therefore the Commission and the 
ESAs to inform the competent committee 
at an early stage, before draft standards 
are finalised, and commits to hold regular 
scrutiny sessions on the main Level 2 and 
Level 3 measures;

Or. en

Amendment 297
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8d. Notes that guidelines and 
recommendations are adopted by the 
ESAs without any formal involvement of 
the co-legislators; asks the ESAs to 
present to the European Parliament 
competent committee, together with their 
annual work programmes, the main 
guidelines they intend to adopt or review, 
and asks the Commission to include Level 



AM\1353292EN.docx 159/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

3 measures in its assessment of the 
cumulative impact of requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 298
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating 
a more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and 
gone concerns;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 299
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating 
a more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and 
gone concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack can be 
warranted, but should not undermine the 
resilience of the existing framework; 
upholds that the differentiation between 
different layers of capital is not an 
arbitrary source of complexity, but serves 
a prudential purpose; notes that the 
distinction between CET1, AT1 and Tier 2 
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reflects different degrees of loss-
absorption capacity and different 
positions in the creditor hierarchy, and 
was developed in response to the lessons 
of the great financial crisis; stresses that 
the objective should be to reduce overlaps 
and duplication while ensuring better 
interaction between the different 
requirements and buffers usability, on the 
explicit basis of capital neutrality, which 
is the benchmark adopted by both the 
European Central Bank (ECB) and the 
EBA in framing their own simplification 
advice; insists that any effect of the 
redesign on the aggregate level of 
requirements be identified against a stated 
benchmark and justified in its own right, 
in whichever direction it runs, so that an 
architectural simplification does not 
become the vehicle for an unassessed 
recalibration;

Or. en

Amendment 300
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating 
a more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and 
gone concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of all capital requirements is 
needed, since the continuous 
accumulation of overlapping 
requirements has in itself become a factor 
in the permanently higher cost of capital, 
which erodes banks' ability to finance the 
economy; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory surcharges, 
ensure that banks whose activities are 
concentrated in a single Member State are 
not subject to levels of buffers designed 
for institutions whose failure could 
destabilise the global financial system, 
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and create a more transparent hierarchy of 
capital requirements, including the 
distinction between ‘going concern’ and 
‘gone concern’ requirements; 

Or. fr

Amendment 301
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the simplification 
should eliminate the overlapping of 
micro-prudential requirements (stemming 
from Pillar 1 and Pillar 2, including the 
leverage ratio) and macro-prudential 
buffers, as well as inconsistencies between 
European and international resolution 
frameworks (MREL vs. TLAC), while 
maintaining an appropriate level of safety 
and a risk-based approach; the objective 
should be to reduce the number of 
overlapping buffers (and, in the case of 
small banks, the introduction of a single 
buffer to replace the several currently in 
place) and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

Or. en

Amendment 302
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed, without leading, in aggregate, to 
higher capital requirements for the 
European banking sector; stresses that the 
objective should be to reduce the number 
of overlapping buffers and supervisory 
add-ons, creating a more transparent 
hierarchy of capital requirements, 
including with regard to the differentiation 
of going concerns and gone concerns, and 
improving the usability of buffers in 
periods of stress; considers that the 
systemic risk buffer should be either 
removed or replaced by a single Union-
wide methodology aligned with the buffers 
for global and other systemically 
important institutions, and calls on the 
Commission to build on the ECB's 
proposals for simplifying the 
macroprudential framework;

Or. en

Amendment 303
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed, which should support 
predictability and transparency for banks; 
stresses that the objective should be to 
reduce the number of overlapping buffers 
and unnecessary supervisory add-ons, 
creating a more transparent hierarchy of 
capital requirements, including with regard 
to the differentiation of going concerns and 
gone concerns; stresses that this should 
not lead to the lowering of capital 
requirements, which would harm the 
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resilience of EU banks and jeopardise 
financial stability; expresses concern 
about a potential international race to the 
bottom with regard to capital 
requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 304
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed. The objective should be to reduce 
the number of overlapping buffers and 
supervisory add-ons, creating a more 
transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including as regards the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns; believes that this simplification 
should include retaining the Counter 
Cyclical Buffer (CCyB) as a genuinely 
cyclical and releasable buffer, removing 
the Systemic Risk Buffer (SyRB), which 
constitutes an EU-specific capital layer 
going beyond internationally agreed Basel 
standards, and further harmonising the 
O-SII framework, particularly where it 
overlaps with G-SII buffers;

Or. en

Amendment 305
Jussi Saramo, Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns; stresses that any simplification 
of the capital stack must not lead to lower 
overall capital requirements while risks to 
financial stability remain elevated; 
underlines the importance of the 
prudential tools available to supervisors to 
address risks not sufficiently covered by 
core requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 306
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed, without this leading to higher 
overall capital requirements; stresses that 
the objective should be to reduce the 
number of overlapping buffers and 
supervisory add-ons, creating a more 
transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns, and increasing usability of 
buffers in stress periods; supports the 
gradual phase-out of the systemic risk 
buffer to eliminate overlap with 
macroprudential tools, while ensuring 
that the O-SII buffer is capped at an 
appropriate level;
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Or. en

Amendment 307
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns; in particular, the Systemic Risk 
Buffer should either be removed or 
harmonised through a single EU-wide 
methodology aligned with the buffers for 
systemically important institutions. The 
proposals made by the ECB’s Single 
Supervisory Mechanism in this regard 
should be built upon;

Or. en

Amendment 308
Anouk Van Brug, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Katri Kulmuni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
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concerns; concerns; underlines that simplification 
should not lead to a decrease in the 
resilience of EU banks and the EU’s 
financial stability; stresses that the EU 
should prevent an international race to 
the bottom with regards to capital 
requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 309
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns; Calls for greater coordination 
between Pillar 1, Pillar 2 and 
macroprudential requirements to avoid 
the same risks being captured multiple 
times;

Or. en

Amendment 310
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
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be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns;

be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating a 
more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and gone 
concerns; reiterates that the end-goal must 
be to increase banks’ capacity to finance 
the real economy, especially start-ups and 
scale-ups;

Or. en

Amendment 311
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, creating 
a more transparent hierarchy of capital 
requirements, including with regard to the 
differentiation of going concerns and 
gone concerns;

9. Considers that genuine 
simplification of the capital stack is 
needed; stresses that the objective should 
be to reduce the number of overlapping 
buffers and supervisory add-ons, while 
ensuring better interaction between the 
different requirements and buffers’ 
usability, in line with the Basel standards;

Or. en

Amendment 312
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Stresses that regulatory overlay at 
EU level should also be addressed, and 
considers that requirements such as the 
Prudential Valuation Adjustment (PVA) 
and the NPL backstop should be removed 



PE796.422v02-00 168/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

when they are no longer proportionate to 
the actual risks;

Or. fr

Amendment 313
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Calls on the Commission, when it 
revises the framework for Minimum 
Requirement for Own Funds and Eligible 
Liabilities (MREL), to eliminate 
unnecessary discrepancies with the Total 
Loss-Absorbing Capacity (TLAC) 
standard and to move to a simpler and 
more predictable calibration that reflects 
the size, funding model and resolution 
strategy of each bank, with particular 
attention to medium-sized banks funded 
mainly by deposits; considers that 
promotional loans which a bank passes 
on to borrowers, and which are funded 
back to back by a promotional institution, 
should not increase that bank's MREL;

Or. en

Amendment 314
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Expresses caution over calls to 
simplify the framework by merging 
buffers that serve fundamentally different 



AM\1353292EN.docx 169/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

purposes. A buffer that is designed to 
build resilience in normal times does not 
necessarily serve the same function as one 
that is intended to be released in a 
downturn. Removing this granularity may 
make the framework look simpler on 
paper while making it less effective in 
practice; stresses that the ability to tailor 
the policy response to the nature and 
phase of a shock is precisely what makes 
the macroprudential framework valuable;

Or. en

Amendment 315
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Calls for a comprehensive review 
of the macroprudential framework, 
ensuring further harmonization and 
consistency in the application of 
macroprudential buffers across EU 
member states; stresses that the review 
should reduce unjustified national 
divergences, avoid duplicative capital 
requirements and ensure greater 
consistency, transparency and 
proportionality in the calibration and use 
of buffers;

Or. en

Amendment 316
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Calls for greater coordination 
between Pillar 1, Pillar 2 and 
macroprudential requirements to avoid 
the same risks being captured multiple 
times; stresses that capital requirements 
should be transparent, proportionate and 
free from unnecessary overlaps that 
increase complexity and constrain banks' 
ability to finance the real economy;

Or. en

Amendment 317
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít 
Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Calls for greater coordination 
between Pillar 1, Pillar 2 and 
macroprudential requirements to avoid 
the same risks being captured multiple 
times; stresses that capital requirements 
should be transparent, proportionate and 
free from unnecessary overlaps that 
increase complexity and constrain banks' 
ability to finance the real economy;

Or. en

Amendment 318
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Calls for simplifying the MREL 
methodology with a strong focus on 
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proportionality and the specific business 
models of deposit-funded medium-sized 
banks; supports, in particular, the 
exemption of pass-through promotional 
loans from the MREL calculation to avoid 
disincentivising regional investment;

Or. en

Amendment 319
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Urges the simplification of the 
MREL framework by aligning its 
structure with international TLAC 
standards through a uniform floor and a 
bank-specific component, reducing the 
number of resolution layers and 
mitigating unwarranted interferences with 
going-concern capital buffers;

Or. en

Amendment 320
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9a. Calls on the Commission to 
simplify the prudential framework by 
phasing out internal model approaches 
for calculating risk-based capital 
requirements and to address the gap 
between risk-based capital requirements 
and unweighted leverage ratio 
requirements;
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Or. en

Amendment 321
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9b. Opposes any weakening of the 
limit on the ratio between variable and 
fixed remuneration laid down in Article 
94(1)(g) of Directive 2013/36/EU; recalls 
that this limit was introduced after the 
financial crisis to curb incentives for 
excessive risk-taking, that it applies only 
to material risk-takers and that it already 
allows, where Member States so provide, a 
ratio of up to 200 % with shareholder 
approval; points out that the Commission 
itself found no concrete evidence that the 
limit affected the capacity of EU 
institutions to attract and retain staff; 
considers that the competitiveness of the 
banking sector should be measured by its 
capacity to finance the economy on fair 
terms, not by the level of variable pay of 
its highest earners; calls on the 
Commission, where it identifies 
unintended effects on pay structures, such 
as the use of allowances to circumvent the 
limit, to address them by strengthening 
the rules rather than by relaxing the limit;

Or. en

Amendment 322
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 b (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

9b. Believes that the current MREL 
framework is unnecessarily complex due 
to its interaction with prudential 
requirements and the existence of 
multiple calibration metrics; calls for 
closer alignment with the internationally 
agreed TLAC standard in order to 
improve predictability, reduce complexity 
and avoid unwarranted increases in loss-
absorbing capacity requirements that do 
not reflect changes in underlying risks or 
resolution strategies;

Or. en

Amendment 323
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9b. Stresses that financial stability 
risks remain elevated due to stretched 
asset valuations, increased 
interconnectedness between banks and 
non-bank financial intermediaries, and 
heightened geoeconomic risks; underlines 
that improved headline capital ratios still 
mask significant differences in 
capitalisation levels across banks;

Or. en

Amendment 324
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 b (new)



PE796.422v02-00 174/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9b. Urges the Commission to prioritise 
directly applicable Regulations over 
Directives to eliminate national gold-
plating, and calls for a thorough 
streamlining of the Single Rulebook by 
reducing the excessive detail of Level 2 
and Level 3 acts and systematically 
phasing out national options and 
discretions in CRR and CRD;

Or. en

Amendment 325
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9c. Calls on the Commission to 
remove the Pillar 1 NPL prudential 
backstop, which was introduced in a very 
different risk environment and no longer 
reflects the significant reduction in non-
performing loans across the Union, 
without prejudice to the objective of 
safeguarding financial stability; in this 
context, considers that the backstop 
creates automatic and overly rigid capital 
charges even where institutions maintain 
low NPL ratios and effective risk-
management practices, potentially 
discouraging viable restructuring 
solutions and placing EU banks at a 
competitive disadvantage vis-à-vis 
international peers;

Or. en

Amendment 326
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Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9c. Regrets the complete absence of 
borrower-based measures from the 
Communication, notwithstanding the 
recommendation of the ESRB1a and the 
IMF1b; stresses that this is a single market 
question as much as a financial stability 
one, since a bank offering mortgages 
across borders must today re-engineer its 
origination systems around 27 different 
loan-to-value and debt-service-to-income 
regimes defined in national law, a barrier 
structurally identical to the divergent 
consumer protection rules which the 
Communication does identify;
_________________
1a 
https://www.esrb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/other/
esrb.reviewmacropruframeworkcfa.22033
1%7E5d81cb2173.en.pdf
1b 
https://www.elibrary.imf.org/view/journals
/002/2025/206/article-A001-en.xml

Or. en

Amendment 327
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9d. Regrets that the Communication is 
silent on the macroprudential treatment of 
non-bank financial intermediation 
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(NBFI), although Article 513 of 
Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 expressly 
mandates the Commission to consider 
tools for systemic risks arising from 
banks’ exposures to such entities; warns 
that lightening bank-only 
macroprudential requirements while 
leaving the non-bank toolkit untouched 
risks accelerating the migration of 
intermediation outside the regulated 
perimeter, which is the opposite of a level 
playing field and a competitiveness issue 
for banks in its own right; calls the 
Commission to address this issue in the 
upcoming legislative proposal;

Or. en

Amendment 328
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9d. Believes that the prudential 
framework should better reflect the risk-
reducing effects of collateral, guarantees 
and other credit risk mitigation 
techniques; stresses that capital 
requirements should be aligned with the 
actual level of risk borne by institutions 
and should not penalise well-
collateralised exposures through overly 
conservative assumptions;

Or. en

Amendment 329
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9 e (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9e. Stresses that other risks on banks' 
balance sheets warrant attention; recalls 
that the ECB has acknowledged that 
European banks have made progress in 
managing climate and nature-related 
risks, but that, given the evolving nature 
of these risks, banks should continue to 
strengthen their management of them; 
stresses that this capacity is also a matter 
of competitiveness, as banks with weaker 
climate risk management are less 
protected against tail risks and stranded 
assets; calls for a holistic approach to 
assess physical climate risk in banks' 
climate stress tests, transition plans, and 
Pillar 3 disclosures;

Or. en

Amendment 330
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens; calls for governance, 
remuneration and suitability requirements 
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that reflect the size, business model and 
risk profile of each institution; calls, in 
particular, for a review of the 
remuneration rules for material risk-
takers that removes unnecessary 
complexity and national gold-plating, 
without weakening the incentives against 
excessive risk-taking;

Or. en

Amendment 331
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking 
groups, and should ensure that prudential 
and supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution, 
including individual banks affiliated to 
cooperative banking groups ; stresses that 
the principle of proportionality should 
ensure that prudential and supervisory 
requirements reflect their actual risks and 
complexity, geographical diversification 
and group structures and features 
(including the existence of specific 
internal support mechanisms), provided 
that such mechanisms are legally 
enforceable, adequately funded and 
subject to effective supervisory assessment 
without giving rise to unjustified 
duplication or disproportionate or 
unnecessary burdens while preventing 
regulatory arbitrage and preserving sound 
risk management, depositor protection 
and financial stability;

Or. en
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Amendment 332
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
also those operating in third countries and 
should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens; considers, in this regard, that 
smaller, regionally focused banks with 
simple balance sheets and limited trading 
activity should not be subject to the same 
highly complex requirements designed for 
large, internationally active groups;

Or. en

Amendment 333
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslav Knot, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
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and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens; highlights that the regulatory 
framework should allow for a diversity of 
banking models, including innovative and 
transaction-based models, calibrating 
prudential requirements to their 
specificities so they do not unintentionally 
constrain growth across the Single 
Market;

Or. en

Amendment 334
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens; underlines that the calibration of 
banking rules and supervisory practices 
should take into account potential domino 
effects of the failure of smaller banks, the 
interconnectedness of the financial system 
and the regional impact of the failure of a 
small bank;

Or. en
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Amendment 335
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile (and, where applicable, the 
institution's membership of an 
institutional protection scheme) of each 
banking institution; stresses that the 
principle of proportionality should apply to 
all banks, including large and 
internationally active banking groups, and 
should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens; emphasises that proportionality 
should lead to a concrete and measurable 
reduction in obligations, rather than 
merely to modifications of forms or 
reporting frequency;

Or. en

Amendment 336
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
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stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens; stresses, furthermore, that 
greater proportionality should not lead to 
further complexity in the regulatory 
framework or increase compliance 
burdens for banks;

Or. en

Amendment 337
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking 
groups, and should ensure that prudential 
and supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise 
to unjustified duplication or 
disproportionate burdens;

10. Considers that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices could be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure, 
interconnectedness, and risk profile of 
each banking institution; stresses that the 
principle of proportionality should mean 
removing requirements that do not 
materially contribute to risk control, not 
loosening prudential safeguards;

Or. en

Amendment 338
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
and should ensure that prudential and 
supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking groups, 
as well as local and cooperative banks and 
institutions participating in institutional 
protection schemes, and should ensure that 
prudential and supervisory requirements 
reflect their actual risks, geographical 
diversification and group structures, 
without giving rise to unjustified 
duplication or disproportionate burdens;

Or. en

Amendment 339
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking 
groups, and should ensure that prudential 
and supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution, 
including individual banks affiliated to 
cooperative banking groups; stresses that 
the principle of proportionality should 
ensure that prudential and supervisory 
requirements reflect their actual risks and 
complexity, geographical diversification 
and group structures and features, 
including the existence of specific internal 
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burdens; support mechanisms, without giving rise 
to unjustified duplication nor 
disproportionate or unnecessary burdens;

Or. en

Amendment 340
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking 
groups, and should ensure that prudential 
and supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication or disproportionate 
burdens;

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 
complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each institution, including 
individual banks affiliated to cooperative 
banking groups; stresses that the principle 
of proportionality should ensure that 
prudential and supervisory requirements 
reflect their actual risks and complexity, 
geographical diversification, group 
structures and features (including the 
existence of specific internal support 
mechanisms), without giving rise to 
unjustified duplication nor 
disproportionate or unnecessary burdens;

Or. en

Amendment 341
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, business model, 

10. Believes that European banking 
rules and supervisory practices must be 
calibrated to the size, interconnectedness, 
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complexity, organisational structure and 
risk profile of each banking institution; 
stresses that the principle of proportionality 
should apply to all banks, including large 
and internationally active banking 
groups, and should ensure that prudential 
and supervisory requirements reflect their 
actual risks, geographical diversification 
and group structures, without giving rise 
to unjustified duplication or 
disproportionate burdens;

business model, complexity, organisational 
structure and risk profile of each banking 
institution; stresses that the principle of 
proportionality is a general principle of 
Union law and should not be equated with 
systematically lower prudential 
requirements or less intensive supervision; 
recalls that a low-risk profile is not static 
and that lighter requirements can alter 
incentives, encourage greater risk-taking 
and allow vulnerabilities to build up over 
time;

Or. en

Amendment 342
Irene Tinagli, Jonás Fernández

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Recalls that, in Regulation 
2024/1623, the co-legislators mandated 
the EBA to update its guidelines on the 
definition of default, taking into account 
the need to grant sufficient flexibility to 
institutions when specifying what 
constitutes a diminished financial 
obligation, with a view to encouraging 
proactive, preventive and meaningful debt 
restructuring; regrets that the guidelines 
amended by the EBA in May 2026 left the 
threshold for a diminished financial 
obligation unchanged; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to propose an 
amendment to Article 178(3)(d) of 
Regulation 575/2013 laying down the 
criteria for identifying a diminished 
financial obligation, in a proportionate 
and risk-sensitive way, so that 
forbearance measures granted to viable 
borrowers facing temporary difficulties, in 
particular SMEs, do not automatically 
lead to their classification in default and 
to an unnecessary restriction of their 
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access to finance;

Or. en

Amendment 343
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Calls for the establishment of 
agile, streamlined and rapid procedures 
enabling competent supervisory 
authorities—as well as credit 
institutions—to refer any interpretative 
doubts or legal ambiguities directly to the 
European Banking Authority (EBA) for 
prompt clarification, while the competent 
supervisor authorities should refrain from 
from issuing interpretations beyond their 
implementation remit and which fall 
under the competence of EU regulators; 
emphasizes that the primary objective of 
this mechanism is to guarantee a single, 
common and fully uniform application of 
the Single Rulebook across all Member 
States; urges, to this end, an increase in 
EBA resources to accelerate the Q&A 
process and deliver timely, binding 
interpretative guidance to help banks and 
supervisors alike;

Or. en

Amendment 344
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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10a. Underlines that systemic risk may 
also arise from smaller institutions, as 
they often exhibit highly correlated 
balance sheets, similar business models, 
and funding vulnerabilities, making them 
susceptible to concurrent failures under 
stress conditions; stresses that the collapse 
of a large number of small banks 
simultaneously could distort capital 
markets, disrupt credit provision, and 
have significant spillover effects on the 
real economy; supports the view that 
diligent oversight of smaller banks is 
essential to safeguarding financial 
stability and ensuring the resilience of the 
banking sector as a whole;

Or. en

Amendment 345
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Calls on the Commission, in the 
context of the next review of the SSM 
Regulation under Article 32, to launch a 
broad public consultation and evaluate 
the SSM framework with regard to 
accountability, transparency, 
proportionality, legal certainty and its 
effects on the competitiveness of the 
Union banking sector; further calls on the 
Commission to make the outcome of that 
consultation public and to set out how the 
feedback received has been taken into 
account in its assessment;

Or. en

Amendment 346
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Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Calls on the Commission to 
support the development of pawn lending 
markets by ensuring that exposures 
secured by readily recoverable and 
transparently valued collateral are subject 
to a proportionate and risk-sensitive 
prudential treatment, avoiding 
disproportionate or unbalanced 
differences in the treatment of 
comparable forms of collateral and 
lending, where appropriate safeguards are 
in place;

Or. en

Amendment 347
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. underlines that proportionality 
should be an integral feature of the 
regulatory framework, supported by clear 
materiality thresholds and eligibility 
criteria, transparent differentiation in the 
rules applicable to different institutions, 
and the ex ante certainty that 
proportionate reliefs will apply 
automatically where the relevant 
conditions are fulfilled, without requiring 
prior authorisation;

Or. en
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Amendment 348
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Emphasises that the diversity of 
the banking sector in the EU must be at 
the centre of consideration of all the EU 
institutions as a value of its own. Banks of 
different sizes and scope of activity cover 
different needs of the economy and 
society of the European Union and must 
be regarded as added value and a benefit 
for the European Union;

Or. en

Amendment 349
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Emphasises that the diversity of 
the banking sector in the EU must be at 
the centre of consideration of all the EU 
institutions as a value of its own; banks of 
different sizes and scope of activity cover 
different needs of the economy and 
society of the European Union and must 
be regarded as added value and a benefit 
for the European Union;

Or. en

Amendment 350
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Believes that the current 
requirement of fulfilling capital and 
liquidity criteria on an individual rather 
than consolidated basis represents an 
essential precondition for financial 
stability in host Member States as well as 
for the ability of those subsidiary banks to 
finance the domestic economy;

Or. en

Amendment 351
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10b. Believes that at the same time, 
national macroprudential buffer 
requirements and supervisory practices 
reflect domestic risk assessments and 
financial stability considerations, and that 
further integration efforts must therefore 
strike the right balance between 
enhancing cross-border efficiency and 
safeguarding host-country resilience. 
Against this backdrop, it would be 
appropriate to explore greater 
convergence in supervisory procedures 
and to assess the functioning of intra-
group capital and liquidity arrangements 
within the Banking Union. In particular, 
a careful review of the use of liquidity 
waivers and the conditions under which 
capital and liquidity can be reallocated 
within cross-border groups could help 
identify areas where the Single Market 
can function more effectively without 
undermining financial stability;

Or. en
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Amendment 352
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10b. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to evaluate the regulatory 
treatment of specialised lending and trade 
finance; stresses that prudential 
requirements should appropriately reflect 
the actual risk profile of these activities 
and avoid disproportionate capital 
treatment that could unnecessarily 
constrain the financing of productive 
investment and strategic projects;

Or. en

Amendment 353
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10b. Believes that national 
macroprudential buffer requirements and 
supervisory practices reflect domestic risk 
assessments and financial stability 
considerations; further integration efforts 
must therefore strike the right balance 
between enhancing cross-border 
efficiency and safeguarding host-country 
resilience;

Or. en

Amendment 354
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10b. Underlines that Member States 
outside the Banking Union face different 
risks as they cannot take part in the single 
supervision, resolution and other forms of 
risk sharing that could potentially justify 
more centralisation of capital and 
liquidity;

Or. en

Amendment 355
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10b. Considers the introduction of a 
‘report-once’ system to be a useful step 
towards reducing fragmented reporting 
obligations, including those arising from 
the use of different accounting standards 
across Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 356
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10c. Believes that deeper integration 
must continue to safeguard financial 
stability. However, strengthening the 



AM\1353292EN.docx 193/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Single Market for banking should be seen 
not as a trade-off against stability, but as 
a means to enhance it by fostering 
stronger, more diversified cross-border 
groups and a more resilient European 
banking system overall;

Or. en

Amendment 357
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10c. Stresses that deepening integration 
must continue to safeguard financial 
stability and that strengthening the Single 
Market for banking should not be a trade-
off against stability, but a means to 
enhance it by fostering a more resilient 
European banking system overall;

Or. en

Amendment 358
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10c. Considers that cross-border loans 
from deposit insurance schemes of 
Member States not participating in the 
Banking Union should remain voluntary, 
be subject to the consent of the scheme 
providing the loan and ensure that a 
minimum national reserve remains 
available;

Or. en
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Amendment 359
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10d. Emphasises that European banks 
acting outside of the Banking Union 
should not be anyhow discriminated or 
experience any detrimental effect as a 
consequence of the legislative proposals 
regarding the integration of the market 
and banking supervision in the EU as 
those banks are in no position to decide 
independently of joining the euro zone 
and the Banking Union.

Or. en

Amendment 360
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10d. Believes that national supervisory 
authorities should retain the ability to 
order the resolution of a subsidiary bank 
in their own Member State as well as to 
decide on the resolution method; the 
resolution of subsidiary banks operating 
outside the Banking Union should be 
managed exclusively by the national 
competent authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 361
Marlena Maląg
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10d. Emphasises that European banks 
acting outside of the Banking Union and 
the euro zone should not be anyhow 
discriminated or experience any 
detrimental effect as a consequence of the 
legislative proposals regarding the 
integration of the market and banking 
supervision in the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 362
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their 
risk profile or cross-border activities, 
thereby going beyond its intended 
application to internationally active banks 
and creating a structural competitiveness 
gap for smaller European banks; 
considers, therefore, that the upcoming 
review of Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 
should explore an optional and 
significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

deleted

Or. en
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Amendment 363
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should introduce an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules; considers that this regime 
should replace the Pillar 1 risk-based 
capital requirements and much of the 
qualitative Pillar 2 framework with a 
single, transparent leverage-based 
requirement, calibrated conservatively 
and partly structured as a releasable 
buffer; that it should give relief from the 
net stable funding ratio and from complex 
Pillar 2 requirements, with simplified 
reporting and disclosure; that Level 2 and 
Level 3 measures should be tailored to 
small banks; and that eligibility 
thresholds should be recalibrated 
periodically for inflation and structural 
change;

Or. en

Amendment 364
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime, based on 
clear, objective, and harmonised eligibility 
criteria and including simplifications 
regarding capital, liquidity, reporting, 
internal governance, the supervisory 
process, and resolution planning, for 
small, non-systemic banks that do not 
operate across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules; considers that the eligibility 
criteria for the simplified system should 
provide for an appropriate grace period in 
the event of temporary non-compliance 
with one or more criteria, in order to 
avoid the disproportionate costs 
associated with repeatedly leaving and re-
joining the system;

Or. en

Amendment 365
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
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EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating 
a structural competitiveness gap for 
smaller European banks; considers, 
therefore, that the upcoming review of 
Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 should 
explore an optional and significantly 
simpler regime for small, non-systemic 
banks that do not operate across borders, 
separate from but coexisting with the 
current European banking rules;

EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities;

Or. en

Amendment 366
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their 
risk profile or cross-border activities, 
thereby going beyond its intended 
application to internationally active banks 
and creating a structural competitiveness 
gap for smaller European banks; 
considers, therefore, that the upcoming 
review of Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 
should explore an optional and 
significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Notes that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks in order to preserve the 
integrity of the Single Market and the 
level playing field within it; supports a 
more effective and proportionate 
operationalisation of the existing regime 
for small, non-complex and non-systemic 
institutions under Regulation (EU) No 
575/2013, and in parallel with the 
completion of the Banking Union; 
considers, however, that a separate regime 
coexisting with the current rules would 
amount to a second rulebook and that 
highly differentiated national treatments 
would undermine the integrity of the 
single market; recalls, in this context, that 
the Simplified Obligations framework 
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already provides for a proportionate 
application of resolution planning and 
related requirements based on the 
characteristics and risk profile of 
institutions;

Or. en

Amendment 367
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules; considers, also, that the 
same risks should be treated equally, 
regardless of the country or type of 
provider concerned, in order to avoid 
imposing stricter requirements on EU 
banks than on their non-European or 
non-bank competitors;

Or. fr

Amendment 368
Luděk Niedermayer



PE796.422v02-00 200/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for clearly 
defined small, non-systemic banks that do 
not operate across borders, separate from 
but coexisting with the current European 
banking rules; considers that further gold-
plating of internationally agreed Basel 
standards should be avoided, as it risks 
creating unnecessary regulatory burdens 
and undermining the consistency and 
credibility of the Basel framework and its 
international implementation;

Or. en

Amendment 369
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
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structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for 
small, non-systemic banks that do not 
operate across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks;

Or. en

Amendment 370
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks; considers, 
therefore, that the upcoming review of 
Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 should 
explore an optional, risk based and 
significantly simpler regime for small, non-
systemic banks that do not operate across 
borders, adapting the current European 
banking rules to their specificities, while 
preserving their resilience, the effective 
coverage of all material risks, depositor 
protection and the ability of competent 
authorities to intervene early, and while 
preventing regulatory arbitrage or the 
artificial fragmentation of banking 
groups;

Or. en
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Amendment 371
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules; stresses that such a simpler 
regime should be appropriately matched 
by Level 2 and Level 3 requirements that 
provide effective relief, while preserving 
risk-based requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 372
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Mireia Borrás Pabón

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
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internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small 
and non-systemic institutions, set out 
within the existing European banking 
rules; considers that the threshold for 
classification as a small and non-systemic 
institution should be reviewed periodically 
to take account of inflation and nominal 
balance sheet growth;

Or. en

Amendment 373
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; recalls, that Regulation 
(EU) No 575/2013 already incorporates a 
significantly simpler regime for small, non-
systemic banks;

Or. en
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Amendment 374
Anouk Van Brug, Billy Kelleher, Morten Løkkegaard, Ľudovít Ódor, Gerben-Jan 
Gerbrandy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activity, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of the CRR should 
enhance its regime for small, non-systemic 
banks that do not operate across borders, as 
part of the single rulebook;

Or. en

Amendment 375
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
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the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should improve the regime 
for small, non-systemic banks that do not 
operate across borders as part of the single 
rulebook;

Or. en

Amendment 376
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activity, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks; considers, 
therefore, that the upcoming review of 
Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 should 
explore an optional, significantly simpler 
risk-based regime for small, non-systemic 
banks that do not operate across borders, 
adapting the current European banking 
rules to their specificities;

Or. en

Amendment 377
Martine Kemp

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should explore an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks that do not operate 
across borders, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

11. Recalls that, unlike other major 
jurisdictions, including the United States, 
the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the 
EU applies the full Basel framework to 
virtually all banks, irrespective of their risk 
profile or cross-border activities, thereby 
going beyond its intended application to 
internationally active banks and creating a 
structural competitiveness gap for smaller 
European banks; considers, therefore, that 
the upcoming review of Regulation (EU) 
No 575/2013 should establish an optional 
and significantly simpler regime for small, 
non-systemic banks, separate from but 
coexisting with the current European 
banking rules;

Or. en

Amendment 378
Marco Falcone

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Stresses that proportionality 
should become a structural principle of 
the regulatory framework rather than 
being implemented mainly by means of ad 
hoc waivers or exceptions; believes that a 
European Proportionality Framework 
should therefore assess institutions on the 
basis of several factors taken together, 
including their size, the complexity of 
their activities, their business model, their 
predominantly local scope of operations, 
their objective function and their 
organisational characteristics, 
recognising in particular that locally 
operating institutions may complement 
rather than compete with cross-border 
groups;
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Or. en

Amendment 379
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Believes that one of the main 
objectives of the review should be to turn 
proportionality from a set of occasional 
waivers and exceptions into a core 
principle of the regulatory framework; to 
this end, calls for the establishment of a 
truly European Proportionality 
Framework, taking into account, in a 
coherent manner, institutions' size, the 
complexity of their activities, their 
business models, the predominantly local 
nature of their operations, which 
complement rather than compete with 
cross-border banking groups, their 
objective function and their 
organisational characteristics;

Or. en

Amendment 380
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Considers that the Basel III 
framework, and the output floor in 
particular, should apply on a consolidated 
basis only and only to large, 
internationally active banks; considers 
that the phase-in of the output floor 
should be retained solely for banks using 



PE796.422v02-00 208/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

internal models that remain within that 
narrower scope; calls on the Commission 
to bring forward the corresponding 
changes to Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 
in its forthcoming package;

Or. en

Amendment 381
Jussi Saramo, Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Cautions strongly against the EU 
further diluting international regulatory 
standards in the pursuit of 
competitiveness; calls for maintaining a 
global level playing field through 
consistent implementation of 
international standards, rather than 
seeking one-off competitive advantages 
through regulatory relief that undermines 
financial stability and banks’ ability to 
support the economy in the long term;

Or. en

Amendment 382
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Calls on the Commission, as part 
of the review of the criteria for small and 
non-complex credit institutions, to analyse 
the appropriateness of the current asset 
threshold of EUR 5 billion and the other 
eligibility conditions, whereby any change 
to the threshold should be linked to a 
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concrete, comprehensive and measurable 
reduction in regulatory and supervisory 
obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 383
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
fair and proportionate treatment of 
Single-Point-of-Entry (SPE) and 
Multiple-Point-of-Entry (MPE) groups 
across prudential and resolution 
frameworks, respecting their structural 
differences; stresses that MPE groups 
should have access to tailored 
proportionality benefits without creating 
structural biases towards centralisation;

Or. en

Amendment 384
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Notes that the Basel agreements 
have not been fully implemented in the 
EU, and that in several aspects, other 
major jurisdictions, including the US, 
have gone further in the implementation; 
underlines the resilience arising from 
adequate capital buffers;

Or. en



PE796.422v02-00 210/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

Amendment 385
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Considers that the potential 
introduction of an optional simplified 
regime for small banks should not lead to 
an across-the-board reduction of capital 
requirements, a weakening of 
fundamental prudential standards or the 
loss of timely supervisory data;

Or. en

Amendment 386
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Highlights the findings of an ECB 
Working Paper1d indicating that, if the US 
capital requirements framework were 
applied to EU banks, their capital 
requirements would, on average, be 
higher than under the current EU 
framework;
_________________
1d European Central Bank: Occasional 
Paper Series 387: Understanding the 
banking sector capital framework in the 
European Union 

Or. en
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Amendment 387
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11b. Considers that the experience with 
Basel III calls for a broader rethink of 
how the Union transposes international 
standards; calls on the Commission to 
ensure that, in future, such standards are 
implemented in step with other major 
jurisdictions, are applied to the 
internationally active banks for which 
they were designed, and are preceded by 
an impact assessment that takes account 
of the specificities of the Union's bank-
financed economy; calls for the 
Commission's monitoring of 
implementation across jurisdictions to be 
made public and to inform the timing of 
Union legislation; encourages the 
Commission and the Union's supervisors 
to play a more active role in shaping 
standards in the international bodies;

Or. en

Amendment 388
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11b. Notes that the Capital 
Requirements Regulation requires banks 
to largely deduct software assets from 
their Common Equity Tier 1 capital, 
placing EU banks at a disadvantage vis-à-
vis their peers in other major 
jurisdictions; calls on the Commission, in 
the upcoming review of that Regulation, 
to assess a prudential treatment of 
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software assets that better reflects their 
economic value and their contribution to 
banks' operational resilience, which can 
encourage investment in digitalisation 
and cybersecurity;

Or. en

Amendment 389
Marco Falcone

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11b. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to consider a specific CRR 
regime for small and less complex banks 
that would identify such institutions more 
effectively without distinction based on 
their legal or organisational structure; 
considers that the current criteria and 
thresholds could, where appropriate, be 
adjusted to the realities of the Union 
banking sector, allowing for a reduced, 
tailored and simplified set of requirements 
in the relevant prudential, 
macroprudential and resolution 
frameworks;

Or. en

Amendment 390
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11b. Welcomes the Commission's 
intention to propose a regime in CRR that 
allows small and less complex banks to be 
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more clearly identified within the 
regulatory framework, regardless of their 
legal and organisational structure;

Or. en

Amendment 391
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11b. Highlights the findings of an ECB 
working paper1a indicating that applying 
the US capital requirements framework to 
EU banks would, on average, result in 
higher capital requirements;
_________________
1a European Central Bank: Occasional 
Paper Series 387: Understanding the 
banking sector capital framework in the 
European Union 
(https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/scpop
s/ecb.op387.en.pdf)

Or. en

Amendment 392
Enikő Győri, Tomáš Kubín

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Expresses concern about the 
Commission’s intention to facilitate the 
holding and management of capital at 
consolidated group level, in particular 
where this may result in capital and 
liquidity resources being concentrated at 
the level of the parent institution; stresses 
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that such an approach may create 
significant risks for host Member States, 
notably where subsidiaries are 
systemically important to the local 
economy or where the financial resources 
available at local level may no longer 
adequately reflect the risks and exposures 
arising in the host market; underlines that 
the pursuit of greater banking integration 
must not weaken the capacity of host 
Member States to safeguard financial 
stability; calls, therefore, for the 
forthcoming legislative proposal to 
include clear and legally enforceable 
safeguards ensuring adequate capital and 
liquidity availability at subsidiary level, 
effective loss-absorbing capacity and 
credible access to intra-group support in 
times of stress, as well as appropriate 
arrangements for burden-sharing and 
crisis management; stresses that no 
measures facilitating the centralisation of 
capital should be introduced unless they 
are accompanied by sufficient safeguards, 
guarantees and supervisory mechanisms 
ensuring that the financial stability of 
host Member States is not put at risk;

Or. en

Amendment 393
Kinga Kollár

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis; 
nevertheless stresses that any changes to 
liquidity requirements should be pursued 
only where adequate safeguards are in 
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place to protect host countries, including 
by ensuring that sufficient capital and 
liquidity resources are channelled to 
subsidiary level when risks arise, thereby 
supporting host-country resilience, the 
protection of depositors and effective 
crisis management;

Or. en

Amendment 394
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to facilitate a more efficient use 
of capital and liquidity across entities 
within cross-border banking groups and 
to ensure similar regulatory treatment of 
intragroup exposures in domestic and 
cross-border situations, where risks are 
effectively managed and supervised on a 
consolidated basis; underlines the need to 
ensure that cross-border capital and 
liquidity waivers can be effectively used in 
practice, subject to appropriate 
safeguards, while avoiding unnecessary 
national ring-fencing that may hinder the 
efficient allocation of resources across the 
Single Market;

Or. en

Amendment 395
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis; 
supports a review of the use of liquidity 
waivers and of the conditions under 
which capital and liquidity can be 
reallocated within cross-border groups in 
the Banking Union, so that resources can 
be deployed where they are needed, taking 
account of the diversity of group 
structures and resolution strategies and 
subject to safeguards ensuring the 
resilience of host Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 396
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission's 
intention to enhance efficiency in the 
allocation of capital and liquidity within 
cross-border banking groups and to 
ensure similar regulatory treatment of 
intragroup exposures in domestic and 
cross-border situations, where risks are 
effectively managed and supervised on a 
consolidated basis; stresses that cross-
border capital and liquidity waivers 
should be made more effective in practice, 
subject to appropriate safeguards, and 
that unnecessary national ring-fencing 
should not impede the efficient allocation 
of resources within the Single Market;

Or. en
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Amendment 397
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis; recalls 
that the free movement of capital and 
liquidity within cross-border groups is 
essential for the efficient allocation of 
resources and, consequently, for the 
effectiveness of the Banking Union in its 
capacity to finance the EU economy; calls 
on the Commission to ensure the effective 
free movement of capital and liquidity 
within cross-border groups;

Or. en

Amendment 398
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised; at the same time, local 
supervisors should have adequate 
flexibility when assessing intragroup 
exposures and their riskiness; moreover, 
competent authorities of host Member 
States should have the ability to limit 
exposures to entities outside their direct 
supervisory control;
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Or. en

Amendment 399
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis; 
supports targeted intra-group waivers to 
facilitate capital and liquidity mobility 
within banking groups, provided that 
financial stability in host Member States 
is fully safeguarded and subject to robust 
supervisory coordination;

Or. en

Amendment 400
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised;

Or. en

Amendment 401
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Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised on a consolidated basis;

12. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to ensure similar regulatory 
treatment of intragroup exposures in 
domestic and cross-border situations, 
where risks are effectively managed and 
supervised;

Or. en

Amendment 402
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Strongly opposes any weakening 
of the EU remuneration framework, 
including the bonus cap, deferral, malus 
and clawback requirements; recalls that 
these safeguards were introduced 
precisely to address remuneration 
structures that encouraged excessive risk-
taking and misaligned incentives in the 
run-up to the global financial crisis, and 
remain an integral part of sound 
prudential governance; considers that 
claims that such rules materially 
undermine the competitiveness of EU 
banks or their ability to attract talent have 
not been demonstrated by sufficiently 
robust evidence; warns that relaxing 
remuneration safeguards in the name of 
competitiveness risks recreating incentives 
for short-term risk-taking while 
privatising rewards and socialising 
potential losses; calls on the Commission 
to preserve the core architecture of the 
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existing remuneration framework and to 
refrain from regulatory rollback absent 
clear evidence of a prudentially sound 
case for change;

Or. en

Amendment 403
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Stresses the need for the 
prudential framework to take due account 
of the specific features of the European 
economy, including its strong reliance on 
bank-based financing; calls, in this 
regard, for the transitional treatment 
applicable to unrated corporates and low-
risk residential mortgages to be retained 
on a permanent basis and for comparable 
prudential outcomes to be provided for 
institutions applying the Standardised 
Approach; underlines the importance of 
unconditionally cancellable commitments 
in providing flexible funding to EU 
businesses, particularly SMEs, and 
cautions against changes to their 
prudential treatment that could constrain 
such financing;

Or. en

Amendment 404
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Regrets the structural ring-fencing 
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that forces subsidiaries to hold capital and 
liquidity locally and therefore prevents 
cross-border banking groups from 
reallocating capital and liquidity freely 
and efficiently across their affiliates; 
recalls that an efficient allocation of 
resources allows to increase credit where 
needed, facilitates diversification and 
make the group as a whole more stable; 
encourages the Commission to develop 
regulatory measures that safeguard host 
Member States regarding the cross-border 
mobility of capital and liquidity, 
particularly in times of financial stress, to 
build mutual trust among all Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 405
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the prudential framework adequately 
reflects the specificities of the European 
economy and its predominantly bank-
based financing model; considers, in 
particular, that the transitional treatment 
for unrated corporates and low-risk 
residential mortgages should be made 
permanent and that equivalent prudential 
treatment should also be ensured for 
banks using the Standardised Approach; 
highlights that unconditionally 
cancellable commitments are essential to 
ensure flexibility in funding for EU 
enterprises and especially SMEs, and 
therefore tightening their prudential 
treatment would be detrimental;

Or. en
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Amendment 406
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the prudential treatment of 
residential mortgage lending continues to 
reflect the historically low risk profile of 
well-performing European mortgage 
markets by making the transitional 
arrangement for residential mortgages 
under the output floor permanent and not 
subject to national discretion.

Or. en

Amendment 407
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. calls on the Commission to assess, 
within the framework of the Capital 
Requirements Regulation (CRR), options 
to adjust risk weights for residential 
mortgage and renovation lending, 
ensuring that capital requirements 
adequately reflect the increasing demand 
for housing finance driven by energy 
efficiency obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 408
Herbert Dorfmann, Marco Falcone
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Considering the increasing 
demand for loans for housing due to new 
energy efficiency requirements, calls on 
the Commission to boost the attractiveness 
of risk weights for housing in CRR/D.

Or. en

Amendment 409
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12b. Underlines that Europe’s 
significant investment needs require the 
mobilisation of all available sources of 
financing; calls, in this context, for an 
appropriate and risk-sensitive prudential 
treatment of equity exposures, allowing 
banks to complement capital markets in 
mobilising investment in European 
companies and strategic projects; stresses, 
at the same time, the importance of 
appropriately reflecting the specific 
characteristics of trade and export finance 
and specialised lending, including project 
and infrastructure finance, given their 
role in supporting the international 
competitiveness of European companies, 
resilient supply chains and Europe’s 
infrastructure and energy transition.

Or. en

Amendment 410
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12b. Stresses the need to mobilise all 
available sources of financing to meet 
Europe's substantial investment needs; 
calls, in this context, for an appropriate 
and risk-sensitive calibration of the 
prudential treatment of equity exposures, 
enabling banks to complement capital 
markets in mobilising equity investment in 
European companies and strategic 
projects;

Or. en

Amendment 411
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12c. Underlines the strategic role of 
trade and export finance in supporting the 
international competitiveness of 
European companies, their access to 
international markets and resilient supply 
chains; stresses also the important role of 
specialised lending, including project and 
infrastructure finance, in financing 
strategic investment and Europe's 
infrastructure and energy transition 
needs; calls for an appropriate and risk-
sensitive prudential treatment reflecting 
the specific characteristics of these 
activities and enabling European banks to 
effectively support such financing;

Or. en



AM\1353292EN.docx 225/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Amendment 412
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12d. Believes that integration and 
consolidation should be promoted also by 
ensuring that insurance-led financial 
conglomerates are enabled to compete at 
arm's length with banking-led financial 
conglomerates, in view of expanding their 
European footprint; calls the Commission 
to amend the Solvency II framework to 
level the playing field, by reviewing the 
regime applicable to banking subsidiaries 
of insurance and/or reinsurance 
undertakings;

Or. en

Amendment 413
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could 
unintentionally make credit less 
accessible to SMEs;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 414
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could 
unintentionally make credit less 
accessible to SMEs;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 415
Georgios Aftias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs; 
emphasises that the competitiveness of 
European banks must be assessed in the 
light of the international competitive 
environment; calls on the Commission to 
closely monitor the implementation of 
international standards, in particular the 
Basel III framework, in the most 
important third-country jurisdictions, in 
order to avoid significant divergences that 
create an uneven playing field for Union 
banks; stresses that enhancing 
competitiveness should not be achieved 
through the weakening of financial 
stability standards, but through an 
effective, proportionate and 
internationally equivalent regulatory 
framework;

Or. el

Amendment 416
Christophe Gomart

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs, and 
more expensive for households and 
businesses; considers, in particular, that 
the transitional provisions of the output 
floor for residential mortgages, unrated 
corporates and counterparty risks should 
be made permanent, so that capital 
requirements continue to reflect the 
actual risks borne by European banks on 
mortgage credit and on the financing of 
unrated corporates;

Or. fr

Amendment 417
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs, in 
particular through the treatment of 
exposures to unrated corporates under the 
output floor once the current transitional 
provisions expire; considers that the 
transitional treatments for low-risk 
residential mortgages, loans to SMEs and 
unrated corporates should be made 
permanent, and calls on the Commission 
to propose a lasting risk-sensitive solution 
that does not raise the capital cost of 
lending to SMEs and of housing finance;

Or. en

Amendment 418
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Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs and 
households; calls on the Commission, the 
EBA and the ECB to monitor and assess 
the cumulative effects of prudential 
requirements on the availability and 
affordability of credit for SMEs and 
households, including low-income 
households, while ensuring that any 
adjustment is evidence-based, preserves 
prudent lending standards and prevents 
household over-indebtedness;

Or. en

Amendment 419
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs; 
emphasises that a full, timely and faithful 
implementation of the Basel III 
framework is essential to preserve 
financial stability and bank resilience, 
which in turn forms the necessary 
foundation for a stable, predictable and 
long-term supply of credit to the real 
economy, including SMEs;

Or. en
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Amendment 420
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could 
unintentionally make credit less 
accessible to SMEs;

13. Reiterates that the rules under 
Regulation (EU) No 575/2013 allow for a 
phase-in adaptation to the new Basel 
standards both for banks and corporates; 
encourages EU corporates to use this 
transitional period to comply with the 
need to have an external rating and to 
look into alternative sources of financing;

Or. en

Amendment 421
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs and 
calls for the transitional arrangement for 
unrated corporates under the output floor 
to be made permanent;

Or. en

Amendment 422
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs and 
agricultural holdings, including trade in 
agricultural land;

Or. en

Amendment 423
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that some aspects of the 
new Basel III framework may have 
implications for the availability and 
conditions of credit to SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 424
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs and 
households;

Or. en

Amendment 425
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs;

13. Believes that aspects of the new 
Basel III framework could unintentionally 
make credit less accessible to SMEs and 
households

Or. en

Amendment 426
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Calls on the Commission to assess 
the prudential treatment of household 
lending, in particular mortgage lending, 
with a view to introducing a more 
proportionate risk-weight treatment for 
exposures adequately supported by the 
borrower's stable and demonstrable 
income, recognising the fundamental role 
of employment and income in enabling 
individuals to meet their financial 
commitments and participate fully in 
economic and social life, taking into 
account that other major jurisdictions 
apply lower risk weights to certain forms 
of income-based lending despite, in some 
cases, higher default rates, and 
considering the need to strengthen 
households' access to long-term financing 
and to mobilise private capital, including 
by ensuring that eligible financial assets 
provided as collateral are appropriately 
recognised for prudential purposes, while 
preserving sound lending standards, 
financial stability and appropriate 
safeguards against excessive indebtedness 
and moral hazard;
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Or. en

Amendment 427
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Considers that, given the uneven 
international timetable for the Basel 
market risk framework, the Union should 
delay or smooth the application of its own 
market risk capital rules, either by 
amending the date of application in Level 
1 legislation or by using less conservative 
calibration in Level 2 acts, for as long as 
other major jurisdictions have not applied 
comparable rules; welcomes the 
Commission's intention to develop a long-
term, strategic Union approach to market 
risk requirements based on level playing 
field considerations;

Or. en

Amendment 428
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Calls for the Capital Requirements 
Regulation (CRR) output floor 
transitional arrangements for unrated 
corporates and low-risk residential 
mortgages to be converted into permanent 
provisions, and for these reliefs to be 
extended to institutions using the credit 
risk standardised approach, in order to 
prevent structural increases in financing 
costs for the real economy;
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Or. en

Amendment 429
Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Calls for the phase-in of the output 
floor to be frozen at its current level of 
55%, ensuring that it remains a backstop 
rather than becoming a binding 
constraint for European banks, and that 
the related transitional arrangements are 
extended to mortgages to commercial real 
estate and to institutions applying the 
Standardized Approach for credit risk;

Or. en

Amendment 430
Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to introduce a clearer regime 
within the CRR to identify small and less 
complex institutions, irrespective of their 
legal or organisational structure, to better 
reflect the diversity of the EU banking 
sector;

Or. en

Amendment 431
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13b. Welcomes the Commission's 
intention to revise the prudential 
treatment of banks' investments in 
software assets; considers that the revised 
treatment should recognise software as a 
productive asset in digital and cyber-
resilience investment and be aligned with 
the approach of major competing 
jurisdictions, whilst remaining 
prudentially sound;

Or. en

Amendment 432
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that 
there is a strong case to raise the 
threshold for qualifying SME exposures 
to reflect the updated definition of small 
mid-cap companies in the EU;

14. Recognises the importance of 
ensuring that viable SMEs have access to 
affordable financing, including in regions 
and sectors that are underserved by 
financial markets; calls on the 
Commission and the EBA to assess the 
effectiveness of the SME supporting 
factor in increasing the availability of 
additional, affordable lending to SMEs, 
its impact on financial stability and the 
extent to which any capital relief is passed 
on to the real economy; considers that any 
revision of the scope or calibration of the 
SME supporting factor, including any 
extension to small mid-cap companies, 
should be based on that assessment, 
should preserve adequate capital buffers 
and should not result in lower lending 
standards; recognises the specific features 
of the Union’s industrial fabric, which is 
largely composed of SMEs and where 
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smaller firms frequently face difficulties 
in obtaining public credit ratings on a 
continuous basis;

Or. en

Amendment 433
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU;

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU; stresses that any 
extension or recalibration of preferential 
capital treatment should be supported by 
robust evidence on actual risk and loss 
experience, so as to preserve the 
fundamental link between prudential 
requirements and underlying risk and to 
avoid weakening the credibility and 
resilience of the prudential framework;

Or. en

Amendment 434
Billy Kelleher, Morten Løkkegaard

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
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been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU;

been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; highlights that banks remain 
the predominant source of financing for 
SMEs; stresses, therefore, that the SME 
supporting factor must be designed in a 
manner that is consistent with the normal 
commercial practices of an SME, to 
ensure it is operationally feasible and 
consistently available to SMEs of all sizes; 
believes, furthermore, that there is a strong 
case to raise the threshold for qualifying 
SME exposures to reflect the updated 
definition of small mid-cap companies in 
the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 435
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that 
there is a strong case to raise the 
threshold for qualifying SME exposures 
to reflect the updated definition of small 
mid-cap companies in the EU;

14. Recalls that the EBA found no 
sufficient evidence that the SME 
supporting factor increased lending to 
SMEs or improved lending conditions1b; 
stresses that prudential requirements must 
remain risk-based and should not be used 
as industrial-policy subsidies that 
ultimately benefit financial intermediaries 
rather than the investments they are 
intended to support; cautions, therefore, 
against further extending or recalibrating 
the factor, or multiplying similar 
preferential treatments in areas such as 
housing or green finance, as this would 
hollow out the risk-based prudential 
framework and amount to “green” and 
“social-washing”;

_________________
1b EBA-Op-2016-04, “Report on SMEs 
and SME Supporting Factor,” 23 March 
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Or. en

Amendment 436
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU;

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU; recognises the need 
to adapt the prudential framework to the 
EU specificities, including its industrial 
composition, made up, to a large extent, 
of SMEs, that frequently lack the 
resources to access public credit rating on 
a wide and continuous base;

Or. en

Amendment 437
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 

14. Believes that the SME Supporting 
Factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced ; believes further that there is a 
strong case to raise the threshold for 



PE796.422v02-00 238/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU;

qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU; recognises the need 
to adapt the prudential framework to the 
EU specificities, including its industrial 
composition, made up – to a large extent – 
of SMEs, that frequently lack the 
resources to access public credit rating on 
a wide and continuous base.

Or. en

Amendment 438
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU;

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that there 
is a strong case to raise the threshold for 
qualifying SME exposures to reflect the 
updated definition of small mid-cap 
companies in the EU, the same applies to 
the financing of agriculture, particularly 
in the context of implementing the 
Community agenda on resilience and 
security;

Or. en

Amendment 439
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that 
there is a strong case to raise the 
threshold for qualifying SME exposures 
to reflect the updated definition of small 
mid-cap companies in the EU;

14. Notes that the SME supporting 
factor, a European specificity, allows 
banks to hold less capital against loans to 
smaller firms which mitigates the impact 
of prudential rules in baking lending to 
SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 440
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that the SME supporting 
factor, which allows banks to hold less 
capital against loans to smaller firms, has 
been an effective tool and should be 
enhanced; believes, furthermore, that 
there is a strong case to raise the 
threshold for qualifying SME exposures to 
reflect the updated definition of small 
mid-cap companies in the EU;

14. Notes that the EBA’s 2016 
assessment1a found insufficient evidence 
that the SME supporting factor, which 
reduces capital requirements for 
exposures to SMEs, had stimulated 
lending to SMEs relative to large 
enterprises; cautions strongly, therefore, 
against further extending the factor 
without robust evidence of its 
effectiveness;

_________________
1a European Banking Authority (2016) 
EBA Report on SMEs and SME 
supporting factor: 
https://www.eba.europa.eu/publications-
and-media/press-releases/eba-publishes-
report-smes-and-sme-supporting-
factor?utm_source=chatgpt.com

Or. en

Amendment 441
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Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Recalls that the output floor 
framework is intended to limit excessive 
variation in risk weights between banks 
using internal models and to prevent risks 
in banks' balance sheets not being 
sufficiently captured; considers that the 
question is less the impact that the output 
floor can have in banks capital 
requirements, but the extent to which 
those risks are currently being correctly 
risk-weighted; invites the Commission to 
assess the impact in capital requirements 
of the phasing-out of the transitional 
arrangements and to consider a more 
risk-sensitive approach, including by 
assessing if the standardised risk weights 
materially overstate the underlying risks 
and if risks that are now covered by the 
introduction of the output floor are not 
double counted through the 
macroprudential buffers; notes that 
netting could offset the output floor's 
impact; recalls that the US applies a 
statutory floor on advanced-approaches 
capital requirements, the Collins Floor, 
that basically performs the same function 
as the output floor;

Or. en

Amendment 442
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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14a. Calls on the Commission, in 
cooperation with EIOPA, the EBA and 
the ESRB, to assess whether the 
prudential treatment of banking 
subsidiaries within insurance-led 
financial conglomerates gives rise to 
unjustified regulatory differences; stresses 
that any future revision of the Solvency II 
framework should be based on a 
comprehensive assessment of its effects on 
capital adequacy, financial stability, 
competition, consumer protection and 
systemic risk and should not permit the 
double use of capital, weaken loss-
absorption capacity, increase contagion 
risks between banking and insurance 
activities or promote excessive 
concentration in the financial sector;

Or. en

Amendment 443
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Welcomes EIOPA’s 
recommendation to introduce additional 
capital charges for fossil fuel-related 
assets in order to better align capital 
requirements with insurers’ actual risk 
exposures; stresses that transition risks 
should likewise be adequately reflected in 
the prudential treatment of credit 
institutions’ fossil-fuel lending; stresses 
the need to increase capital requirements 
for climate-risk exposures, notably by 
implementing a ’one-for-one’ capital rule, 
whereby each euro of financing for new 
fossil fuel exploration is matched by one 
euro of lender capital;

Or. en
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Amendment 444
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Believes that integration and 
consolidation should be promoted also by 
ensuring that insurance-led financial 
conglomerates are enabled to compete at 
arm’s length with banking-led financial 
conglomerates, in view of expanding their 
European footprint; calls on the 
Commission to amend the Solvency II 
framework to level the playing field, by 
reviewing the regime applicable to 
banking subsidiaries of an insurance or 
reinsurance undertakings;

Or. en

Amendment 445
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Calls on the Commission to adjust 
prudential requirements in line with the 
principle of technology neutrality and 
'same activity, same risk,' ensuring that 
tokenisation does not alter the capital and 
liquidity treatment, or collateral eligibility 
of underlying traditional assets, thereby 
removing artificial balance sheet penalties 
that restrict banks from underwriting and 
market-making in digital securities;

Or. en
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Amendment 446
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Calls on the Commission to assess 
the introduction of an Agricultural 
Supporting Factor for lending to farmers 
secured by agricultural land, with a view 
to ensuring a proportionate risk-weight 
treatment that adequately reflects the 
specific characteristics and risk profile of 
such exposures, while maintaining sound 
lending standards and financial stability;

Or. en

Amendment 447
Lídia Pereira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Calls on the Commission to review 
the prudential treatment of activities in 
which EU banks face strong competition 
from non-EU and non-bank financial 
institutions, such as trade finance, 
specialised lending and market activities, 
in order to ensure that EU requirements 
are not more conservative than those 
applied in other major jurisdictions 
without justification;

Or. en

Amendment 448
Angelika Winzig
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Calls on the Commission to review 
the operational risk framework under the 
Business Indicator in order to eliminate 
structural distortions in the services 
component, ensuring that pass-through 
fee and commission activities are 
calibrated proportionally to ensure true 
risk sensitivity;

Or. en

Amendment 449
Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14a. Calls on the Commission to assess 
how the prudential framework could 
better facilitate access to finance for 
viable unrated SMEs, without weakening 
risk sensitivity;

Or. en

Amendment 450
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14b. Stresses the importance of 
formally recognising, within the 
European banking framework, 
cooperative credit institutions pursuing a 
predominantly mutualistic mission, in 
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accordance with the Union’s commitment 
to social justice and inclusiveness and 
with the objectives of the EU social 
economy framework and the Right to Stay 
strategy; underlines that such recognition 
would reflect the broader importance 
attributed to the social economy in 
achieving the Union’s objectives relating 
to preparedness, competitiveness and 
comprehensive sustainability, also in the 
financial and banking sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 451
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14b. Considers that the EU banking 
framework should provide explicit 
recognition for cooperative credit 
institutions characterised by a 
predominantly mutualistic mission, 
consistently with the Union’s objectives 
on social justice and inclusiveness and 
with the goals of the social economy 
policy framework and the Right to Stay 
strategy; stresses that this should form 
part of a wider recognition of the role 
played by the social economy in 
strengthening European preparedness, 
competitiveness and sustainability across 
all sectors, including banking;

Or. en

Amendment 452
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 14 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14b. Recognises the potential of 
European Secured Notes (ESNs), as a 
complement to covered bonds and 
securitisation, to diversify banks' funding 
sources and support financing to SMEs; 
calls on the Commission to advance 
towards a common European legislative 
framework for ESNs, with a view to 
facilitating the development of a pan-
European market and contributing to 
deeper and more integrated European 
capital markets;

Or. en

Amendment 453
Irene Tinagli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14b. Calls on the Commission to 
identify and address unjustified 
differences in the regulatory and 
supervisory treatment of financial market 
participants across different sectors, 
where such differences are not warranted 
by differences in their risk profiles, with a 
view to ensuring a level playing field and 
fair competition across the financial 
sector;

Or. en

Amendment 454
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 b (new)



AM\1353292EN.docx 247/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14b. Calls for aligning the prudential 
treatment of software assets with 
international standards by fully 
exempting them from CET1 deductions 
and applying a 100% risk weight under 
Article 113(5) CRR, eliminating 
competitive disadvantages for EU banks;

Or. en

Amendment 455
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14b. Advocates full respect for the 
timeline for phasing out the transitional 
arrangements under Regulation (EU) No 
575/2013;

Or. en

Amendment 456
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14c. Notes the Commission's intention 
to revise the prudential treatment of 
investments in software assets; stresses 
that comparisons with the United States 
should be made with caution, as 
differences are significantly influenced by 
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variations in accounting rules and cannot 
be attributed primarily to prudential 
treatment; asks the Commission to state 
how its idea to revise the software 
prudential treatment is reconciled with its 
own observation that artificial intelligence 
developments call into question the value 
of software assets; underlines that a more 
differentiated treatment would require 
more valuation judgement and 
supervisory involvement, potentially 
increasing complexity rather than 
reducing it;

Or. en

Amendment 457
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14c. Welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to evaluate the regulatory 
treatment of strategic investments through 
specialised lending; stresses in this regard 
the contribution of credit risk insurance 
to the financing of such strategic 
investments; believes that the current 
capital treatment of credit risk insurance 
is not currently commensurate with the 
risk attached to it; calls accordingly for a 
more proportionate calibration of the 
capital treatment of credit risk insurance;

Or. en

Amendment 458
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 c (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

14c. Calls on the Commission to assess 
the prudential treatment of equity 
investments and loans provided by banks 
to innovative startups and scale-ups in 
strategic sectors, such as AI, deep tech, 
and environmental technologies, with a 
view to introducing targeted risk-weight 
adjustments or supporting factors;

Or. en

Amendment 459
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14c. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the prudential framework adequately 
reflects the correct methods of property 
valuation used as collateral for loans in 
order to ensure fairness and transparency 
in respect of households and enterprises;

Or. en

Amendment 460
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14d. Welcomes the Commission's 
intention to evaluate the regulatory 
treatment of strategic investments through 
specialised lending; stresses in this regard 
the contribution of credit risk insurance 
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to the financing of such strategic 
investments; believes that the current 
capital treatment of credit risk insurance 
is not currently commensurate with the 
risk attached to it; calls accordingly for a 
more proportionate calibration of the 
capital treatment of credit risk insurance;

Or. en

Amendment 461
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14d. Underlines the potential of 
European Secured Notes (ESNs) to 
broaden banks’ funding sources and 
facilitate financing to SMEs, 
complementing covered bonds and 
securitisation; calls on the Commission to 
consider establishing an EU-wide 
legislative framework for ESNs that could 
support the emergence of a pan-European 
market and contribute to the further 
integration and deepening of European 
capital markets.

Or. en

Amendment 462
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 e (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14e. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the prudential framework 
appropriately reflects the valuation 
methodologies applied to immovable 
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property used as collateral for loans, with 
a view to ensuring fair and transparent 
treatment for households and businesses;

Or. en

Amendment 463
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 f (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14f. Notes the significant and sustained 
reduction in NPL levels across the Union 
and the strengthening of banks’ capacity 
to manage non-performing exposures; 
calls on the Commission to reassess the 
continued justification for the EU-specific 
Pillar 1 NPL prudential backstop, 
including the case for its removal or 
substantial recalibration, in light of the 
changed risk environment, with a view to 
ensuring a more proportionate and risk-
sensitive prudential framework and 
address regulatory gold-plating; call to 
reassess targeted elements of the 
framework for the definition of default 
and forbearance, so as to better reflect 
actual risks and avoid unduly 
discouraging timely and viable 
restructuring solutions for borrowers 
experiencing financial difficulties;

Or. en

Amendment 464
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 465
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information; considers that this should go 
hand in hand with a shift from today's 
reporting-heavy system towards a data-
driven supervisory model, in which 
supervisors obtain granular data directly 
through secure and harmonised 
infrastructures instead of receiving ever 
more templates; welcomes the 
Commission's aim to significantly reduce 
the number of reporting data points and 
calls for the same discipline to be applied 
to national and resolution reporting; 
supports the introduction of materiality 
thresholds for minor reporting errors;

Or. en

Amendment 466
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information; calls, in particular, for a 
significant reduction in the number, level 
of detail, and frequency of reporting 
templates for small and non-complex 
institutions, the elimination of 
overlapping requirements, and a wider 
application of the ‘report once’ principle; 
supports accelerating the development of 
the Pillar 3 Data Hub and the use by the 
EBA of data already received through 
supervisory reporting to calculate and 
publish disclosures, without requiring 
banks to prepare the same information in 
parallel;

Or. en

Amendment 467
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for the comprehensive 
legislative package to identify and remove 
obsolete, excessively burdensome or 
overlapping provisions, focusing on 
eliminating duplication and avoiding 
multiple data requests to European banks 
for the same information on the basis of 
the principle “report once, use many 
times”, with harmonised definitions, 
standardised data requirements, reduction 
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of the parallel reporting lines and 
interoperable reporting infrastructures; 
considers that the Joint Bank Reporting 
Committee (JBRC) should take a stronger 
role in harmonising reporting 
requirements and in removing barriers to 
the sharing of data between authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 468
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for a comprehensive review 
of the EU financial rulebook. The 
Commission should launch an omnibus 
legislative initiative to identify and remove 
obsolete, excessively burdensome or 
overlapping provisions reporting across 
the financial services aquis. In line with 
the Commission’s broader target of 
reducing administrative burdens by 25 
percent, such a review should focus on 
eliminating duplication and avoiding 
multiple data requests to European banks 
for the same information; stresses the 
importance of the “report once” principle 
in order to reduce burden;

Or. en

Amendment 469
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 15. Calls on the Commission to 
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initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

identify and remove obsolete, excessively 
burdensome or overlapping provisions, 
focusing on eliminating duplication and 
avoiding multiple data requests to 
European banks for the same information, 
while ensuring that simplification does 
not reduce the availability, quality or 
timeliness of prudential, supervisory and 
consumer-protection data, nor weaken the 
capacity of authorities to identify 
emerging risks, enforce rules or protect 
depositors and financial-services users;

Or. en

Amendment 470
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information; considers that effective 
simplification can prove a major step in 
increasing the competitiveness of EU 
banks, while ensuring the resilience of 
banks, financial stability and the 
effectiveness of the resolution framework;

Or. en

Amendment 471
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information; in this regard, calls for a 
redesign of the supervisory reporting 
architecture into a faster, more 
proportionate and consistent model where 
supervisors would be granted secure, real-
time access to data;

Or. en

Amendment 472
Kinga Kollár

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, and to reduce unnecessary 
complexity at Level 2 and Level 3 by 
streamlining and simplifying technical 
regulatory and implementing 
requirements, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

Or. en

Amendment 473
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Emphasises that the growing 
complexity of credit institutions 
undermines financial stability by making 
them harder to supervise and resolve; 
regrets that current supervisory and 
resolution frameworks reflect this 
complexity, operating on the basis of an 
opaque legal maze that obscures risks, 
increases compliance costs and produces 
unintended consequences, often 
addressed through ad hoc legislative 
“quick fixes” 1c;

_________________
1c Amendments to the banking Capital 
Requirements Regulation (CRR) in the 
area of resolution ('daisy chains') 2022 & 
2023 

Or. en

Amendment 474
Lídia Pereira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information, in line with the 'define once, 
report once' principle, including by 
phasing out overlapping legacy reporting 
requirements;

Or. en
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Amendment 475
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication, significantly reducing 
reporting obligations and avoiding 
multiple data requests to European banks 
for the same information;

Or. en

Amendment 476
Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, 
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Katri Kulmuni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for the upcoming legislative 
package to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

Or. en

Amendment 477
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for identifying and removing 
obsolete, excessively burdensome or 
overlapping provisions, focusing on 
eliminating duplication and avoiding 
multiple data requests to European banks 
for the same information;

Or. en

Amendment 478
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls the Commission to identify 
and remove obsolete, excessively 
burdensome or overlapping provisions, 
focusing on eliminating duplication and 
avoiding multiple data requests to 
European banks for the same information;

Or. en

Amendment 479
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Calls for an omnibus legislative 
initiative to identify and remove obsolete, 
excessively burdensome or overlapping 
provisions, focusing on eliminating 
duplication and avoiding multiple data 
requests to European banks for the same 
information;

15. Calls for legislative proposals to 
identify and remove obsolete, excessively 
burdensome or overlapping provisions, 
focusing on eliminating duplication and 
avoiding multiple data requests to 
European banks for the same information;
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Or. en

Amendment 480
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Considers that the future 
comprehensive legislative package should 
be framed as completing the crisis 
management and deposit insurance 
reform by adding the elements 
deliberately left aside, namely deposit 
insurance, liquidity in resolution and the 
group dimension, rather than reopening 
compromises which took three years to 
strike; stresses that the state aid rules for 
banking established under the 2013 
Banking Communication should be 
revised to make the entire crisis 
management framework coherent;

Or. en

Amendment 481
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Laments the fact that the drastic 
reduction in non-financial reporting 
requirements deriving from EU 
regulation has impeded European banks’ 
ability to report correctly under the Basel 
III framework, in some cases with even a 
financial sanction delivered to the banks; 
moreover, notes how the development has 
worsened the financial sector’s ability to 
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correctly react to the risks posed by 
climate change as well as identify and 
offer preferential or targeted funding for 
resilient European companies;

Or. en

Amendment 482
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Calls for a moratorium on new 
rules that are not essential, including files 
in the legislative pipeline that do not, in 
their current form, contribute to 
simplification, competitiveness or the 
needs of the market; calls for every new 
legislative proposal in financial services to 
be accompanied by a binding assessment 
of its effect on the competitiveness of the 
Union financial sector;

Or. en

Amendment 483
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Supports ongoing initiatives to 
streamline and integrate supervisory, 
statistical and resolution reporting 
requirements, including through the 
development of common data dictionaries, 
enhanced data-sharing between 
authorities and the implementation of the 
Integrated Reporting Framework, with a 
view to reducing duplicative reporting 
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requests and compliance burdens for 
banks;

Or. en

Amendment 484
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Supports ongoing initiatives to 
streamline and integrate supervisory, 
statistical and resolution reporting 
requirements, including through the 
development of common data dictionaries, 
enhanced data-sharing between 
authorities and the implementation of the 
Integrated Reporting Framework, with a 
view to reducing duplicative reporting 
requests and compliance burdens for 
banks;

Or. en

Amendment 485
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Calls on the Commission, the 
EBA, the European Central Bank, the 
Single Resolution Board and the 
competent national authorities to 
integrate prudential, statistical and 
resolution reporting and to limit 
additional national reporting obligations 
that are not justified by specific and 
demonstrated risks – in accordance with 
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the EU Better Data Sharing Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 486
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15b. Calls on the Commission to show 
restraint in proposing new empowerments 
for delegated acts and technical 
standards, to scope any new 
empowerment tightly, and to review the 
existing stock of Level 2 and Level 3 
measures with a view to removing 
overlaps, contradictions and detail that 
goes beyond Level 1; recalls that the 
European Supervisory Authorities must 
apply the principle of proportionality 
when drafting standards;

Or. en

Amendment 487
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15b. Calls for further simplification 
and rationalisation of sustainability-
related reporting requirements, ensuring 
consistency between banking legislation 
and the ongoing revisions of the CSRD, 
the EU Taxonomy and other sustainable 
finance frameworks;

Or. en
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Amendment 488
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15c. Welcomes the simplification work 
of the ECB's High-Level Task Force on 
Simplification and of the European 
Banking Authority; calls on the 
Commission to duly consider their 
proposals in its banking competitiveness 
package;

Or. en

Amendment 489
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15d. Invites the Commission to consider 
bringing forward its legislative measures 
in a sequenced manner, so that well-
defined and urgent measures can be 
adopted without delay and are not held up 
by more complex or contested files; 
considers that this approach would 
maintain the ambition of the overall 
reform while allowing the co-legislators to 
give each measure the scrutiny and 
impact assessment it warrants;

Or. en

Amendment 490
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 e (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15e. Considers that compliance costs 
must become more visible, in order to 
tackle them; calls on the Commission to 
establish a baseline of the administrative 
and compliance costs that regulatory, 
supervisory and reporting requirements 
impose on banks, to set a quantified target 
for reducing those costs, with particular 
attention to smaller institutions, and to 
report regularly to the co-legislators on 
progress;

Or. en

Amendment 491
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to review disproportionate 
national add-ons (so-called gold-plating) 
more effectively; calls on the Commission 
to consider a mechanism for monitoring 
and countering the unjustified, 
excessively rigorous implementation of 
regulations and supervisory 
expectations—including guidelines, 
interpretative practices, and additional 
national requirements—whereby a key 
factor would be limiting the issuance of 
Level 2 and Level 3 regulations (delegated 
and implementing acts, technical 
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standards, and guidelines) by EU 
institutions and European supervisory 
authorities (including the EBA);

Or. en

Amendment 492
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively; calls, in 
this context, for a reassessment of the 
balance between home and host-country 
responsibilities and of the conditions for 
granting capital and liquidity waivers 
within cross-border banking groups, with 
a view to removing unjustified obstacles to 
the efficient allocation of capital and 
liquidity within the Single Market, while 
preserving appropriate safeguards for 
financial stability and the legitimate 
interests of host Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 493
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing unjustified divergence in 
national implementation; considers that 
the more effective remedy is to complete 
the single rulebook by moving provisions 
from directives into directly applicable 
regulations, rather than to confer on the 
ESAs a general power to challenge 
national measures adopted in areas which 
are entrusted to the Member States; 
further considers that the ESAs should 
contribute to addressing fragmentation 
arising from divergent national 
implementation and supervisory practices 
by promoting greater alignment and 
convergence of national implementation 
of EU requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 494
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification. This practice fragments the 
Single Market and undermines the level 
playing field; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively; calls for 
a higher use of Regulations over 
Directives in order to avoid such 
situations;

Or. en
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Amendment 495
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; considers that Union 
requirements that go beyond international 
standards should meet the same test, with 
each departure justified in the 
accompanying impact assessment; stresses 
that the European Supervisory Authorities 
should be empowered to challenge 
disproportionate national add-ons more 
effectively;

Or. en

Amendment 496
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that efforts towards more 
efficient supervision must not strip 
supervisors of the tools necessary to 
address country-specific cyclical or 
systemic risks;

Or. en
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Amendment 497
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Mireia Borrás Pabón, 
Enikő Győri

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively, while 
fully respecting the national supervisors' 
fundamental mandate of ensuring 
financial stability in their Member State;

Or. en

Amendment 498
Martine Kemp

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; calls on the Commission to 
establish a regular, public reporting 
mechanism on instances of national gold-
plating and supervisory add-ons that 
exceed EU requirements, under which the 
national authority concerned shall justify 
the divergence;
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Or. en

Amendment 499
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where supervisory 
rules or expectations exceed EU 
requirements without clear justification; 
believes that the ESAs should contribute 
to addressing fragmentation arising from 
divergent national implementation and 
supervisory practices by promoting 
greater alignment and convergence of 
national implementation of EU 
requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 500
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules, supervisory expectations as well as 
measures adopted through secondary 
legislation exceed requirements provided 
for under EU primary legislation without 
clear justification. The ESAs should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

Or. en
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Amendment 501
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Considers that genuine 
simplification should aim to simplify 
business models through reforms that 
curb excessive size, risk-taking, and 
interconnectedness; urges that the 
structural reform of the EU banking 
sector be incorporated into the 
Commission’s ongoing simplification 
agenda, as a necessary step towards a 
simpler, more resilient and thereby more 
competitive banking system;

Or. en

Amendment 502
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to challenge disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

16. Believes that more efficient 
supervision must go hand in hand with 
addressing gold-plating, where national 
rules or supervisory expectations exceed 
EU requirements without clear 
justification; stresses that the European 
Supervisory Authorities should be 
empowered to review disproportionate 
national add-ons more effectively;

Or. en
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Amendment 503
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Irene Tinagli, Aurore Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16a. Regrets that the Commission 
proposes to move only “certain” rules into 
directly applicable regulations, where the 
ECB had pointed towards a systematic 
review of what could migrate; calls for a 
comprehensive review of the distribution 
of rules between Directive 2013/36/EU 
and Regulation (EU) No 575/2013, noting 
that requirements on risk management 
and internal governance, which are 
central to the coherent management of 
cross-border groups, currently sit in the 
Directive, and that the reasons for 
retaining them there have never been the 
subject of a published in-depth analysis;

Or. en

Amendment 504
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16a. Believes that reducing regulatory 
fragmentation remains essential to 
strengthening the competitiveness of the 
EU banking sector; calls for greater use 
of directly applicable Regulations rather 
than Directives in banking legislation and 
for further action to address gold-plating 
arising from divergent national 
transposition and supervisory practices, 
with a view to ensuring a consistent 
application of the Single Rulebook across 
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the Union, lowering compliance costs and 
facilitating cross-border banking 
activities;

Or. en

Amendment 505
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van 
Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16a. Calls on the Commission to 
prioritise regulations over directives when 
establishing new legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 506
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16b. Notes with concern that the 
Commission intends to amend the 
Regulation establishing the EBA as 
regards Level 2 acts; stresses that this 
would be a material institutional change, 
shifting responsibilities from the EBA 
towards the Commission and reducing the 
effective role of the co-legislators in the 
adoption of Level 2 measures; insists that 
these elements be assessed on their 
constitutional and accountability merits, 
separately from the merits of faster 
technical standard amendment, and that 
any urgency mechanism be strictly time-
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limited and subject to prior information to 
the European Parliament;

Or. en

Amendment 507
Sirpa Pietikäinen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify 
efforts to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation 
process, thereby avoiding duplicative data 
requests, inconsistent timelines and 
limited transparency around risk 
assessments;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 508
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify 
efforts to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation 
process, thereby avoiding duplicative data 
requests, inconsistent timelines and 
limited transparency around risk 
assessments;

deleted

Or. en
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Amendment 509
Herbert Dorfmann, Marco Falcone

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments; calls 
for reporting and stress-testing 
obligations to focus on material risks and 
portfolios, with reduced data volumes, 
systematic reuse of existing COREP and 
FINREP data and better coordination of 
supervisory requests throughout the year; 
advocates an integrated European 
reporting system based on the once-only 
principle to eliminate duplicate 
submissions and parallel data 
transmissions; calls for streamlined 
disclosure requirements and longer 
implementation periods for new 
requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 510
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
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supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments; 
considers that a further step in 
simplification should include moving 
away from the current reporting-heavy 
system to a more central and data-driven 
approach, supported by modern 
technologies; stresses that this would not 
only reduce compliance costs for banks, 
but also make supervision and risk 
monitoring substantially more effective, 
proportionate and targeted;

Or. en

Amendment 511
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes 
themselves. European and that national 
authorities should intensify efforts to 
streamline and harmonise the supervisory 
review and evaluation process, thereby 
avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments; 
a more coordinated approach, built on 
common templates, clearer expectations 
and better sequencing, would reduce the 
administrative burden on banks while 
enabling supervisors to focus on material 
risks rather than process-heavy exercises;

Or. en

Amendment 512
Marlena Maląg
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments; calls 
for the establishment of a simplified and 
more proportionate supervisory review 
and evaluation process for small and non-
complex institutions, including 
appropriate simplification of the ICAAP, 
stress testing, and methods for assessing 
credit, concentration, and operational 
risks;

Or. en

Amendment 513
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
authorities should intensify efforts to 
streamline and harmonise the supervisory 
review and evaluation process, thereby 
avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and unnecessary 
administrative burdens, while preserving 
risk-based supervisory judgement and 
effective oversight; notes the 
improvements already committed to by the 
SSM, including a new methodology for 
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Pillar 2 requirements and a reform 
agenda intended to increase the 
efficiency, effectiveness and risk-based 
focus of prudential supervision;

Or. en

Amendment 514
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
using common templates, clearer 
expectations and better sequencing of 
information requests so that supervisors 
can concentrate on material risks, thereby 
avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

Or. en

Amendment 515
Johan Van Overtveldt

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby applying the report 'once-only' 
principle to data requests, inconsistent 
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transparency around risk assessments; timelines and limited transparency around 
risk assessments;

Or. en

Amendment 516
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít 
Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory processes and that 
national authorities should intensify efforts 
to streamline and harmonise the 
supervisory review and evaluation process, 
thereby avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

17. Believes that simplification must 
extend to supervisory and resolution-
related processes and that national 
authorities should intensify efforts to 
streamline and harmonise the supervisory 
review and evaluation process, thereby 
avoiding duplicative data requests, 
inconsistent timelines and limited 
transparency around risk assessments;

Or. en

Amendment 517
Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Believes that the prudential 
framework should ensure that banks with 
limited systemic relevance face 
requirements and supervisory 
arrangements proportionate to their risk 
profile, size and activities and 
appropriately reflecting their legal and 
organisational structure, including 
structures resulting from national legal 
requirements; considers that this principle 
should also apply to supervisory processes 
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such as SREP and stress tests, without 
prejudice to the power of competent 
authorities to maintain or reintroduce the 
ordinary regime where warranted by the 
risks of the institution concerned, while 
preserving adequate capital and liquidity, 
effective risk coverage, resolvability and 
depositor protection; 

Or. en

Amendment 518
Anouk Van Brug, Billy Kelleher, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Engin Eroglu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Calls on the Commission to 
implement the EBA-ESMA 
recommendations by reviewing in a 
targeted way relevant aspects of the 
Investment Firm Regulation and 
Investment Firm Directive, in line with its 
underlying intention to ensure that the 
regulatory framework adequately reflects 
the specific business models, risk profiles 
and liquidity-providing function of 
investment firms, in particular market 
makers; calls on the Commission to 
ensure those targeted changes are 
implemented in the EU without delay, 
given the ambitions of the SIU to 
strengthen the liquidity on European 
capital markets;

Or. en

Amendment 519
Marco Falcone, Herbert Dorfmann, Fulvio Martusciello

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Stresses that institutions whose 
systemic relevance is limited should 
operate under a prudential and 
supervisory framework calibrated to their 
actual risks, scale, business activities and 
legal and organisational characteristics, 
including where the latter derive from 
national legislation; considers that such 
proportionality should extend, inter alia, 
to SREP and stress-testing requirements, 
while competent authorities should retain 
the possibility of subjecting individual 
institutions to the standard regime 
whenever their risk profile calls for a 
more stringent approach;

Or. en

Amendment 520
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Recalls that a core objective of the 
review should be to establish a prudential 
framework in which institutions with 
limited systemic relevance are subject to 
requirements and supervisory processes, 
including the SREP and stress tests, that 
are proportionate to their underlying 
risks, size, business models and legal and 
organisational structures, including those 
prescribed by national law, while 
preserving the ability of competent 
authorities to apply or reinstate the 
standard regime where an institution's 
risk profile warrants stricter treatment;

Or. en
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Amendment 521
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Calls on the Commission and the 
Anti-Money Laundering Authority to 
ensure that the Level 2 and Level 3 
measures implementing the single AML 
rulebook are clear, risk-based and 
proportionate to the size and risk profile 
of the institution, rather than exhaustively 
prescriptive, and do not exceed what is 
needed to meet international standards; 
underlines that harmonised customer due 
diligence rules should reduce, not 
multiply, the checks faced by companies 
operating in several Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 522
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Calls for reporting and stress-
testing obligations to be strictly 
proportionate and focused on material 
risks, relying on the systematic reuse of 
existing COREP and FINREP data; urges 
the establishment of an integrated 
European reporting system governed by 
the 'once-only' principle to eliminate 
duplicate data submissions, alongside 
streamlined disclosure requirements and 
adequate implementation periods for new 
regulatory standards;

Or. en
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Amendment 523
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Calls for further simplification 
and rationalisation of sustainability-
related reporting requirements, ensuring 
full consistency and alignment between 
banking prudential legislation and 
broader sustainable finance frameworks, 
including the CSRD and the EU 
Taxonomy, in line with the 'report once' 
principle to eliminate duplicate disclosure 
obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 524
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Defends that prudential reporting 
and disclosure requirements should be 
better aligned with the sustainability 
reporting framework, with a view to 
ensuring consistency across prudential, 
supervisory, market and ESG reporting 
and avoiding duplicative or parallel 
reporting requirements; recalls the 
“define once, report once” principle;

Or. en

Amendment 525
Marlena Maląg
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Calls on the Commission to assess 
the possibility of establishing a simpler 
method for determining capital 
requirements for eligible small and non-
complex institutions, as an optional 
alternative to overly complex risk-based 
methods, provided that an appropriate 
level of safety and resilience is 
maintained;

Or. en

Amendment 526
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Morten Løkkegaard, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Welcomes the work undertaken by 
the ECB and the EBA following the 
report of the High-Level Task Force on 
Simplification;

Or. en

Amendment 527
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17b. In the area of sustainable finance, 
calls for prudential rules and supervisory 
expectations to be adjusted to the 
narrower scope of the Corporate 
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Sustainability Reporting Directive 
following the sustainability Omnibus; 
calls for the "do no significant harm" 
criteria of the Taxonomy to be critically 
reassessed so that they are realistic and 
proportionate and do not exclude viable 
projects; stresses that sustainability data 
requested from companies by banks and 
investors should be consistent with the 
revised European Sustainability 
Reporting Standards, so that 
simplification at company level is not 
undone further along the chain;

Or. en

Amendment 528
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17b. Calls on the Commission and the 
competent authorities to adapt liquidity 
requirements (in particular the LCR and 
NSFR ratios) and the scope of their 
monitoring to the funding model of banks 
relying primarily on stable retail and 
institutional customer deposits, taking 
into account the scale of operations, the 
risk profile, and the liquidity mechanisms 
operating within institutional protection 
schemes;

Or. en

Amendment 529
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

17b. Considers that improving the 
efficiency of the Supervisory Review and 
Evaluation Process (SREP) is an essential 
part of making the overall supervisory 
framework more predictable, 
proportionate and aligned with the EU’s 
competitiveness objectives. A further step 
in simplification should be the shift from 
today’s reporting-heavy system to a 
genuinely data-driven supervisory model;

Or. en

Amendment 530
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17b. Urges the creation of a European 
governance mechanism within the ECB's 
Macroprudential Forum, after hearing 
the views of the SRB and ESRB, tasked 
with conducting a holistic qualitative 
review of the total capital stack across the 
Banking Union to prevent double 
counting between microprudential, 
macroprudential, and resolution buffers;

Or. en

Amendment 531
Angelika Winzig

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17b. Calls on the Commission to review 
and, where appropriate, revise the 
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statutory NPL backstop to eliminate 
rigidities and avoid double-counting with 
accounting provisions and Pillar 2 
measures, ensuring that the framework 
properly reflects the actual economic 
value of underlying collateral;

Or. en

Amendment 532
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17c. Welcomes the Commission's call 
for a change of culture among all 
stakeholders, away from an overly 
prescriptive, compliance-driven and risk-
averse approach and towards one that 
concentrates on material risks and accepts 
responsible and measured risk-taking, 
without lowering resilience; calls on the 
Commission to translate this into concrete 
measures, in particular a clear distinction 
between binding requirements and non-
binding guidance, and regular reports on 
the adequacy of capital requirements by 
the EBA and the ESRB, and on the effect 
of supervisory and resolution practices on 
competitiveness and the single market, to 
be presented to Parliament;

Or. en

Amendment 533
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment
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17c. Calls for the introduction of a 
simpler, more automatic, and predictable 
MREL calibration for small, non-
systemically important banks, and for 
increased proportionality regarding the 
frequency and scope of resolution 
planning;

Or. en

Amendment 534
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17d. Emphasises that the calibration of 
MREL, the assessment of resolvability, 
and crisis planning should duly take into 
account a bank’s membership in an 
institutional protection scheme, including 
mechanisms for risk monitoring, liquidity 
support, capital support, and mutual 
assistance among participants;

Or. en

Amendment 535
Dirk Gotink

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 

18. Considers that banks should be 
monitored and supported in their efforts 
to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, which 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested if they are not 



AM\1353292EN.docx 289/311 PE796.422v02-00

EN

horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

categorised as high-risk under horizontal 
AI rules; stresses that EU regulation must 
not become an obstacle to the adoption of 
technology, but should support the 
responsible and safe adoption of AI in the 
financial sector; stresses that especially 
for fraud detection, anti-money 
laundering checks, financial advice and 
estimating credit worthiness, deficient 
data quality, flawed AI-models and 
opaqueness in AI-outcomes can have 
significant negative consequences for 
citizens and businesses; considers that a 
‘human eye’ should always be in between 
AI-models’ outcomes and final decisions 
and actions; emphasises the need to have 
interpretable and auditable AI and 
machine learning methods in the 
financial sector; stresses that 
cybersecurity vulnerabilities should be 
closely monitored in relation to the 
increasing use of AI systems;

Or. en

Amendment 536
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology; notes, 
however, with concern that the rapidly 
evolving capabilities of AI may also create 
or amplify significant operational, 
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cybersecurity and model risks, including 
through the identification and 
exploitation of vulnerabilities in IT 
systems; stresses, therefore, that 
supervisory practice should pay particular 
attention to the security and operational-
resilience implications of AI deployment 
and ensure appropriate human oversight, 
recognising that AI-generated outputs 
may be inaccurate or otherwise unsuitable 
as the sole basis for material decisions;

Or. en

Amendment 537
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology; underlines, in 
this regard, that an unwarranted 
classification of linear and logistic 
regression models as AI systems would 
constitute such a regulatory obstacle, 
especially in the case of creditworthiness 
assessments; calls, therefore, for any 
future guidance to clearly exclude such 
traditional statistical models from the 
scope of the AI Act;

Or. en
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Amendment 538
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk 
under horizontal AI rules; stresses that 
EU regulation must not become an 
obstacle to the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks shall be able 
to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that supervisory 
arrangements should allow innovative use 
cases to be tested in a controlled manner, 
including through regulatory sandboxes; 
stresses that the risk classification of a use 
case must follow from its actual effects on 
fundamental rights and on financial 
stability, and that the classification of 
creditworthiness assessment determining 
access to essential services reflects a 
deliberate choice of the co-legislators 
which should not be revisited indirectly 
through sectoral financial legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 539
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Mireia 
Borrás Pabón, Enikő Győri

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries, 
broaden access to finance for SMEs and 
households and enhance resilience, and 
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prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

that innovative use cases can be tested in 
regulatory sandboxes and under real-
world testing conditions without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology and must not 
place EU banks at a disadvantage vis-à-
vis non-EU financial institutions and 
technology providers;

Or. en

Amendment 540
Adnan Dibrani, Niels Fuglsang

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology, stresses, at the 
same time, that the growing use of AI may 
enable increasingly sophisticated forms of 
financial fraud and that banks should 
strengthen their capacity to identify, 
prevent and respond to AI-enabled fraud;

Or. en

Amendment 541
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI, taking into 
account the principle of proportionality 
and the need to ensure that small and 
local institutions have access to shared, 
secure technological solutions and 
regulatory testing environments, in areas 
such as creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

Or. en

Amendment 542
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology; underlines 
that AI-generated outputs should be 
subject to appropriate validation and 
human oversight;

Or. en



PE796.422v02-00 294/311 AM\1353292EN.docx

EN

Amendment 543
Maria Ohisalo
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that AI-
generated outputs should be subject to 
appropriate validation and human 
oversight, and that liability for these 
outputs must rest with banks’ 
management bodies;

Or. en

Amendment 544
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative use 
cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk under 
horizontal AI rules; stresses that EU 
regulation must not become an obstacle to 
the adoption of technology;

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience. This requires a 
principles-based and proportionate 
approach to regulation and supervision so 
that innovative use cases can be tested 
without being prematurely categorised as 
high-risk under horizontal AI rules; 
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stresses that EU regulation must not 
become an obstacle to the adoption of 
technology;

Or. en

Amendment 545
Jussi Saramo

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Considers that banks should be 
encouraged to deploy AI in areas such as 
creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management, where it 
can reduce information asymmetries and 
enhance resilience, and that innovative 
use cases can be tested without being 
prematurely categorised as high-risk 
under horizontal AI rules; stresses that 
EU regulation must not become an 
obstacle to the adoption of technology;

18. Notes that banks use AI in areas 
such as creditworthiness assessments, fraud 
prevention and risk management; notes 
that the deployment of AI can bring 
efficiency gains; stresses, at the same 
time, that the deployment of AI by banks 
must be accompanied by robust regulation 
and supervision, given that the increasing 
use of AI by banks heightens risks related 
to, for example, mis-selling, 
discriminatory pricing and denial of basic 
financial services;

Or. en

Amendment 546
Adnan Dibrani, Niels Fuglsang

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18a. Stresses that consumer trust and 
effective fraud prevention are important 
for the competitiveness of the European 
banking sector; calls for banks to provide 
customers with clear, easily accessible 
and comparable information on how 
reported cases of fraud are investigated 
and compensated, including applicable 
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procedures, expected timelines, 
reimbursement criteria and available 
complaint and appeal mechanisms; calls 
on the Commission to assess whether 
harmonised minimum requirements for 
such information should be introduced 
across the Union;

Or. en

Amendment 547
Kinga Kollár

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18a. Considers that the European and 
national supervisory authorities should be 
encouraged to enhance supervisory tools 
and technology (SupTech), including 
through the use of AI, and to integrate 
these tools into daily supervisory activities 
with a view to improving the efficiency 
and effectiveness of financial supervision; 
stresses that such tools should support, 
and not replace, human supervisory 
judgement and accountability;

Or. en

Amendment 548
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18a. Underlines the need for changes to 
the prudential treatment of software 
investments to take into account the need 
for large-scale ICT investments and to 
develop strategic autonomy in this crucial 
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area, as well as the risks associated to 
banks not making these investments;

Or. en

Amendment 549
Regina Doherty, Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18a. Calls for the development of 
comprehensive, secure, and innovative 
data-sharing frameworks in the banking 
sector as an important step in order to 
further support an open-finance 
ecosystem;

Or. en

Amendment 550
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes;

19. Believes that there is uncertainty 
and confusion among market actors 
regarding compliant AI use due to 
overlaps and calls on the Commission to 
clarify the interaction between the 
Artificial Intelligence Act and sectoral 
financial services legislation, particularly 
regarding internal governance and quality 
management processes; underlines the 
importance of ensuring that, where 
appropriate, supervisory guidance and 
expectations are guided by overarching 
principles and proportionate to risk, so as 
to preserve sufficient scope for informed 
professional judgement by supervisors 
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and institutions and avoid an excessive 
reliance on detailed prescriptive rules; 
calls on the Commission and the relevant 
authorities to clarify the interaction, 
recognise equivalent requirements and 
prevent duplicative governance and 
obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 551
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes;

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the AI Act and 
sectoral financial services legislation, 
particularly regarding internal governance 
and quality management processes; 
stresses the need for legal certainty as to 
the treatment of traditional deterministic 
statistical techniques, such as logistic 
regression, which, particularly when used 
on a stand-alone basis, should fall outside 
the definition of an AI system where they 
lack the autonomy, adaptiveness and 
inferential capabilities referred to in 
Article 3(1) of the AI Act; considers that 
greater clarity would help avoid 
unnecessary regulatory burdens without 
compromising consumer protection;

Or. en

Amendment 552
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes;

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
and provide guidance on the interaction 
between the Artificial Intelligence Act and 
sectoral financial services legislation, 
particularly regarding internal governance 
and quality management processes, with 
the view to avoid duplication of regulatory 
requirements ; believes that sectoral 
legislation regulating the use of AI in 
financial services is sufficient to cover AI 
deployment in its current form;

Or. en

Amendment 553
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes;

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes, and to specify, 
through guidance or targeted amendment, 
where those rules already cover 
requirements of the Artificial Intelligence 
Act, so that banks are not subject to 
duplicate obligations;

Or. en

Amendment 554
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes;

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes, with the objective 
of avoiding duplicative governance and 
documentation requirements without 
lowering the level of protection afforded 
by either framework;

Or. en

Amendment 555
Janusz Lewandowski, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes;

19. Calls on the Commission to clarify 
the interaction between the Artificial 
Intelligence Act and sectoral financial 
services legislation, particularly regarding 
internal governance and quality 
management processes; calls for the 
avoidance of unnecessary duplication in 
model validation, documentation and 
reporting, while preserving effective 
oversight;

Or. en

Amendment 556
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers; calls for a regulatory 
framework that supports the development 
of bank-issued tokenised deposits and 
regulated euro-denominated stablecoins 
as complementary components of 
Europe's digital payments ecosystem in 
order to protect European digital 
sovereignty and reducing incentives for 
EU citizens to rely on unregulated 
stablecoin arrangements;

Or. en

Amendment 557
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers; emphasises that frameworks 
regarding tokenisation and digital assets 
should maintain technological neutrality, 
a level playing field, and proportionality, 
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and should not impose implementation 
costs on smaller institutions that are 
disproportionate to the scale of their 
operations;

Or. en

Amendment 558
Isabel Benjumea Benjumea

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains. For 
Europe, this is both a technological and 
strategic opportunity; believes that by 
shaping the regulatory framework for 
digital assets correctly, the EU can 
preserve its role in global finance and 
avoid dependence on non-European 
providers that are rapidly expanding in 
digital payment and settlement systems. A 
competitive European banking sector will 
depend on a regulatory framework that 
enables innovation rather than slows it 
down;

Or. en

Amendment 559
Jussi Saramo, Pasquale Tridico, Gaetano Pedulla'

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
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money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers; underlines that central bank 
money must underpin any tokenised 
financial system; welcomes, in this 
regard, the ECB’s Pontes and Appia 
projects for wholesale settlement and 
payments in a tokenised environment;

Or. en

Amendment 560
Fernando Navarrete Rojas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; stresses 
the need for a supportive regulatory 
framework fostering the adoption of 
regulated digital settlement instruments as 
key pillars of a competitive European 
digital payments landscape; believes that 
by shaping the regulatory framework for 
digital assets correctly, the EU can 
preserve its role in global finance and 
avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

Or. en
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Amendment 561
Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, 
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers; considers the further 
development of this technology of the 
utmost strategic importance for our 
resilience and calls on the Commission to 
enhance the roll-out of tokenisation 
within the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 562
Tomáš Kubín, Jaroslava Pokorná Jermanová, Jaroslav Knot, Pierre Pimpie, Mireia 
Borrás Pabón, Enikő Győri

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time and atomic settlement, 
lower transaction costs, increase liquidity 
and collateral mobility, and develop new 
business models, offering banks 
meaningful efficiency gains; believes that 
by shaping the regulatory framework for 
digital assets correctly, in a technology-
neutral and proportionate manner, the EU 
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providers; can preserve its role in global finance and 
avoid dependence on non-European 
providers and on settlement assets 
denominated in third-country currencies;

Or. en

Amendment 563
Jonás Fernández, Evelyn Regner, Lara Wolters, César Luena, Francisco Assis, Thomas 
Bajada, Eero Heinäluoma, Costas Mavrides, Adnan Dibrani, Irene Tinagli, Aurore 
Lalucq

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models but stresses 
the increase risk to liquidity through 
easier bank runs; calls for a coherent EU 
framework that supports innovation while 
ensuring financial stability, consumer and 
investor protection, cybersecurity and 
operational resilience, and reduces 
excessive dependencies on non-European 
providers of critical financial 
infrastructure;

Or. en

Amendment 564
Luděk Niedermayer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets, as well as other 
technological developments, including 
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transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

digital forms of money, has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

Or. en

Amendment 565
Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, Anouk Van Brug

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers;

20. Believes that the tokenisation of 
money and assets has the potential to 
deliver real-time settlement, lower 
transaction costs, increase liquidity and 
develop new business models, offering 
banks meaningful efficiency gains; 
believes that by shaping the regulatory 
framework for digital assets correctly, the 
EU can preserve its role in global finance 
and avoid dependence on non-European 
providers; welcomes the successful launch 
of Pontes in September 2026 by the ECB;

Or. en

Amendment 566
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Notes the significant disparities 
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between Member States in the 
digitalisation of banks reflecting 
differences in consumer preferences and 
behaviour, competitive landscapes and 
regulation; regrets that, especially in less 
digitalised markets, legal, administrative 
and market practices, including, inter 
alia, excessive reliance on physical 
paperwork in mortgage and loan 
applications and other banking processes, 
can hinder banks’ digitalisation and 
create barriers to entry for new market 
participants, thereby weakening the 
sector’s competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 567
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Stresses that prudential rules 
should not create undue obstacles to 
banks’ investment in digitalisation and 
technological innovation; calls, in this 
regard, for a reassessment of the 
prudential treatment of software assets 
with a view to better reflecting their 
economic value and risk characteristics 
and supporting banks’ capacity to invest 
in their digital transformation;

Or. en

Amendment 568
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Highlights that the prudential 
framework should support banks' 
capacity to invest in digitalisation and 
technological innovation; calls on the 
Commission to review the prudential 
treatment of software assets to ensure that 
it does not unduly discourage such 
investments and appropriately reflects 
their economic value and risk profile;

Or. en

Amendment 569
Markus Ferber, Ralf Seekatz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
a technology-neutral approach to 
tokenisation, under which the same 
activity and the same risk receive the same 
prudential and supervisory treatment; 
underlines the importance of safe 
settlement assets, including central bank 
money, for tokenised wholesale 
transactions;

Or. en

Amendment 570
Marlena Maląg

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that any legislative proposal concerning 
the competitiveness of the banking sector 
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is accompanied by a separate impact 
assessment for small and non-complex 
institutions, cooperative banks, local and 
regional banks, and institutions belonging 
to institutional protection schemes;

Or. en

Amendment 571
Lídia Pereira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Considers that the prudential 
treatment of software assets should be 
aligned with international practice, so as 
not to discourage banks' investment in 
digital transformation;

Or. en

Amendment 572
Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20a. Welcomes the development of a 
euro-based stablecoin by private parties; 
believes that such initiatives strengthen 
the strategic financial sovereignty of the 
EU;

Or. en

Amendment 573
Marco Falcone, Fulvio Martusciello, Herbert Dorfmann
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20b. Underlines the need for the Union 
framework for financial services to foster 
competition and innovation while 
ensuring fair competitive conditions and 
preserving the Union’s strategic 
autonomy; considers that the principle of 
“same activity, same risk, same rules” 
should be effectively applied to providers 
operating in the Union, irrespective of 
their nature or place of establishment; 
calls, in this context, for appropriate 
action to identify and mitigate strategic 
dependencies associated with third-
country providers, particularly in relation 
to critical services and infrastructure.

Or. en

Amendment 574
Giovanni Crosetto, Denis Nesci, Marco Squarta, Francesco Ventola, Mariateresa 
Vivaldini

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20b. Stresses that the Union regulatory 
framework for financial services should 
strike an appropriate balance between 
openness to competition and innovation, 
while taking into account the need to 
adequately address strategic dependencies 
and risks arising from reliance on third-
country providers, particularly where 
critical services and infrastructures are 
concerned;

Or. en
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Amendment 575
Arba Kokalari

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20b. Underlines the role of new and 
innovative business models and fintechs 
in increasing competition, strengthening 
the competitiveness of the banking sector 
and delivering greater choice, better 
services and value for consumers;

Or. en

Amendment 576
Anouk Van Brug, Gilles Boyer, Stéphanie Yon-Courtin, Billy Kelleher, Ľudovít Ódor, 
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Katri Kulmuni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20b. Encourages banks to use and 
facilitate the development of EU-based 
cloud services in order to foster the EU’s 
strategic autonomy;

Or. en


