	European Parliament
2024-2029
	[image: EP logo RGB_Mute]



<Commission>{CULT}Committee on Culture and Education</Commission>

<RefProc>2025/0571R</RefProc><RefTypeProc>(APP)</RefTypeProc>
<Date>{25/02/2026}25.2.2026</Date>
<TitreType>OPINION</TitreType>
<CommissionResp>of the Committee on Culture and Education</CommissionResp>
<CommissionInt>for the Committee on Budgets</CommissionInt>
<Titre>on the interim report on the proposal for a Council regulation laying down the multiannual financial framework for the years 2028 to 2034</Titre>
<DocRef>(COM(2025)0571) – C10‑0000/2025 – 2025/0571(APP))</DocRef>
Rapporteur for opinion: <Depute>Hélder Sousa Silva</Depute>

PA_Consent_Interim

OPINION
The Committee on Culture and Education submits the following to the Committee on Budgets, as the committee responsible:

<RepeatBlock-Amend>
<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>1</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 2</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	2.	Underscores that the next MFF must focus on financing European public goods with discernible added value compared to national spending; rejects any move towards an ‘à la carte’ Europe where differentiated participation undermines the unity and coherence of EU policies and programmes; warns that such an approach would fragment the single market, create unfair competitive advantages, and erode the principle of solidarity that underpins European integration;
	2.	Underscores that the next MFF must focus on financing European public goods with discernible European added value compared to national spending, such as cross-border mobility, skills development, cultural and creative cooperation, media pluralism and cultural diversity; rejects any move towards an ‘à la carte’ Europe where differentiated participation undermines the unity and coherence of EU policies and programmes; warns that such an approach would fragment the single market, create unfair competitive advantages, and erode the principle of solidarity that underpins European integration;


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>2</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 3</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	3.	Opposes the merging of different policies in one plan per Member State, which generates significant uncertainty regarding funding predictability for final beneficiaries; warns that the significant reduction in funding in Heading 1 threatens to undermine EU policies enshrined in the Treaties and the Union’s objectives of strengthening its economic, social and territorial cohesion, safeguarding social rights and ensuring food security and a fair standard of living for farmers and fishers;
	3.	Opposes the merging of different policies in one plan per Member State, which generates significant uncertainty regarding funding predictability for final beneficiaries; warns that the significant reduction in funding in Heading 1 threatens to undermine EU policies enshrined in the Treaties and the Union’s objectives of strengthening its economic, social and territorial cohesion, as well as its cultural diversity, safeguarding social rights and ensuring food security and a fair standard of living for farmers and fishers;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>3</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 4</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	4.	Welcomes the substantial increase proposed responding to Parliament’s long-standing calls for greater investment in research, strategic autonomy, the clean transition, defence, technological sovereignty and economic resilience; stresses, however, that the consolidation of programmes in the Competitiveness Fund reduces transparency and limits Parliament’s ability to ensure appropriate funding for specific policy objectives; insists that, even where programme mergers occur, budget lines must remain sufficiently detailed to enable meaningful parliamentary oversight and maintain the visibility of funding for individual priorities;
	4.	Welcomes the substantial increase proposed responding to Parliament’s long-standing calls for greater investment in research, strategic autonomy, the clean transition, defence, technological sovereignty and economic resilience; stresses, however, that the consolidation of programmes in the Competitiveness Fund reduces transparency and limits Parliament’s ability to ensure appropriate funding for specific policy objectives; insists that, even where programme mergers occur, budget lines must remain sufficiently detailed, supplemented by sub-lines when necessary, particularly where sections differ significantly in their operational logic or structure, such as the audiovisual and news sections of the AgoraEU programme, to enable meaningful parliamentary oversight and maintain the visibility of funding for individual priorities and ensure predictability for the supported sectors;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>4</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 7</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	7.	Recognises the need for enhanced flexibility in allocating resources within certain programmes, but stresses that this must not compromise long-term policy objectives, funding predictability or Parliament’s prerogatives; underscores that the allocation of funds to specific policy objectives is to be decided jointly by Parliament and the Council; deplores the fact that the indicative nomenclature proposed in the programme legislation is woefully insufficient; reiterates its call for the post-2027 MFF to include two special instruments – one dedicated to ensuring solidarity in the event of natural disasters and one for general-purpose crisis response;
	7.	Recognises the need for enhanced flexibility in allocating resources within certain programmes, but stresses that this must not compromise long-term policy objectives, funding predictability or Parliament’s prerogatives; underscores that the allocation of funds to specific policy objectives is to be decided jointly by Parliament and the Council; deplores the fact that the indicative nomenclature proposed in the programme legislation is woefully insufficient, stressing that budgetary nomenclature is not merely a technical issue, but a political instrument that directly shapes the level of transparency and accountability; reiterates its call for the post-2027 MFF to include two special instruments – one dedicated to ensuring solidarity in the event of natural disasters and one for general-purpose crisis response;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>5</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 12 a (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	12a. 	 Notes that the current approach in the Commission's proposal leaves many decisions regarding earmarking and the inclusion of specific targets to technical processes without oversight from Parliament; believes that the earmarking will determine the long-term stability and predictability of the programmes for beneficiaries, and strengthen the efficiency of the programme; demands that Parliament also be involved in this regard;

	
	


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>6</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 17</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	17.	Regrets that the proposed NRPP Regulation (COM(2025)0558), which merges different policies into one plan per Member State, generates significant uncertainty regarding funding predictability for final beneficiaries; warns, in addition, that the significant reduction in funding for Heading 1 also threatens to undermine EU policies enshrined in the Treaties and the Union’s objectives of strengthening its economic, social and territorial cohesion, safeguarding social rights, and ensuring food security and a fair standard of living for farmers and fishers;
	17.	Regrets that the proposed NRPP Regulation (COM(2025)0558), which merges different policies into one plan per Member State, generates significant uncertainty regarding funding predictability for final beneficiaries; warns, in addition, that the significant reduction in funding for Heading 1 also threatens to undermine EU policies enshrined in the Treaties and the Union’s objectives of strengthening its economic, social and territorial cohesion, as well as its cultural diversity, safeguarding social rights, and ensuring food security and a fair standard of living for farmers and fishers;

	
	


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>7</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 18</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	18.	Stresses that it is imperative to maintain the European dimension of the EU budget as a fundamental instrument for achieving common objectives, expressing Union solidarity and providing European public goods; underlines that the EU budget must remain the financial backbone supporting the deepening of Union integration, ensuring fair competition and equal opportunities across all Member States;
	18.	Stresses that it is imperative to maintain the European dimension of the EU budget as a fundamental instrument for achieving common objectives, expressing Union solidarity and providing European public goods; underlines that the EU budget must remain the financial backbone supporting the deepening of Union integration, democratic participation and social cohesion, ensuring fair competition and equal opportunities across all Member States, which cannot be achieved without fostering education, culture and youth engagement as key pillars of EU identity and the basis for a strong, inclusive and resilient society;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>8</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 20</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	20.	Welcomes the significant reinforcement of Heading 2 on ‘Competitiveness, prosperity and security’, which is allocated EUR 522.2 billion in 2025 prices in the 2028-2034 MFF, representing 30 % of the total MFF compared to EUR 224.8 billion or 17 % in the current period; notes that this more than doubling of resources reflects the Union’s commitment to research, strategic autonomy, the clean transition, defence, technological sovereignty and economic resilience; acknowledges that this substantial increase responds to Parliament’s long-standing calls for greater investment in these areas; stresses, however, that the consolidation of programmes must not reduce transparency or limit Parliament’s ability to ensure appropriate funding for specific policy objectives; insists that despite programme mergers, budget lines must remain sufficiently detailed to enable meaningful parliamentary oversight and maintain visibility of funding for individual priorities; recalls its position that competitiveness must foster economic growth, as well as promote quality, stable and well-paid jobs as underlined in both the Draghi and Letta reports;
	20.	Welcomes the significant reinforcement of Heading 2 on ‘Competitiveness, prosperity and security’, which is allocated EUR 522.2 billion in 2025 prices in the 2028-2034 MFF, representing 30 % of the total MFF compared to EUR 224.8 billion or 17 % in the current period; notes that this more than doubling of resources reflects the Union’s commitment to research, strategic autonomy, the clean transition, defence, technological sovereignty and economic resilience; acknowledges that this substantial increase responds to Parliament’s long-standing calls for greater investment in these areas; regrets, however, the fact that Erasmus+, the flagship programme in the field of education, which plays a central role in promoting European values, cross-border cooperation and youth engagement, has not benefited from an increase of a comparable scale, particularly in the light of the long-standing oversubscription of both the Erasmus+ and European Solidarity Corps programmes and their consistently strong and proven absorption capacity; calls, therefore, for an increase in the total budget of the proposed Erasmus+ programme, to EUR 50 billion in 2025 prices; stresses, however, that the consolidation of programmes must not reduce transparency or limit Parliament’s ability to ensure appropriate funding for specific policy objectives; insists that despite programme mergers, budget lines must remain sufficiently detailed to enable meaningful parliamentary oversight and maintain visibility of funding for individual priorities; recalls its position that competitiveness must foster economic growth, as well as promote quality, stable and well-paid jobs as underlined in both the Draghi and Letta reports;


</Amend>


<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>9</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 20 a (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	20a.	Welcomes the much-needed increase in the total budget of the newly proposed AgoraEU programme, compared to the combined current budgets of the merged Creative Europe and the Citizens, Equality, Rights and Values (CERV) programmes; calls, however, for a further increase, to EUR 12 billion in 2025 prices, in the light of the proposed programme’s broadened scope and its unique European added value as the EU’s only programme dedicated to the cultural and creative sectors; underlines its indispensable role in strengthening European identity through the promotion of cultural and linguistic diversity, cultural heritage, and the production, distribution and accessibility of European audiovisual works, artistic freedom, media pluralism and independent journalism as essential pillars of Europe’s democracy, economy and digital infrastructure in the current geopolitical context; points out that demand significantly exceeds the programme’s funding capacity, with the culture strand facing demand that is on average four times higher than the level of available funding, and access rates of only 16 % and 8 % in the media and cross-sectoral strands respectively;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>10</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 20 b (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	20b.	Stresses, in this context, the need for the introduction of earmarking within each strand of the Erasmus+ and AgoraEU programmes, ensuring that the agreed policy priorities benefit from a minimum guaranteed level of funding throughout the MFF period, thereby allowing the programmes to respond to persistently high demand and be implemented effectively, without being undermined by internal reallocations;


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>11</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 20 c (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	20c.	Emphasises that Erasmus+ should be equipped with sufficiently detailed budget lines; calls for the establishment of a detailed budgetary nomenclature for the AgoraEU programme, including specific budget lines and sub-lines for each strand (culture, MEDIA+ and CERV+), as well as items under the budget sub‑lines within each strand, in order to guarantee dedicated funding for the multiple policy priorities; underlines, in particular, the importance of a clear separation between the audiovisual component and the news component within the MEDIA+ strand; warns that the consolidation of the programmes under Heading 2 risks enabling internal reallocations that could jeopardise the predictability of funding for final beneficiaries under the education, youth, sport, culture and media priorities;


</Amend>


<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>12</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 20 d (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	20d.	Calls for a clearer and stronger inclusion of education and culture across the various programmes in Heading 2, whether through dedicated clusters or enhanced synergies, taking into account the indispensable role of these areas, not only in boosting innovation and competitiveness, but also in strengthening European identity and democratic resilience; welcomes, in this context, the reference to the cultural and creative sectors in the objectives of the European Competitiveness Fund, and calls for a dedicated earmarking and budget line; stresses their economic and societal contribution and calls for dedicated support, including via Horizon Europe;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>13</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 23 a (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	[bookmark: _Hlk223441686]23a.	Stresses the strategic importance of the European Schools system as a flagship model that sets high common educational standards across the Member States and offers an internationally recognised qualification that promotes academic excellence, learner mobility and a shared European identity; calls, therefore, for increased support and predictable funding with the continuation of clearly identifiable budget lines to meet long-term structural costs which are currently not covered and expanding responsibilities, and to ensure the European Schools system visibility, transparency and budgetary certainty;


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>14</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 24 a (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	24a.	Following the precedent of the programme-specific adjustment established under the 2021-2027 MFF, proposes that revenues from fines imposed under Council Regulations (EC) No 2022/2065, (EC) No 2022/1925, and (EC) No 2024/1689 be made available as an additional allocation of commitment and payment appropriations to AgoraEU and Erasmus+, taking into account the significant risks and negative effects that digital market dominance poses to culture, media, democracy and fundamental rights, including job losses, market distortion and the spread of information manipulation and disinformation;



</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>15</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 30</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	30.	Takes note of the Commission’s narrative that its proposals seek to increase flexibility and simplification in the next MFF; recalls that Parliament has consistently argued for simplification for final beneficiaries; acknowledges the need for flexibility but firmly rejects any approach that sacrifices transparency under the guise of efficiency; regrets that the Commission’s simplification proposals primarily benefit its own processes rather than final beneficiaries, thereby exacerbating the democratic deficit in the Union; insists that simplification must not compromise programme quality, or democratic accountability; stresses that Parliament will put forward all the transparency mechanisms necessary to fulfil its role as the guardian of citizens’ interests; warns that flexibility without transparency would widen the democratic accountability gap and undermine public trust in the EU;
	30.	Takes note of the Commission’s narrative that its proposals seek to increase flexibility and simplification in the next MFF; recalls that Parliament has consistently argued for simplification for final beneficiaries; acknowledges the need for flexibility but firmly rejects any approach that sacrifices transparency under the guise of efficiency; regrets that the Commission’s simplification proposals primarily benefit its own processes rather than final beneficiaries and emphasises the necessity of predictability, thereby exacerbating the democratic deficit in the Union; insists that simplification must not compromise programme quality or democratic accountability; stresses that predictability is particularly essential for the youth sector; stresses that Parliament will put forward all the transparency mechanisms necessary to fulfil its role as the guardian of citizens’ interests; warns that flexibility without transparency would widen the democratic accountability gap and undermine public trust in the EU;


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>16</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 34</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	34.	Deplores, in this regard, the fact that the budgetary nomenclature proposed in the sectoral legislation is woefully inadequate; calls on the Commission to take note of the detailed nomenclature for the four headings accompanying this report to be used as a basis for further discussions, without pre-empting the outcome of the respective ordinary legislative procedures;
	34.	Deplores, in this regard, the fact that the budgetary nomenclature proposed in the sectoral legislation is woefully inadequate; stresses that budgetary nomenclature is not merely a technical issue, but also a political instrument that directly shapes the level of transparency and accountability; calls on the Commission to take note of the detailed nomenclature for the four headings accompanying this report to be used as a basis for further discussions, without pre-empting the outcome of the respective ordinary legislative procedures;


</Amend>


<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>17</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 34 a (new)</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	
	34a.	Insists that the nomenclature must remain sufficiently detailed to reflect the programme objectives set out in the basic acts, preserve the visibility of EU action in the fields of education, culture, youth, sport and media, ensure transparency and predictable support to final beneficiaries, and enable Parliament to fully exercise its scrutiny role throughout the annual budgetary procedure and during implementation; underlines that, for Erasmus+ and AgoraEU, this requires budget lines that are structured by area or strand, comparable to the current situation;


</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>18</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 35</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	35.	Notes that budgetary transfers under the Financial Regulation3 already provide flexibility during budget implementation; stresses that the Commission can currently transfer considerable amounts between policy areas without budgetary authority approval, limiting oversight; in the absence of a sufficiently detailed budget structure, calls for new rules setting both a maximum amount and percentage per budget line for transfers without approval; considers that transfers from other Union institutions below a certain threshold could be exempted from the objection procedure as a simplification measure;
	35.	Notes that budgetary transfers under the Financial Regulation3 already provide flexibility during budget implementation; stresses that the Commission can currently transfer considerable amounts between policy areas without budgetary authority approval, limiting oversight; in the absence of a sufficiently detailed budget structure, calls for new rules setting both a maximum amount and percentage per budget line for transfers without approval; stresses that such rules are particularly necessary for programmes with multiannual commitments and high demand, such as Erasmus+, in order to prevent reallocations that would undermine agreed policy objectives and the expectations of final beneficiaries; considers that transfers from other Union institutions below a certain threshold could be exempted from the objection procedure as a simplification measure;

	_________________
	_________________

	3 Regulation (EU, Euratom) 2018/1046 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 July 2018 on the financial rules applicable to the general budget of the Union, amending Regulations (EU) No 1296/2013, (EU) No 1301/2013, (EU) No 1303/2013, (EU) No 1304/2013, (EU) No 1309/2013, (EU) No 1316/2013, (EU) No 223/2014, (EU) No 283/2014, and Decision No 541/2014/EU and repealing Regulation (EU, Euratom) No 966/2012 (OJ L 193, 30.7.2018, p. 1, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/reg/2018/1046/oj).
	3 Regulation (EU, Euratom) 2018/1046 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 July 2018 on the financial rules applicable to the general budget of the Union, amending Regulations (EU) No 1296/2013, (EU) No 1301/2013, (EU) No 1303/2013, (EU) No 1304/2013, (EU) No 1309/2013, (EU) No 1316/2013, (EU) No 223/2014, (EU) No 283/2014, and Decision No 541/2014/EU and repealing Regulation (EU, Euratom) No 966/2012 (OJ L 193, 30.7.2018, p. 1, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/reg/2018/1046/oj).


</Amend>




<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>19</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Paragraph 42</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	42.	Insists that all substantive policy choices such as programme objectives, spending priorities, financial allocations, eligibility, selection and award criteria, conditions, definitions and calculation methods must be determined in the relevant legislation, with full respect for Parliament’s prerogatives as co-legislator and budgetary authority and not in the work programme; demands that any elements entailing policy choices that are not included in the basic act be adopted exclusively through delegated acts, rejecting any use of implementing acts or other procedures that would bypass parliamentary scrutiny; in this respect, requires that all multiannual and annual work programmes be adopted through delegated acts to ensure Parliament’s systematic involvement in policy decision-making; categorically rejects any attempt to relegate strategic decisions to comitology procedures or other arrangements; warns that Parliament will not accept any proposal that fails to guarantee its full legislative and oversight powers;
	42.	Insists that all substantive policy choices such as programme objectives, spending priorities, financial allocations, eligibility, selection and award criteria, conditions, definitions and calculation methods, including minimum allocations where relevant, must be determined in the relevant legislation, with full respect for Parliament’s prerogatives as co-legislator and budgetary authority and not in the work programmes; demands that the key policy choices be decided in the basic acts to the extent possible and that any elements entailing policy choices that are not included in the basic acts be adopted exclusively through delegated acts, rejecting any use of implementing acts or other procedures, such as financing decisions, that would bypass parliamentary scrutiny, in order to fully respect the institutional balance laid down in the Treaties; in this respect, requires that all multiannual and annual work programmes be adopted through delegated acts to ensure Parliament’s systematic involvement in policy decision-making; categorically rejects any attempt to relegate strategic decisions to comitology procedures or other arrangements; warns that Parliament will not accept any proposal that fails to guarantee its full legislative and oversight powers; stresses that reducing the level of detail in the basic acts could result in important policy choices being shifted to the implementation phase, thus weakening democratic accountability and marginalising Parliament’s role in political decisions with significant budgetary implications;


</Amend>


<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>20</NumAm>
<DocAmend>
Proposal for a Interinstitutional Agreement between the European Parliament, the Council and the Commission on budgetary discipline, on cooperation in budgetary matters and on sound financial management
</DocAmend>
<Article>
Part II, B., paragraph 14
</Article>
	

	Motion for a resolution
	Amendment

	29.	When the creation of a new European school is envisaged by the Board of Governors of the European Schools, a similar procedure is to be applied, mutatis mutandis, for its budgetary implications on the Union budget.
	29.	The Commission shall notify the European Parliament and the Council when the creation or extension of a new European school is first envisaged by the Board of Governors of the European Schools, by means of a report containing preliminary information on the proposed creation or extension of the school, including the budgetary implications thereof. As soon as the Board of Governors decides on the creation or extension of a school, the Commission shall present the European Parliament and the Council with a second report containing up-to-date information on the budgetary implications of the decision.


</Amend>


<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>21</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Annex II</Article>
	


Motion for a resolution
	

	06
	02
	Erasmus+
	36,19
	40,38
	4,19

	06
	03
	AgoraEU
	7,61
	8,49
	0,88


Amendment
	

	06
	02
	Erasmus+
	36,19
	50
	13,81

	06
	03
	AgoraEU
	7,61
	12
	4,39



</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment		<NumAm>22</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Motion for a resolution</DocAmend>
<Article>Annex III</Article>
	


Motion for a resolution
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Amendment
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</Amend>

</RepeatBlock-Amend>
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[bookmark: ProcPageAD]ANNEX: DECLARATION OF INPUT
<FootprintIntro>The rapporteur for opinion declares under his exclusive responsibility that he did not include in his opinion input from interest representatives falling within the scope of the Interinstitutional Agreement on a mandatory transparency register[footnoteRef:1], or from representatives of public authorities of third countries, including their diplomatic missions and embassies, to be listed in this Annex pursuant to Article 8 of Annex I to the Rules of Procedure.</FootprintIntro> [1:  Interinstitutional Agreement of 20 May 2021 between the European Parliament, the Council of the European Union and the European Commission on a mandatory transparency register (OJ L 207, 11.6.2021, p. 1, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/agree_interinstit/2021/611/oj).] 
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