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B10‑0194/2024
European Parliament resolution on election of the Commission
(2024/2877(RSP))
The European Parliament,
–	having regard to Article 17(7) of the Treaty on European Union and Article 106a of the Euratom Treaty,
–	having regard to European Council Decision (EU) 2024/1862[footnoteRef:2] of 27 June 2024 proposing Ursula von der Leyen as candidate for President of the Commission, [2:  OJ L, 2024/1862, 1.7.2024, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/dec/2024/1862/oj.] 

–	having regard to the political guidelines for the next Commission presented by the candidate for President of the Commission on 18 July 2024,
–	having regard to its decision of 18 July 2024[footnoteRef:3] electing Ursula von der Leyen President of the Commission, [3:  Texts adopted, P10_TA(2024)0004.] 

–	having regard to European Council Decision (EU) 2024/2086 of 24 July 2024 appointing the High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy[footnoteRef:4], [4:  OJ L, 2024/2086, 26.7.2024, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/dec/2024/2086/oj. ] 


–	having regard to Council Decision (EU) 2024/2517, taken by common accord with the President-elect of the Commission, of 19 September 2024 adopting the list of the other persons whom the Council proposes for appointment as Members of the Commission[footnoteRef:5], [5:  OJ L, 2024/2517, 23.9.2024, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/dec/2024/2517/oj.] 

–	having regard to the hearings of the Commissioners-designate held by the parliamentary committees responsible from 4 to 12 November 2024, and to the evaluations of the Commissioners-designate after the hearings,
–	having regard to the presentation in plenary on 27 November 2024, by the Commission President-elect, of the College of Commissioners and their programme,
–	having regard to the Treaty on European Union and the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, 
– 	having regard to the principles of democracy, transparency and accountability that underpin the European Union, 
–	having regard to its resolution of 16 September 2021 on strengthening transparency and integrity in the EU institutions by setting up an independent EU ethics body[footnoteRef:6],  [6:  OJ C 117, 11.3.2022, p. 159.] 

–	having regard to its resolution of 16 February 2023 on the establishment of an independent EU ethics body[footnoteRef:7], [7:  OJ C 283, 11.8.2023, p. 31.] 

–	having regard to its resolution of 12 July 2023 on the establishment of the EU ethics body[footnoteRef:8], [8:  OJ C, C/2024/4002, 17.7.2024, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/C/2024/4002/oj.] 

–	having regard to Rule 129(6) of, and Annex VII to, its Rules of Procedure,
A.	whereas, according to its Rules of Procedure, in particular Rule 129 and Annex VII, Article 2, Parliament shall have a particular regard to gender balance in the future Commission;
B.	whereas its Rules of Procedure, particularly Rule 129 and Annex VII, Article 2, also state that Parliament expects Commissioners-designate to make full disclosure of information relating to their financial interests;
C.	whereas, according to its Rules of Procedure, in particular Rule 129 and Annex VII, Article 3, the committee responsible for legal affairs shall scrutinise the declarations of interests and assess whether the content of declarations made by Commissioners-designate is accurate and complete;
D.	whereas Rule 129 of its Rules of Procedure and Annex VII, Article 5, stipulate that committees shall meet without delay after the confirmation hearing to evaluate the individual Commissioners-designate;
E.	whereas during the vetting process, 7 evaluations and 26 assessments were postponed without justification, violating procedural requirements and raising serious concerns about the integrity of the process;
F.	whereas the postponed evaluation meetings were officially called two to three hours before their actual start time, without prior notice and in a totally disorganised manner among the involved committees, leading to the unavailability of some of the coordinators;
G.	whereas the delays and apparent facilitation of back-room negotiations between major political groups have eroded trust in the transparency and fairness of the procedure and discredited the procedure and Parliament as a whole;
H.	whereas Parliament, as the sole directly elected EU institution, should play a critical role in upholding democratic accountability within the Union, and whereas this role is being increasingly sidelined;
I.	whereas Commissioners, once in office, earn up to EUR 30 000 a month; whereas in 2023, the average monthly salary of a single worker without children in the EU was EUR 2 351;
J.	whereas historical failures, such as the resignation of the Jacques Santer Commission in 1999, illustrate the risks deriving from insufficient parliamentary scrutiny;
1.	Strongly condemns the procedural violations and Parliament’s violation or disregard for its own Rules of Procedure at each and every stage of the vetting and screening procedure of the College of Commissioners;
2.	Is appalled by the masquerade of the scrutiny process of declarations of interests, which is still performed behind closed doors in an expedited and superficial manner, with a more limited scope than in 2019, without sufficient resources and in the total absence of investigating powers;
3.	Stresses that the template provided by the Commission for the declarations of financial interests by the Commissioners-designate remains based on a self-assessment of the potential or actual conflicts of interest by the candidates and does not meet the high-level standards proclaimed by and expected of the European executive;
[bookmark: _GoBack]4.	Recalls that, according to Rule 129 of its Rules of Procedure and Annex VII, Article 5, the Chair and coordinators shall meet without delay after the confirmation hearing to evaluate and approve or reject the Commissioners-designate;
5.	Deplores the postponements and lack of transparency of the evaluation meetings, which suggest a willingness to favour opaque political bargaining over democratic accountability;
6.	Strongly condemns the fact that, as a consequence of this back-room deal, candidates blatantly unqualified for their portfolio have been waved through without meaningful scrutiny;
7.	Condemns the fact that postponed evaluation meetings were called with shockingly short notice (two to three hours before their actual start time), without prior information and in a totally disorganised manner among the committees involved, resulting in some coordinators being unable to participate and represent their political groups in assessing some Commissioners-designate;
8.	Recalls that, as the EU’s only directly elected body, Parliament is tasked with holding the executive accountable; notes that, instead, Parliament has abdicated its responsibility, undermined its own integrity and credibility, and betrayed EU citizens;
9.	Highlights that these irregularities undermine Parliament’s credibility as the democratic voice of EU citizens and compromise its authority to act as an effective scrutiny body for the executive power;
10.	Urges the Commission and Parliament to initiate immediate and meaningful internal reforms to safeguard the integrity of the vetting process, in particular:
(a)	urges the Commission to revise its template for the declarations of financial interests of the Commissioners-designate;
(b)	reiterates its long-standing call to entrust an improved independent ethics body with the task of performing an in-depth assessment of the potential and actual conflicts of interests of Commissioners-designate;
(c)	insists on the mandatory enforcement of procedural timelines for evaluations;
(d)	strongly calls for improved transparency mechanisms to prevent back-room deals;
(e)	calls for a revision of Parliament’s Rules of Procedure so as to adopt mechanisms that ensure greater inclusivity in decision-making, involving smaller political groups;
11.	Calls for the strengthening of parliamentary scrutiny mechanisms to prevent future abuses and to ensure the democratic legitimacy of the Commission;
12.	Reiterates that Parliament’s responsibility to evaluate Commissioners-designate cannot be circumvented by secret negotiations or political bargaining between the biggest political groups in back-room deals with no transparency or accountability that disenfranchise smaller groups and thus a significant portion of EU citizens;
13.	Highlights the fact that this new Commission is the result of a new parliamentary coalition that includes the right and far-right groups, and will determine the political agenda for the next five years;
14.	Warns that continued erosion of Parliament’s role entails the risk of repeating previous institutional crises, such as the resignation of the 1999 Jacques Santer Commission;
15.	Regrets the fact that von der Leyen’s Commission does not live up to the standards of gender balance;
16.	Reaffirms that the Commissioners’ extraordinarily high salaries reflect a disconnect with the economic realities of workers across the EU, which results in them implementing policies that do not effectively address the workers’ daily needs and struggles;
17.	Condemns the openness of the Commission to the externalisation of asylum, using the Italian Government’s attempts to set up detention centres in non-EU countries as a model and underlines that this represents a clear breach of the values enshrined in Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union;
18.	Regrets the lack of ambitious climate policy put forward by the Commission to tackle the climate crisis;
19.	Regrets further that the College of Commissioners and their proposed programme do not live up to the expectations of EU citizens and that their programme does not address the multiple crises facing the EU and its Member States such as, but not limited to, deindustrialisation, high energy prices and access to public services;
20.	Denounces the austerity measures that the future College of Commissioners, together with the Member States, are planning to implement, at a time when public investments in pensions, transport, healthcare and education are indispensable;
21.	Rejects the agenda put forward by the College of Commissioners that promotes militarisation and a war economy;
22.	Is alarmed by the absence of a Commissioner for Employment and Social Affairs, demonstrating that, for this College of Commissioners, it is not a political priority and that they do not have a policy on this; underlines, on the contrary, the urgent need for decisive action to make housing affordable, increase wages, prevent the loss of jobs, improve working conditions and fight poverty and rising inequalities; calls, in this regard, for legislative initiatives and adequate funding at EU level to efficiently fulfil these objectives, beyond simple exchanges of good practice or declarations of intent;
23.	Strongly condemns the presence of two far-right nominees among the Commissioners-designate and the fact that, for the first time, the Commission will have a far-right Vice-President; recalls that far-right policies, when implemented, are systematically characterised by violent and targeted attacks on the rights of workers, women, trade unions and minorities, as well as austerity and tax policies that benefit the rich;
24.	Regrets that there is no longer a full Commissioner for Equality, demonstrating that, for this College of Commissioners, the rights of women, LGBTIQ+ people and vulnerable groups are not a political priority and that it does not have a policy on this;
25.	Demands that the Commission ensure the suspension of the EU-Israel Association Agreement and all EU trade and arms agreements with the State of Israel owing to its continuous and systematic violation of human rights and its crimes against humanity with the ongoing genocide in Gaza;
26.	Demands that the Commission and the Member States comply with the following recently issued arrest warrants by the International Criminal Court for Benjamin Netanyahu and Yoav Gallant for war crimes and crimes against humanity;
27.	Instructs its President to forward this resolution to the European Council, the Council of the European Union and the Commission.
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