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On 27 January 1982, the Committee on Budgets appointed Mr SABY rapporteur 

for Section IV - COURT OF JUSTICE - of the draft general budget of the European 

Communities for the financial year 1983. 

At its meeting of 18 to 20 October 1982, the Committee on Budgets 

considered and adopted the draft amendments attached. 

At that meeting it adopted the following motion for a resolution by 

23 votes to 0, with 2 abstentions. 

Present: Mr Lange <chairman>; Mrs Barbarella <2nd vice-chairman>; Mr Saby 

<rapporteur>; Mr Abens, Mr Adam (deputizing for Mrs Nikolaou>, Mr Aigner 

(deputizing for Mr Notenboom), Mr Arndt, Mr Baillot, Mr Balfour, Mr Barbagli, 

Mrs Boserup, Mr Croux, Lord Douro, Mr Jackson, Mrs Van Hemeldonck (deputizing 

for Mr Lalumiere>, Mr Langes, Mr Lega, Mr Louwes, Mr Mouchel (deputizing for 

Mr Ansquer), Mr Paulhan <deputizing for Mr Couste>, Mr Pfennig, Mr Price, 

Mr Protopapadakis, Mr SchHn, Mrs Scrivener, Mr Simonnet, Mr Simpson 

(deputizing for Mr Kellett-Bowman> and Mrs Viehoff (deputizing for Mr Cluskey). 
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A 

The Committee on Budgets hereby submits to the European Parliament the following 

motion.jor a resolution, together with explanatory statement: 

on Section IV 'Court of Justice' of the draft general budget of the European Communities 

for the financiaL year 1983 

A. having regard to the draft general budget for the financial year 1983 established 

by the Council on Section IV- Court of Justice- and the explanatory memorandum 

thereto <Doc.~?00/82>, 

B. having regard to the report of the Committee on Budgets (Doc. 1-781/82), 

C. whereas a restrictive attitude to the administrative expenditure of all the 

Community Institutions is necessary, although that attitude must not undermine 

the ability of the Institutions to perform the tasks assigned to them under 

the Treaties, 

D. whereas the budgetary authority ought to examine the requests contained in the 

estimates of the Court of Justice giving full weight to the moderation and 

pertinence of the Court of Justice's decisions on its own estimates, 

E. whe~eas the increase in the estimates of the Court of Justice for 1983 already 

reflected the need for moderation to which all the Community institutions in 

general responded, 

F. whereas the Court must enjoy complete freedom in assessing judicial matters 

and be able to take the necessary measures in this area with the independence 

required by its function, and whereas it must therefore be in a position to 

apply the measures decided upon in that context with the same independence, 

1. Considers that the standard SX abatement applied by the Council to the appro

priations of the Court of Justice relating to staff expenditure has in the 

final analysis deprived the Court of resources which, according to its forecasts, 

it will need in 1983. Decides, therefore, to reinstate that sum and, in order 

to take account of the Council's attitude, to enter it as a reserve under 

Chapter 100, in the certainty that the Court will make use of it if the need 

arises in accordance with the most appropriate criteria; 
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2·. Agrees also wi.th the Court that responsibility for internal financial control,' 

vested at present .in a principal administrator, should, contrary to the 

pecisions taken by the Council when establishing the draft budget, be placed 
I 

at the Level which the Court of Justice considers appropriate, namely that of. 
head of division <A 3>; 

3. Amends the draft budget and·establishment plan of the Court of Justice 

accordingly. 
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~~eka~aiQB!_§Iai~M~~I 

Every year a feature of the requests submitted by the Court of Justice is their 

moderation and the carefully thought-out justifications accompanying them. Where 

they call for an increase in expenditure, t~at increase is as a rule tied, in a 

pertinent and coordinated m~nner, to the growth in the Court's activities. 

In these circumstances the two arms of the budgetary authority ought to leave to 

the Court of Justice responsibility for estimating its revenue and expenditure and, 

in principle, ought not to amend the budgetary proposals put forward by that 

Institution. 

.. 

2. B!9Y~!i2D§_in_!QQ!2e!i!!i2n§_9~~i2!2-~~-lb!_~2Yn~il 

The Court had proposed a preliminary draft budget for 1983 of 29,246,370 ECU, 

representing an increase over' its 1982 estimates of 28,028,670 ECU, of around 4% 

(in other words an extremely modest increase>. 

By its decisions on the draft budget the Council has cut this figure to 

28,615,060 ECU, which gives an increase o·f only 2X, not enough ·even to cover the 

increases which are the regrettable and vi·rtually automatic consequence of the 

general rise in costs. 

The Council has arrived at, this result by the applicati~n of a principle which, 

being too general, ends up by being blind, namely that of the standard 5% abatement 

of appropriations under Chapters 11 and 12 relating to staff expenditure. The 

rapporteur consider.& that in any event the sum corresponding to this standard 

abatement should be entered in the 1983 budget of the Court of Justice. He believes 

that, in an effort to arrive at a compromise between Parliament and the Council, 

this sum might be entered under Chapter 100 'Provisional appropriations•. 

A decision along those lines would moreover help the two arms of the budgetary 

authority to watch over the implementation of the budget of the Court of Justice 

in the course of the financial year. 
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The Court of Auditors recently called the attention of the Court of Justice 

to the desirability of appoi.nting an official to assume responsibility for financial 

control, a step that would infaet be in accordance with Article 19 of the Financial 

Regulation of the Communities. 

Contrary to the proposal put f~rward by the Court creating an A 3 post, the 

Council has now created the post in question only at A 5. 

The rapporteur cpnsiders this solution to be inadequate for reasons which, he~ ~ 

feels, should be ~elf-evident. 

He therefore proposes that the Council's decision be amended and the level 

proposed by the Court of Justice reinstated. 

The approach proposed by the,Committee on Budgets may be summarized as follows: 

- grant the Court a degree of independence in assessing its own estimates; 

- reinstate the sum equivalent to the standard SX abatemen:t applied to Chapters 11 

and 12 of the preliminary draft budget; 

- create the post for the official in charge of internal financial control at the 

most appropriate le~el, namely that of head of.division (A 3>. 

Decisions of the Committee on Budgets 

5. At its meeting of 20 October 1982, the Committee on Budgets adopted~ 

- amendment No. 1 hereinafter, tabled by the rapporteur, with 23 votes 
in favour; 

- amendment No. 2 herei·nafter, tabled by the rapporteur, with 21 votes 
in favour. 

It rejected amendment No. 106, also attached, by. 10 votes to 8, ·with 10 

abstentions. 
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I>RAFT A!\tENI>MENT BUDGET 

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 

21 OCTOBER 1982 ................... 
DRAFT 

CiENF.RAl. BUIXif.T OF THf. 1-:UROPEAN C'OMMUNITIF.S 
fOR Tim I:INANCIAL YUR .19.83 

DRAFT AMENDMENT No •• • it~?. 

Doc.b·700/ 482 

tabl~d by Mr SABY, rapporteur, on behaLf of the Committee on Budgets 

bl~I-Q.Lf!Q~I~ 

Amend the List of posts by the up-grading of the AS post created by the 
Council 'into an A3 post. 

The financial implications being minimal, there is no need to amend 
the appropriations. 

The Committee on Budgets endorses the view of the Court of Justice 
that responsibility for internal financial control should be at the level 
of A3. It is therefore necessary to up-grade the post of principal 
administrator which the Council decided to assign to this service in the 
draft budget into a post of head of division. 

PE 80. 531/482 
OR. Fr. 
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