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Document 1 
Advocacy on the next Multiannual Financial framework
Document for information and discussion
Purpose of this item

The purpose of this item is to outline our main advocacy requests to the European Commission on the next Multiannual Financial Framework (EU budget). After the release of the draft regulations in 2025, we will then go into more detail in proposing amendments to the texts.
Questions for Committee members
1. What are your thoughts on our proposals?
2. Are there other priorities you would like us to include in our advocacy? 
Context

The Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) of the European Union is a plan for how the EU will spend its money over a seven-year period. The next period will be from 2028-2034. 
The money from the MFF is divided into several key areas to support various policies and initiatives. For the 2021-2027 period, the MFF has allocated a total of €1,074 billion across seven major categories:

1. Single Market, Innovation, and Digital: €132.8 billion

2. Cohesion, Resilience, and Values: €377.8 billion

3. Natural Resources and Environment: €356.4 billion

4. Migration and Border Management: €22.7 billion

5. Security and Defence: €13.2 billion

6. Neighbourhood and the World: €98.4 billion

7. European Public Administration: €72.7 billion1.

The areas EDF focus on the most are cohesion (which includes funds such as the European Social Fund and the European Regional Development Fund), and Neighbourhood and the world.
In July 2025 the European Commission will release their proposals for the new Regulations on these EU funds. We will develop some key advocacy requests to the deliver to the Commission to influence the first drafts of their proposals. After this, we will analyse the proposals in detail, add more amendments, and work with the Parliament and the Council to get a good final result.
When it comes to the amount of funding attributed to each funding strand, the Member States will be largely in charge of deciding this. We will work with our national members to influence this.

What we will be calling for
On the budget in general

· Increase in the budget attributed to the European Social Fund

· Protect the budget for Erasmus+ and do not reduce
· Continue commitment to the Ukraine Facility 

· Facilitate the process of applying for EU funds, reduce the administrative burden when reporting, and lower the co-funding requirements for small organisations to give them easier access to EU funding.
Common Provisions Regulation

· For the Commission’s new Guidance on Independent Living and Inclusion in the Community to be referenced in the Regulation. That adhering to the guidance be an enabling condition for eligibility for getting funding for social inclusion
· Maintaining the article on ensuring accessibility for persons with disabilities
· Strengthen the partnership and multilevel governance provision to include requirements for transparency around how civil society representatives are selected, who they are, and what the selection criteria is. The call for representatives interested in being part of selection committees should also be well publicised so any interested and qualified can apply

· Facilitate and simplify complaint mechanisms and speed up freezing of funding when funds are used in a way that does not respect accessibility requirements and furthers the exclusion of persons with disabilities.

European Social Fund Plus (ESF+)
· Include in the thematic concentration of the Social Fund Plus, funding to go towards a new Disability Employment and Skills Guarantee

· Increase ESF+’s focus on funding community-based services, personal assistance schemes, training for service providers and other actions that prioritise the transition away from institutions. ESF+ should become the funding strand that is by default used to support community-based services and independent living. It should take over the role from ERDF, which has been used for investing in building or refurbishing residential settings
· Make it a priority for ESF+ funds to be used to train teachers and classroom assistants in making mainstream education accessible for learners with disabilities.
European Regional Development Fund (ERDF)
· Funding priority to invest in the provision of affordable and accessible housing
· Investment priority to adapt existing housing where possible to render them more accessible

· Funding priority for improving accessibility of public transportation and build environment of stations

· Make it a funding priority to increase the accessibility of educational establishments for learners with disabilities

· Stop funding from the ERDF being used for investment in institutions, and calling instead for the ESF+ to be used as the funding strand to improve provision of community-based services.
Erasmus+ and Solidarity Corps
· Extra grants available to off-set disability-related expenses, or requirements for personal assistance.
Neighbourhood, Development and International Cooperation Instrument (NDICI)

· Link NDICI investments to list of human rights-based indicators to track its alignment with the UN CRPD. The system should include collection of disability-disaggregated data using the Washington Group Questions and should also include other measures to capture qualitative dimensions and to cover constituencies not fully included in standard data disaggregation tools.

· Set aside dedicated budget to cover the costs of making programmes inclusive of and accessible to persons with disabilities. For instance, funding should also be allocated to the cost of sign interpretation, captioning, personal assistant and adapted transportation.  
· Make it a funding priority for the NDICI to support the transition from institutions to community-based services and independent living.
Ukraine Facility
· Making accessibility for persons with disabilities a core principle. Strategies, action plans and reforms under the Facility should contribute to building and rebuilding more accessible and inclusive communities

· Accelerate the transition from residential institutions to community-based services and independent living. Ensure that resources are not used to perpetuate segregation of persons with disabilities in residential institutions.

· Focus on developing the Facility’s ability to make all public services fully accessible (in particular, education and health care) while simultaneously providing relevant disability-specific services where required
· Ensure the timely collection of disaggregated data by gender, age, and disability, using the Washington Group questions and the OECD DAC Disability Marker.

� See UN Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, �HYPERLINK "http://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=6QkG1d%2FPPRiCAqhKb7yhsnbHatvuFkZ%2Bt93Y3D%2Baa2pjFYzWLBu0vA%2BBr7QovZhbuyqzjDN0plweYI46WXrJJ6aB3Mx4y%2FspT%2BQrY5K2mKse5zjo%2BfvBDVu%2B42R9iK1p"��General Comment no.7�, CRPD/C/GC/7, paragraph 91
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