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An Autonomous Union. Open to the World.





Recital 4 (formerly 3)

Drafting suggestion from 
FR: 

• Adopted by PCY.

Comment from FR: 

Due to FR special legal 
status as a Nuclear Weapon 
State, FR wishes to keep 
the same wording as in 
Regulation 2021/948 (recital 
6), which covers both 
situations (Comprehensive 
Safeguards Agreements 
and the French Voluntary 
Offer Safeguards 
Agreement).



Recital 8 (formerly 7)

Drafting suggestion from AT:

• Adopted by PCY.

Comment from AT: 

AT does not see significant 
proofs or answers on 
whether the proposed new 
[combined] regulation will 
actually improve the 
performance of the 
instruments.



Recital 11 (formerly 10) – No change

Comment from AT:

Austria requested this 
provision to be incorporated 
into an appropriate article in 
the new INSC Regulation 
proposal and maintained as 
part of the operative text.

• Not adopted.

Opinion from CLS: 

The operative part of a (non-) 
legislative act should mention 
what are its objectives, but it 
should not mention what are 
not its objectives.



(New) Recital 22

Comments from AT & DE: 

Delete “multiannual”. As 
appropriations are planned to 
be transferred, as needed, 
between the two components 
of the Instrument, in line with 
Financial Regulation Article 
30(1)(a), an annual action plan 
is necessary in order to allow 
transparency to MS.
PCY’s perception from the discussion on 11.12.2025

• The majority of MS supported an annual action plan for the sake of openness and 

transparency. 

• Same approach followed in Recital 37 (ex 35).

• An alternative wording is not to completely delete “multi-annual”, but clarify in a separate 

recital that either annual or multiannual plans might exist, to allow COM’s long-term planning, 

however accompanied by yearly reporting. 



Recital 25 (formerly 23)

Comment from AT: 

Austria acknowledges the 
importance of maintaining 
Union support to Ukraine in 
the field of nuclear safety. 
However, the explicit 
integration of Ukraine-
related funding under the 
INSCD, including access to 
the Ukraine Reserve, marks 
a significant shift from the 
previous, globally oriented 
INSC framework. Preference 
for non-case-specific 
language.

• Adopted by PCY.

CLS: Opt to leave out reference to Ukraine here, otherwise there 

might be a need to insert a whole list of other countries. 



Recitals 27 and 28 (formerly 25 and 26)

Drafting suggestion from DE: 

• Adopted by PCY.

Relevance to Recital 28 (ex 
26) – Comments for deleting 
the relevant Recital 28 (ex 26): 

PCY kept Recital 28 (ex 26), 
but accommodated stronger 
safety-related wording in 
Recital 27 (ex 25).



Article 1

Comment from DE:

The sectoral programmes
shall be limited to the duration 
of the MFF 2028-2034.

Drafting suggestion from DE: 

• Adopted by PCY. 

• Para. separated in two new 
paragraphs, 1 and 2, as per 
the advice from CLS. The 
idea is not to prejudge the 
future MFFs beyond 2034.

• The newly inserted text is 
kept in brackets.



Article 2(2) and 2(3)

Drafting suggestion from AT: 

“….including for safety-relevant 
security of supplies”

• Adopted by PCY. 

Comment from FR: 

• A reference to the proposed 
Regulation regarding the 
decommissioning assistance 
programme for Ignalina NPP  
should be included either in 
this article or in Article 16.

• Addressed in Article 16. 



Article 2 (last para.)

Drafting suggestions from DE & 
NL [also under Recital 35 (ex 
33)]: 

• “……The negotiation between 
the Commission and the host 
Member State shall be 
concluded within two years 
from the date of entry into 
force of this Regulation”.

• “The negotiation voluntary
discussions between the 
Commission…..” 

• PCY adopted the comment, 
replacing “negotiation” with 
“discussions”.

• Similar change in Art. 15(i) for 
consistency.

Moreover, “concluded” replaced by “initiated”:

• Setting a timeframe of 2 years binding COM and the host 

MS seems to be very ambitious. This activity might prove 

very complex to implement. 



Article 3 (bracketed 
provision) – No changes

Comments and drafting 
suggestions from DE and AT:

• Bracketed provisions cannot 
be modified at WP level.



Article 4(2) – No changes

Drafting suggestion received from 
FR (for an additional para.):

“The resources allocated to the 
Instrument under this article are the 
subject of an estimate within the 
draft annual budget, separate from 
the budget appropriations and 
broken down by type of resource. 
They are taken into account in the 
budgetary management of the 
Instrument”.

CLS: This is a horizontal provision which appears in more than one 

sectoral MFF proposals and which may require harmonisation across 

acts. Moreover, the Financial Regulation 2024/2509 does not allow to 

take this suggestion on board.



Article 11(1)

Insertion of new para. 1:

• Same rationale as in Recital 
21 (ex 20).



Art. 11(2) – No changes + 11(4) (formerly 11(3))

11(4) (ex 11(3)) - Comments received from many MS:

• Diverging position among MS on this threshold; 
however, majority prefers frugal option to add a ceiling 
of 5 million.

11(2) – Comments and drafting 
suggestion received by FR

• FR suggestion not included, 
as this is covered in the 
financing regulation 
(2509/24 art. 110), based on 
comments from CLS.



Article 12(4)

Comments received from LT:

• Replace with “comply”.

• Reference to the UN Convention on 
Environmental Impact Assessment                             
in a Transboundary Context (Espoo 
Convention).

In the revised draft, the PCY:

• Deleted the word “active” before 
“parties”, as this is unclear wording, in 
consultation with CLS.

• Kept “be parties to” and not 
accommodated the use of “comply”. 
Wording adjustment, after consultation 
with CLS. 

• Reference to Espoo Convention not 
accommodated. This is a policy choice 
to add criteria for third countries to 
cooperate with EU.



Article 14

Comments received from DE and 
FR.

“The proposed regulation does not 
specify the proceedings for the 
adoption of the work programmes
for the internal component of the 
Instrument. A reference to Article 4 
of the Commission Decision 
96/282/Euratom of 10 April 1996 
should be included”.

• Accommodated by PCY with 
the insertion of new 
para. 1. 

Comments received from DE and AT on multiannual 

work programmes:

• Already addressed elsewhere.



Article 15

Comments received by DE 
and NL:

• In consistency with previous 
changes in Article 2.

Request to amend the 
Explanatory Memorandum in 
line with the text proposed by 
NL (also for ex Recital 33):

• CLS: Not within the mandate 
of the Council.



Article 16

Comment received from FR:

• There should be a reference to 
the proposed regulation 
regarding the decommissioning 
assistance programme for 
Ignalina NPP in the INSC-D 
regulation, either in this article or 
in Article 2.2.

• Adopted by PCY.

Drafting suggestion received from 
FR:

• “3. The process of dissemination 
of knowledge shall be included 
and defined in the work 
programmes referred to in Article 
14”.

• Adopted by PCY (not 
“Article 4” as it now 
stands in rev1).



Article 17

Comment received from DE:

• “Configurations” is unclear 
phrasing; who decides on the 
different configurations of the 
committee? Implicit that MS can 
decide who should attend 
committee meetings. 

• This provision hinders 
transparency and hence should 
be omitted

• Adopted by PCY.
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Thank you!

Ευχαριστούμε!

https://cyprus-presidency.consilium.europa.eu/en/
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