
AM\1102970EN.doc  PE587.710v01-00 

EN United in diversity EN 

European Parliament 
2014-2019  

 

Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development 
 

2016/2148(INI) 

6.9.2016 

AMENDMENTS 
1 - 112 

Draft opinion 

Viorica Dăncilă 

(PE587.470v01-00) 

Investing in jobs and growth - maximising the contribution of European 

Structural and Investment Funds: an evaluation of the report under Article 

16(3) of the CPR  

Proposal for a decision 

(COM(2015)0639 – 2016/2148(INI)) 



PE587.710v01-00 2/53 AM\1102970EN.doc 

EN 

AM_Com_NonLegOpinion 



AM\1102970EN.doc 3/53 PE587.710v01-00 

  EN 

Amendment   1 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Takes note of the Commission 

communication regarding negotiations of 

partnership agreements (PAs) and 

operational programmes (OPs) as required 

by Article 16(3) of the Common Provisions 

Regulation (CPR); 

1. Takes note of the Commission 

communication regarding negotiations of 

partnership agreements (PAs) and 

operational programmes (OPs) as required 

by Article 16(3) of the Common Provisions 

Regulation (CPR) and considers it 

disappointing that the Commission, 

instead of producing a report, as was 

originally intended, has merely submitted 

a communication; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   2 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Welcomes the establishment by the 

Commission of a high-level group with 

the aim of reducing the administrative 

burden for beneficiaries of the five 

European Structural and Investment 

Funds, including the EAFRD; hopes that 

the group’s report will make it possible to 

identify practical ways of further 

simplifying European funds and making 

them easier to access; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   3 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 
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Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds (ESI 

Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds (ESI 

Funds) which includes the European 

Agricultural Fund for Rural Development 

(EAFRD) are crucial investment tools, 

and should be the main financing vehicle 

for boosting rural development in many 

Member States; believes however that the 

complexity of the overlapping funds 

within the ESI Fund undermines its 

effectiveness and its implementation at 

local level; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   4 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

points out that complementarity between 

those two funds is essential for job 

creation and growth in rural areas; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   5 

Sofia Ribeiro 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds (ESI 

Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, that the European 

Agricultural Fund for Rural Development 

(EAFRD) is the main financing vehicle for 

boosting rural development in many 

Member States, and that POSEI is chiefly 

responsible for creating direct and 

indirect agricultural sector jobs for the 

outermost regions, and hopes that its 

budget will be maintained on a par with 

the specific political and administrative 

characteristics of these regions and the 

constraints and provisions set out in 

Article 349 TFEU; 

Or. pt 

 

Amendment   6 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) should be the 

main financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in all Member States and 

principally those in which the agricultural 

sector has been particularly hard-hit; 

considers, moreover, that the rural 

development programme for Greece 

should be stepped up and funding 

increased for the period 2014-2020 ; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   7 
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Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States in 

addition to ad hoc payments from the 

European Agricultural Guarantee Fund 

(EAGF); 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   8 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is the main 

financing vehicle for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

2. Is of the opinion that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds 

(ESI Funds) are crucial investment tools, 

including for rural areas, and that the 

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 

Development (EAFRD) is one of the main 

financing vehicles for boosting rural 

development in many Member States; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   9 

Albert Deß, Peter Jahr, Norbert Lins 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Stresses that the European 

Structural and Investment Funds should 

contribute to the development of 

infrastructure in rural areas, and in 

particular to promoting the expansion of 

broadband, developing and modernising 

the agri-food sector, and improving access 

to funding for SMEs in this sector; takes 

the view that many of the current CAP 

instruments should be used to implement 

targeted investments successfully and 

efficiently; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment   10 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Considers that the ESI Funds 

should be used to promote high-quality 

jobs, totally free of abuse and 

exploitation, and to support sustainable 

development, focusing in particular on 

the circular economy and renewable 

energy sources in a low-carbon context 

serving also to reduce pollutant 

emissions; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   11 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Stresses the importance of Rural 

Development Programmes supporting 
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agricultural employment particularly in 

terms of quality jobs creation for young 

people and women; meanwhile this 

priority encourages to take up farming as 

a career enabling generational turnover; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   12 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Maintains that rural areas are 

more than simply farming areas and that 

they should accordingly be supported not 

just under the agriculture funds, but also 

under every other ESI Fund;  points, 

therefore, to the importance of ensuring 

additionality among the funds; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   13 

Beata Gosiewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Emphasises how important it is 

that the development needs of rural areas 

are adequately taken into account in 

partnership agreements, and that the 

provisions of partnership agreements in 

this area are transposed into the various 

cohesion policy operating programmes; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   14 
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Zbigniew Kuźmiuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Emphasises how important it is 

that the development needs of rural areas 

are adequately taken into account in 

partnership agreements, and that the 

provisions of partnership agreements in 

this area are transposed into the various 

cohesion policy operating programmes; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   15 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Emphasises the role of agriculture 

in providing jobs and in preserving the 

countryside; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   16 

Clara Eugenia Aguilera García, Ricardo Serrão Santos, Jonás Fernández 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Rejects any freezing or cutting of 

aid from the European Structural and 

Investment Funds as enforcement action 

for failing to comply with the excessive 

deficit targets, as has been announced in 

the case of Spain and Portugal; 

Or. es 
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Amendment   17 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Esther Herranz García, Gabriel Mato, Nuno Melo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Takes the view that rural areas, 

particularly the least developed areas, can 

make a significant contribution to 

increasing employment and reducing 

poverty by boosting investment in 

innovation and education to help 

modernise rural areas, make them more 

competitive and thereby guarantee 

generational renewal; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   18 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Esther Herranz García, Gabriel Mato, Nuno Melo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Takes the view, therefore, that in 

order to guarantee economic growth in 

rural areas, all cutting or freezing of the 

funding allocated to those areas must be 

avoided; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   19 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines that the new EAFRD 3. Underlines that the new EAFRD 
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builds on the previous programming 

periods by providing flexibility to better 

address specific territorial needs and 

broadening the objectives to six EU 

priorities for rural development divided 

into 18 focus areas, all of which 

contribute to the three cross-cutting 

objectives of innovation and 

environment/climate change mitigation 

and adaptation; 

should build on the previous programming 

periods by providing flexibility to better 

address specific territorial needs;  

Or. el 

 

Amendment   20 

Hannu Takkula, Fredrick Federley, Ivan Jakovčić, Jasenko Selimovic 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines that the new EAFRD 

builds on the previous programming 

periods by providing flexibility to better 

address specific territorial needs and 

broadening the objectives to six EU 

priorities for rural development divided 

into 18 focus areas, all of which contribute 

to the three cross-cutting objectives of 

innovation and environment/climate 

change mitigation and adaptation; 

3. Underlines that the new EAFRD 

builds on the previous programming 

periods by providing flexibility to better 

address specific territorial needs and 

broadening the objectives to six EU 

priorities for rural development divided 

into 18 focus areas, all of which contribute 

to the three cross-cutting objectives of 

innovation and environment/climate 

change mitigation and adaptation; stresses 

that fostering technological and social 

innovation in the coming financial 

periods is a key to sustainable and 

competitive European agriculture; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   21 

Albert Deß, Peter Jahr, Norbert Lins 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines that the new EAFRD 3. Underlines that the new EAFRD 
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builds on the previous programming 

periods by providing flexibility to better 

address specific territorial needs and 

broadening the objectives to six EU 

priorities for rural development divided 

into 18 focus areas, all of which contribute 

to the three cross-cutting objectives of 

innovation and environment/climate 

change mitigation and adaptation; 

builds on the previous programming 

periods by providing flexibility to better 

address specific territorial needs and 

broadening the objectives to six EU 

priorities for rural development divided 

into 18 focus areas, all of which contribute 

to the three cross-cutting objectives of 

innovation and environment/climate 

change mitigation and adaptation; also 

stresses that the ESIF should first and 

foremost target investments that are likely 

to boost the business cycles; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment   22 

Bronis Ropė 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 a. Recalls the important contribution 

of the EAFRD for climate protection and 

the target to spend at least 20% of EU 

budget on climate action; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   23 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3α. Points to the importance of the 

EAFRD for micro, small, and medium-

sized enterprises; 

Or. it 
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Amendment   24 

Bronis Ropė 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 b. Recalls the importance of 

LEADER and the LEADER experience, 

including the approach that 5% of 

EAFRD has to be spent on community-led 

local development (CLLD) or LEADER; 

 Whereas CLLD is only voluntary under 

the ERDF and no minimum share is 

defined to be spent on CLLD; 

 Cautions therefore against trends to 

merge intra-fund development approaches 

in which CLLD may be lost; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   25 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

this coupled with the economic downturn, 

which has been aggravated by geo-

political decisions has led to a situation 

in many member states where there is a 

substantial decrease in the roll out of 

programs on the ground due to co-

funding obligations at national level; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   26 

Sofia Ribeiro 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period; 

Or. pt 

 

Amendment   27 

Beata Gosiewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 96 billion, 

which represents a decrease in real terms 

compared with the previous period, but 

owing to the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   28 

Zbigniew Kuźmiuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 96 billion, 

which represents a decrease in real terms 

compared with the previous period, but 

owing to the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   29 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Esther Herranz García, Gabriel Mato, Nuno Melo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Regrets that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

although owing to provisions for 

additional national financing, variable co-

financing rates and the possibility of fund-

switching between CAP pillars, the final 

amount shows a slight overall increase at 

present; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   30 

Clara Eugenia Aguilera García, Ricardo Serrão Santos, Jonás Fernández 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 4. Notes that the budget initially 
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allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

although, owing to provisions for 

additional national financing, variable co-

financing rates and the possibility of fund-

switching between CAP pillars, the final 

amount shows a slight overall increase at 

present only in those Member States that 

have applied the transfer of funding 

between pillars; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   31 

Annie Schreijer-Pierik 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in 

real terms compared with the previous 

period, but because of provisions for 

additional national financing, variable co-

financing rates and the possibility of fund-

switching between CAP pillars, the final 

amount shows a slight overall increase at 

present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, and regrets that this represents a 

sharp decrease compared with the 

previous period, but notes that because of 

provisions for additional national 

financing, variable co-financing rates and 

the possibility of fund-switching between 

CAP pillars, the final amount shows a 

slight overall increase at present; 

Or. nl 

 

Amendment   32 

Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 
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period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period 

of more than the EUR 95.6 billion 

announced one year ago because of 

transfers from the 1st pillar,  but because 

of provisions for additional national 

financing, variable co-financing rates and 

the possibility of fund-switching between 

CAP pillars, the final amount shows a 

slight overall increase at present; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   33 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present, 

which should be used to assist EU 

Member States such as Greece that are 

particularly affected by the Russian 

embargo; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   34 

Daniel Buda 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

4. Notes that the budget initially 

allocated for the current programming 

period under Pillar II was EUR 99.6 

billion, which represents a decrease in real 

terms compared with the previous period, 

but because of provisions for additional 

national financing, variable co-financing 

rates and the possibility of fund-switching 

between CAP pillars, the final amount 

shows a slight overall increase at present; 

stresses the added value of multi-fund 

financing and insists on the need to 

harmonise the rules on the synergy of 

funds; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   35 

Maria Lidia Senra Rodríguez 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Rejects any attempt to freeze 

European Structural and Investment 

Funds as a way of using pressure and 

blackmail to force Member States to 

comply with budgetary adjustments that 

have been imposed, and without taking 

into account the impact that the crisis is 

having in terms of wiping out jobs and 

increasing poverty and social exclusion, 

or the increased suffering that this 

measure will cause people, especially 

those in the most disadvantaged classes; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   36 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States to 

have drawn lessons from this process with 

a view to preventing similar delays in the 

future; 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); believes that a clear 

distinction should be made between 

essential over arching elements which 

require Commission approval and those 

which, under the principle of subsidiarity 

could be implemented at Member State 

level in a more timely manner with a view 

to preventing similar delays in the future; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   37 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States to 

have drawn lessons from this process with 

a view to preventing similar delays in the 

future; 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); stresses the need for 

the Commission and Member States to 

adopt these programmes immediately so 

as to for strengthen the rural sectors of 

the EU Member States; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   38 

Daniel Buda 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States to 

have drawn lessons from this process with 

a view to preventing similar delays in the 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States to 

have drawn lessons from this process with 

a view to preventing similar delays in the 
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future; future; points out that the delays in 

adopting the RDPs and in awarding 

payments to farmers are contributing to 

the worsening crisis in the agricultural 

sector, and calls on the Commission and 

Member States to introduce transitional 

measures to safeguard farmers' access to 

financing; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   39 

Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States to 

have drawn lessons from this process with 

a view to preventing similar delays in the 

future; 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs), which is due to the 

lengthy bureaucratic practices and time-

consuming systematic consultation 

between the partners and the 

Commission for preparation of draft 

national RDPs;  expects the Commission 

and the Member States to have drawn 

lessons from this process with a view to 

preventing similar delays in the future; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   40 

Herbert Dorfmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States to 

have drawn lessons from this process with 

a view to preventing similar delays in the 

5. Is concerned by the long adoption 

process of the Rural Development 

Programmes (RDPs); expects the 

Commission and the Member States and 

regions to have drawn lessons from this 

process with a view to preventing similar 
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future; delays in the future; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   41 

Sofia Ribeiro 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Believes that priority should be 

given in the RDP to proposed projects that 

have a direct impact on agricultural 

development, taking care to ensure that 

this programme does not include projects 

that, while they are intended for rural 

areas, could be included in other 

European programmes; 

Or. pt 

 

Amendment   42 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Points out that the late adoption of 

the RDPs has inevitably delayed the 

publication of notices concerning specific 

measures and sub-measures and that this 

has caused considerable inconvenience to 

farmers; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   43 

Estefanía Torres Martínez 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 5 a. Stresses that the socioeconomic 

inequalities in the EU are constantly 

increasing, especially the gap between 

rural and urban areas, thus leaving rural 

areas subordinated to poverty and 

stagnation; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   44 

Clara Eugenia Aguilera García, Ricardo Serrão Santos, Jonás Fernández 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5a. Emphasises once again the 

important role played by young people 

and women in rural areas and urges the 

Member States to give them a leading role 

in their programmes; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   45 

Estefanía Torres Martínez 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5 b. Recalls that rural areas in the EU 

are facing a whole range of long-lasting 

problems -depopulation, aging of 

remaining population, lack of social 

services and other socio-economic 

problems- that should be taken as a core 

priority in European cohesion policies 

funded with ESIF; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   46 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5b. Believes that even after 

programmes have been approved, the 

Commission should continue to provide 

the necessary assistance to RDP support 

authorities so as to enable plans to be 

implemented efficiently and without 

delay; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   47 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures; believes however 

that future multiannual environmental 

measures must be implemented for the 

entire funding period i.e. seven years 

instead of five, to ensure that gains made 

while participating in environmental 

measures are built upon in subsequent 

funding tranches; is of the opinion that 
physical investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness should be undertaken in a 

realistic manner which will not 

undermine the financial viability of the 

enterprise with unsustainable debt levels; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   48 
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Annie Schreijer-Pierik 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds aimed at 

boosting competitiveness; expects that 

those measures, together with the services 

which managers of the countryside 

provide to the benefit of climate policy 

and biodiversity strategy, will have a long-

lasting impact and high economic leverage, 

and should therefore be supported with 

European funds; 

Or. nl 

 

Amendment   49 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Notes the higher allocation by the 

Member States of funds for environmental 

measures and for physical investments 

aimed at boosting competitiveness; 

stresses the need to increase Union 

funding for corresponding rural and 

environmental measures; expects that 

those measures will have a long-lasting 

impact and high economic leverage; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   50 

Estefanía Torres Martínez 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at sustainable 

development of rural areas; expects that 

those measures will have a long-lasting 

impact and high economic leverage; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   51 

Georgios Epitideios 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   52 

Philippe Loiseau, Edouard Ferrand 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Notes the higher allocation by the 

Member States of funds for environmental 

measures and for physical investments 

aimed at boosting competitiveness; expects 

that those measures will have a long-

lasting impact and high economic leverage; 

Or. fr 
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Amendment   53 

Clara Eugenia Aguilera García, Ricardo Serrão Santos, Jonás Fernández 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage, fostering 

efficient additionality between the various 

funds; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   54 

Daniel Buda 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; highlights the 

importance of introducing the risk-

management instrument as part of the 

EAFRD, and calls on the Member States 

to support the setting-up of mutual funds 

and insurance premiums with a view to 

removing vulnerabilities in the 

agricultural sector; 

Or. ro 
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Amendment   55 

Bronis Ropė 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; notes 

furthermore that ensuring productivity 

and therefore competitiveness in the long 

term depends very much on investing in 

environmental aspects of farming such as 

soil erosion prevention, efficient nutrient 

cycling, optimal pollination, topsoil 

creation and integrating agroforestry to 

build resilience to climate change; 

farmers are less able to invest in these 

kinds of measures themselves while their 

incomes are being squeezed in the current 

economic situation, which makes EU and 

Member State funding vital for future 

productivity, food security and prosperity; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   56 

Herbert Dorfmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States of funds for 

environmental measures and for physical 

investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 

6. Welcomes the higher allocation by 

the Member States and regions of funds 

for environmental measures and for 

physical investments aimed at boosting 

competitiveness; expects that those 

measures will have a long-lasting impact 

and high economic leverage; 
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Or. it 

 

Amendment   57 

Albert Deß, Peter Jahr, Norbert Lins 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Calls on the Commission to 

guarantee easier and geographically 

balanced access to funding, according 

particular priority to undertakings and 

cooperatives in rural and structurally 

disadvantaged areas, and to projects 

seeking to promote territorial cohesion 

and the networking of rural areas; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment   58 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Maintains that projects financed 

under RDPs must genuinely meet the 

need to create growth and employment, 

and calls on the Commission and 

managing authorities to draw up ex ante 

and ex post assessments of the added 

value and the economic and social impact 

of the projects and operations financed; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   59 

Jasenko Selimovic, Hannu Takkula, Ivan Jakovčić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 6 a. Highlights that the measures of 

the Rural Development funding directed 

at fostering innovation and investment in 

emerging technologies and precision 

farming should be substantially 

reinforced in order to enhance the 

competitiveness of European enterprises 

in the rural areas; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   60 

Daniel Buda, Viorica Dăncilă 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 

that mechanisms are in place to correlate 

production and sales prices and thus 

ensure that the main beneficiaries of CAP 

financing are agricultural producers; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   61 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6a. Believes that it is necessary, when 

making use of ESIFs, to separate co-

financing from the Stability and Growth 

Pact; 

Or. it 
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Amendment   62 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivan Jakovčić, Hannu Takkula 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 6 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 6 b. Stresses the need to support rural 

areas with a sustainable management of 

soil, water and biodiversity in order to 

enhance their contribution to the 

bioeconomy; in addition, farmers need to 

have measures adapted to respond to 

increasing challenges such as food 

security and climate change; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   63 

Annie Schreijer-Pierik 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully 

taken advantage of by some Members 

States and regions which perceived a risk 

of increased complexity and control 

requirements; 

7. Considers that the EAFRD was not 

fully taken advantage of by some Member 

States and regions owing to the increased 

complexity and control requirements 

imposed by the Commission, and 

therefore calls for a centralised, digital 

system to be introduced at European level, 

thus enabling accounting issues to be 

identified; 

Or. nl 

 

Amendment   64 

John Stuart Agnew 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully 

taken advantage of by some Members 

States and regions which perceived a risk 

of increased complexity and control 

requirements; 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD has actually 

created significant additional complexity 

for Members States and regions, which 

limits uptake by potential beneficiaries 

due to the increased complexity and 

punitive control requirements; notes that 

programmes designed and led by local 

partnerships to meet local needs, and a 

focus on results and rather than 

processes, produce a better return on 

investment and simpler administration; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   65 

Hannu Takkula, Fredrick Federley, Ivan Jakovčić, Jasenko Selimovic 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 

regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements; 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 

regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements 

therefore asks the Commission to ensure 

that all parties are in due time informed 

about the renewed EAFRD structure and 

to actively facilitate the uptake and 

visibility of these funds; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   66 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Lambert van Nistelrooij 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 
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regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements; 

regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements; 

urges the implementation of the 

simplification proposals brought forward 

by the High Level Group of Independent 

Experts on Monitoring Simplification for 

Beneficiaries of the European Structural 

and Investment Funds; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   67 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 

regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements; 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 

regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements; 

expresses disquiet at the results for less 

developed regions and regions in 

transition, which are the worst recorded to 

date; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   68 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was not fully taken 

advantage of by some Members States and 

regions which perceived a risk of increased 

complexity and control requirements; 

7. Considers that the more flexible 

structure of the EAFRD was 

not adequately taken advantage of by some 

Members States and regions which 

perceived a risk of increased complexity 

and control requirements; 

Or. el 
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Amendment   69 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 7a. Regrets that on average only 28% 

of farms in Europe are run by women, 

while female entrepreneurship represents 

an important pillar in social, economic 

and environmental terms for sustainable 

development in rural areas; therefore 

calls on the Commission to support and 

encourage access for women in rural 

areas to the labour market as a priority in 

their future development policies; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   70 

Ricardo Serrão Santos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 7a. Stresses the importance of 

adjustments to the European Structural 

and Investment Funds (ESIF) that will 

enhance their applicability to the 

outermost regions, boosting the economy 

and local employment in these areas that 

are characterised by distance, remoteness, 

dispersion and small size, and that 

consequently require particular attention 

in relation to creating and preserving 

jobs;  

Or. pt 

 

Amendment   71 

Bronis Ropė 
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on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 7 a. Notes that some Member States or 

regions, sometimes those with the most 

need of rural development, do not 

promote participation in schemes, nor in 

some cases even offer schemes which are 

needed in their territories; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   72 

Nicola Caputo, Viorica Dăncilă, Tibor Szanyi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 7a. Calls on the Commission to 

strengthen its role for the purpose of 

exchanging and disseminating best 

practice among Member States and 

regions regarding the use of the EAFRD; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   73 

Bronis Ropė 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 7 b. notes that rural development 

income for some Member States was 

effectively cut as a result of the 

intergovernmental deals that decided the 

current EU rural development budget 

"envelopes", with the result that rural 
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development has suffered in some regions 

and is patchy across the EU; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   74 

Bronis Ropė 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 7 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 7 c. Given the continued heavy loss of 

small farms from EU landscapes and 

rural economies, the loss of young people 

and outmigration from rural areas, it is 

important that firstly schemes appropriate 

for smaller farmers are offered as options 

in the Member State's Rural Development 

Plans, with the Commission ensuring that 

this is the case; the arbitrary use of 

restrictive area limits barring entry of 

farmers to certain RD schemes should be 

screened for by the Commission and 

discontinued by the Member States; 

 Secondly uptake and participation of 

small farmers should be maximised by 

administrations adopting procedures that 

are simple and easy to understand for the 

farmers or communities wishing to 

participate;  

Small farmers should be enabled and 

empowered in each Member State to work 

together on joint or community projects; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   75 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP 

and, where feasible and necessary, to 

adapt the basic legislation to this effect; 

calls on the Commission and the Member 

States to ensure that sufficient resources 

are dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

deleted 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   76 

Georgios Epitideios 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. asks the Commission to continue 

the simplification of the CAP and, where 

feasible and necessary, to adapt the basic 

legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   77 

John Stuart Agnew 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 8. Regrets that the Member States 
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gold-plating or adding unnecessary 
guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP 

and, where feasible and necessary, to 

adapt the basic legislation to this effect; 

calls on the Commission and the Member 

States to ensure that sufficient resources 

are dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

cannot avoid having to add guidelines and 

procedures in the 

local application and implementation of 

the EAFRD and suggests that a bottom-up 

approach would produce more 

appropriate programmes; suggests that 

the Commission could achieve greater 

gains in simplifying the RDPs than 

it would in the simplification of the CAP 

and should, where feasible and necessary, 

adapt the basic legislation to this effect; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   78 

Hannu Takkula, Fredrick Federley, Ivan Jakovčić, Jasenko Selimovic 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP 

and, where feasible and necessary, to adapt 

the basic legislation to this effect; calls on 

the Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. Calls Member States to efficiently 

and fully implement EAFRD and avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures; asks the 

Commission to continue the simplification 

of the CAP, where feasible and necessary, 

to adapt the basic legislation to this effect; 

calls on the Commission and the Member 

States to ensure that sufficient resources 

are dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   79 

Philippe Loiseau, Edouard Ferrand 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

8. Urges the Commission and the 

Member States to avoid gold-plating or 
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guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP 

and, where feasible and necessary, to 

adapt the basic legislation to this effect; 

calls on the Commission and the Member 

States to ensure that sufficient resources 

are dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

adding unnecessary guidelines and 

procedures which could interfere with 

efficient implementation of the EAFRD; 

asks the Commission to continue the 

simplification of the CAP; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   80 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect so as to 

allow for quick and easy access to 

European funding; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   81 

Daniel Buda, Viorica Dăncilă 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 8. Urges the Member States to avoid 
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gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; is 

concerned that excessive bureaucracy and 

complex rules are making CAP-based 

financing less attractive; 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   82 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; regrets that 

discussion on simplification of the CAP 

has centered on "greening" in pillar I, 

while ignoring the situation alluded to in 

the study prepared for the CONT 

Committee in 2014 titled, " "Gold-

plating" in the EAFRD: To what extent 

do national rules unnecessarily add to 

complexity and, as a result increase the 

risk of errors? ", which has highlighted 

the problems in pillar II; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment   83 

Eleftherios Synadinos 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; stresses in particular the 

need for vigilance and good organisation 

on the part of the regions and willingness 

on the part of the municipalities (first-

level local government) also, as 

potential beneficiaries, to assume 

responsibility for the preparation of files 

and project implementation;  asks the 

Commission to continue the simplification 

of the CAP and, where feasible and 

necessary, to adapt the basic legislation to 

this effect; calls on the Commission and 

the Member States to ensure that sufficient 

resources are dedicated to successful 

fulfilment of remaining ex-ante 

conditionalities; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   84 

Jasenko Selimovic, Hannu Takkula 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; underlines that oriented 

advisory services are essential in the 



AM\1102970EN.doc 41/53 PE587.710v01-00 

  EN 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

operational programmes to support 

farmers and forest holders for efficiently 

implementation; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   85 

Beata Gosiewska 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. Urges the Member States and the 

Commission to avoid gold-plating or 

adding unnecessary guidelines and 

procedures which could interfere with 

efficient implementation of the EAFRD; 

asks the Commission to continue the 

simplification of the CAP and, where 

feasible and necessary, to adapt the basic 

legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   86 

Zbigniew Kuźmiuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

8. Urges the Member States and the 

Commission to avoid gold-plating or 
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guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

adding unnecessary guidelines and 

procedures which could interfere with 

efficient implementation of the EAFRD; 

asks the Commission to continue the 

simplification of the CAP and, where 

feasible and necessary, to adapt the basic 

legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

Or. pl 

 

Amendment   87 

Herbert Dorfmann 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

8. Urges the Member States to avoid 

gold-plating or adding unnecessary 

guidelines and procedures which could 

interfere with efficient implementation of 

the EAFRD; asks the Commission to 

continue the simplification of the CAP and, 

where feasible and necessary, to adapt the 

basic legislation to this effect; calls on the 

Commission and the Member States to 

ensure that sufficient resources are 

dedicated to successful fulfilment of 

remaining ex-ante conditionalities; 

8. Urges the Member States and 

regions to avoid gold-plating or adding 

unnecessary guidelines and procedures 

which could interfere with efficient 

implementation of the EAFRD; asks the 

Commission to continue the simplification 

of the CAP and, where feasible and 

necessary, to adapt the basic legislation to 

this effect; calls on the Commission and 

the Member States to ensure that sufficient 

resources are dedicated to successful 

fulfilment of remaining ex-ante 

conditionalities; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   88 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Believes that one of the reasons 
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for the delays lies in the fact that RDPs, 

because they have to encompass several 

levels and varying degrees of detail, are 

drafted in an overly fragmented form and 

that this adds to the work entailed in the 

practical management of assistance, thus 

running counter to the desired aims of 

simplification and clarity in the rules; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   89 

Bronis Ropė 

on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8 a. Recognises that, although rural 

development is by its very nature more 

complex than direct payments because it 

produces more results for society, rural 

development schemes should be as simple 

and as straightforward as possible without 

the objectives of the schemes being 

compromised, so that participation can be 

high where it is needed; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   90 

Hannu Takkula, Fredrick Federley, Ivan Jakovčić, Jasenko Selimovic, Ulrike Müller 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8 a. Underlines that there is an urgent 

need for simplification of the CAP and 

concrete actions have to be made by the 

Commission within its mandate without 

delays; in order to make sure the EAFRD 

funds are taken up and spent efficiently 

with a view to meeting the goals of the 
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CAP; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   91 

Nicola Caputo, Viorica Dăncilă, Tibor Szanyi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Calls on the Commission to 

simplify the rules applying to ESI Funds, 

and the EAFRD in particular, in order to 

make the Funds more accessible, 

especially to small farms; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   92 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivan Jakovčić, Hannu Takkula 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8 a. Is concerned that measures to help 

farmers manage risks and to set up 

producer groups were not included in 

many programmes that could support 

farmers to better react to the increased 

market volatility; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   93 

Albert Deß, Peter Jahr, Norbert Lins 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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 8a. Stresses that, in order to improve 

the environment for investment in the EU, 

the necessary structural reforms must be 

carried out and bureaucracy reduced; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment   94 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8a. Urges the Commission to work 

towards continuous monitoring of the use 

of ESIFs in order to make them effective 

and transparent; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   95 

Nicola Caputo, Viorica Dăncilă, Tibor Szanyi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 8b. Urges the Commission to reduce 

unnecessary administrative burdens and 

red tape, make procedures clear and 

transparent, and help recipients put 

financing and ESI Funds to use more 

rapidly; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   96 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 8 b (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 8b. Considers the plethora of red tape 

and the complexity of the procedures to be 

the main obstacle to full and effective use 

of the EAFRD; hopes that simplification 

will be achieved without delay; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   97 

Philippe Loiseau, Edouard Ferrand 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs, and urges 

the Commission to ensure that staffing 

levels are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 

deleted 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   98 

John Stuart Agnew 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs, and urges the 

Commission to ensure that staffing levels 

are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs, and urges the 

Commission to ensure that staffing levels 

are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 
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however notes the principle of subsidiarity 

and that the existing RDP structure 

designed and managed by DG-AGRI is 

failing to meet the needs of rural 

businesses; notes also that such poorly 

designed schemes have contributed to 

voter antipathy towards the EU; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   99 

Luke Ming Flanagan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs, and urges the 

Commission to ensure that staffing levels 

are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs, and urges the 

Commission to ensure that staffing levels 

are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 

believes however that as the CAP has 

evolved, while it is still centrally about 

farmers and food production, it has been 

allocated the extra tasks of care for the 

environment and a broader rural 

development beyond the farm gate, failure 

to understand this and engage fully with 

these additional concept and external 

issues undermines the claim to be the sole 

manager of the RDP as it is implemented 

under the broader aims of the ESI Fund; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   100 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs, and urges 

the Commission to ensure that staffing 

levels are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 

9. Considers that the Directorate-

General for Agriculture and Rural 

Development has the necessary technical 

knowledge and overview of rural and 

agricultural issues and is therefore the 

natural manager of the RDPs;  urges the 

Commission to ensure that staffing levels 

are in place to ensure proper 

implementation and auditing of the CAP; 

stresses the responsibility of the 

Directorate General for Agriculture and 

Rural Development to strengthen the 

primary sector in Member States such as 

Greece where the agricultural sector has 

been particularly affected by the policies 

of the Troika; 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   101 

Philippe Loiseau, Edouard Ferrand 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9a. Takes the view that where rural 

and agricultural issues are concerned, it 

is for the State to coordinate the 

implementation and harmonisation of 

RDPs; takes the view that the EAFRD, 

under the programming period for 2014-

2020, is bypassing the role of the State in 

this case by making the Commission 

responsible for allocating RDPs and the 

regions responsible for managing them; 

deplores the fact that the national level is 

increasingly being left out although it is 

vital in order to ensure overall cohesion of 

this policy; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment   102 
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Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 9 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 9a. Calls on the Commission to 

support the efforts of regional authorities 

to simplify procedures and disburse 

funding without delay; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   103 

Annie Schreijer-Pierik 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action 

Groups and other relevant stakeholders on 

the ground, in ensuring that projects are 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated. 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level, cooperatives and other 

stakeholders on the ground, in ensuring 

that projects are successfully embedded in 

their local areas and effectively operated. 

Or. nl 

 

Amendment   104 

Daniel Buda 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action Groups 

and other relevant stakeholders on the 

ground, in ensuring that projects are 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action Groups 

(LAGs) and other relevant stakeholders on 

the ground, in ensuring that projects are 
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successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated. 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated; welcomes the 

success of Community-led local 

development (CLLD) instruments and the 

expertise of LAGs in project management 

at local level, and calls on the 

Commission to award more 

comprehensive financing and to extend its 

scope to include LAGs. 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   105 

Michela Giuffrida 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action Groups 

and other relevant stakeholders on the 

ground, in ensuring that projects are 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated. 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action Groups 

and other relevant stakeholders on the 

ground, for example trade associations 

and and POs, in ensuring that projects are 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated; calls on the 

Commission and RDP managing 

authorities to consult stakeholders at 

every stage from the planning of RDPs to 

their implementation. 
. 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   106 

Notis Marias 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 
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greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action 

Groups and other relevant stakeholders on 

the ground, in ensuring that projects are 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated. 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local and regional level and the local 

and regional action groups and other 

relevant local and regional stakeholders on 

the ground, in ensuring that projects are 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated, while paying due 

regard to the common good and the social 

and economic welfare of the people. 

Or. el 

 

Amendment   107 

Clara Eugenia Aguilera García, Ricardo Serrão Santos, Jonás Fernández 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local level and the Local Action Groups 

and other relevant stakeholders on the 

ground, in ensuring that projects are 

successfully embedded in their local areas 

and effectively operated. 

10. Stresses that the successful 

achievement of PA and OP objectives is 

greatly facilitated by active involvement of 

the local and regional level and the Local 

Action Groups and other relevant 

stakeholders on the ground, in ensuring 

that projects are successfully embedded in 

their local areas and effectively operated. 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   108 

Viorica Dăncilă 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 10a. Draws Member States' attention to 

the fact that, particularly in rural areas, 

women and young people are among the 

groups whose situation is most 

precarious, with a high rate of 

unemployment; calls on Member States 

fully to incorporate the gender dimension 

into the implementation of rural 
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development programmes and for 

particular attention to be paid to projects 

aimed at integrating young people. 

Or. ro 

 

Amendment   109 

Ramón Luis Valcárcel Siso, Esther Herranz García, Gabriel Mato, Nuno Melo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 10a. Calls on the Commission to adopt 

a set of guidelines in order to show the 

agri-food industry the funding options 

available under the European Structural 

and Investment Funds, in combination 

with the new European Fund for 

Strategic Investments. 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   110 

Rosa D'Amato, Marco Zullo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 10a. Calls on the Commission, in 

addition, to seek to harmonise definitions 

and rules in order to provide greater 

coherence among the funds and 

instruments. 

Or. it 

 

Amendment   111 

Sofia Ribeiro 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 10a. Calls for action to improve 

awareness among the Member States of 

the need to boost mechanisms for initial 

and further training in agriculture, with 

European Social Fund resources, also 

using programmes such as the Youth 

Guarantee, for example; 

Or. pt 

 

Amendment   112 

Maria Lidia Senra Rodríguez 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 10 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 10a. Urges the Member States to take 

the necessary steps to ensure that civil 

society organisations can actually take 

part in the processes of adopting and 

developing programmes. 

Or. es 

 


