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Amendment   1 

Esteban González Pons 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Stresses that in the last few years 

cohesion policy has become the main EU 

investment policy and a tool for attaining 

the general political objectives of the 

Union in addition to the specific goals 

enshrined in the Treaties; is of the opinion 

that cohesion policy post 2020 should 

continue to serve this purpose and remain a 

policy for all Member States and regions; 

considers, therefore, that its share in the 

total EU budget should be maintained in 

the future; 

1. Maintains that cohesion policy is 

the most visible, palpable, and 

quantifiable expression of European 

solidarity and fairness and has been 

instrumental in mitigating the effects of 

the crisis within the EU; stresses that in 

the last few years cohesion policy has 

become the main EU investment policy 

and a tool for attaining the general political 

objectives of the Union in addition to the 

specific goals enshrined in the Treaties; is 

of the opinion that cohesion policy post 

2020 should continue to serve this purpose 

and remain a policy for all Member States 

and regions; considers that this policy 

must not be weakened under any 

circumstances, Brexit included, and that 

its share in the total EU budget should be 

maintained in the future; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   2 

Nicola Caputo 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Stresses that in the last few years 

cohesion policy has become the main EU 

investment policy and a tool for attaining 

the general political objectives of the 

Union in addition to the specific goals 

enshrined in the Treaties; is of the opinion 

that cohesion policy post 2020 should 

1. Stresses that in the last few 

years cohesion policy has become the main 

EU investment policy and a tool for 

attaining the general political objectives of 

the Union in addition to the specific goals 

enshrined in the Treaties; is of the opinion 

that cohesion policy post 2020 should 
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continue to serve this purpose and remain 

a policy for all Member States and regions; 

considers, therefore, that its share in the 

total EU budget should be maintained in 

the future; 

continue to reduce regional disparities 

while promoting economic, social and 

territorial cohesion among all regions 

across the EU and remain a policy for all 

Member States and regions; considers, 

therefore, that its share in the total EU 

budget should be maintained in the future; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   3 

Derek Vaughan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Stresses that in the last few years 

cohesion policy has become the main EU 

investment policy and a tool for attaining 

the general political objectives of the 

Union in addition to the specific goals 

enshrined in the Treaties; is of the opinion 

that cohesion policy post 2020 should 

continue to serve this purpose and remain 

a policy for all Member States and regions; 

considers, therefore, that its share in the 

total EU budget should be maintained in 

the future; 

1. Stresses that over the last decades 

cohesion policy has become the main EU 

investment policy and a tool for attaining 

the general political objectives of the 

Union in addition to the specific goals 

enshrined in the Treaties; is of the opinion 

that cohesion policy post 2020 should 

continue to serve this goal, as well as 

remaining a policy for all Member States 

and regions; considers, therefore, that its 

share in the total EU budget should be 

maintained in the future and not weakened 

by siphoning off means to pay for new 

challenges; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   4 

Lefteris Christoforou 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Stresses that in the last few years 1. Stresses that in the last few years 
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cohesion policy has become the main EU 

investment policy and a tool for attaining 

the general political objectives of the 

Union in addition to the specific goals 

enshrined in the Treaties; is of the opinion 

that cohesion policy post 2020 should 

continue to serve this purpose and remain a 

policy for all Member States and regions; 

considers, therefore, that its share in the 

total EU budget should be maintained in 

the future; 

cohesion policy, as a structural policy, has 

become the main EU investment policy 

and a tool for attaining the general political 

objectives of the Union in addition to the 

specific goals enshrined in the Treaties; is 

of the opinion that cohesion policy post 

2020 should continue to serve this purpose 

and remain a policy expressing European 

solidarity for all Member States and 

regions; considers, therefore, that its share 

in the total EU budget should be 

maintained in the future; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   5 

Tamás Deutsch 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Proposals on the extension of the 

European Fund for Strategic Investments 

should not aim at replacing or reducing 

the budget of the European Structural 

and Investment Funds; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   6 

Derek Vaughan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 
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from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; 

calls on the Commission to come up with a 

structural solution to solve such problems 

before the end of the current MFF and to 

prevent them from happening again in the 

next MFF; 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; 

calls on the Commission to come up with a 

structural solution to solve such problems 

before the end of the current MFF and to 

prevent them from spilling over into the 

next MFF; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   7 

Ivana Maletić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; 

calls on the Commission to come up with a 

structural solution to solve such problems 

before the end of the current MFF and to 

prevent them from happening again in the 

next MFF; 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; the 

level of payment appropriations has to 

meet the needs resulting from past 

commitments, especially towards the end 

of the period, when the level of payment 

claims from the Member States increases 

significantly, therefore calls on the 

Commission to come up with a structural 

solution to solve such problems before the 

end of the current MFF and to prevent 

them from happening again in the next 

MFF; 

Or. en 
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Amendment   8 

Urmas Paet, Gérard Deprez, Louis Michel, Nils Torvalds 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; 

calls on the Commission to come up with a 

structural solution to solve such problems 

before the end of the current MFF and to 

prevent them from happening again in the 

next MFF; 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; 

calls on the Commission to come up with a 

structural solution to solve such problems 

before the end of the current MFF and to 

prevent them from happening again in the 

next MFF; calls for a good balance of 

financial instruments and grants in the 

cohesion policy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   9 

Lefteris Christoforou 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future; 

2. Notes the shortcomings of the 

financial planning and implementation 

system that led to the accumulation of 

unpaid bills and the build-up of an 

unprecedented backlog that rolled over 

from the last MFF to the current one; is 

increasingly concerned about the slow 

start-up of the implementation of the 2014-

2020 operational programmes, which may 

lead to the same situation in the future, 
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calls on the Commission to come up with a 

structural solution to solve such problems 

before the end of the current MFF and to 

prevent them from happening again in the 

next MFF; 

thus hindering growth, calls on the 

Commission to come up with a structural 

solution to solve such problems before the 

end of the current MFF and to prevent 

them from happening again in the next 

MFF; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   10 

Ivana Maletić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls on the Commission to 

conduct analysis on risks and the level of 

potential decommitments in 2018 and to 

prepare an action plan per Member State 

to avoid decommitments; decommitments 

resulting from the total or partial non-

implementation of the ESI Funds should 

be made available again in the EU 

budget; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   11 

Derek Vaughan 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 

flexibility in the EU budget in general, 

including in cohesion policy;  encourages 

the Commission to explore different 

solutions that would enable the policy to 

be readily adapted to new challenges 

during a programming period; considers 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 

flexibility in the implementation of the EU 

budget as a whole, including in cohesion 

policy in order to address new challenges 

during a programming period; encourages 

the Commission to explore different 

solutions in this respect; considers the 
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the creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for more 

flexibility for Member States, while 

supporting the shared management 

implementation method; 

creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for more 

flexibility for Member States in supporting 

the shared method; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   12 

Esteban González Pons 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 

flexibility in the EU budget in general, 

including in cohesion policy; encourages 

the Commission to explore different 

solutions that would enable the policy to be 

readily adapted to new challenges during a 

programming period; considers the 

creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for more 

flexibility for Member States, while 

supporting the shared management 

implementation method; 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 

flexibility in the EU budget in general in 

order to cope with unforeseen events; 

considers that cohesion policy should also 

be made more flexible and, without 

undermining thematic concentration, 

facilitate reprogramming as and where 

necessary; encourages the Commission to 

explore different solutions that would 

enable the policy to be readily adapted to 

new challenges during a programming 

period and to determine whether the 

creation of a reserve at EU level might be 

an interesting option in this context; 

believes, however, that efforts in this 

regard should be made both at EU level 

and at national and regional levels; also 

calls for more flexibility and simplification 

in policy implementation for Member 

States and regions, while supporting the 

shared management implementation 

method, which is the best way of dealing 

with the many and varied challenges that 

this policy has to tackle; 

Or. es 
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Amendment   13 

Ivana Maletić 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 

flexibility in the EU budget in general, 

including in cohesion policy; encourages 

the Commission to explore different 

solutions that would enable the policy to be 

readily adapted to new challenges during a 

programming period; considers the 

creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for more 

flexibility for Member States, while 

supporting the shared management 

implementation method; 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 

flexibility in the EU budget in general, 

including in cohesion policy; encourages 

the Commission to explore different 

solutions that would enable the policy to be 

readily adapted to new challenges during a 

programming period; considers the 

creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for flexibility and 

early allocation of performance reserve as 

well as for more flexibility for Member 

States, while supporting the shared 

management implementation 

method; stresses that the success under 

the shared management is linked to the 

efforts made by Member States, their 

political will and responsibility for 

programming and implementation as well 

as the overall management and control 

system and its proper and sound 

functioning; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   14 

Urmas Paet, Nils Torvalds 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Underlines the increasing need for 3. Underlines the increasing need for 
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flexibility in the EU budget in general, 

including in cohesion policy; encourages 

the Commission to explore different 

solutions that would enable the policy to be 

readily adapted to new challenges during a 

programming period; considers the 

creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for more 

flexibility for Member States, while 

supporting the shared management 

implementation method; 

flexibility in the EU budget in general, 

notably in cohesion policy; encourages the 

Commission to explore different solutions 

that would enable the policy to be readily 

adapted to new challenges during a 

programming period; considers the 

creation of a reserve at EU level an 

interesting option in this context; believes, 

however, that efforts in this regard should 

be made both at EU level and at national 

and regional levels; calls for more 

flexibility for Member States, while 

supporting the shared management 

implementation method; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   15 

Esteban González Pons 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Considers the linkage between 

cohesion policy and economic governance 

to be sharply at odds with the aims of 

cohesion policy, namely reducing 

development gaps between Europe’s 

countries and regions by promoting the 

economic, social, and territorial cohesion 

of the EU as a whole, as laid down in the 

Treaties; 

Or. es 

 

Amendment   16 

Jan Olbrycht 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Encourages the Commission to 

reflect on different indicators beyond the 

GDP that would allow for a just 

distribution of funds under cohesion 

policy in order to respond to new types of 

inequalities between EU regions that are 

arising and going beyond the economic 

development; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   17 

Urmas Paet, Gérard Deprez, Louis Michel, Nils Torvalds 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Stresses the importance of 

endorsing simplification and coherence of 

the cohesion policy to minimise many 

different sets of rules and to make 

financing more efficient; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   18 

Jan Olbrycht 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Notes the increasing role of 

financial instruments that by their very 

nature provide a complementary way of 

financial support from the EU budget as 

compared to subsidies and grants; 

encourages the Commission to reflect on 

a proper balance between grants and 
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financial instruments under cohesion 

policy in the next financial framework 

while stressing that the latter are not 

suitable for all types of interventions, 

many of which are supported notably 

under cohesion policy; underlines that 

increasing use of financial instruments 

should not lead to a reduction in the 

Union budget in general; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   19 

Urmas Paet 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Calls for sufficient auditing and 

control over the financing of programmes 

to ensure scrutiny and also to maximise 

visibility of the cohesion policy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment   20 

Ingeborg Gräßle 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Points to the importance of 

stability in the rules and maintains that 

continuity of regulation can do much to 

ensure that EU funding is used 

efficiently; calls on the Commission, 

when drawing up the allocation 

arrangements for the next MFF, to keep 

changes to a minimum so as to enable the 

administrations responsible for 
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implementing and overseeing EU funds to 

benefit from experience and learning 

effects; 

Or. de 

  


