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Amendment  1 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Citation 1 (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

  – having regard to the Protocol on the 

system of public broadcasting in the 

Member States annexed to the Amsterdam 

Treaty amending the Treaty on European 

Union, the Treaties establishing the 

European Communities and certain 

related acts, 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  2 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Citation 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 – having regard to the Convention on the 

Protection and Promotion of the Diversity 

of Cultural Expressions adopted by the 

United Nations Educational, Scientific 

and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) on 

20 October 2005, 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  3 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Citation 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 – having regard to Directive 2010/13/EU 
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of the European Parliament and of the 

Council of 10 March 2010 on the 

coordination of certain provisions laid 

down by law, regulation or administrative 

action in Member States concerning the 

provision of audiovisual media services 

(Audiovisual Media Services Directive)1, 

 1 OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 1. 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  4 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Citation 1 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

  – having regard to the resolution of 4 

July 2013 on Connected TV, 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  5 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Citation 1 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 – having regard to the resolution of 12 

March 2014 on Preparing for a Fully 

Converged Audiovisual World 

(2013/2180(INI)), 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  6 

Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen 
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Draft opinion 

Recital A (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 A. whereas in some Member States the 

implementation of Article 13 on the 

promotion of European works by on-

demand services is not prescriptive 

enough to meet the cultural diversity 

objective spelled out in the Directive; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  7 

Silvia Costa 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Aa. whereas the recent study entitled 

‘Territoriality and its impact on the 

financing of audiovisual works’, 

published in September 2015 by the 

European Audiovisual Observatory, has, 

inter alia, demonstrated the important 

role played by exclusive territorial 

licences and by the country-of-origin 

principle in the system for financing 

European cinematographic works; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  8 

Mary Honeyball, Dietmar Köster, Julie Ward 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ab. whereas the Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive (AVMSD) is important 
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in terms of EU media regulation and for 

the promotion of European works, and is 

based on the principle of technological 

neutrality, ensuring a level playing field; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  9 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ac. whereas, by acceding to the UNESCO 

Convention on the Protection and 

Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural 

Expressions, the EU, in addition to all of 

its Member States, has committed itself to 

ensuring by effective means that media 

diversity does not only depend on 

economic market opportunities; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  10 

Petra Kammerevert, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Ad. whereas technical media convergence 

has now become a reality – particularly 

for broadcasting, the press and the 

internet – and whereas European policies 

concerning media, culture and networks 

urgently need to adapt the regulatory 

framework to the new conditions and 

ensure that a uniform level of regulation 

can be established and enforced, 

including as regards new entrants to the 

market from the EU and third countries; 
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Or. de 

 

Amendment  11 

Henna Virkkunen, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph -1 (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 -1. Welcomes the proposals of the 

Commission to accelerate the 

digitalisation in Europe; emphasizes that 

the digitalisation affects all aspects of the 

lives of the European citizens; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  12 

Henna Virkkunen, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph -1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 -1a. Emphasises that the basis for a media 

framework for the 21st century should be 

technology neutrality and assuring better 

access to digital content and digital 

services; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  13 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, 

encouraging the use of editorially 

screened content to which the country-of-

origin principle applies and fleshing out 

the general social objectives of 

audiovisual regulation; 

1. Considers that the review of the 

Directive 2010/13/EU1should be based on 

an assessment of the changes in 

technology, business models but also 

changing viewing patterns to ensure the 

regulatory framework meets cultural 

policy objectives and incentivises 

investments in cultural content and in 

platforms disseminating that content; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  14 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, 

encouraging the use of editorially 

screened content to which the country-of-

origin principle applies and fleshing out 

the general social objectives of 

audiovisual regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

keeping the distinction between linear and 

non-linear services and fleshing out and 

detailing the full range of interlinked 

social, cultural and economic objectives 

sought by audiovisual regulation; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 



 

AM\1075401EN.doc 9/86 PE567.724v03-00 

 EN 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  15 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, 

encouraging the use of editorially 

screened content to which the country-of-

origin principle applies and fleshing out 

the general social objectives of audiovisual 

regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

aligning linear and non-linear services, 

by levelling-up for the benefit of 

consumer protection, continuing to use 

the distinction of whether or not content is 

editorially screened and protecting the 

country-of-origin principle of audiovisual 

regulation; takes the view that any 

modification of the audiovisual media 

services directive should take into account 

new ways of accessing audiovisual 

content and should be consistent with the 

current reform of legislation relating to 

copyright; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. en 
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Amendment  16 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, 

encouraging the use of editorially 

screened content to which the country-of-

origin principle applies and fleshing out 

the general social objectives of 

audiovisual regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, in order to 

bring about convergence of regulation of 

audiovisual services with similar 

functions, which are currently regulated 

differently; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  17 

Dietmar Köster, Mary Honeyball 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, 

encouraging the use of editorially 

screened content to which the country-of-

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, nevertheless 

a high level of regulation for socially 

relevant content should be maintained; 
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origin principle applies and fleshing out 

the general social objectives of 

audiovisual regulation; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  18 

Stefano Maullu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, encouraging 

the use of editorially screened content to 

which the country-of-origin principle 

applies and fleshing out the general social 

objectives of audiovisual regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services and 

extending its scope to all services for the 

distribution of audiovisual content, 

encouraging the use of editorially screened 

content, introducing guarantees that the 

unjustified application of the country-of-

origin principle will not preclude the 

attainment of the social and cultural 

objectives of the relevant regulation and 

fleshing out the general social objectives of 

audiovisual regulation; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 
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media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  19 

Silvia Costa, Luigi Morgano 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, 

encouraging the use of editorially 

screened content to which the country-of-

origin principle applies and fleshing out 

the general social objectives of audiovisual 

regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission, taking into 

account the results of the current 

consultation, to overhaul Directive 

2010/13/EU1 without delay, adopting an 

approach which does away with the 

distinction between linear and non-linear 

services and extends the concept of 

editorially screened content to those media 

service providers which are currently not 

covered by the Directive, with due regard 

for the country-of-origin principle and 

fleshing out the general social objectives of 

audiovisual regulation, with particular 

reference to the financing of the creation 

and promotion of European works and of 

cultural diversity and the protection of 

minors; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. it 
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Amendment  20 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, encouraging 

the use of editorially screened content to 

which the country-of-origin principle 

applies and fleshing out the general social 

objectives of audiovisual regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, with 

a focus on its scope and on the nature of 

the rules applicable to all market players, 

in particular measures for the promotion 

of European works, and the rules on 

protection of minors and advertising 

rules, doing away as far as possible with 

the distinction between linear and non-

linear services, promoting accessibility of 

European works in on-demand services 

through additional repertoire and 

financial contributions made by such 

services to the production and rights 

acquisition of European works, 

encouraging the use of editorially screened 

content to which the country-of-origin 

principle applies and fleshing out the 

general social objectives of audiovisual 

regulation; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  21 

Aldo Patriciello 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU1 without delay, 

doing away with the distinction between 

linear and non-linear services, encouraging 

the use of editorially screened content to 

which the country-of-origin principle 

applies and fleshing out the general social 

objectives of audiovisual regulation; 

1. Urges the Commission to overhaul 

Directive 2010/13/EU without delay, doing 

away with the distinction between linear 

services (television broadcasting services) 

and non-linear services (on demand 

audiovisual media services), encouraging 

the use of editorially screened content to 

which the country-of-origin principle laid 

down in the Bolkestein Directive 

(2006/123/EC) applies and fleshing out the 

general social objectives of audiovisual 

regulation; 

__________________ __________________ 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

1 Directive 2010/13/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council of 10 March 

2010 on the coordination of certain 

provisions laid down by law, regulation or 

administrative action in Member States 

concerning the provision of audiovisual 

media services (Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive) (OJ L 95, 15.4.2010, p. 

1). 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  22 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Considers, however, that the scope of 

the directive should not be extended to 

audiovisual content which is not the 

principal purpose of the information 

service; 

Or. de 
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Amendment  23 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Dita 

Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Asks the Commission to assess the 

appropriateness of the Country-of-origin 

principle in the digital era; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  24 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Recalls that the audiovisual industry 

makes a vital contribution to Europe in 

both the economic and cultural spheres, 

and calls therefore on the Commission 

and Member States to support this 

industry more amply in its efforts to take 

advantage of digital opportunities, to 

expand its public and to promote growth 

in the industry; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  25 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, José Blanco López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Considers that territoriality is the 

cornerstone of the European audio-visual 
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industry to create value, employment, 

growth and innovation; estimates that 

pan-European licenses could reduce the 

supply of contents available to users and 

finally also reduce the creation of 

European contents, jeopardizing the 

activity, employment and cultural diversity 

itself; stresses that there is no 

contradiction between the principle of 

territoriality and measures to promote the 

portability of contents; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  26 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Recommends reviewing the level of 

regulation for the areas of Directive 

2010/13/EU in which the aims of the 

legislation are not being achieved; 

believes that European-level minimum 

requirements for all audiovisual media 

services should be put in place; stresses 

that high standards should apply to all 

audiovisual media services to ensure 

youth protection, consumer protection 

and data protection; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  27 

Philippe Juvin, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Stresses the economic importance of 
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the cultural and creative industries, 

which, with a turnover of EUR 535.9 

billion and 7.1 million jobs, and as the 

third largest source of employment in the 

EU, are a driving force behind growth in 

Europe; considers that this sector, whose 

cornerstone is intellectual property and 

particularly copyright, requires a 

consolidated and enhanced regulatory 

framework in order to guarantee the 

vitality, influence and above all diversity 

of European culture; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  28 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Calls on the Commission for the 

creation of a single European Code of 

Copyright and of a unitary optional 

copyright title on the basis of Article 118 

TFEU, bearing in mind the fundamental 

distinction between audiovisual sector and 

information society; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  29 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Zdzisław Krasnodębski, Daniel 

Dalton, Vicky Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1a. Underlines the importance of the 

creative sector to the economy and its 

contribution to growth and employment; 
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recalls that copyright intensive activities 

account for a significant part of the 

creative sector's economy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  30 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 Stresses that the aim of amending 

Directive 2010/13/EU must be to review 

the regulatory objective of the existing 

media-specific legal framework for 

audiovisual media and bring this 

framework into line with current realities 

in markets which have converged; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  31 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Encourages Europe's audiovisual 

industry to keep on developing attractive 

and complementary on-line services, so as 

to enrich the range of European 

audiovisual content on offer; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  32 

Marc Tarabella 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Considers it to be of fundamental 

importance to increase access to public 

digital services in remote regions and to 

ensure that citizens, including people with 

disabilities, can access the Internet and 

electronic services; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  33 

Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Regrets that the requirements of 

Article 13 on the promotion of European 

works by on-demand services have been 

implemented in different manner by many 

Member States resulting in the absence of 

clear obligations and monitoring; 

combined with the country of origin 

principle, it has encouraged forum 

shopping for on-demand services; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  34 

Mary Honeyball, Dietmar Köster, Julie Ward, Giorgos Grammatikakis 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Welcomes the review of the AVMSD 

initiated by the Commission, in particular 
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its extent and the consistent application of 

rules to all players operating in the 

market, regardless of their status; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  35 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Stresses that the country of origin (or 

country of broadcasting) principle 

enshrined in the Audiovisual Media 

Services Directive is still a significant 

prerequisite for the provision of 

audiovisual content across borders and a 

milestone on the way to a common market 

in services; emphasises, however, the need 

to adapt EU law to the realities of the 

internet and the digital environment, and 

to pay special attention to companies 

offering audiovisual content on-line or 

on-demand which try to evade taxation 

and audiovisual regulation in certain 

Member States by basing themselves in 

countries with a very low tax rate or 

audiovisual regulation; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  36 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Daniel Dalton, Vicky Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1b. Points out that the creative sector has 

specificities and different challenges, 

notably arising from the different types of 



 

AM\1075401EN.doc 21/86 PE567.724v03-00 

 EN 

content, creative works and business 

models used; therefore calls on the 

Commission to better identify these 

specificities and take them into account 

when proposing modifications and 

solutions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  37 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1c. Emphasises that, in this environment 

in which many services are on offer, it is 

important that the best possible 

referencing is provided for European 

services, which are essential to promoting 

European cultural diversity; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  38 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Eva Paunova 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1c. Stresses the dual character of 

audiovisual media as cultural and 

economic assets; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  39 

Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1c. Calls the European Commission to 

analyse the possibility for the 

strengthening of Article 13 by introducing 

a combination of clear requirements, 

including a financial contribution, and 

monitoring tools for the promotion of 

European works by on-demand services; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  40 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1c. Stresses that the country of origin of 

the advertising profit, the language of the 

service and the targeted public of the 

advertisement and content should be 

considered as part of the criteria to 

determine the audiovisual regulation to be 

applied to audiovisual media services or to 

contest the initial determination of the 

competent Member State; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  41 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Zdzisław Krasnodębski, Vicky 

Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 1c. Strongly believes that creators should 

be granted appropriate remuneration and 

that copyright should keep its primary 

function of allowing creators to gain 

rewards for their efforts through others 

making use of their work, thus 

encouraging future creativity; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  42 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1d. Considers that an amendment to 

Directive 2010/13/EU should create fair 

competitive conditions by bringing the 

rights and obligations of broadcasters into 

line with those of other market operators 

by means of a cross-cutting legal 

framework applicable to all media; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  43 

Sabine Verheyen 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1e. Calls on the Commission, by removing 

regulation in quantitative advertising 

provisions for linear audiovisual content, 

to ensure that the aims of Directive 

2010/13/EU are accomplished more 

successfully by increasing flexibility and 
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strengthening co- and self-regulation; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  44 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1f. Urges that access to diverse, high-

quality media and cultural and linguistic 

diversity and quality should not 

increasingly depend on the economic 

means of the individual; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  45 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 g (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1g. Observes that the need for future 

European media regulation arises not 

from a shortage of avenues of 

communication but primarily from the 

need to ensure diversity; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  46 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 h (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 1h. Defines ‘platform provider’ as an 

operator who puts together his own 

content or content from third parties with 

the aim of affording access to this 

package as an overall package; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  47 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 i (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1i. Defines ‘user interface provider’ as an 

operator who makes it possible for users 

to obtain an overview of audiovisual 

media content and comparable online 

content and to select directly from it; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  48 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 j (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1j. Observes that the role of both digital 

platforms and user interfaces in 

maintaining diversity is rapidly gaining in 

importance, so that the democratic 

objective of preserving diversity should 

particularly be taken into account in 

addition to competition policy and 

regulatory aspects; 

Or. de 
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Amendment  49 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 k (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1k. Calls for obligations in relation to 

ensuring diversity to be imposed equally 

on providers of platforms and of user 

interfaces as soon as audiovisual media 

services are, to any extent, involved; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  50 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 l (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1l. Calls once again on the Commission 

and Member States to develop the concept 

of media services defined in Article 1 of 

the Audiovisual Media Services Directive 

in such a way that, while Member States 

retain an appropriate degree of discretion, 

more account is taken of the potential 

socio-political impact of services and 

specific features of that impact, 

particularly their relevance to opinion-

forming and to diversity of opinion, as 

well as the question of editorial 

responsibility; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  51 

Petra Kammerevert 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 m (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 1m. Calls for the ban on the violation of 

human dignity, the ban on incitement to 

hatred, protection against discrimination 

and the principle of barrier-free access to 

apply equally to, and be implemented 

effectively in respect of, all forms of 

media content; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  52 

Sabine Verheyen, Axel Voss, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in 

such a way as to rule out discrimination 

to a large extent and guarantee the 

findability of editorially screened content; 

2. Welcomes the Commission’s initiative 

to analyse (inter alia, on the basis of 

public consultation) the role of online 

platforms in the digital single market and 

in a context of media convergence, and 

calls on it to establish a definition of the 

term ‘online platform’; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  53 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

2. Believes that the European Commission 

should develop an innovation-friendly 

policy that fosters competition and 
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large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 
innovation for online platforms and 

intermediaries to ensure increased 

creation and dissemination of cultural 
content; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  54 

Mary Honeyball, Giorgos Grammatikakis, Dietmar Köster 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 

2. Is encouraged by the Commission's 

intention to bring forward a legislative 

proposal on the regulation of platforms 

and intermediaries; believes that any 

legislative proposal should take as a basis 

the interests of creators, consumers and 

the digital workforce; insists that the 

question of responsibility of 

intermediaries for provision of illegal 
content must be addressed, as 

intermediaries are a key part of the supply 

chain; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  55 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to reflect their substantial 

difference; in this regard, considers of 

paramount importance to apply rules 

aimed at enhancing the dissemination of 

content and information in order to 
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strengthen media freedom, pluralism and 

independent research, as well as to 
guarantee the respect of the non-

discrimination principle essential for the 

safeguard of linguistic and cultural 

diversity; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  56 

Silvia Costa, Luigi Morgano 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 

2. Believes that the regulation of on-line 

platforms and intermediaries should be 

harmonised in such a way as, taking 

account of the results of the current 

consultation, to create a genuine level 

playing field and to rule out discrimination 

between undertakings to a large extent and 

guarantee the findability of editorially 

screened content and access to it for 

citizens; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  57 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Vicky Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to reduce discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of legal, editorially screened content and 

services; believes that consideration 

should be given to how internet service 
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providers and online intermediaries, 

along with other actors in the supply 

chain, such as payment providers, could 

play a greater role in facilitating action 

against illegal content and tackling 

copyright abuses on a commercial scale; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  58 

Aldo Patriciello 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 

2. Believes that DTT and DTH platforms 

and intermediaries should be regulated on 

a common and shared basis in such a way 

as to rule out discrimination to a large 

extent and guarantee the findability of 

editorially screened content; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  59 

Julie Ward 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; 

2. Believes that platforms and 

intermediaries should be regulated in such 

a way as to rule out discrimination to a 

large extent and guarantee the findability 

of editorially screened content; stresses the 

need to adjust the definition of the status 

of intermediaries in the current digital 

environment; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  60 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls to ensure that audiovisual media 

services are made accessible for people 

with disabilities and to avoid any forms of 

discrimination as set by article 21 of the 

Charter of fundamental rights of the 

European Union; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  61 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Calls for a review of the liability of 

service providers whose services are used 

by a third party to infringe a copyright or 

related right to guarantee protection of 

intellectual property and believes that any 

revision of copyright law should be 

accompanied by narrowing the scope of 

liability exemptions provided by Directive 

2000/31; underlines that existing system 

of notice-and-takedown and follow the 

money agreements - though should be 

further developed - are not sufficient 

means to fight Internet piracy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  62 

Sabine Verheyen, Axel Voss, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Emphasises, in this regard, that the 

Commission should be guided by the 

overarching objectives of non-

discrimination, freedom of contract, 

accessibility, findability, technology and 

net neutrality, transparency and the 

establishment of a level playing field; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  63 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, José Blanco López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Highlights the increasing power of 

some internet intermediaries and the 

negative impact of their dominant position 

on the creative potential of the authors, 

the fair remuneration for their work and 

the development of services offered by 

other distributors of works; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  64 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Points out that the privilege of 

findability for media services could be 

made contingent on criteria geared not 
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only to ensuring cultural and linguistic 

diversity, diversity of information and 

opinion and media diversity but also to the 

protection of children, young people or 

minorities and to consumer protection 

generally; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  65 

Philippe Juvin, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen, Jean-Marie Cavada 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2a. Stresses the importance of the 

contribution made by cultural content to 

the development of the European digital 

economy; observes that a large part of the 

revenue generated by Internet 

intermediaries is directly or indirectly 

linked to the use of this cultural content; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  66 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Urges the Commission to stimulate the 

legal offer of audiovisual media content, 

by favouring independent European 

works and to discourage derogations 

granted by Member States concerning the 

obligation of European production 

quotas; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  67 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, José Blanco López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Reminds that digital technologies have 

redefined the value chain in the cultural 

sector in favour of service providers and 

online communication to the detriment of 

authors, performers or producers of 

copyrighted works, who do not receive fair 

and appropriate remuneration for them; 

asks the European Commission to 

investigate the extent and impact of this 

transfer of value to Internet 

intermediaries and requests a review of 

the Directive on electronic commerce to 

deal with this transfer of value; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  68 

Sabine Verheyen, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Points out that, in a context of media 

convergence, platforms can facilitate 

access to content and thus to diversity, or 

can restrict it; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  69 

Petra Kammerevert 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2b. Calls on the Commission to make 

stipulations about the volume of 

advertising more flexible and to consider 

prioritising the principle that advertising 

should be clearly recognisable and 

distinguishable from programme content 

over the principle of separating 

advertising and programmes in all types 

of media; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  70 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2c. Reaffirms the net and technological 

neutrality to favour future technological 

solutions in the audiovisual media sector; 

believes that for the protection of the 

public interest only the competent judicial 

authority could limit the content 

circulation, fully respecting the Charter of 

fundamental rights of the European 

Union; underlines that any administrative 

authority cannot adopt provisions directed 

to inhibit the access to online content, 

unless they enact a specific order issued 

by the competent judicial authority; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  71 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2c. Calls for the diversity of cultural and 

audiovisual work to be easily accessible 

to, and findable by, all Europeans, in 

particular where the content on offer to 

users is prescribed by device 

manufacturers, network operators, 

content providers or other aggregators; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  72 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2c. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to safeguard by law the 

integrity of digital content, and in 

particular to prohibit the overlaying or 

scaling of these services by third parties 

with content or other services, unless the 

latter have been explicitly initiated by the 

user and, in the case of content which is 

not covered by the definition of individual 

communication, have been authorised by 

the content provider; points out that 

unauthorised interference by third parties 

with the content or broadcast signals of a 

provider and their unauthorised 

decryption, use or dissemination must 

likewise be prevented; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  73 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2d. Demands that no restrictions be 

placed on users’ ability to sort and 

prioritise content; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  74 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2d. Calls on the Commission to check, 

when the Audiovisual Media Services 

Directive is being revised, whether it is 

still useful and pertinent to adhere to 

section 6.7 of its communication on the 

application of state aid rules to public 

service broadcasting; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  75 

Sabine Verheyen, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2e. Points out that Member States should 

be allowed to introduce specific rules to 

ensure that audiovisual content which is 

in the public interest is appropriately 

visible; 

Or. de 
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Amendment  76 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2e. Notes that search algorithms 

especially can have such a restrictive 

effect on digital depictions of reality that it 

becomes impossible for people fully to 

exercise the constitutional right to self-

determination and the freedom of 

personal development; and that exercising 

any form of freedom is, nonetheless, 

fundamentally contingent on being able, 

to decide for oneself, to search impartially 

for truth and to make free choices; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  77 

Sabine Verheyen, Axel Voss, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2f. Points out that, in dynamically 

developing digital markets, rigid rules on 

platform regulation can undermine the 

innovative potential of new business 

models; notes moreover that it is 

preferable to take a case-by-case 

approach to the use of statutory 

instruments for regulation; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  78 

Petra Kammerevert 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2f. Calls on the Body of European 

Regulators for Electronic 

Communications (BEREC) to examine 

more closely the distribution channels and 

types of marketing used by content 

delivery and/or distribution networks in 

the EU and how they affect media 

diversity; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  79 

Sabine Verheyen 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 g (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 2g. Recommends that, given the changed 

market relationship between content 

providers and platform operators, non-

discriminatory access to content should 

nonetheless be ensured; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  80 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed 

to overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Calls for the adoption of a regulatory 

framework that excludes any geoblocking 

practices and in particular the use of 

technologies and contractual models 
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limiting the access to content; calls on the 

Commission to stimulate the free 

circulation of legally acquired content 

throughout the whole EU; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  81 

Giorgos Grammatikakis, Mary Honeyball, Dietmar Köster 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

strike a balance between all key actors 

including creators, right holders, users 

and intermediaries and that any revision 

of copyright law should take as a basis a 

high level of proportional protection, 

since rights are crucial in promoting 

creativity and innovation and provide a 

stable, clear and flexible legal base that 

foster investment and growth in the 

creative and cultural sector, whilst 

removing legal uncertainties and 

inconsistencies that adversely affect the 

functioning of the digital single market; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  82 

Philippe Juvin, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed 

to overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that it is necessary to make the 

appropriate amendments to the regulatory 

framework of copyright in order to tackle 

the true problem of the cultural and 

creative industry, namely that of 
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rebalancing the transfer of value within 

the digital economy; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  83 

Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen, Jean-Marie Cavada, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, 

Philippe Juvin, Andrea Bocskor, Constance Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed 

to overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 
media; 

3. Stresses the need to review copyright 

law only where it is strictly necessary, 

while taking into account the convergence 

of media; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  84 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law while taking into 

account the differences between the 

digital and the analogical environment; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  85 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed 

to overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that due to significant 

technological changes efforts are needed 

to overhaul and modernise copyright law 

and that any revised provisions should take 

into account specificity of each sector 

(music, audiovisual etc.) as well as ensure 

that authors and performers are provided 

with legal protection for their creative and 

artistic work and appropriate 

remuneration linked to the exploitation of 

their works paid by those who gain 

commercial profits from such 

exploitation; any solutions in this regard 

should not lead to a dramatic increase in 

prices for consumers, should not 

discourage the use of legal providers, and 

should not create excessive obstacles to 

legal sharing services; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  86 

Mary Honeyball, Julie Ward, Dietmar Köster 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed 

to overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Welcomes the Commission's intention 

to overhaul copyright law; stresses that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media and should be future-proof, as well 

as being balanced; urges the Commission 

to ensure fair remuneration for creators; 

further urges the Commission to take into 

account the overwhelming support in the 

European Parliament for the introduction 

of minimum standards across the 

exceptions from and limitations to 

copyright, as well as the need to ensure 

that where an exception or limitation 

already applies, new usages of content 

which are made possible by technological 
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advances or new uses of technology 

should be, insofar as possible, construed 

in line with the existing exception or 

limitation, provided that the new usage is 

similar to the existing one, in order to 

improve legal certainty; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  87 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Daniel Dalton, Vicky Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

reform copyright law and that any revised 

provisions should apply to all media; 

points out that the rapid rate of 

technological development in the digital 

market calls for a technologically neutral 

framework for copyright; underlines that 

any modification of the current legal 

framework on copyright should be 

considered in a targeted way and with a 

focus on economic growth, 

competitiveness and enhanced consumer 

experience; calls on the Commission to 

make sure that any reform of the 

copyright directive is evidence based and 

carefully assessed; considers that it 

should take into account the results of the 

ex-post impact assessment of the Directive 

of 2001, and be based on solid evidence, 

including an assessment of the possible 

impact of the modifying elements; takes 

the view that a proper economic analysis, 

including the impact on jobs and growth, 

must be carried out, in line with the 

Commission's objective of better 

regulation; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  88 

Aldo Patriciello 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and in particular 

supports the Commission in the 

presentation of a reformed regulatory 

plan in relation to the 2011 copyright 

directive, and welcomes the proposal to 

guarantee copyright-holders adequate 

remuneration in a digital environment 

without favouring any type of technology; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  89 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law so as to adapt it to 

the digital era, and that any revised 

provisions should apply to all media; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  90 

Franz Obermayr 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 
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revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media and should take account in a 

balanced way of the interests of both the 

creators and the recipients of cultural 

content; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  91 

Silvia Costa 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media; 

3. Stresses that further efforts are needed to 

overhaul copyright law and that any 

revised provisions should apply to all 

media and should aim to strike a balance 

between the rights and interests of all 

stakeholders; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  92 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Calls on the Commission to consider 

establishing a new system of 

remuneration of audiovisual authors for 

the on-line exploitation of their works, 

which would release the potential of the 

European audiovisual sector and develop 

a durable means of remunerating 

audiovisual authors; 

Or. fr 
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Amendment  93 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Urges the Commission to overhaul the 

rigid and fragmented regulatory 

frameworks that limit access to creative 

content for European citizens and prevent 

European researchers, educational 

establishments and cultural heritage 

institutions from adapting their activities 

to the digital era; stresses that this 

overhaul must be governed by a clear 

distinction between profit-oriented and 

non-profit activities, and that this latter 

category should be stimulated and 

promoted; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  94 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Urges that reform of copyright, 

particularly steps to harmonize copyright 

law taken to reduce barriers to trade and 

to adjust the framework to online 

environment should be predated by 

extensive sector-by-sector and cross-

country impact assessment; in particular, 

impact on cultural industries of small 

nations and countries whose production 

due to language barriers is less popular in 

the European and world scale should be 

assessed in order to preserve and develop 

cultural diversity of Europe; 

Or. en 



 

AM\1075401EN.doc 47/86 PE567.724v03-00 

 EN 

 

Amendment  95 

Sabine Verheyen, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Eva Paunova, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Stresses that copyright is both the 

economic basis for creative activity and 

the guarantor of Europe’s creative 

diversity and broad knowledge base; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  96 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, José Blanco López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Stresses that copyright and all rights 

related to copyright constitute the legal 

framework for European cultural and 

creative industries and are the basis of 

their ability to generate economic activity, 

competitiveness, employment, creativity 

and innovation. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  97 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Constance 

Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Recalls that the financing of 

audiovisual content relies for a significant 

part on the principle of territoriality of 

rights, which allowed a strong cultural 

diversity within the European production. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  98 

Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Highlights the importance of 

strengthening the provision of access 

services for persons with disabilities, such 

as captions, audio description and sign 

language interpretation, in all kinds of 

audiovisual media provision, by 

establishing binding targets, i.e. a gradual 

implementation. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  99 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Zdzisław Krasnodębski, Daniel 

Dalton, Vicky Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Underlines the importance of 

ensuring accessibility of the Digital Single 

Market for people with disabilities; in this 

regard, notes the conclusion of the 

Marrakesh Treaty, which will facilitate 

access for the visually impaired to books, 
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and encourages swift ratification thereof; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  100 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3a. Welcomes every initiative which 

simplifies cross-border access to digital 

content; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  101 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Recalls that the reform of copyright 

must ensure fair and appropriate 

remuneration of authors, as well as 

protection of creative works and 

consumers’ rights; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  102 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Calls on the Commission to abolish 
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media release windows with the aim to 

create a European single market of 

content, whilst ensuring that content 

creators are fairly rewarded, and right-

holders can operate within a clearly 

defined legal framework; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  103 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Stresses that though unjustified 

geoblocking should be eliminated, the 

territoriality of copyrights should be 

preserved as important tool for preventing 

monopolisation of the market by big 

enterprises and a corner stone of existing 

European license model which is strictly 

linked to financing of cultural production, 

particularly small and independent; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  104 

Sabine Verheyen, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Underlines the importance of the 

territoriality principle for Europe’s film 

culture, for example, and calls for 

financing models for audiovisual works 

based on national licensing models not to 

be destroyed by binding, pan-European 

licences; instead, the cross-border 

portability of legally-acquired content 
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should be promoted; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  105 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, José Blanco López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Stresses that activities which violate 

copyrights are a serious threat to the 

operation of the digital single market, to 

develop the legal offer of cultural and 

creative contents diversified online and to 

maintain the activity and employment; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  106 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Philippe Juvin, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Constance Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Underlines that "premium access" 

through the presale of rights is one of the 

core conditions for financing audiovisual 

content, as it allows a return on 

investment and new resources to finance 

future audiovisual content; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  107 

Petra Kammerevert 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3b. Reiterates that the access point for 

value-additions should not be moved any 

further from the original creators towards 

their intermediaries; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  108 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3c. Continues to support in this context 

the continued use of a variety of business 

models; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  109 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, José Blanco López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3c. Considers that a common and 

coordinated effort should be made to 

combat the violation of copyright in the 

EU to ensure their protection and fair 

remuneration; considers it necessary to 

raise consumer awareness of the 

consequences of the infringement of 

copyright and related rights, and calls for 

an appropriate solution to ensure that 

nobody benefits from breach of 

copyrights; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  110 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Constance 

Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3c. Underlines that audiovisual content 

may have different market value from a 

Member State to another, depending on 

the characteristics of the national market, 

and requires targeted and specific 

promotion campaign to get the content to 

its public; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  111 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3c. Calls for EU-wide rights management 

to be further developed and made more 

attractive, without removing the possibility 

of territorial limitation where this is 

deemed necessary for objective reasons; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  112 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, 

Philippe Juvin, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Constance Le Grip 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3d. Calls the Member States to extend the 

scope of the quotation exception, without 

prejudice to the authors' moral rights, to 

short audiovisual quotations for non-

advertisement and non-political uses, 

provided that the work used is clearly 

credited, that the quotation does not 

conflict with a normal exploitation of the 

work and does not prejudice the legitimate 

interests of the authors; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  113 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3d. States by way of clarification that 

territorial limitation seems necessary 

where the cost of cross-border provision, 

the demand for which is not met, could 

not be refinanced; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  114 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Eva Paunova, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej 

Zdrojewski, Andrea Bocskor, Constance Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3e. Calls for further dialogue between the 
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rightholders, the online platforms and the 

creators relying on these platforms in 

order to achieve a mutually beneficial 

cooperation, where copyrights are 

protected while allowing and encouraging 

innovative ways of creating; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  115 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3e. Notes that there are configurations in 

the acquisition of sports broadcasting 

rights which make geoblocking necessary; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  116 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3f. Supports the Commission’s attempts to 

enforce the portability and 

interoperability of downloaded content as 

widely as possible and to ensure the 

accessibility and cross-border 

functionality of subscriptions, for example 

for video-on-demand platforms; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  117 

Petra Kammerevert 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 g (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3g. At the same time, points out that many 

independent European film productions 

are not pre-financed but pre-promoted, 

and that the licences granted are 

territorially and temporally limited; this 

form of financing should not be called 

into question; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  118 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 h (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3h. Notes that the vast majority of radio 

and TV broadcasters, DVD dealers and 

online video stores in the EU are 

organised in national markets; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  119 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 i (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3i. Calls on the Commission to safeguard 

fair compensation for creators of works 

by means of further harmonisation 

measures and also to protect the fair 

distribution of payments in the case of 

collective management organisations; 
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Or. de 

 

Amendment  120 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 j (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 3j. Calls, however, on the Commission to 

develop innovative new forms of licencing 

which better reflect the online use of 

creative content; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  121 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market. 

deleted 

__________________  

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  122 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Zdzisław Krasnodębski, Daniel 
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Dalton 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market. 

4. Believes that the key principle of 

portability of goods and services in the 

single market should be promoted and 

that consumers should be able to access a 

wide range of lawfully available content 

on fair and reasonable terms across the 

EU, recognising that portability of goods 

and services is fundamental to the Single 

Market that should be reflected in the 

digital sphere; 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  123 

Giorgos Grammatikakis, Mary Honeyball, Dietmar Köster 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market. 

4. Stresses that any reform of Directive 

93/83/EEC2 should be aimed at fairly 

remunerating artists, creators and right-

holders for the multiple exploitation of 

their works, whilst enhancing the 

portability and cross-border access to 

legally acquired and legally made 

available content in the digital single 

market; 

__________________ __________________ 
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2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  124 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market. 

4. Encourages the Commission to take on 

further measures to improve cross-border 

access to legal content in the digital single 

market; 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2   

Or. en 

 

Amendment  125 

Sabine Verheyen, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

4. Calls on the Commission to check 

whether the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC provides a suitable 
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cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  126 

Santiago Fisas Ayxelà 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC, after further 

assessment is conducted, might be a 

suitable point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market. 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  127 

Eider Gardiazabal Rubial, José Blanco López, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC after further 

assessment is conducted, might be a 

suitable point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market. 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  128 

Philippe Juvin, Jean-Marie Cavada 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC already provides a 

suitable point of departure for measures to 

improve cross-border access to content in 

the digital single market, and stresses that 

the principle of this directive was to 

address a technology – namely satellite 

technology – which is no longer relevant 

in an on-demand digital market. 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. fr 
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Amendment  129 

Marc Tarabella 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market, particularly by regulating 

geo-blocking in order to give consumers a 

wider choice and equal prices while 

protecting the specific cultural identities 

of the Member States. 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  130 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market without calling into question 

the principles of freedom of contract, fair 

compensation, exclusivity or territoriality; 

__________________ __________________ 
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2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  131 

Stefano Maullu 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2, based on the 

principle of contractual autonomy, 

provides a suitable point of departure for 

measures to improve cross-border access to 

content in the digital single market. 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  132 

Silvia Costa 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 

4. Believes that the legal thinking behind 

Directive 93/83/EEC2 provides a suitable 

point of departure for measures to improve 
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cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market. 

cross-border access to content in the digital 

single market, bearing in mind the need to 

make an effort to harmonise provisions so 

as to reconcile legitimate cross-border 

accessing of on-line content and services 

by European citizens with the 

requirements of viability and economic 

sustainability of audiovisual businesses, 

whose economic models are to a large 

extent based on the principle of 

territoriality; 

__________________ __________________ 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

2 Council Directive 93/83/EEC of 

27 September 1993 on the coordination of 

certain rules concerning copyright and 

rights related to copyright applicable to 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

transmission (OJ L 248, 6.10.1993, p. 15). 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  133 

Yana Toom, Jean-Marie Cavada, Kaja Kallas, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal, Fernando 

Maura Barandiarán, Dita Charanzová, Ilhan Kyuchyuk 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 

compliance with the principles of internet 

neutrality, which is vital where media 

convergence is concerned; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  134 

Isabella Adinolfi 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission to deliver a 

targeted strategy aimed at empowering all 

citizens through the expansion and 

reinforcement of their technical, 

cognitive, social, civic and creative skills, 

enhancing critical understanding of 

media, informed and active interaction 

with media, media works creation, and 

other forms of active citizens' 

involvement, notably focusing on low-

skilled people and people at risk of being 

socially marginalised; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  135 

Giorgos Grammatikakis, Mary Honeyball 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Recalls that the European cultural 

markets are naturally heterogeneous due 

to the European cultural and linguistic 

diversity, notes that this diversity should 

be considered as a benefit rather than an 

obstacle to the Digital Single Market; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  136 

Michel Reimon, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Welcomes the European 

Commission's ambition to improve cross-
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border access to digital content by 

facilitating the easier clearing of rights 

and creating more legal certainty; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  137 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Urges Member States to urgently 

address the lack of essential digital skills 

by enhancing the recognition of digital 

skills and qualifications and by increasing 

the level of ICT professionalism in 

Europe; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  138 

Sabine Verheyen, Eva Paunova, Marc Joulaud, Bogdan Brunon Wenta 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Notes that including classes in IT 

skills in the school curriculum would be 

extremely useful and stresses in this 

context the parallel need for constant 

training for the teachers; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  139 

Silvia Costa, Luigi Morgano, Petra Kammerevert 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission, bearing in 

mind the results of the current 

consultation, to specify the scope of so-

called unjustified geoblocking practices, 

in order to ensure that absolute removal 

does not benefit large distribution 

platforms to the detriment of cultural 

diversity in the industry; 

Or. it 

 

Amendment  140 

Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Believes that when the Member States 

introduce the list of major events, 

including sports and entertainment events 

that are of general interest, it should be 

mandatory to notify this list to the 

European Commission; listed events 

should be accessible and in line with the 

prevailing quality standards; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  141 

Marc Joulaud, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jean-Marie Cavada, Sabine Verheyen, Eva 

Paunova, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Andrea Bocskor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Encourages the Commission and the 
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Member States to set the basis for mutual 

recognition of the digital skills developed 

by European citizens through the 

education system or through training 

programs. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  142 

Michaela Šojdrová 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Believes that the EU Digital Single 

Market Strategy should underline the 

important role of public broadcasters and 

take into account that their regimes 

require the content to be made freely 

available to the population of the Member 

State as they are subsidised by those; 

however in order to make the public 

broadcasters´ content freely available to 

consumers in other Member States, 

appropriate scheme should be designed so 

that consumers be served in the best 

possible way and broadcasters 

compensated accordingly; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  143 

Henna Virkkunen, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Encourages the Member States to 

provide people with the digital skills that 

enable them to make full use of new 

digital technologies. 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  144 

Philippe Juvin, Marc Joulaud, Sabine Verheyen, Jean-Marie Cavada 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission to encourage 

portability of content and interoperability 

while respecting economic models based 

on territoriality of rights in Europe, 

particularly as regards the financing of 

audiovisual production; observes that 

territoriality is at the heart of the economy 

in this sector of copyright, and that 

therefore it must not be jeopardised, 

particularly not by a system of pan-

European licences; 

Or. fr 

 

Amendment  145 

Angel Dzhambazki, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer, Vicky Ford 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Notes that copyright law is essential to 

enabling Europe's creative and cultural 

industries to compete on a global scale 

and that the economic benefit of copyright 

is only as effective as the means to 

enforce it; stresses that an effective and 

balanced civil enforcement system against 

infringement of copyright is therefore 

central to investment in innovation and 

job creation; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  146 

Pervenche Berès, Sylvie Guillaume 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission to submit a 

proposal, in accordance with the 

commitments given and as soon as 

possible, to reduce rates of VAT for the 

press, digital publishing, books and on-

line publications. 

Or. fr 

Amendment  147 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to authorise a reduced 

VAT rate on e-books, e-papers and other 

electronic information media to promote 

improved access to information and 

cultural goods; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  148 

Martina Michels, Curzio Maltese 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4a. Stresses that extensively ensuring net 

neutrality is a key part of a socially-just 
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DSM strategy and should therefore not be 

partially sacrificed for the goal, necessary 

in the short term, of abolishing roaming 

fees; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  149 

Michel Reimon, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Emphasizes that a harmonised 

framework for exceptions and limitations 

is a key aspect to improve legal certainty, 

to overcome the fragmentation of the 

market, to foster cross-border accessibility 

of knowledge and culture and to allow 

equal access to cultural diversity; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  150 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Stresses the need to address the 

problematic boundaries that exist between 

the right of reproduction of works and the 

right of communication to the public, and 

the need to clarify the concept of 

'communication to the public' in light of 

the recent case law of the Court of Justice 

of the European Union; highlights the 

need for a common definition of 'public 

domain' so as to ensure the widespread 

dissemination of cultural content across 

the EU; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  151 

Sabine Verheyen, Eva Paunova, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Marc Joulaud 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Notes that, in the teaching of digital 

skills, particular consideration should be 

given to ‘vulnerable populations’ 1 a and 

calls for projects for the teaching of 

digital skills specifically to these people to 

be more intensively and sustainably 

promoted; 

 __________________ 

 1 a Defined as in the Tunis Agenda and 

the Geneva Declaration of Principles of 

the World Summit on the Information 

Society. 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  152 

Silvia Costa, Luigi Morgano, Petra Kammerevert, Renato Soru 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Considers it necessary for the 

Commission to adopt a bidirectional 

approach to the subject of digital skills 

and abilities, investing in digital 

education programmes (starting with the 

training of teachers) and in digital 

infrastructure which serves educational 

purposes, inter alia including digital 

content and methods in existing school 

curricula; 
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Or. it 

Amendment  153 

Marc Joulaud, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jean-Marie Cavada, Sabine Verheyen, Eva 

Paunova, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Andrea Bocskor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Calls the Commission and the 

Member States to set up a European 

certificate or grading system to establish a 

common assessment of the digital skills 

developed by European citizens, following 

the example of the European common 

framework of reference for language 

learning and teaching. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  154 

Henna Virkkunen, Philippe Juvin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Encourages the Member States to 

boost ICT education by promoting 

specialised training for teachers and 

ensuring the availability of appropriate 

devices and future-proof learning 

materials in schools. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  155 

Angel Dzhambazki, Daniel Dalton, Vicky Ford, Emma McClarkin, Andrew Lewer 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Recommends a continued focus on 

improving how children are protected 

online, through transparent self-

regulatory measures in accordance with 

existing national and EU legislation 

where appropriate, such as flexible 

parental controls based on the informed 

consent of parents, and by collaboration 

between stakeholders including regulatory 

authorities, industry, charities and other 

appropriate entities, including through 

the implementation of proportionate 

"notice and takedown" policies in 

accordance with Directive 2011/92/EU on 

combating the sexual abuse and sexual 

exploitation of children and child 

pornography; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  156 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to acknowledge the 

importance of media education by 

improving the quality of equipment in line 

with needs, particularly at kindergartens, 

pre-schools, schools and universities, 

ensuring the age-appropriate accessibility 

of technology, and investing sufficiently 

in teaching staff and knowledge 

multipliers in the transfer of media skills; 

Or. de 
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Amendment  157 

Martina Michels, Curzio Maltese 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 b (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4b. Supports, from a cultural perspective, 

the Commission’s aim of hastening the 

roll-out of broadband, particularly in 

rural areas, and calls for the promotion of 

public WLAN networks in both large and 

small municipalities, as this approach 

provides an indispensable infrastructure 

for their future operation in the interests 

of social and cultural integration, modern 

educational and information processes, 

and tourism and the regional cultural 

economy;  

Or. de 

 

Amendment  158 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Stresses that linking from one 

resource to another is one of the 

fundamental building blocks of the 

internet; calls on the EU legislator to 

make clear that, as a technical tool, 

linking may be used both for copyright 

non-relevant activities and for copyright 

relevant activities that require 

rightholders' permission; therefore 

building business models based on mass 

linking to illegal content should be 

regarded as copyright infringement; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  159 

Michel Reimon, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Reminds that a fair balance of rights 

and interests between the different 

categories of rights holders and users of 

copyright-protected subject-matters must 

be safeguarded; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  160 

Marc Joulaud, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jean-Marie Cavada, Sabine Verheyen, Eva 

Paunova, Philippe Juvin, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Andrea Bocskor 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Underlines the importance of proper 

training for teachers on digital skills, on 

the way to teach these skills efficiently to 

students, and on how to use these skills to 

support the learning process in general. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  161 

Petra Kammerevert, Evelyne Gebhardt 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Calls on the Commission and Member 

States to make learning opportunities 

available for all generations so that they 

can acquire the appropriate skills and 
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confidence to deal with large volumes of 

information; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  162 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 c (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4c. Welcomes the Commission’s approach 

of prohibiting geo-blocking and 

restrictions on portability;  

Or. de 

 

Amendment  163 

Zdzisław Krasnodębski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4d. Urges the establishment of mandatory 

limitations and exceptions provided for in 

existing copyright legislation, such as 

those in the field of education, research, 

libraries and museums, to allow for the 

more widespread dissemination of content 

across the EU, while taking into account 

the freedom of expression and 

information, freedom of the arts and 

sciences, religious and linguistic diversity. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  164 

Michel Reimon 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4d. Notes that current industry practices 

prevent cross-border access to works, 

particularly in the audio-visual sector, 

thus discriminating against cultural 

minorities and potentially conflicting with 

free movement of services; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  165 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Andrea 

Bocskor, Constance Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4d. Underline the importance of 

enhancing the portability within the 

European Union of online services of 

legally acquired and legally made 

available content, whilst fully respecting 

copyrights and the interests of right-

holders. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  166 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4d. Stresses that the ability to use media in 

a confident and critical manner is a trans-

generational learning task which is 
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constantly changing along with the 

development of the media and today 

constitutes a key qualification; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  167 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 d (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4d. Considers there is a need to stimulate 

an open debate between businesses, public 

institutions and consumers with a view to 

reaching a definitive conclusion on what 

constitutes ‘unjustified’ geo-blocking; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  168 

Michel Reimon 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4e. Welcomes the initiative of the 

Commission to conduct a public 

consultation on Directive 93/83/EEC on 

satellite broadcasting and cable 

retransmission, to explore extending the 

directive's scope to online communication 

of audio-visual works via streaming and 

video-on-demand, which would 

significantly benefit the ability of public 

broadcasting services to fulfil their public 

interest mission in the digital age and 

contribute to the completion of the digital 

single market; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  169 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Constance 

Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4e. Stresses that cross-border access to 

legally made available audiovisual 

content should not hinder its financing 

process and subsequently the European 

cultural diversity. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  170 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 e (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4e. Calls on the Commission to invest 

more in the creation of European 

networks for the transmission of media 

skills, aimed at promoting the exchange of 

best practices and ensuring the Europe-

wide visibility of national, regional or 

indeed local exemplary initiatives; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  171 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 e (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 4e. Welcomes, particularly from a cultural 

sector perspective, the Commission’s 

efforts to reject restrictions on cross-

border portability of content to which 

rights have been acquired; 

Or. de 

Amendment  172 

Petra Kammerevert 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4f. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to step up research into 

the effects of digital media on cognitive 

skills, effective methods of self-control, 

and the success of play-based digital 

learning; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  173 

Michel Reimon, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4f. Stresses that the adaption of education 

and training systems is vital to meet the 

increasing demand for digitally skilled 

professionals in the EU and encourages 

Member States to integrate the acquisition 

of digital skills into their respective school 

curricula; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  174 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Bogdan Brunon Wenta, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth 

Morin-Chartier, Philippe Juvin, Milan Zver, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski, Constance 

Le Grip 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4f. Underlines that the legal audiovisual 

online offer should be furthermore 

developed in order to enhance the 

accessibility to a wide and diverse content 

for the consumers, with various language 

and subtitle options. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  175 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 f (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4f. Stresses that the living diversity of 

languages and growing multilingualism 

form a crucial cultural basis of the 

European Digital Single Market; takes 

the view that digitally supporting the 

diversity of world – and specifically 

European – languages, increasing their 

accessibility and promoting and securing 

the relevant skills will be an essential 

precondition for enabling a Digital Single 

Market to develop in a socially 

sustainable way; considers therefore that, 

within a DSM strategy, more needs to be 

done on at least two levels to overcome 

analogue and digital ‘language blocking’; 

Or. de 
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Amendment  176 

Michel Reimon, Helga Trüpel 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 g (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4g. Stresses that, in order to achieve a 

true digital single market in Europe, 

further efforts are needed in the field of 

improving media literacy among citizens, 

and calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to promote media literacy 

for all EU citizens, in particular children 

and minors, through initiatives and 

coordinated actions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  177 

Marc Joulaud, Jean-Marie Cavada, Sabine Verheyen, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, 

Philippe Juvin, Bogdan Andrzej Zdrojewski 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 g (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4g. Calls the Member States to optimise 

the media chronology, in order to 

accelerate the availability of audiovisual 

content for the consumers, while 

maintaining a sustainable first and 

second window of diffusion. 

Or. en 

Amendment  178 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 g (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 4g. Proposes, therefore, that research into 

and development of multilingual 

translation software combining statistical, 

learning-based and machine language 

technologies should be more broadly 

promoted; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  179 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 h (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4h. Looks to the Commission, in the DSM 

strategy as elsewhere, to step up its efforts 

towards a productive interaction with 

multilingualism, so as to permit speedier 

implementation of the technological basis 

for the active protection and productive 

application of European multilingualism 

in education, film, cultural heritage, 

research and public administration, as 

well as in everyday working and business 

life; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  180 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 i (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4i. Welcomes the Commission’s thoughts 

on constructing new knowledge storage 

systems for the public sector by means of 
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cloud  technologies and text and data 

mining that are certified and secured 

under data protection law; takes the view 

that using such technologies in 

educational establishments, public 

libraries and archives calls for special 

training efforts in the library, archiving 

and documentation professions, and for 

corresponding multilingual accessibility 

for users; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  181 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 j (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4j. Proposes that efforts to enhance media 

skills should be permanently 

complemented by the teaching of wide-

ranging internet skills, including 

knowledge about accessibility, source 

security and source tagging, data 

protection, developments in intellectual 

property rights and rights protection for 

one’s own content production; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  182 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 k (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4k. Urges that more efforts be made as 

part of the DSM strategy to verify the 

implementation of free and open software 

in educational establishments and public 
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administration, as the accessibility and 

visibility of source codes enhances the 

resource-saving participation of the 

public authorities in decisions on the use 

of collaborative innovations; takes the 

view that more open software may make it 

possible to certify the digital skills of 

users, particularly within educational 

establishments; 

Or. de 

 

Amendment  183 

Martina Michels 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 l (new) 

 

Draft opinion Amendment 

 4l. Calls for digital forms of collaborative 

work and communication – using and 

developing CC licences – to be taught and 

applied across national and linguistic 

borders in education and training and in 

public research establishments, and 

promoted in public procurement 

procedures;  

Or. de 

 


