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Amendment  1 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; 

A. Whereas Eurostat estimates that 

17.978 million men and women in the 

EU28, of whom 14.153 million in the 

Euro area, were unemployed in December 

2017; whereas the employment recovery 

rate remains very unequal across Member 

States to the benefit of those countries 

which have not adopted the single 

currency or have not been subject to deep 

European structural reforms; whereas 

from 2002 to 2016 the number of part-

time workers aged between 20 and 64 in 

the EU-28 rose slowly but steadily from 

14.9% to 18.9%; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  2 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; whereas regional disparities have 

started to narrow; whereas the vary on 

unemployment rates is still relevant, 

ranging from around 4% in Germany to 

almost 20% in Spain and 23.6% in 

Greece; whereas hidden unemployment 

was at 20% in 2016 (unemployed, willing 

to work but not actively searching for 

employment) 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  3 

Theodoros Zagorakis 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States, especially in the EU member states 

most affected by the financial crisis; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  4 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivo Vajgl 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

slightly above 2008 levels at 7.3% and 

16.1% respectively1a, and with 

considerable differences between and 

within the Member States; 

 _________________ 

 1a 

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/29

95521/8631691/3-31012018-BP-

EN.pdf/bdc1dbf2-6511-4dc5-ac90-

dbadee96f5fb  

Or. en 
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Amendment  5 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the Union have been 

falling gradually since 2013, but are still 

above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; 

A. whereas unemployment and youth 

unemployment in the European Union are 

still above 2008 levels, with considerable 

differences among and within the Member 

States; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  6 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 A a. whereas long-term unemployment 

remains, sharing above 50% of total 

unemployment in some Member States 

and represents 45,6% in the EU and 

49,7% in the EA; whereas unemployment 

rate only tracks individuals who do not 

have a job and have actively looked for 

work in the last 4 weeks and long term 

unemployment rate only measures the 

share of the economically active 

population aged 15 to 74 who has been 

unemployed for 12 months or more 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  7 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivo Vajgl, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital A a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 A a. whereas in the current financial 

period, cohesion policy is expected to help 

support 1.1 million SMEs, 7.4 million 

unemployed people find a job, 8.9 million 

people gain new qualifications, invest €16 

billion in the digital economy and make 

substantial investments in social 

infrastructure; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  8 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to narrow; 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to narrow; 

whereas, employment rates diverge 

widely, ranging from much below the EU 

average of 65% in Greece, Croatia, Italy 

and Spain, to higher than 75% in the 

Netherlands, Denmark, United Kingdom, 

Germany and Sweden; whereas 

employment measured in terms of hours 

worked per employee remains 3% below 

the pre-crisis level in the EU and 4% in 

the Euro Area due to increases in part-

time work and reductions in the hours 

worked by full-time employees; whereas 

young people are more often employed 

under non-standard and atypical forms of 

employment, including temporary jobs, 

involuntary part-time work and lower 

wage jobs 

Or. en 

 



AM\1147213EN.docx 7/42 PE619.046v01-00 

  EN 

Amendment  9 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to 

narrow; 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

GDP per head in many less developed 

regions converged towards the EU 

average through faster productivity 

growth, but they lost employment, while 

the regions with GDP per head well above 

the EU average have grown faster than 

the less developed ones through a 

combination of both productivity and 

employment growth; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  10 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivo Vajgl, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to narrow; 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure at 

71%, but still remains below the pre-crisis 

level in some2a of the Member States; 

whereas while there remain marked 

differences in the average employment 

rate between more and less developed 

regions, regional disparities have started to 

narrow; 

 _________________ 

 2a http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-

explained/index.php/File:Employment_ra

te,_age_group_20_%E2%80%93_64,_201

6_%28%25%29_YB17.png  
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  11 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to narrow; 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities are a consequence 

of economic, financial and 

cultural centralization, and only an 

effective and fair rent redistribution policy 

will solve it; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  12 

Geoffroy Didier, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jérôme Lavrilleux, Anne Sander 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to narrow; 

B. whereas the employment rate in the 

EU has been growing for four consecutive 

years and now surpasses the 2008 figure, 

but still remains below the pre-crisis level 

in half of the Member States; whereas 

regional disparities have started to narrow 

but remain high in some Member States; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  13 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B a (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 B a. whereas part-time work has 

increased 11% compared to 2008, and 

full-time employment has dropped by 2% 

in the same period, while involuntary 

part-time work still represents almost one-

third of this type of contracts; whereas 

labour market segmentation between 

permanent and atypical jobs remains 

worrying, with countries showing a 

percentage of temporary contracts 

ranging from 10% to 20%, with 

particularly low transition rates towards 

permanent contracts and temporary jobs 

representing "dead ends" rather than 

"stepping stones" towards permanent 

jobs; whereas this phenomenon is 

impeding large numbers of workers to 

benefit from secure, relatively well-paid 

employment and good prospects, creating 

a wage gap between permanent and 

temporary workers; whereas labour 

market segmentation worsen due to many 

EU countries adopting two-tier reforms in 

employment protection legislation, easing 

the use of temporary contracts. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  14 

Jana Žitňanská 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 B a. whereas shrinking employment 

disparities followed by shrinking 

disparities in GDP per head are evident at 

regional level across the EU; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  15 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 
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Draft opinion 

Recital B b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 B b. whereas gender employment gap 

still remains above 10pps, scoring 11.6 % 

for the EU, with a 76.9% employment rate 

for men and 65.3% for women, and even 

wider gaps among non-EU born and 

Roma women; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  16 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital B c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 B c. whereas increasing in-work 

poverty remains in Europe as a whole, 

with highest levels recorded in Spain 

(13.1%), Greece (14%) and Romania 

(18.6%), showing that employment alone 

is not always sufficient to lift people out of 

poverty and reflecting different labour 

market patterns, including part-time 

and/or temporary jobs, wage levels, and 

work intensity in the households and poor 

working conditions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  17 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 
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to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

whereas, according to the Commission 

publication ‘Employment and Social 

Developments in Europe 2017’, in 2015 

there were 118,8 million people at risk of 

poverty or social exclusion (AROPE), 1,7 

million above the 2008 level and far from 

the Europe 2020 Strategy target of 

reducing AROPE by 20 million, with wide 

disparities between Member States 

ranging from 5% or less in the Czech 

Republic or Germany to around 20 % in 

Greece and Spain; whereas children 

AROPE rate (0-17) in 2016 is 26,4%, 

higher than 24,2% of adult people (16-64) 

and almost 10pps higher than AROPE 

rate of 18,3% for elder people (65+); 

whereas, the number of children 

experiencing poverty remains alarmingly 

high in Europe, currently standing at 

more than 25 million and whereas the 

impact of poverty on children can last a 

lifetime and perpetuates the 

intergenerational transmission of 

disadvantage; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  18 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty 

or social exclusion in the EU has fallen 

back to its pre-crisis level, it remains very 

high and far from reaching the Europe 

2020 poverty and social exclusion target; 

C. whereas almost 24% of EU 

population is at risk of poverty or social 

exclusion and inequalities continue to 

rise, and despite the proportion is at risk 

of poverty in the EU having fallen back to 

its pre-crisis level, it remains very high and 

far from reaching the Europe 2020 poverty 

and social exclusion target; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  19 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

whereas the whole EU has subscribed to 

the United Nations Sustainable 

Development Goals, with one of these 

goals being to end poverty in all its forms 

everywhere; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  20 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

C. whereas the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU remains very 

high and far from reaching the Europe 

2020 target; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  21 

Geoffroy Didier, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jérôme Lavrilleux, Anne Sander 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

including in more developed regions and 

far from reaching the Europe 2020 poverty 

and social exclusion target; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  22 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

C. whereas the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU remains very 

high and far from reaching the Europe 

2020 poverty and social exclusion target; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  23 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivo Vajgl, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains very high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

C. whereas while the risk of poverty or 

social exclusion in the EU has fallen back 

to its pre-crisis level, it remains too high 

and far from reaching the Europe 2020 

poverty and social exclusion target; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  24 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 
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Recital C a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C a. whereas gross disposable 

household income (GDHI) per capita has 

still not recovered in several Member 

States from its pre-crisis levels, several of 

them recording levels from 20 to 30pps 

lower than in 2008; whereas income 

inequalities increases have not been 

reversed from the onset of the crisis in 

several Member States, and in some cases 

even have worsened; whereas in the EU 

as a whole the richest 20% of households 

received an income share that is 5.1 times 

that of the poorest 20%, with ratios of 6.5 

or above in some Eastern and Southern 

European countries, almost twice as high 

as values for some Centre Europeans and 

Nordic best performers countries; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  25 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C a. whereas the main objective of 

cohesion policy is strengthening 

economic, social and territorial cohesion 

by reducing regional disparities both 

within and between Member States, 

improving the well-being of EU citizens 

and providing them with equal 

opportunities regardless of their place of 

residence; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  26 

Jana Žitňanská 
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Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C a. whereas differences in 

unemployment and income across the EU 

encourage people to move to find better 

opportunities; whereas unbalanced and 

rapid change in population associated 

with brain drain creates complications for 

mostly rural regions in the EU13. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  27 

Geoffroy Didier, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jérôme Lavrilleux, Anne Sander 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C a. Whereas infra-regional disparities 

are growing, including in more 

prosperous regions which contain pockets 

of poverty; whereas most prosperous 

regions allow driving effects in favor of 

growth; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  28 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C a. whereas a concrete positive impact 

of the cohesion policy investments funds 

cannot be achieved without a more 

effective involvement of all partners at 

national, regional and local level; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  29 

Verónica Lope Fontagné 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C a. Whereas there is a need for the 

Commission and the Member States to 

reach a stronger commitment to applying 

Article 174 and 175 of the TFEU 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  30 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C b. whereas policies to reconcile the 

work-life balance are of paramount 

importance in removing single parents 

and families from poverty and combating 

the worrying phenomena of the falling 

birth rate and ageing population; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  31 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Recital C b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 C b. Whereas Cohesion policy has 

played an important role in tackling the 

financial, economic and social crisis of 

the past years by providing much-needed 

opportunities for public investment; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  32 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

1. Highlights that Cohesion policy is 

the base to guarantee upward social 

convergence and shared prosperity in the 

EU and must concentrate on major 

societal challenges such as living 

conditions, unemployment, 

precariousness, poverty, exclusion, 

discrimination, migration and climate 

change; is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union in these objectives, should not 

only be maintained but increased in the 

future multiannual financial framework; 

considers that the European Social Fund 

(ESF) should be substantially increased to 

at least 30% of the cohesion policy 

envelop as the main EU instrument for the 

integration and reintegration of workers 

into the labour market as well as for 

supporting measures for social inclusion, 

combating poverty and inequalities; 

believes that a scenario merging the ESF 

into one single social investment fund is a 

threat to the integrity of Cohesion policy, 

whose objective of social cohesion, 

enshrined in the Treaties, is mainly 

achieved through ESF funding; stresses 

that the ESF must therefore continue to 

be an integral part of Cohesion Policy to 

ensure that the EU’s renewed focus of 

Social Europe can be realised on the 

ground 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  33 

Tatjana Ždanoka 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities, and the creation of equal 

opportunities, with a continued 20% 

earmarked funding for the fight against 

poverty and social exclusion; considers 

therefore that the ESF share should be 

increased so that at least 30% of the 

combined ESI funds resources at EU level 

should be allocated to the ESF in each 

Member State; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  34 

Geoffroy Didier, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jérôme Lavrilleux, Anne Sander 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; defends the consideration of 
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social criteria for the allocation of funds, 

in particular the unemployment rate and 

the youth unemployment rate, in addition 

to GDP per capita; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  35 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main public investment 

policy of the Union, should be maintained 

at at least a similar budgetary level in the 

future multiannual financial framework; 

considers that the European Social Fund 

(ESF) should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for social cohesion and the 

implementation of the European Pillar of 

Social Rights, including the integration 

and reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  36 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at 

least a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, should be the focus of investment 

policy of the EU and should be 

strengthened in the future multiannual 

financial framework; considers that the 

European Social Fund (ESF) should be 

retained as the main EU instrument for the 
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instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

integration and reintegration of workers 

into the labour market as well as for 

supporting measures for social inclusion, 

combating poverty and inequalities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  37 

Ádám Kósa 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

a similar budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework; considers 

that the European Social Fund (ESF) 

should be retained as the main EU 

instrument for the integration and 

reintegration of workers into the labour 

market as well as for supporting measures 

for social inclusion, combating poverty and 

inequalities; 

1. Is of the opinion that Cohesion 

Policy, as the main investment policy of 

the Union, should be maintained at at least 

at the current budgetary level in the future 

multiannual financial framework and the 

GDP should remain the main indicator 

for allocating funds; considers that the 

European Social Fund (ESF) should be 

retained as the main EU instrument for the 

integration and reintegration of workers 

into the labour market as well as for 

supporting measures for social inclusion, 

combating poverty and inequalities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  38 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 a. Recalls that public investment in 

the EU is still below pre-crisis levels, 

making regions and Member States in 

need for more support to take up the 

current and future challenges; believes 

that given the growing social divergences 

across the EU, the social investment 



AM\1147213EN.docx 21/42 PE619.046v01-00 

  EN 

approach must be put at the centre of a 

coherent policy framework aligning the 

EU governance framework and its budget 

with the social investment imperative; 

stresses that these types of investment with 

long-term return are key to the future 

competitiveness of EU regions. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  39 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 a. Takes note of the data provided in 

the 7th Cohesion report showing signs of 

general improvement in the social 

situation, but also for remaining social 

divergences among Member States, 

aggravated as a result of the harmful 

impact of the economic crisis and years of 

austerity measures; observes with concern 

that despite positive signs, the risk of 

poverty or social exclusion remains a key 

challenge, being one of the main 

challenges to social cohesion together 

with an increase in inequalities in many 

Member States; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  40 

Arne Gericke 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 a. demands the creation of a 

comparable regionally adjusted 

indicatorsystem, through which the status 

quo and the desired condition along the 
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fourjustice dimensions (distribution 

justice, procedural justice, 

equalopportunities and intergenerational 

justice) can be measured. If the status 

quoand the desired state diverge from one 

another, nations and regions should 

havethe opportunity to take appropriate 

measures, in order to eradicate this 

discrepancy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  41 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 a. Considers that binding cohesion 

policy programming to quantifiable 

Europe 2020 targets, such as the 

reduction of poverty, was one of the main 

achievements of the 2014-2020 

programming period; believes that 

contributing to economic, social and 

territorial cohesion in the EU should be 

the main objective of a Europe post-2020 

strategy, based on the adopted 

international Sustainable Development 

Goals; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  42 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 a. States the reinforcement of EU 

budget, based on contributions that takes 

into account the Gross National Income 

of the Member States, aiming at public 
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investment that supports national 

productive sectors, contributing to the 

reduction of multiple structural 

dependencies, promoting employment 

with rights, quality public services and the 

full use of Member-States' global 

potential; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  43 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 b. States that some of the more 

relevant employment and social 

imbalances and social divergences in 

Europe, as labour market segmentation, 

wage dispersion or child poverty, have not 

been resolved but have worsened, 

evidencing that public policies at the 

national level and European mechanisms 

are insufficient for building a stronger 

social cohesion and a fairer European 

labour market; highlights that stronger 

and wider policies at European level are 

needed to complement current national 

efforts; stresses that fiscal flexibility to 

support social investment in social rights 

is vital as well as mainstreaming all 

principles enshrined in the European 

Pillar of Social Rights effectively at all 

stages. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  44 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 b. Is of the opinion that cohesion 

policy and particularly ESF have 

contributed to reaching certain level of 

recovery by Member States and regions 

corresponding to the pre-crisis situation, 

however, the share of ESF from the next 

cohesion envelope and the share from the 

ESF for combating poverty and social 

exclusion should be increased for further 

reduction of disparities and inequalities, 

and for achieving the Europe 2020 targets 

for inclusive growth; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  45 

Arne Gericke 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 b. stresses the importance of the 

compatibility of family and career in the 

economic advancement and cohesion of 

all regions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  46 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 c. Is of the opinion that the Social 

Progress Index should be evaluated and 

considered as an additional indicator to 

complement the GDP indicator for 

allocation of ESIF, given that increase in 

GDP per head does not correspond to the 

same extent of increase in employment for 
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all regions, and is not sufficient itself for 

measuring the new types of inequalities 

between EU regions, and that the 

economic growth does not impact on 

certain determinants of social progress as, 

for example, access to education, and that 

there are other important factors which 

determinate inclusion and social 

progress; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  47 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 c. Recalls that inequalities threaten 

the future of the European project, erode 

its legitimacy and can damage trust in the 

EU as an engine of social progress and 

that the reduction of inequalities must be 

one of the main priorities at the European 

level, as recently stated by the Parliament; 

considers essential to improve the process 

of policy coordination in order to better 

monitor, prevent and correct negative 

trends that could increase inequalities and 

weaken social progress and social 

cohesion or negatively affect social 

justice, putting in place preventive and 

corrective measures when necessary; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  48 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 1 d (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 1 d. highlights that the social 
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dimension of EU policies has become a 

priority with the proclamation of the 

Pillar of Social Rights, agreed in part as a 

response to the harmful impact of the 

economic crisis and years of austerity 

measures which have aggravated social 

divergences across Europe; considers the 

creation of the European Pillar of Social 

Rights as a positive step towards a more 

social Europe; warns that social and 

employment policies at national, regional 

and local level need to be supported with 

sound EU cohesion funding for all EU 

regions. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  49 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Regrets the sluggish 

implementation of the 2014-2020 

programmes; considers that faster 

implementation, a smoother transition 

between programming periods, genuine 

simplification and capacity development 

are necessary; 

2. Underlines the sluggish 

implementation of the 2014-2020 

programmes; reiterates its concern 

regarding the funding under the EU 

budget and its role in supplying concrete 

answers to the needs of citizens; 

underlines the need to properly evaluate 

which funds could be better managed at 

national level in order to guarantee full 

respect of the subsidiarity principle; urges 

for the future programming of cohesion 

policy more transparency, accountability 

and genuine simplification; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  50 

Jasenko Selimovic, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 
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Draft opinion Amendment 

2. Regrets the sluggish 

implementation of the 2014-2020 

programmes; considers that faster 

implementation, a smoother transition 

between programming periods, genuine 

simplification and capacity development 

are necessary; 

2. Regrets the sluggish 

implementation of the 2014-2020 

programmes with just 39% of the total 

funding allocated as at July 20173a; 

considers that faster implementation, a 

smoother transition between programming 

periods, clear targets, benchmarks and 

result indicators, genuine simplification 

and capacity development are necessary; 

 _________________ 

 3a 

http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/source

s/docoffic/official/reports/cohesion7/7cr.p

df, p. 175 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  51 

Jasenko Selimovic, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Notes, in this regard, the 

suggestion of the Commission’s reflection 

paper on the future of EU finances4a that 

coherence could be improved via a single 

rule book for cohesion policy and other 

funding instruments with programmes or 

projects of the same type which would 

ensure stronger complementarity between 

cohesion policy and innovation and 

infrastructure spending and simplification 

for beneficiaries; further notes, the 

paper’s suggestion that new criteria for 

the allocation of funds could be 

considered such as unemployment and 

social inclusion to better integrate 

cohesion policy with current areas 

identified for EU action; believes that 

more efficient and flexible 

implementation of the funds will be 

crucial in the new MFF period; 
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 _________________ 

 4a 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta

-political/files/reflection-paper-eu-

finances_en.pdf, p. 24 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  52 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. believes that before linking social 

funding to policy priorities agreed with 

Member states in the European Semester, 

regional authorities must be involved and 

changes into the indicators for social 

progress in cohesion policy must be 

introduced; stresses that Country Reports 

and Country Specific Recommendations 

cannot become the only reference 

documents for programming EU 

investments on the ground, especially 

social investment. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  53 

Verónica Lope Fontagné 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Calls on the Commission to 

introduce policies designed to combat 

demographic decline and the dispersion of 

the population; stresses that the European 

Union’s cohesion policy should prioritise 

attention for regions suffering 

demographic decline; Therefore, calls for 

strategic investment, in particular 
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broadband access, with a view to making 

them more competitive, improving 

industry and territorial structure 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  54 

Geoffroy Didier, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jérôme Lavrilleux, Anne Sander 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Recalls that the principle of 

proportionality must prevail in the 

management and control of cohesion 

programs; calls on the Commission and 

the Member States to explore the 

possibilities of an online system of 

application more conducive to 

administrative simplification for project 

managers; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  55 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Calls the Commission not to 

consider in the calculation of the public 

spending deficit the co-financing of EU 

programs for the purpose of complying 

with the Maastricht criteria, thus 

facilitating negotiations and improving 

the implementation of these programs; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  56 
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Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 2 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 2 a. Stresses that of the numerous 

challenges the European regions will face 

in the coming years, social inclusion and 

poverty as well as rising inequalities, both 

between and within regions as well as 

among citizens, are of particular 

relevance to cohesion policy; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  57 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation focusing in particular on 

future-oriented sectors with a net quality 

job creation potential, in particular the 

green and circular economy, care sector 

and digital sector; considers, moreover, 

that access to funding should be eased for 

all beneficiaries, especially social economy 

actors and SMEs; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  58 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 



AM\1147213EN.docx 31/42 PE619.046v01-00 

  EN 

Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs, NGOs and 

smaller municipalities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  59 

Verónica Lope Fontagné 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs and self-

employed; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  60 

Jasenko Selimovic, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still 

insufficiently leveraged and should 

therefore be further strengthened through 

more efficient and results-based policy-
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implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

making and implementation; considers, 

moreover, that access to funding should be 

eased for all beneficiaries, especially 

SMEs; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  61 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 
implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of EU funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient 

implementation, supported by effective 

technical assistance; considers, moreover, 

that access to funding should be eased for 

all beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  62 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries, especially SMEs; 

3. Takes the view that the job creation 

potential of Union funds is still insufficient 

and should therefore be further 

strengthened through more efficient and 

results-based policy-making and 

implementation; considers, moreover, that 

access to funding should be eased for all 

beneficiaries; 

Or. en 
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Amendment  63 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 a. considers that it is essential, in the 

framework of the discussions for the new 

MFF, to carry out a reflection around the 

EU cohesion policy and how effective is to 

be a driver for social progress and deliver 

on the EU's social objectives; points out 

that despite the intensified efforts of the 

EU to align cohesion policy with social 

objectives, strong socio-economic 

disparities still remain across Europe and 

new geographical divides are appearing 

across the EU, accelerated by the 

economic crisis; believes that inclusion 

and social progress, can only be achieved 

through well-balanced redistributive 

policies; calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to reconsider whether 

GDP per capita is really the right criteria 

to determine where and how EU funding 

should be allocated or if other types of 

criteria and indicators need to be 

incorporated. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  64 

Jana Žitňanská 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 a. Calls on the Member States to 

invest more in skills that improve 

economic growth by narrowing the skills 

gap and reducing child poverty and social 

exclusion; calls on the Member States to 

pay increased attention to the rural 

regions which have not sufficiently 

benefited from the economic growth. 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  65 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 b. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to incorporate new 

indicators to measure social convergence, 

including the Social Progress Index 

which aims to measure the multiple 

dimensions of social progress while 

helping regions identify the main issues 

they are confronted with. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  66 

Jana Žitňanská 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 b. Calls on Member States to start or 

continue structural reforms to improve 

competition, business environment and 

skills potential, particularly in the 

Member States with low productivity 

levels; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  67 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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 3 c. Calls on the Commission to also 

use new indicators in the social 

scoreboard to get a fine and precise 

overview of the social situation in each 

region and as a determinant for the 

allocation of EU funding to thematic 

objectives with a social dimension; 

considers that in the state of ex post 

evaluation, social indicators should also 

be used as a tool to assess the success of 

EU funding in achieving better social 

outcomes and that adapting a criteria of 

distribution to the set of objectives is 

therefore essential to give more 

prominence to social developments in EU 

cohesion policy. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  68 

Jana Žitňanská 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 3 c (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 3 c. Insists that transparent public 

procurement is essential to promote 

development and fair competition; takes 

the view that public procurement is best 

suited to fostering socially and 

environmentally beneficial effects of 

investments. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  69 

Jasenko Selimovic, Ivo Vajgl, António Marinho e Pinto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 
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aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education including tertiary education, 

VET and work-based learning and 

acquiring and updating skills particularly 

digital skills, as a driver for economic 

growth and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people, 

low-qualified and older workers; notes the 

importance of the New Skills Agenda and 

particularly its Upskilling Pathways 

initiative in this regard; points out that 

training programmes financed under the 

ESF should be tailored to the needs of the 

labour market; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  70 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to quality 

public education and training, and quality, 

sustainable and inclusive employment, 

especially for young people; points out that 

training programmes financed under the 

ESF should be tailored to the needs of the 

workers and the unemployed in their 

integration and progression in the labour 

market; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  71 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 
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4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, training services, and quality, 

non precarious, decent employment, 

especially for young people; points out that 

training programmes financed under the 

ESF should contribute to employability, 

involving all relevant stakeholders, 

namely workers' representatives, in its 

definition; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  72 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the individual as well as 

take into account labour market 

opportunities; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  73 

Theodoros Zagorakis 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, innovative 
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employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

entrepreneurship, and sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  74 

Ádám Kósa 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better 

education, skills, and quality, sustainable 

employment, especially for young people; 

points out that training programmes 

financed under the ESF should be tailored 

to the needs of the labour market; 

4. Calls on the Commission and the 

Member States to continue initiatives 

aimed at increasing access to better and 

inclusive education, skills, and quality, 

sustainable employment, especially for 

young people; points out that training 

programmes financed under the ESF 

should be tailored to the needs of the 

labour market; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  75 

Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto, Javi López 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Reiterates its concern about the 

rising trend towards underemployment 

and hidden unemployment, the 

chronification of long term 

unemployment and the level of youth 

unemployment and long-term 

unemployment; recalls the importance of 

investment in plans prioritising the 

reduction of long term unemployment 

combining vocational training with 

personalised guidance 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  76 

João Pimenta Lopes 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Calls for the strengthening of 

budget lines that promote effective 

responses to the reception and social 

inclusion of refugees and migrants; 

rejects all budgetary and political 

measures that promote the externalization 

of EU borders, such as FRONTEX, or the 

recent arms' race and militarization of 

international relations measures proposed 

by the EU; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  77 

Mara Bizzotto, Dominique Martin, Joëlle Mélin 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Calls the Commission to pay 

particular attention to the important 

relationship between the cohesion policy 

and the most geographically and 

demographically disadvantaged areas, 

suffering from severe and permanent 

natural or demographic handicaps, such 

as islands and mountain regions; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  78 

Jana Žitňanská 
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Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Considers Council's 

recommendation of 2016 on "Upskilling 

Pathways" together with Member 

States' response and follow-up crucial to 

improving skills of EU adult population 

and increasing participation in lifelong 

learning by lower-qualified adults. 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  79 

Geoffroy Didier, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Jérôme Lavrilleux, Anne Sander 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. Underlines that social and fiscal 

convergence contribute to the cohesion 

objective and that divergent practices in 

this area are liable to cause further 

problems for territories most vulnerable to 

globalisation; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  80 

Arne Gericke 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. stresses the necessity of retaining 

school and educational institutions close 

to one’s own residence and demands a 

nationwide policy of retention of those, if 

possible supported by the European 

structural funds; 
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Or. en 

 

Amendment  81 

Georgi Pirinski, Sergio Gutiérrez Prieto 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 4 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 4 a. underlines that combating poverty 

and social exclusion should be a top 

priority for EU and its Member States; 

considers that all EU funds should 

contribute to the implementation of this 

priority; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  82 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5 a. Calls on the Commission and 

Member States to reinforce the 

partnership with social partners and civil 

society at all levels and in all stages of the 

process, including in the preparation, 

implementation, monitoring and 

evaluation of the programmes, to ensure a 

successful implementation of cohesion 

policy and the ESF in particular, in the 

future; calls to this end for sufficient 

resources and technical assistance to be 

made available for all relevant partners to 

effectively participate in the process; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  83 

João Pimenta Lopes 



PE619.046v01-00 42/42 AM\1147213EN.docx 

EN 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 a (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5 a. Rejects the imposition of any 

conditionality to the implementation of 

EU cohesion funds by Member States; 

states that cohesion funds must take into 

account Member States' strategic 

development perspectives, both inside of 

their own borders or in a transnational 

perspective; 

Or. en 

 

Amendment  84 

Tatjana Ždanoka 

 

Draft opinion 

Paragraph 5 b (new) 

 
Draft opinion Amendment 

 5 b. Stresses that to effectively tackle 

social problems, such as combating 

poverty and social exclusion within 

communities, a bottom-up approach is 

needed as these issues require a tailor-

made response and the active involvement 

of the level of government directly 

concerned; 

Or. en 

 


