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Text proposed by the Commission Amendments by Parliament

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 57
Recital 2

(2) The Seventh Framework Programme is 
implemented in accordance with Regulation 
(EC, Euratom) No 1605/2002 on the 
Financial Regulation applicable to the 
general budget of the European 
Communities, hereinafter “the Financial 
Regulation”, and Regulation (EC, Euratom) 
No 2342/2002 laying down detailed rules for 
the implementation of the Financial 
Regulation, hereinafter “the Implementing 
Rules”.

(2) The Seventh Framework Programme is 
to be implemented in accordance with 
Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1605/2002 on 
the Financial Regulation applicable to the 
general budget of the European 
Communities, hereinafter “the Financial 
Regulation”, and Regulation (EC, Euratom) 
No 2342/2002 laying down detailed rules for 
the implementation of the Financial 
Regulation, hereinafter “the Implementing 
Rules”.

Or. en



PE 374.237v01-00 2/95 AM\616244EN.doc

EN

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 58
Recital 3

(3) The Seventh Framework Programme is 
also implemented in accordance with the 
state aid rules, in particular the rules on state 
aid for research and development.

(3) The Seventh Framework Programme is 
to be implemented in accordance with the 
state aid rules, in particular the rules on state 
aid for research and development.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

According to Articles 87 and 88 of the Treaty, the Commission is responsible for keeping 
under constant review all systems of aid existing in the Member States, since, as a matter of 
principle, state aid is prohibited (see "whereas (3)). With regard to the ceilings laid down in 
paragraph 5.12 of the "Community Framework for State Aid for Research and Development", 
this specifies: "Where Community financing and State aid are combined, total official support 
may not exceed 75% in the case of industrial research and 50%

in the case of pre-competitive development activities" (see also paragraphs 72 and 73).

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 59
Recital 3a (new)

(3a) The Seventh Framework Programme 
should be implemented in synergy with the 
cohesion and structural funds. 

Or. en

Justification

Complementarity between the different EU funds should be reinforced.  
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Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 60
Recital 3a (new)

(3a) The Seventh Framework Programme 
covers new areas, such as security, which 
could involve carrying out activities of a 
sensitive nature which could give rise to 
classified information. The rules for 
participation are framed in such a way as 
to ensure that the information in question 
is protected.

Or. fr

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 61
Recital 4

(4) The rules for the participation of 
undertakings, research centres and 
universities should provide a coherent and 
transparent framework to ensure efficient 
implementation and ease of access for all 
participants in the Seventh Framework 
Programme.

(49 The rules for the participation of 
undertakings, research centres and 
universities should provide a coherent 
simple, comprehensive, jargon-free and 
transparent framework to ensure efficient 
implementation and ease of access for all 
participants in the Seventh Framework 
Programme.

Or. en

Justification

Participation should be encouraged by a commitment to simplicity and transparency. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 62
Recital 4a (new)

(4a) This Regulation also applies to the 
activities funded in the framework of the 
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European Research Council (ERC).

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Commission's proposal for the "Rules for Participation" essentially retains the 
framework that was established for previous RTD framework programmes, with the exception 
of:

- certain aspects related to the setting up of a European Research Council (ERC) to allocate 
Community funding for investigator-driven "frontier" research actions (see "whereas" (4a), 
Article 1(6) and Article 9. See also the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. "Individual projects" );

- the award of a grant to the European Investment Bank (EIB) to fund a “Risk Sharing 
Finance Facility”, which is to contribute to the provisioning and capital allocation for the 
EIB's loan and guarantee financing for European RTD actions (see "whereas" (23) and 
Article 53. See also the "Decision", Annex III b)).

According to the Commission proposal, the European Research Council (ERC) will act as an 
advisory body, supplemented by an executive agency to provide an administrative structure, 
in accordance with Council Regulation No 58/2003 of 19.12.2002. The Court agrees with the 
Commission that the "Rules for Participation" should also apply to activities funded within 
the framework of the ERC21 to ensure that the same principles apply to all types of 
Community funding for the different schemes established in Annex III a) of the "Decision". 
The Court also considers that the proposed structure will provide sufficient assurance that the 
ERC’s scientific autonomy will be guaranteed, and that its management structure can be 
agreed and implemented sufficiently quickly22. The Court however recommends that the 
applicability of the "Rules for participation" should be made explicit in the legal base (see 
"whereas" (4a) and Article 1).

21 See the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. Individual projects.

22 When entrusting the ERC's executive agency with the executive powers the Commission 
enjoys under the Treaties, the provisions of Article 54 of the Financial Regulation are to 
apply. In  particular, the implementing tasks delegated must be clearly defined and fully 
supervised (see also paragraph 40).

Amendment by Paul Rübig and Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 63
Recital 4a (new)

(4a) The trend of declining industry 
participation in the Framework 
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Programme must be reversed. Therefore 
the rules of participation must facilitate the 
application procedure as well as project 
management, increase legal certainty for 
participants and erase barriers related to 
protection of intellectual property rights. 

Or. en

Justification

Complicated application procedures and management rules, legal uncertainty and the lack of 
adequate protection of intellectual property rights were the main reasons for the low industry 
participation in FP6

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 64
Recital 5

(5) The Seventh Framework Programme 
should promote participation from the 
outermost regions of the Community, as 
well as from a wide range of undertakings, 
research centres and universities.

(5) The Seventh Framework Programme 
should promote participation from the 
outermost regions of the Community, and 
from the overseas countries and territories 
associated with the European 
Communities, as well as from a wide range 
of undertakings, research centres and 
universities.

Or. fr

Justification

The regulation should be brought into line with Decision 2001/822/EC of 27 November 2001 
on the association of the overseas countries and territories with the European Community 
('overseas association decision'), Article 58 of which stipulates that 'individuals from an OCT 
and where applicable the relevant public and/private bodies and institutions in an OCT shall 
be eligible' for Community programmes.

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 65
Recital 5a (new)

(5a) European Technology Platforms 
(ETPs), bottom-up autonomous 
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organizations at European level of 
enterprises of the same sector, will be the 
backbone of industrial research and 
innovation in Europe. Research 
organizations, local institutions, and banks 
may all take part in ETPs. ETPs represent 
per se an international undertaking and 
may have legal personality. The decision-
making procedures in ETPs should give a 
high weight to SMEs in order to encourage 
their participation in an atmosphere of 
scientific challenge and to facilitate 
coordination among industries.

Or. en

Justification

TP will be the main actors for industrial research as a tool for a generalised participation of 
enterprises to the innovation effort. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 66
Recital 7

(7) It is therefore appropriate to permit not 
only the participation of legal persons,
provided that they are entitled to exercise 
rights and assume obligations, but natural 
persons. The participation of natural 
persons will ensure that the creation and 
development of scientific excellence and 
ability are not limited to Community 
funding of projects involving only legal 
persons, ensuring also the participation of 
SMEs that are not legal persons.

(7) It is therefore appropriate to permit not 
only the participation of legal entities, but 
also natural persons, provided that they are 
entitled to exercise rights and assume 
obligations. 

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.
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Amendment by Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines

Amendment 67
Recital 7 a (new)

(7a) Flexibility criteria should also be 
provided for and applied so as to enable 
researchers to broaden their research 
avenues.

Or. es

Justification

History has shown that during their lifetime many Nobel prizewinners repeatedly switched 
from one research avenue to another.

Amendment by Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines

Amendment 68
Recital 8 a (new)

(8a) To consolidate and strengthen 
research teams, participation in European 
Research Area (ERA) programmes should 
be compatible with participation in national 
and regional programmes. 

Or. es

Justification

Research teams carrying out basic activities should not be confined to a narrower field by 
being restricted to a single avenue of research.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 69
Recital 9

(9) It is appropriate that any legal entity 
should be free to participate once the 
minimum conditions have been satisfied.
Participation over and above the minimum 
should ensure the efficient performance of 
the indirect action concerned.

(9) Participation over and above the 
minimum legal requirements should not 
impair efficient implementation of the 
indirect action concerned.
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Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

In the Court's view, a large number of participants in consortia often means unnecessary 
bureaucracy and an excessive administrative burden. This is particularly the case for the co-
ordinators of "Integrated Projects" and "Networks of Excellence". It is therefore 
recommended that the "Rules for Participation" clarify that the principle of efficient 
implementation should be a key consideration, in particular in those cases where the number 
and types of participants exceed the minimum legal requirements (see "whereas" (9)).

The Commission’s proposal for the minimum legal requirements for the number of 
independent legal entities participating in indirect actions and their place of establishment is, 
or could be interpreted as, overly restrictive. The Court recommends that these  conditions 
should be more clearly described (see Article 5 and Article 7).

Moreover, the Commission should clarify in Article 10 the conditions to be met by sole 
participants in indirect actions. In particular, it should be clarified whether this provision 
applies to European Economic Interest Groups (EEIG) and international European interest 
organisations only, or whether it also covers other types of legal entities.

Amendment by Jerzy Buzek

Amendment 70
Recital 9

(9) It is appropriate that any legal entity 
should be free to participate once the 
minimum conditions have been satisfied. 
Participation over and above the minimum 
should ensure the efficient performance of 
the indirect action concerned.

(9) It is appropriate that any legal entity 
(including non-profit civil society 
organisations), should be free to participate 
once the minimum conditions have been 
satisfied. Participation over and above the 
minimum should ensure the efficient 
performance of the indirect action 
concerned.

Or. en

Justification

The inclusion of the CSO in research and technological development activities will improve 
public awareness on scientific and research issues and will promote achieving the 7FP goals.

This amendment replaces the AM 60 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th Framework 
Programme.
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Amendment by Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines

Amendment 71
Recital 9 a (new)

(9a) To boost researchers’ careers, calls for 
proposals concerning Marie Curie 
fellowships should be widened to 
encompass research, and projects should 
allow scope for the programmes and the 
recruitment of researchers to strengthen 
existing teams.  

Or. es

Justification

Wider opportunities need to be afforded to emerging or established teams, bearing in mind 
that they are understaffed. 

Amendment by David Hammerstein Mintz, Caroline Lucas, Ana Maria Gomes, Luisa 
Morgantini

Amendment 72
Recital 11

(11) In line with the objectives of 
international cooperation as described by 
Articles 164 and 170 of the Treaty, the 
participation of legal entities established in 
third countries should also be envisaged, as 
should the participation of international 
organisations. 

(11) In line with the objectives of 
international cooperation as described by 
Articles 164 and 170 of the Treaty, the 
participation of legal entities established in 
third countries should also be envisaged, as 
should the participation of international 
organisations.

However, it is appropriate to require that 
such participation be justified in terms of the 
enhanced contribution thereby made to the 
objectives sought under the Seventh 
Framework Programme.

However, it is appropriate to require that 
such participation be justified in terms of the 
enhanced contribution thereby made to the 
objectives sought under the Seventh 
Framework Programme, and that it 
complies with Community law and the 
United Nations Conventions on Human 
Rights.

Or. fr
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Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 73
Recital 11a (new)

(11a) The Commission must implement the 
Seventh Framework Programme in 
accordance with the principles of an 
integrated internal control framework.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 74
Recital 12

(12) In line with the objectives mentioned 
above, it is necessary to establish the terms 
and conditions for providing Community 
funding to participants in indirect actions.

(12) In line with the objectives mentioned 
above, it is necessary to establish the terms 
and conditions for providing Community 
funding, as set out in part (a) of Annex III 
to Decision […/…] establishing the 
Seventh Framework Programme, to 
participants in indirect actions.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 75
Recital 12a (new)

(12a) The use of databases and the 
electronic exchange of data should be the 
rule for FP7.  
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Or. en

Justification

Databases should be used to maximise the efficiency of the exchanges of information 
necessary for the proper functioning of FP7 including, registration, submission, monitoring 
and control.  

Amendment by Philippe Busquin

Amendment 76
Recital 12a (new)

(12a) It is necessary to ensure a sufficiently 
effective and flexible transition from the 
cost models proposed in the 6th Framework 
Programme and ensure that bodies which 
benefited from the reimbursement of costs 
on the basis of the additional costs model 
are not penalised and discouraged from 
participating in the Seventh Framework 
Programme. While maintaining the 
objective of simplifying the definition of 
eligible costs and placing all participants 
on an equal footing, partial reimbursement 
of all eligible direct and indirect costs 
should have an equivalent incentive effect 
to restoring the additional costs model for 
the bodies concerned.

Or. fr

Justification

L'abandon du modèle de remboursement des coûts additionnels (AC) n'entraînera pas de 
diminution du montant du financement pour les universités et les autres entités, qui se font 
rembourser 100% de leurs coûts additionnels dans le PC6 et non leurs coûts complets. Dans 
l'esprit du législateur, un tel remboursement à 100% des coûts additionnels était censé 
représenter une alternative à la règle du remboursement partiel des coûts complets. Si, dans 
le PC7, elles pourront aussi charger au projet le coût de leur personnel permanent (sans faire 
recours à des licenciements et des recrutements successifs pour montrer que le personnel est 
additionnel et sans devoir le charger artificiellement ou uniquement à la coordination du 
consortium entraînant une plus grande incertitude pour les chercheurs participant dans des 
actions du PC6 et une érosion de leur statut) et se faire rembourser une fraction de leurs 
coûts totaux- y compris une estimation forfaitaire  pour les coûts indirects-, le résultat devrait 
être équivalent pour les entités concernées et valorisant pour la recherche  
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Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 77
Recital 13

(13) It is necessary for the Commission to 
establish further rules and procedures, in 
addition to those provided for in the 
Financial Regulation and its Implementing 
Rules, to govern the submission, evaluation, 
selection and award of proposals. In 
particular the rules governing the use of 
independent experts should be established.

(13) The Commission is to establish and to 
adopt further rules and procedures, in 
addition to those provided for in the 
Financial Regulation and its Implementing
Rules and this Regulation, to govern the 
submission, evaluation, selection and 
negotiation of proposals and the award of 
grants. In particular these rules are to 
include provisions governing the use of 
independent experts.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Court agrees with the proposal that the Commission should establish more specific rules 
and procedures governing the different steps leading to the award of grants and the use of 
independent experts. To avoid unnecessary bureaucracy, these rules and procedures should 
adequately take into account the differences between individual funding  mechanisms and 
types of indirect actions. Moreover, in the Court's view, such rules must be adopted by the 
Commission, as a body, to make them binding on all Commission  services  implementing the 
Seventh Framework Programme and published in the interests of transparency30 (see 
"whereas" (13)).

Moreover, in contrast to the Commission proposal, the Court recommends that such rules 
should cover the negotiation phase, which takes place after selection of proposals on the 
basis of a comparative assessment by independent experts and prior to the award of a 
grant31 (see Article 16 and Article 17(4a)). The rules should ensure that the scientific scope 
is not changed by the Commission during the negotiation, unless recommended by the 
evaluation outcome.

30 See also Special Report No 1/2004.

31 Note that the term "selection" refers to the Commission drawing up, on the basis of the 
evaluation results, a list of proposals that have passed the minimum thresholds of the 
evaluation (possibly with a reserve list in the event that some additional funding becomes 
available during the negotiation period) and the list of the proposals to be rejected 
(ineligible, those which have not attained the minimum thresholds of the evaluation, those 
which cannot be funded because of budget limits).
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Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 78
Recital 13

(13) It is necessary for the Commission to 
establish further rules and procedures, in 
addition to those provided for in the 
Financial Regulation and its Implementing 
Rules, to govern the submission, evaluation, 
selection and award of proposals. In 
particular the rules governing the use of 
independent experts should be established.

(13) It is necessary for the Commission to 
establish further rules and procedures, in 
addition to those provided for in the 
Financial Regulation and its Implementing 
Rules, to govern the submission, evaluation, 
selection and award of proposals. In 
particular the rules governing the use of 
independent experts should be established. 
Prior to the second reading on the present 
regulation, the European Parliament shall 
be given access to these rules and the right 
to amend them in the interests of 
transparency and democratic 
accountability.   

Or. en

Justification

The Rules on Participation in FP7 govern participation in publicly funded research and it is 
therefore in the public's interest that the Commission publishes its internal rules before the 
final decision has been made on the regulation by the European Parliament and the Council. 

Amendment by Paul Rübig

Amendment 79
Recital 13 a (new)

(13a) As a central electronic system is to be 
set up for the submission of proposals and 
ongoing project management, it is essential 
for the servers to be available on a reliable 
basis and for the system to be highly user-
friendly, using technical solutions which 
are largely independent of users’ software 
and showing the stage reached in the 
processing of proposals and any stages 
which have yet to be completed, and for 
clear rules to be laid down regarding the 
confidentiality of the data provided and the 
access rights of Commission staff and 
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evaluators.

Or. de

Justification

As the electronic submission of proposals is to be the only means of access to participation, it 
is essential to ensure that the system is readily available and user-friendly. Above all, SMEs 
should not be prevented from participating by technical obstacles.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 80
Recital 14

(14) It is appropriate for the Commission to 
establish further rules and procedures, in 
addition to those provided for in the 
Financial Regulation and its Implementing 
Rules, to govern the assessment of the legal 
and financial viability of participants in 
indirect actions under the Seventh 
Framework Programme.

(1a) The Commission is to establish and to 
adopt further rules and procedures, in 
addition to those provided for in the 
Financial Regulation and its Implementing 
Rules, to govern the verification of the 
existence, legal status and operational and 
financial capacity of participants in indirect 
actions under the Seventh Framework 
Programme.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Similarly, the Court agrees with the proposal that the Commission should establish more 
specific rules and procedures for the verification of the existence, legal status and operational 
and financial capacity of participants in the RTD framework programmes (see "whereas" (14) 
and Article 16a). When doing this, care should be taken that the request for documents and 
the related checks to be made are in proportion to the financial risk involved. Similarly, 
allowance must be made for the capacity of certain legal entities (such as public bodies or 
SMEs) to produce the requested information. The Court considers that such rules should be 
adopted by the Commission as a body to establish a common framework and to make them 
binding on all Commission services (and executive agencies) implementing the Seventh 
Framework Programme. However, in order to be fully in line with the Financial Regulation, 
provision must be made for the Commission to ascertain their existence and legal status, but 
also to verify participants' operational and financial capacity. 

Almost all legal entities taking part in the RTD framework programmes participate in several 
indirect actions, often administered by different Commission services. As evidenced by the 
Court's audits, this often implies that the same information is requested over and over again. 
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Therefore, the Court recommends that a centralised ex-ante verification system should be set 
up. Such a system should allow for verification to be carried out independently of the 
evaluation of proposals32. In the Court´s view the following general principles should be 
applied: - the verification should be based on appropriate supporting documents provided by 
the legal entity, allowing its existence and legal status as well as its financial and operational 
capacity to be verified;

- these documents must be up-dated periodically, or whenever requested by

the Commission33, by the legal entity;

- to avoid double verification, the Commission should certify a successful verification, such a 
certificate then being acknowledged as sufficient by all Commission services (and the 
executive agencies) implementing the

Seventh Framework Programme for all proposals submitted by the same legal entity until 
further notice.

By doing this, the Commission would establish a common framework contributing to a 
consistent and coherent approach to risk assessment by sub- delegated Authorising Officers, 
in accordance with Article 118 of the Financial Regulation (Article 182 of the Implementing 
Rules). In turn, this should have the effect of limiting the need for bank guarantees. In 
addition, the proposed modification will ensure a coherent approach within the Commission, 
avoiding unnecessary bureaucracy for participants in the RTD framework programme and 
speeding up the negotiation of selected proposals. The establishment of a central database as 
part of such a verification system would also be more effective in protecting the Communities' 
financial interest (see "whereas" (20) and Article 16a).

32 Special Report No. 1/2004

33 Note that as a starting point, the Commission could establish a first set of supporting 
documentation using its archive of those documents requested from all legal entities which 
have participated under previous RTD framework 

Amendment by Budgets Committee

Amendment 81
Recital 14 a (new)

(14a) Access to funding shall be facilitated 
by the application of the principle of 
proportionality as regards the documents to 
be supplied and by the creation of a 
database for the submission of applications.

Or. en
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Justification

This amendment replaces AM BUDG 6 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th 
Framework Programme.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 82
Recital 15

(15) In this context, the Financial Regulation 
and the Implementing Rules, govern inter 
alia the protection of the Community’s
financial interests, the fight against fraud 
and irregularity, the procedures for the 
recovery of sums owed to the Commission, 
exclusion from contract and grant 
procedures and related penalties, and audits, 
checks, and inspections by the Commission 
and the Court of Auditors, pursuant to 
Article 248(2) of the Treaty.

(15) In this context, the Financial 
Regulation, its Implementing Rules, and 
Council Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 
2988/199510 govern inter alia the protection 
of the Community’s financial interests, the 
fight against fraud and irregularity, the 
procedures for the recovery of sums owed to 
the Commission, exclusion from contract 
and grant procedures and related penalties, 
and audits, checks, and inspections by the 
Commission.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Furthermore, the Court recommends the insertion of references to Council Regulation (EC, 
Euratom) No 2988/95 of 18 December 1995 on the protection of the European Communities 
financial interests, to Regulation No 2185/1996 concerning on-the spot checks and 
inspections carried out by the Commission, and to Regulation No 1073/1999 and Regulation
No 1074/1999 concerning investigations conducted by the European Anti-Fraud Office 
(OLAF). It should be noted that these Regulations apply to the Commission only (see 
“whereas” (15), “whereas” (16) and Article 19(8a)).

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 83
Recital 16

(16) The agreements concluded for each 
action should provide for supervision and 
financial control by the Commission, or any 
representative authorised by the 
Commission, as well as audits by the Court 

(16) The agreements concluded for each 
action are to provide for supervision and 
financial control by the Commission, or any 
representative authorised by the 
Commission, as well as on-the-spot checks 
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of Auditors and on-the-spot checks carried 
out by the European Anti-Fraud Office 
(OLAF), in accordance with the procedures 
laid down in Council Regulation N° 
2185/96.

carried out by the European Anti-Fraud 
Office (OLAF), in accordance with the 
procedures laid down in Council 
Regulations No 2185/96, No 2185/96, No 
1073/99 and No 1074/99. Similarly, the 
agreements are to provide for audits by the 
Court of Auditors, which, pursuant to 
Article 248(2) of the Treaty, may carry out 
its audits according to its own rules.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Court's rights as the external auditor of the European Union derive directly from Article 
248(2) of the Treaty, and the Court, as the external auditor of the Commission, should not be 
considered as an element of internal control. Therefore, the different mechanisms of internal 
control and external audit should be clearly separated in the "Rules for Participation"23 (see 
"whereas" (16)).

Furthermore, the Court recommends the insertion of references to Council Regulation (EC, 
Euratom) No 2988/95 of 18 December 1995 on the protection of the European Communities 
financial interests, to Regulation No 2185/1996 concerning on-the spot checks and 
inspections carried out by the Commission, and to Regulation No 1073/1999 and Regulation 
No 1074/1999 concerning investigations conducted by the European Anti-Fraud Office 
(OLAF). It should be noted that these Regulations apply to the Commission only (see 
“whereas” (15), “whereas” (16) and Article 19(8a)).

23 For the different roles of external and internal control, see also the Court's proposal for 
an integrated internal control framework as described in the Court's Opinion No 2/2004.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 84
Recital 17

(17) The Commission should monitor both 
the indirect actions carried out under the 
Seventh Framework Programme and the 
Seventh Framework Programme and its 
Specific Programmes.

(17) The Commission is to monitor the 
implementation of the Seventh Framework 
Programme, its Specific Programmes and 
the completion of previous framework 
programmes.
The Commission is to present the results of 
its monitoring activities to a committee 
composed of representatives of Member 
States, and chaired by the Commission.
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Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

As evidenced by the Court's audits, Programme Committees play an important role in 
monitoring the RTD framework programmes. Therefore the  Court considers that the "Rules 
for Participation" should state that the results of the Commission's programme monitoring 
activities, including those regarding previous RTD framework programmes, are to be 
presented to a programme committee composed of representatives of Member States, in 
accordance with Article 202 of the Treaty establishing the European Community (see 
"whereas" (17) and Article 27).

Amendment by Jerzy Buzek

Amendment 85
Recital 17

(17) The Commission should monitor both 
the indirect actions carried out under the 
Seventh Framework Programme and the 
Seventh Framework Programme and its 
Specific Programmes.

(17) The Commission should monitor both 
the indirect actions carried out under the 
Seventh Framework Programme and the 
Seventh Framework Programme and its 
Specific Programmes, also to identify 
possible interactions of the European 
Research Council with collaborative 
research, ERA-NETs and national 
programmes, to eliminate duplicate 
financing of research at European and 
national level.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment replaces the AM 70 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th Framework 
Programme.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 86
Recital 17

(17) The Commission should monitor both 
the indirect actions carried out under the 

(17) The Commission should monitor both 
the indirect actions carried out under the 
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Seventh Framework Programme and the 
Seventh Framework Programme and its 
Specific Programmes.

Seventh Framework Programme and the 
Seventh Framework Programme and its 
Specific Programmes. It should also 
evaluate the present rules for participation 
and the dissemination of results.

Or. fr

Justification

The present rules must also be periodically evaluated to enable the conditions for their 
implementation to be adjusted if necessary.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 87
Recital 17 a (new)

(17a) The public should be made aware of 
where European research funding is spent.

Or. en

Justification

Research under FP7 is publicly funded and EU citizens therefore have the right to see where 
this money is being spent. 

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 88
Recital 18

(18) The rules governing the dissemination 
of research results should ensure that, where 
appropriate, the participants protect the 
intellectual property generated in actions, 
and use and disseminate those results.

(18) The rules governing the dissemination 
of research results should ensure that, where 
appropriate, the participants protect the 
intellectual property generated in actions, 
and use and disseminate those results. Each 
applicant shall submit a knowledge 
exploitation plan. 

Or. en

Justification

It is important that knowledge exploitation, innovation and the commercial use of research 
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results are further encouraged. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 89
Recital 18

(18) The rules governing the dissemination 
of research results should ensure that, where 
appropriate, the participants protect the 
intellectual property generated in actions, 
and use and disseminate those results.

(18) The rules governing the dissemination 
of research results should ensure that, where 
appropriate, the participants and their 
affiliated entities protect the intellectual 
property generated in actions, and use and 
disseminate those results.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 90
Recital 18

(18) The rules governing the dissemination 
of research results should ensure that, where 
appropriate, the participants protect the 
intellectual property generated in actions, 
and use and disseminate those results. 

(18) The rules governing the dissemination 
of research results should ensure that, where 
appropriate, the participants and their 
affiliated entities protect the intellectual 
property generated in actions, and use and 
disseminate those results.

Or. en

Justification

Since affiliates or parent companies of participants can and should be granted access rights, 
they should be accountable for the protection of the generated intellectual property. They 
should also participate in the use and dissemination of research results.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 91
Recital 19
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(19) While respecting the rights of the 
owners of intellectual property, those rules 
should be designed to ensure that 
participants have access to information they 
bring to the project and to knowledge arising 
from research work carried out in the project 
to the extent necessary to conduct the 
research work or to use the resulting 
knowledge.

(19) While respecting the rights of the 
owners of intellectual property, those rules 
should be designed to ensure that 
participants and their affiliated entities have 
access to information they bring to the 
project and to knowledge arising from 
research work carried out in the project to 
the extent necessary to conduct the research 
work or to use the resulting knowledge.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 92
Recital 19

(19) While respecting the rights of the 
owners of intellectual property, those rules 
should be designed to ensure that 
participants have access to information they 
bring to the project and to knowledge arising 
from research work carried out in the project 
to the extent necessary to conduct the 
research work or to use the resulting 
knowledge.

(19) While respecting the rights of the 
owners of intellectual property, those rules 
should be designed to ensure that 
participants and their affiliated entities have 
access to information they bring to the 
project and to knowledge arising from 
research work carried out in the project to 
the extent necessary to conduct the research 
work or to use the resulting knowledge.

Or. en

Justification

Since affiliates or parent companies of participants can and should be granted access rights, 
they should be accountable for the protection of the generated intellectual property. They 
should also participate in the use and dissemination of research results.

Amendment by Etelka Barsi-Pataky

Amendment 93
Recital 19 a (new)
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(19a) As regards payments under the 
Framework Programme, the Member 
States are encouraged to facilitate the 
access to and the application of funds for 
research carried out by SMEs, universities, 
research centres or other legal entities (for 
example, as regards claims for 
reimbursement of VAT). 
As regards funds granted under the 
Framework Programme, funds to cover 
VAT costs should be granted to those 
beneficiaries who are not eligible for VAT 
reimbursement.

Or. en

Justification

In many cases academies or other associates have difficulties to finance research projects 
even with the help of European fund too. Member States should facilitate their activities 
through national legislation instead of rendering it more difficult.

This amendment replaces the AM 222 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th 
Framework Programme.

Amendment by David Hammerstein Mintz

Amendment 94
Recital 19 a (new)

(19a) The role of public funds in 
research is changing, which has led to 
excellent results but created complex legal 
requirements, the legal costs of which 
could delay scientific innovation , as the 
value of scientific information increases 
when used in conjunction with other 
scientific information, but is very low when 
not afforded adequate legal protection.

Or. en
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Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 95
Recital 20

(20) The obligation established in the sixth 
Framework Programme for certain 
participants to take financial responsibility 
for their partners in the same consortium 
will be waived. Depending on the level of 
risk associated with non-recovery of sums, 
part of the Community financial 
contribution may be retained to cover 
amounts due and not reimbursed by 
defaulting partners. The participants that 
would have been obliged to cover the 
financial responsibility for other 
participants would contribute to risk 
avoidance, which the Commission shall 
retain at the time it makes payments.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Similarly, the Court agrees with the proposal that the Commission should establish more 
specific rules and procedures for the verification of the existence, legal status and operational 
and financial capacity of participants in the RTD framework programmes (see "whereas" (14) 
and Article 16a). When doing this, care should be taken that the request for documents and 
the related checks to be made are in proportion to the financial risk involved. Similarly, 
allowance must be made for the capacity of certain legal entities (such as public bodies or 
SMEs) to produce the requested information. The Court considers that such rules should be 
adopted by the Commission as a body to establish a common framework and to make them 
binding on all Commission services (and executive agencies) implementing the Seventh 
Framework Programme. However, in order to be fully in line with the Financial Regulation, 
provision must be made for the Commission to ascertain their existence and legal status, but 
also to verify participants' operational and financial capacity. 

Almost all legal entities taking part in the RTD framework programmes participate in several
indirect actions, often administered by different Commission services. As evidenced by the 
Court's audits, this often implies that the same information is requested over and over again. 
Therefore, the Court recommends that a centralised ex-ante verification system should be set 
up. Such a system should allow for verification to be carried out independently of the 
evaluation of proposals32. In the Court´s view the following general principles should be 
applied: - the verification should be based on appropriate supporting documents provided by 
the legal entity, allowing its existence and legal status as well as its financial and operational 
capacity to be verified;
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- these documents must be up-dated periodically, or whenever requested by

the Commission33, by the legal entity;

- to avoid double verification, the Commission should certify a successful verification, such a 
certificate then being acknowledged as sufficient by all Commission services (and the 
executive agencies) implementing the

Seventh Framework Programme for all proposals submitted by the same legal entity until 
further notice.

By doing this, the Commission would establish a common framework contributing to a 
consistent and coherent approach to risk assessment by sub- delegated Authorising Officers, 
in accordance with Article 118 of the Financial Regulation (Article 182 of the Implementing 
Rules). In turn, this should have the effect of limiting the need for bank guarantees. In 
addition, the proposed modification will ensure a coherent approach within the Commission, 
avoiding unnecessary bureaucracy for participants in the RTD framework programme and 
speeding up the negotiation of selected proposals. The establishment of a central database as 
part of such a verification system would also be more effective in protecting the Communities' 
financial interest (see "whereas" (20) and Article 16a).

In the Court's experience, the main administrative problems for participants in their dealings 
with the Commission are non-standardised requirements by Commission services when 
verifying the legal and financial viability of participants and excessive, and often repetitive, 
requests for information.

The establishment of a "guarantee fund", however, will not solve those difficulties for 
participants, and, in addition, is unlikely to be cost-effective (see "whereas" (20) and Article 
38)53.

- First, the obligations under Article 118 of the Financial Regulation (Article 182 of the 
Implementing Rules) regarding bank guarantees cannot be waived by setting up such a 
mechanism54. These arise primarily because of the pre-financing granted by the Community 
(in general 80 % of annual instalments).

- Second, the guarantee fund being an "insurance"-type mechanism, financially stable 
participants would be covering the risk resulting from potentially defaulting participants, 
mostly SME's. These risks will be spread over all actions funded by the RTD framework 
programme, even beyond the actions in which those paying into the fund would participate.

- Third, the Commission proposal strongly discriminates between different types of legal 
entities, thereby discouraging the participation of non-public entities in the RTD framework 
programmes55. It also reduces the amount of funding available for research.

- Fourth, the number of actual cases where legal entities defaulted on their obligations 
towards the Communities under previous framework programmes is extremely low.

- Fifth, the "guarantee fund" would cover a third party financial risk to the Community budget 
by diverting funds from science.
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- Finally, the Commission proposal does not explain what happens to funds not needed to 
cover losses caused by defaulting participants. In the Court's view, and according to the 
budgetary principles of annuality and universality underlying the Financial Regulation, 
excess funds which could not be assigned as revenue to the framework programme would also 
effectively be unavailable for research56.

Therefore, the Court recommends the deletion of "whereas" (20) and Article 38.

32 Special Report No. 1/2004

33 Note that as a starting point, the Commission could establish a first set of supporting 
documentation using its archive of those documents requested from all legal entities which 
have participated under previous RTD framework 

53 Opinion No 2/2004,  paragraph VIII: "Internal control systems require an appropriate 
balance between the cost of controlling a particular budgetary area and the benefits the 
checks bring in terms of limiting the risk of loss and irregularity to an acceptable level."

54 The amendments proposed by the Court to increase the autonomy of the consortia (see 
Articles 18, 19, and 23 to 26) and the Commission's verification of the existence, legal status 
and  operational and financial capacity of participants (see Article 16a) should reduce the 
potential risk to the Community budget to such an extent that in a majority of cases the 
authorising officer would not have to invoke a third-party joint and several guarantee or the 
irrevocable and unconditional joint guarantee (which, according to Article 182(3) of the 
Implementing Rules of the Financial Regulation, is mandatory if pre-financing is above 80% 
of total grant).

55 Note that the Commission proposes in Article 38(2) that the following do not have to 
contribute to the "Guarantee fund": public bodies, legal entities whose participation in the 
indirect action is guaranteed by a Member State or an Associated Country, higher and 
secondary education establishments, participants in actions to support training and career 
development of researchers, frontier research actions, and actions for the benefit of specific 
groups with the exception of actions for the benefit of SME's.

56 See also Opinion No 10/2005, paragraphs 20 and 22.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 96
Recital 21

(21) Community contributions to a joint 
undertaking or any other structure set up 
pursuant to Article 171 of the Treaty, or 
pursuant to Article 169 of the Treaty do not 
fall within the scope of this Regulation.

deleted

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 97
Recital 22

(22) This Regulation respects the 
fundamental rights and observes the 
principles recognised in particular by the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the 
European Union.

(22) Any action covered by this Regulation 
must respect the fundamental rights and 
observe the principles recognised by the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the 
European Union.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 98
Recital 23

(23) The Community may award a grant to 
the European Investment Bank (EIB) to 
foster private sector investment in eligible 
large European RTD actions by increasing 
the capacity of the Bank to manage risk, thus 
allowing for (i) a larger volume of EIB 
lending for a certain level of risk, and (ii) the 
financing of riskier European RTD actions 
than would be possible without such 
Community support.

(23) The Community may award a grant to 
the European Investment Bank (EIB) to 
foster private sector investment in eligible 
large European RTD actions identified in 
part (b) of Annex III to Decision […/…] 
establishing the Seventh Framework 
Programme by increasing the capacity of 
the Bank to manage risk, thus allowing for 
(i) a larger volume of EIB lending for a 
certain level of risk, and (ii) the financing of 
riskier European RTD actions than would be 
possible without such Community support.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
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Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Commission's proposal for the "Rules for Participation" essentially retains the 
framework that was established for previous RTD framework programmes, with the exception 
of: 

- certain aspects related to the setting up of a European Research Council (ERC) to allocate 
Community funding for investigator-driven "frontier" research actions (see "whereas" (4a), 
Article 1(6) and Article 9. See also the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. "Individual projects" );

- the award of a grant to the European Investment Bank (EIB) to fund a “Risk Sharing 
Finance Facility”, which is to contribute to the provisioning and capital allocation for the 
EIB's loan and guarantee financing for European RTD actions (see "whereas" (23) and 
Article 53. See also the "Decision", Annex III b)).

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 99
Recital 24

(24) The Community may provide financial 
support, as established in the Financial 
Regulation, inter alia by means of:
(a) public procurements, in the form of a 
price for goods or services established by 
contract and selected on the basis of calls 
for tender;
(b) grants;
(c) subscriptions to an organisation in the 
form of a membership fee;
(d) honoraria for independent experts 
identified in Article 17 of this Regulation. 

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by David Hammerstein Mintz in name of the Green/Efa Group, Vittorio Prodi, 

Amendment 100
Recital 24 a (new)

(24a) The administrative procedures shall 
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be significantly simplified compared to the 
previous Programmes and a strengthened 
focus shall be placed on assessing the 
scientific merit of research projects. A 
significant decentralization shall be 
introduced together with a strong merit 
oriented evaluation.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment replaces the AM 284 and 285 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th 
Framework Programme.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan 

Amendment 101
Recital 24 a (new)

(24a) The European Parliament has the 
responsibility of ensuring that all rules 
emanating from the European Commission 
are clear, simple and explicit. 

Or. en

Justification

The Rules on Participation in FP7 should be as clear and as transparent as possible in order 
to encourage participants to apply for calls for proposals and to facilitate this process for 
them. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 102
Article 1, title 

Subject matter Subject matter and scope

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote. 
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Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 103
Article 1, paragraph 1

This Regulation lays down the rules for the 
participation of undertakings, research 
centres and universities and other legal 
entities in actions undertaken by one or more 
participants by means of funding schemes 
identified in part (a) of Annex III to 
Decision […/…] establishing the Seventh 
Framework Programme, hereinafter 
“indirect actions”.

1. This Regulation lays down the rules for 
the participation of undertakings, research 
centres and universities and other legal 
entities in actions undertaken by one or more 
participants by means of funding schemes 
identified in Annex III to Decision […/…] 
establishing the Seventh Framework 
Programme, with the exception referred to 
in paragraph 8 of this Article.

It also lays down rules, in accordance with 
those laid down in Regulation (EC/Euratom) 
No 1605/2002, hereinafter “the Financial 
Regulation”, and Regulation (EC/Euratom) 
No 2342/2002, hereinafter “the 
Implementing Rules”, concerning the 
Community financial contribution to 
participants in indirect actions under the 
Seventh Framework Programme.

2. It also lays down rules, in accordance with 
those laid down in Regulation (EC/Euratom) 
No 1605/2002, hereinafter “the Financial 
Regulation”, and Regulation (EC/Euratom) 
No 2342/2002, hereinafter “the 
Implementing Rules”, concerning the 
Community financial contribution to 
participants in indirect actions under the 
Seventh Framework Programme.

As regards the results of research carried out 
under the Seventh Framework Programme, 
this Regulation lays down rules for the 
disclosure of foreground by any appropriate 
means other than that resulting from the 
formalities for protecting it, and including 
the publication of foreground in any 
medium, hereinafter “dissemination”.

3.  As regards the results of research carried 
out under the Seventh Framework 
Programme, this Regulation lays down rules 
for the disclosure of foreground by any 
appropriate means other than that resulting 
from the formalities for protecting it, and 
including the publication of foreground in 
any medium, hereinafter “dissemination”. 

In addition, it lays down rules for the direct 
or  indirect utilisation of foreground in 
further research activities other than those 
covered by the indirect action concerned, or 
for developing, creating and marketing a 
product or process, or for creating and 
providing a service, hereinafter “use”.

4.  In addition, it lays down rules for the 
direct or indirect utilisation of foreground in 
further research activities other than those 
covered by the indirect action concerned, or 
for developing, creating and marketing a 
product or process, or for creating and 
providing a service, hereinafter “use”. 

In respect of both foreground and 
background, this Regulation lays down rules 
concerning licences and user rights thereto, 
hereinafter “access rights”.

5. In respect of both foreground and 
background, this Regulation lays down rules 
concerning licences and user rights thereto, 
hereinafter “access rights”. 

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Implementing Rules of the Financial Regulation require in "whereas" (38) that the types 
of direct and indirect actions which may be financed by the Community are to be specified. In 
the Court's view, however, the definition of "indirect action" given in Article 1 is not entirely 
accurate, since not only funding schemes identified in Annex III a) of the "Decision" are to be 
covered by this Regulation. With regard to the those funding schemes established in Annex III 
b), the Commission proposes however that only grants to the EIB are to be covered by this 
Regulation.
In the past the Court identified a risk that normal public procurement procedures might be 

circumvented by the use of indirect RTD actions. This, in turn, can also make it difficult to 
verify the Commission’s compliance with the ceiling imposed on the administrative 
expenditure for each programme24.The Court therefore recommends clarification in  article 2 
of the definition of "indirect action", spelling out the different forms that an indirect action 
may take in accordance with the Financial Regulation, i.e., grants scholarships and prizes, 
honoraria, and subscriptions, but also public procurement25 (see Article 1, Article 2(12), 
Article 13(1), Article 14 and Article 53). Similarly Annex III of the
"Decision" should be amended accordingly26. Otherwise, the legal base could create an 
ambiguous situation as to which provisions apply to the different forms of indirect actions, in 
particular in respect of public procurement.

24 See Special Report No 1/2004, paragraphs 18 and 78.

25 See Article 160 of the Financial Regulation (Article 229(3) of the Implementing Rules).

26 The final sentence in section a) 3. "Coordination and support actions" reads as follows: "These 
actions may also be implemented by means other than calls for proposals". This should be replaced by 
"In addition to grants, and in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Financial Regulation 
and its Implementing Rules, these actions may also be implemented by: public procurement for goods 
or services established by contract and selected on the basis of calls for tender; study, research or 
training scholarships and prizes following contests; subscriptions to organisations; or honoraria for 
independent experts" .

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 104
Article 1, paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. This Regulation shall apply to actions 
funded within the framework of the 
European Research Council (ERC).

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Commission's proposal for the "Rules for Participation" essentially retains the 
framework that was established for previous RTD framework programmes, with the exception 
of:

- certain aspects related to the setting up of a European Research Council (ERC) to allocate 
Community funding for investigator-driven "frontier" research actions (see "whereas" (4a), 
Article 1(6) and Article 9. See also the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. "Individual projects" );

- the award of a grant to the European Investment Bank (EIB) to fund a “Risk Sharing 
Finance Facility”, which is to contribute to the provisioning and capital allocation for the 
EIB's loan and guarantee financing for European RTD actions (see "whereas" (23) and 
Article 53. See also the "Decision", Annex III b)).

According to the Commission proposal, the European Research Council (ERC) will act as an 
advisory body, supplemented by an executive agency to provide an administrative structure, 
in accordance with Council Regulation No 58/2003 of 19.12.2002. The Court agrees with the 
Commission that the "Rules for Participation" should also apply to activities funded within 
the framework of the ERC21 to ensure that the same principles apply to all types of 
Community funding for the different schemes established in Annex III a) of the "Decision". 
The Court also considers that the proposed structure will provide sufficient assurance that the 
ERC’s scientific autonomy will be guaranteed, and that its management structure can be 
agreed and implemented sufficiently quickly22. The Court however recommends that the 
applicability of the "Rules for participation" should be made explicit in the legal base (see 
"whereas" (4a) and Article 1).

21 See the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. Individual projects.

22 When entrusting the ERC's executive agency with the executive powers the Commission 
enjoys under the Treaties, the provisions of Article 54 of the Financial Regulation are to 
apply. In  particular, the implementing tasks delegated must be clearly defined and fully 
supervised (see also paragraph 40).

Amendment by Philippe Busquin

Amendment 105
Article 1, paragraph 5 a (new)

In the context of the Ideas Specific
Programme the Commission shall apply 
these rules to the implementation of 
“frontier” research actions after close 
consultation with the Scientific Council of 
the European Research Council.”  

Or. xm
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Justification

Dans le cas particulier des actions menées dans le cadre du Programme Spécifique "Idées" 
dédié au Conseil Européen de la Recherche (ERC), la Commission devra prendre en 
considération le rôle spécifique du Conseil Scientifique de l'ERC qu'il convient ici de 
souligner.

Il est fait référence ici à "frontier research actions" et non à "individual projects". Lors des 
différentes discussions au sein du Conseil Scientifique de l'ERC, il est apparu que le terme 
"individual project" -tel qu’inclus dans la proposition FP7- ne traduit correctement ni le 
contenu, ni la cible du schéma de financement concernée. Par ailleurs, dans le cadre d'une 
traduction dans une autre langue, il existe un risque de confondre ce concept avec celui de 
"single project". Il est proposé de le remplacer par le terme plus parlant de "frontier research 
action".

Concrètement, celui induit aussi une modification de l'Annexe III de la proposition de 
décision de PC7 CE qui sera opéreé au moment où la Commission remet sa proposition 
modifiée après la première lecture du Parlement (“Individual project” to be replaced by 
“Support for “frontier” research” ou "Frontier research action"). 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 106
Article 1, paragraph 5 b (new)

5b. This Regulation shall apply to grants to 
the European Investment Bank (EIB) to 
contribute to the provisioning and capital 
allocation for its loan and guarantee 
financing, for actions identified in the 
Annex III to Decision […/…] establishing 
the Seventh Framework Programme.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 107
Article 1, paragraph 5 c (new)

5c. Community contributions to a joint 
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undertaking or any other structure set up 
pursuant to Article 171 of the Treaty, or 
pursuant to Article 169 of the Treaty, 
identified in part (b) of Annex III to 
Decision […/…] establishing the Seventh  
Framework Programme shall do not fall 
within the scope of this Regulation.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 108
Article 2, point (1)

(1) “foreground” means the results, 
including information, whether or not they 
can be protected, which are generated by 
actions. Such results include rights related to 
copyright; design rights; patent rights; plant 
variety rights; or similar forms of protection;

(1) “foreground” means the results, 
including information, whether or not they 
can be protected, which are generated by 
indirect actions. Such results include rights 
related to copyright; design rights; patent 
rights; plant variety rights; or similar forms 
of protection;

Or. es

Justification

Clarification to specify the actions concerned.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 109
Article 2, point (2)

(2) “background” means information which 
is held by participants prior to their 
accession to the grant agreement, as well as 
copyrights or other intellectual property 
rights pertaining to such information, the 
application for which has been filed before 
their accession to the grant agreement, and 

(2) “background” means information which 
is held by participants prior to the 
conclusion of the grant agreement, as well 
as copyrights or other intellectual property 
rights or applications thereof pertaining to 
such information that is needed for carrying 
out the indirect action or for using the 
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which is needed for carrying out the indirect 
action or for using the results of the indirect 
action;

foreground of the indirect action;

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 110
Article 2, point (2)

(2) “background” means information which 
is held by participants prior to their 
accession to the grant agreement, as well as 
copyrights or other intellectual property 
rights pertaining to such information, the 
application for which has been filed before 
their accession to the grant agreement, and 
which is needed for carrying out the indirect 
action or for using the results of the indirect 
action;

(2) “background” means information which 
is held by participants prior to the 
conclusion of the grant agreement, as well 
as copyrights or other intellectual property 
rights or applications thereof pertaining to 
such information, that is needed for carrying 
out the indirect action or for using the 
foreground results of the indirect action;

Or. en

Amendment by Paul Rübig

Amendment 111
Article 2, point (2)

(2) “background” means information which 
is held by participants prior to their 
accession to the grant agreement, as well as 
copyrights or other intellectual property 
rights pertaining to such information the 
application for which has been filed before 
their accession to the grant agreement and 
which is needed for carrying out the indirect 
action or for using the results of the indirect 
action

(2) “background” means information which 
is held by participants, as well as copyrights 
or other intellectual property rights 
pertaining to such information which is not 
foreground and which is needed for carrying 
out the indirect action or for using the results 
of the indirect action 



AM\616244EN.doc 35/95 PE 374.237v01-00

EN

Or. en

Justification

It should be clearly stated that background is all that is not included in foreground to prevent 
risks of performance of the project and the utilisation of the results. The definition of 
background and foreground must be independent from the accession to the grant agreement.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 112
Article 2, point (2 a) (new)

(2bis) “participant” means a legal entity 
which participates in an indirect action and 
has rights and obligations in relation to the 
Community under the conditions set out in 
this Regulation.

Or. es

Justification

Defining the term ‘participant’ is central to correct enforcement of the regulation.

Amendment by Saïd El Khadraoui

Amendment 113
Article 2, point (3)

(3) “research organisation ” means a non-
profit making organisation which carries out 
scientific or technical research as its main 
objective;

(3) “research organisation ” means a non-
profit distributing organisation which carries 
out scientific or technical research as one of 
its primary objectives;

Or. en

Justification

The relevant criterion is that the organisation does not distribute any profit (dividends) to its 
members, as is the case with a company with shareholders; a lot of charities make a profit in 
accountancy terms, but they reinvest this in their general interest objectives;

If research has to be the “main objective” there could be a discussion whether universities 
can be considered as research organisation, since arguably education often is their main 
objective
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Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 114
Article 2, point (3)

(3) “research organisation” means a non-
profit making organisation which carries out 
scientific or technical research as its main 
objective;

(3) “research organisation” means a legal 
entity registered as a non-profit organisation 
which carries out scientific or technical 
research as its main objective;

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Ivo Belet

Amendment 115
Article 2, point (3)

(3) “research organisation ” means a non-
profit making organisation which carries out 
scientific or technical research as its main 
objective;

(3) “research organisation” means an 
organisation with a non-profit purpose
which carries out scientific or technical 
research as its main objective;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 116
Article 2, point (3)

(3) “research organisation ” means a non-
profit making organisation which carries out 
scientific or technical research as its main 
objective;

(3) “research organisation ” means a legal 
entity established as a non-profit making 
organisation which carries out research or 
technological development as one of its 
main objectives;

Or. en



AM\616244EN.doc 37/95 PE 374.237v01-00

EN

Justification

It is important to safeguard the participation of a variety of organisations such as museums 
and charities, where research may be one of several objectives. 

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 117
Article 2, point (3)

(3) “research organisation ” means a non-
profit making organisation which carries out 
scientific or technical research as its main 
objective;

(3) “research organisation ” means a legal 
entity established as a non-profit-making
organisation which carries out scientific 
research or technological development;

Or. es

Justification

Both aspects, scientific research and technological development should be covered, given 
that they are invariably linked together, whether in the EU Treaty in its references to the 
Framework Pogramme or in connection with State aids or in international definitions 
(Frascati Manual); their pairing would, moreover, enable Spanish technology centres to 
obtain funding covering 75% of their costs (previously 50%).

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 118
Article 2, point (7)

(7) “international European interest 
organisation” means an international 
organisation, the majority of whose 
members are Member States or Associated 
countries, and whose principal objective is 
to promote scientific and technological 
cooperation in Europe;

(7) “international European interest 
organisation” means an international 
organisation, the majority of whose 
members are Member States or Associated  
countries, or public research organisations 
or national funding agencies of those states 
and countries, and whose principal 
objective is to promote scientific and 
technological cooperation in

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.
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Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Jan Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig

Amendment 119
Article 2, paragraph (9)

(9)  “public body” means any legal entity 
established as such by national public law, 
and international organisations;

(9)  “public body” means any legal entity 
established as such by national public law, 
any legal entity under private law which 
fulfils a sovereign function, any legal entity 
established by national private law but 
(primarily) funded from public funds, and 
international organisations;

Or. de

Justification

Under the existing definition, organisations which were established under private law but 
carry out public-sector tasks would be treated less favourably in certain respects, such as the 
measures for the recovery of sums contained in Article 38(2)(a). Obviously, it is not 
appropriate to treat organisations primarily financed by the state differently depending solely 
on their legal form.

Amendment by Saïd El Khadraoui

Amendment 120
Article 2, point (9)

(9) “public body” means any legal entity 
established as such by national public law, 
and international organisations

(9) “public body” means any legal entity 
established as such by or according to
national public law, and international 
organisations;

Or. en

Justification

The words “establish by” only covers those legal entities which were originally founded 
through the enactment of some piece of legislation, whereas often universities and research 
institutes stem from a private initiative and were later recognized (and regulated) by public 
national legislation
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Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 121
Article 2, point (9)

(9) “public body” means any legal entity 
established as such by national public law, 
and international organisations;

(9) “public body” means any legal entity 
established as such by national law, and 
international organisations;

Or. es

Justification

Self-explanatory.

Amendment by Jan Christian Ehler, Angelika Niebler

Amendment 122
Article 2, paragraph 10

(10) “SMEs” mean micro, small and 
medium-sized enterprises within the 
meaning of Recommendation 2003/361/EC 
in the version of 6 May 2003;

(10) “SMEs” mean micro, small and 
medium-sized enterprises within the 
meaning of Recommendation 2003/361/EC 
in the version of 6 May 2003 or enterprises 
in the security sector where ownership, 
liability, management, risk and 
coresponsibility are united in the hands of 
the undertaking's management;

Or. de

Justification

The EU’s standard definition of SMEs does not suffice in the security sector, given the 
structure of that market. It must be supplemented in order to take more particular account of 
the undertakings which fulfil the role of SMEs in this sector.

Amendment by Paul Rübig, Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 123
Article 2, point (10 a) (new)

(10a) 'Associated company' means, in 
relation to another legal entity, any legal 
entity that is 
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(a) under the direct or indirect control of 
the other legal entity or 
(b) under the same direct or indirect 
control as the other legal entity.

Or. en

Justification

In practice, problems arose with the limited possibility of dissemination of project results. 
This was for example the case with companies that had outsourced their R&D units. .Full 
dissemination of project results within one legal group of companies must be allowed and 
allowable transfer conditions when acquisitions or divestments are concerned must be 
arranged. This full dissemination requires that affiliates of participants get the same access 
rights to foreground and background of other participants “for use” as granted to the legal 
entity in their group that is participating in the project

Amendment by David Hammerstein Mintz in the name of the Green/EFA Group

Amendment 124
Article 2, point (10 a) (new)

(10a) "Civil Society Organizations" means 
not-for-profit organizations, formed 
voluntarily, independent of government or 
public authorities, political parties or 
commercial organisations, whose primary 
aim is to act in the public arena at large, 
and address concerns and issues related to 
the well being of people, specific groups or 
society as a whole.  

Or. en

Justification

This aims at improving the perception of science among EU citizens. In its White Paper of 
July 2001 on European governance, the Commission makes the participation of civil society 
in the development and implementation of EU policies one of the basic principles of good
governance. The European civil society is increasingly organized. In the "Capacities" section 
of the FP7, we propose to explore the possibility to provide established NGOs that answer to 
very strict criteria to commission research in order to answer to scientific questions (for ex. 
associations of patients, ...). As it is the case across all the FO, excellence is the criteria 
above all others.
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Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 125
Article 2, point (10 a) (new)

(10a) "European Technology Platform" 
(ETP) means a mechanism bringing 
together all interested stakeholders (local 
institutions, research centres and 
Universities, Banks, Chambers of 
Commerce) to develop their respective 
Strategic Research Agendas that favours 
the commitment of single enterprises or 
group of enterprises to performing specific 
research projects for their specific 
competitiveness. An ETP may have legal 
personality in order to receive and manage 
incoming resources. In order to fully 
exploit their competitiveness potential, 
regional research-driven clusters, may 
participate in ETPs. ETPs should be the 
general tool for fostering European 
competitiveness, as a bottom-up 
autonomous organisation for each trade. 

Or. en

Justification

It is essential to have a schematic definition of ETPs in order to understand their potential 
and interaction with the other actors within the ERA. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 126
Article 2, point (12)

(12) “funding schemes” mean the 
mechanisms for the Community funding of 
indirect actions as established in part (a) of
Annex III to Decision […/…];

(12) “funding schemes” mean the 
mechanisms for the Community funding of 
actions as established in Annex III to 
Decision […/…];

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote. 

The Implementing Rules of the Financial Regulation require in "whereas" (38) that the types 
of direct and indirect actions which may be financed by the Community are to be specified. In 
the Court's view, however, the definition of "indirect action" given in Article 1 is not entirely 
accurate, since not only funding schemes identified in Annex III a) of the "Decision" are to be 
covered by this Regulation. With regard to the those funding schemes established in
In the past the Court identified a risk that normal public procurement procedures might be 

circumvented by the use of indirect RTD actions. This, in turn, can also make it difficult to 
verify the Commission’s compliance with the ceiling imposed on the administrative 
expenditure for each programme24.The Court therefore recommends clarification in  article 2 
of the definition of "indirect action", spelling out the different forms that an indirect action 
may take in accordance with the Financial Regulation, i.e., grants scholarships and prizes, 
honoraria, and subscriptions, but also public procurement25 (see Article 1, Article 2(12), 
Article 13(1), Article 14 and Article 53). Similarly Annex III of the
"Decision" should be amended accordingly26. Otherwise, the legal base could create an 
ambiguous situation as to which provisions apply to the different forms of indirect actions, in 
particular in respect of public procurement.
24 See Special Report No 1/2004, paragraphs 18 and 78.
25 See Article 160 of the Financial Regulation (Article 229(3) of the Implementing Rules).
26 The final sentence in section a) 3. "Coordination and support actions" reads as follows: "These 
actions may also be implemented by means other than calls for proposals". This should be replaced by 
"In addition to grants, and in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Financial regulation 
and its Implementing Rules, these actions may also be implemented by: public procurement for goods 
or services established by contract and selected on the basis of calls for tender; study, research or 
training scholarships and prizes following contests; subscriptions to organisations; or honoraria for 
independent experts"

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 127
Article 2, point (13)

(13) “RTD performer” means a legal entity 
carrying out research and technological 
development activities for the benefit of 
specific groups in research projects for the 
benefit of those groups.

(13) “RTD performer” means a legal entity 
carrying out research and technological 
development activities for the benefit of 
specific groups in research projects for the 
benefit of those groups under funding 
schemes as specified in Annex III to the 
Framework Programme.

Or. es
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Justification

The definition of performers quite clearly relates to projects financed under FP7. Hence the 
need to refer here to the arrangements laid down in Annex III.

Amendment by David Hammerstein Mintz in the name of the Green/EFA Group

Amendment 128
Article 2, paragraph (13 a) (new)

(13a) 'specific groups' means SMEs or 
associations of SMEs and non-
governmental organisations.

Or. fr

Justification

It is important to define what is meant by 'specific group'. The term be refers to SMEs, but 
also to non-governmental organisations. Such organisations, provided they fulfil strict 
criteria relating to transparency, liability and reliability, may be subcontracted for research 
projects to address scientific questions such as those raised by associations representing 
patients.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 129
Article 2, point (13 a) (new)

(13a) “Receipts” means any financial 
transfer or contribution in kind to a 
participant in indirect actions, or any 
income generated by a project during its 
implementation or until the time of its final 
techncial and financial certification by the 
Commission, even at a later date.

Or. es

Justification

The term ‘receipts’ is not defined, although it appears later in the text in Articles 31(2), 
33(5), and 34(1). The definition above is based on the one currently used in the Sixth 
Framework Programme.
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Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 130
Article 2, point (15)

(15) “RTD performer” means a legal entity 
carrying out research and technological 
development activities for the benefit of 
specific groups in research projects for the 
benefit of those groups.

(15) “RTD performer” means a legal entity 
carrying out research and technological 
development activities for the benefit of 
specific groups as established in part (a), 
section 6. of Annex III to Decision […/…].

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 131
Article 2, point (15 a) (new)

(15a) “participant” means a legal entity 
contributing to an indirect action and 
having rights and obligations with regard 
to the Community under the terms of this 
Regulation or according to the grant 
agreement;

Or. en

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 132
Article 2, point (15 b) (new)

(15b) ”legitimate interest” means a 
participant’s interest of any kind, 
particularly a commercial interest in the 
matters addressed by this Regulation; for 
the purposes of asserting the interest, the 
participant must prove that failure, in any 
given instance, to take account of his 
interest would result in him suffering 
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disproportionate harm;

Or. en

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 133
Article 2, point (15 c) (new)

(15c)”affiliated entities” means legal 
entities where one is under the direct or 
indirect control of the other or under the 
same direct or indirect control as the other.

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 134
Article 3, indent-1 (new)

Actions under the Seventh Framework 
Programme may generate, or involve the 
exchange of, classified EU information. 
Such information shall be managed and 
protected in accordance with the provisions 
of the Commission Decision of 29 
November 2001 amending its internal rules 
of procedure (2001/844/EC, ECSC, 
Euratom).

Or. fr

Justification

The arrangements proposed by the Commission for including specific provisions in the grant 
agreement (Article 22(3)) are not sufficient, as confidentiality must also be ensured right from 
the stage where proposals are evaluated.

Amendment by Philippe Busquin

Amendment 135
Article 3, indent 1 a (new)
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To preserve the confidentiality of European 
research and development, participation in 
an indirect action in the field of security 
will be restricted to Member States except 
in specified cases.

Or. fr

Justification

Despite the fact that paragraphs 3 and 4 of Article 22 relating to specific provisions with 
regard to research in the field of security raise this possibility, it follows from the special 
nature of the issues involved that it should be possible to apply restrictions concerning the 
participation of bodies from third countries and the dissemination of the information gained.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 136
Article 3, indent 1 a (new)

To preserve the confidentiality of European 
research and development, participation in 
an indirect action in the field of security 
will be restricted to Member States except 
in specific cases.

Or. fr

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 137
Artículo 3 a (new)

Article 3a
Implementation documents

For the purposes of this Regulation, the 
Commission, in close collaboration with the 
Member States, shall draw up

• the model grant agreement referred 
to in Article 19(7);

• the rules governing the submission, 
evaluation, selection, and award 
procedures referred to in Articles 15 
and 16;
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• the guidelines for assessing the 
financial viability of participants;

• guidelines concerning the main 
points suitable to be dealt with by 
participants in their consortium 
agreements.

Or. es

Justification

The cooperation of the Member States is essential in order to lay down not only the model 
grant agreement, but also the documents directly related to, and which should be mentioned 
in, the work programmes, and decisions under the specific programmes. Their additional 
participation is needed to guarantee coherence.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 138
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

Any undertaking, university or research 
centre or other legal entity, whether 
established in a Member State or Associated 
country, or in a third country, may 
participate in an indirect action provided that 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, including any 
conditions specified pursuant to Article 12.

Any legal entity, whether established in a 
Member State or Associated country, or in a 
third country, may participate in an indirect 
action provided that the minimum conditions 
laid down in this Chapter have been met, 
including any conditions specified pursuant 
to Article 12.

Or. en

Justification

Undertakings, universities or research centres are not defined in the Rules of Participation, 
and therefore should not be referred to in this article. It is sufficient to refer to ‘any legal 
entity.

Amendment by Jerzy Buzek

Amendment 139
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

Any undertaking, university or research 
centre or other legal entity, whether 
established in a Member State or Associated 

Any undertaking, university or research 
centre or other legal entity (including non-
profit civil society organisations), whether 
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country, or in a third country, may 
participate in an indirect action provided that 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, including any 
conditions specified pursuant to Article 12.

established in a Member State or Associated 
country, or in a third country, may 
participate in an indirect action provided that 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, including any 
conditions specified pursuant to Article 12.

Or. en

Justification

The inclusion of the CSO in research and technological development activities will improve 
public awareness on scientific and research issues and will promote achieving the 7FP goals.

This amendment replaces the AM 60 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th Framework 
Programme.

Amendment by Britta Thomsen

Amendment 140
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Any undertaking, university or research 
centre or other legal entity, whether 
established in a Member State or Associated 
country, or in a third country, may 
participate in an indirect action provided that 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, including any 
conditions specified pursuant to Article 12.

1. Any undertaking, university, research 
centre, NGO or other legal entity, whether 
established in a Member State or Associated 
country, or in a third country, may 
participate in an indirect action provided that 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, including any 
conditions specified pursuant to Article 12.

Or. da

Justification

Legal entities ought also to cover NGOs since all knowledge in a knowledge-based society 
ought to be given its proper weight. A huge amount of research is being carried out today in 
the tertiary sector, which includes many health organisations and environmental associations. 
In modern society we can see new kinds of networks which must, of course, also be 
accommodated in terms of research. NGOs should therefore also feature throughout the 
programme when listing legal entities. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 141
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraphs 2 and 3
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However, in the case of an indirect action 
as referred to in Articles 5(1), 7, 8 or 9, 
under which it is possible for the minimum 
conditions to be met without the 
participation of a legal entity established in 
a Member State, the attainment of the 
objectives laid down in Articles 163 and 
164 of the Treaty must thereby be 
enhanced.

A legal entity is any natural person, or any 
legal person created under the national law 
of its place of establishment, or under 
Community law or international law, which 
has legal personality and which may, 
acting under its own name, exercise rights 
and be subject to obligations.

A legal entity is any natural person, or any 
legal person created under the national law 
of its place of establishment, or under 
Community law or international law, which 
has legal personality and which may, 
acting under its own name, exercise rights 
and be subject to obligations.

However, in the case of an indirect action 
as referred to in Articles 5(1), 7, 8 or 9, 
under which it is possible for the minimum 
conditions to be met without the 
participation of a legal entity established in 
a Member State, the attainment of the 
objectives laid down in Articles 163 and 
164 of the Treaty must thereby be 
enhanced.
(The order of these paragraphs has been 
reversed.)

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 142
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 3

A legal entity is any natural person, or any 
legal person created under the national law 
of its place of establishment, or under 
Community law or international law, which 
has legal personality and which may, acting 
under its own name, exercise rights and be 
subject to obligations.

A legal entity is any natural person, or any 
legal person created under the national law 
of its place of establishment, or under 
Community law or international law, which 
has legal personality and which may, acting 
under its own name, exercise rights and be 
subject to obligations. Natural persons shall 
be required to supply particulars of their 
habitual residence at the time when they set 
themselves up as legal entities.

Or. es
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Justification

In the article setting out definitions the concept of a ‘legal entity’ must be covered from the 
outset.

Amendment by Budgets Committee

Amendment 143
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 3 a (new)

Access to funding shall be facilitated by the
application of the principle of 
proportionality as regards the documents to 
be supplied and by the creation of a 
database for the submission of applications.

Or. en

Justification

The methods and the procedures need to be simplified in order to speeding up the 
transparency of the selection procedure and facilitate access to the programme. The 
appropriations allocated to the Executive Agency should comply with the provisions of the 
Code of conduct on the setting up of an Executive agency and Council Regulation N°58/2003 
laying down the statute for executive agencies to be entrusted with certain tasks in the 
management of Community programs. This will ensure appropriate financing of the actions of 
the programme.

This amendment replaces the AM BUDG 6 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th 
Framework Programme.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 144
Article 5, paragraph 1

The minimum conditions for indirect actions 
shall be the following:

The minimum conditions for the 
participation in indirect actions shall be 
that:

(a) at least three legal entities must 
participate, each of which is established in a 
Member State or Associated country, and 
no two of which are established in the same 
Member State or Associated country;

(a) at least three legal entities must 
participate; 

(b) all three legal entities must be 
independent of each other in accordance 

(b) the countries in which these legal 
entities are established must include at least 
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with Article 6. three different Member States or 
Associated countries;
(c) at least three of the legal entities must be 
independent of each other in accordance 
with Article 6.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 145
Article 5, paragraph 1

1. The minimum conditions for indirect 
actions shall be the following:

1. The minimum conditions for the 
participation in indirect actions shall be the 
following:

(a) at least three legal entities must 
participate, each of which is established in a 
Member State or Associated country, and 
no two of which are established in the same 
Member State or Associated country;

(a) at least three legal entities must 
participate;

(aa) the countries in which these legal 
entities are established must include at least 
three different Member States or 
Associated Countries;

(b) all three legal entities must be 
independent of each other in accordance 
with Article 6.

(b) at least three of the participating legal 
entities must be independent of each other in 
accordance with Article 6.

Or. en

Justification

 The minimum legal requirements for the participation of independent legal entities in 
indirect actions and their place of establishment must be clarified in order to avoid an overly 
restrictive interpretation of these requirements.
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Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 146
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (a)

(a) at least three legal entities must 
participate, each of which is established in a 
Member State or Associated country, and no 
two of which are established in the same 
Member State or Associated country;

(a) at least three legal entities must 
participate, each of which is established in a 
Member State or Associated country, and no 
two of which are established in the same 
Member State or Associated country and at 
least one is established in a Member State;

Or. en

Justification

The Commission's proposal leaves open the possibility of supporting a project without any 
participant established in a Member State. This does not comply at least with the spirit of 
Article 163 §2 of the EC Treaty: "For this purpose the Community shall, throughout the 
Community, encourage undertakings, including small and medium-sized undertakings, 
research centres and universities in their research and technological development activities 
of high quality…". In accordance with this Article, this amendment proposes that, in an 
indirect action, there should be at least one participant established in the Community. 

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 147
Article 7, title

Indirect actions concerning international 
cooperation partner countries

Indirect actions for specific cooperation 
activities dedicated to international 
cooperation partner countries

Or. en

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 148
Article 7

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
in the work programme, the minimum 

For collaborative projects, as established in 
part (a), section 1., of Annex III to 
Decision […/…], which involve the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
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conditions shall be the following: in the work programme, the minimum 
conditions shall be the following:

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(b) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in
Member States or Associated countries, but 
no two may be established in the same 
Member State or Associated country;

(b) the countries in which the participating
legal entities referred to in subparagraph (a) 
are established must include at least two
Member States or Associated countries;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in
international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country;

(c) the countries in which the participating
legal entities referred to in subparagraph (a) 
are established must include at least two
international cooperation partner countries;

(d) all four legal entities referred to in point 
(a) must be independent of each other in 
accordance with Article 6.

(d) at least four of the participating legal 
entities referred to in point (a) must be 
independent of each other in accordance 
with Article 6.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 149
Article 7

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
in the work programme, the minimum 
conditions shall be the following:

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries, as identified in the work 
programme, the minimum conditions shall 
be the following:

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate of which, at least one of them 
should be established in a Member State ;

(b) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
Member States or Associated countries, but 
no two may be established in the same 

(b) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
Member States or Associated countries, but 
no two may be established in the same 
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Member State or Associated country; Member State or Associated country;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country 
unless otherwise provided for in the work 
programme ;

(d) all four legal entities referred to in point 
(a) must be independent of each other in 
accordance with Article 6.

(d) all four legal entities referred to in point 
(a) must be independent of each other in 
accordance with Article 6.

Or. en

Justification

 In the first sentence, the meaning of "in parity with Member States or Associated countries" 
remains unclear and it can be deleted without any loss.
Most of the time, for international activities, the European added value is larger at a regional 
level that at a bilateral one and specifying that the two legal entities established in 
international cooperation partner countries should not belong to the same country is 
welcomed. However, there is also a significant European added value while dealing with 
large emerging countries such as China, India, Brazil. The proposed amendment allows to 
launch calls oriented towards a single country in some specific cases.

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 150
Article 7

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
in the work programme, the minimum 
conditions shall be the following:

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries, as identified in the work 
programme, the minimum conditions shall 
be the following:

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(b) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
Member States or Associated countries, but 
no two may be established in the same 
Member State or Associated country;

(b) the countries in which the participating
legal entities referred to in point (a) are 
established must include at least two
Member States or Associated countries;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 

(c) the countries in which the participating
legal entities referred to in point (a) are 
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international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country;

established must include at least two
international cooperation partner countries;

(d) all four legal entities referred to in point 
(a) must be independent of each other in 
accordance with Article 6.

(d) at least four of the participating legal 
entities referred to in point (a) must be 
independent of each other in accordance 
with Article 6.

Or. en

Justification

The minimum legal requirements for the participation of independent legal entities in 
indirect actions and their place of establishment must be clarified in order to avoid an overly 
restrictive interpretation of these requirements.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 151
Article 7

Indirect actions concerning international 
cooperation partner countries

Indirect actions to pursue specific 
cooperation activities aimed at  

international cooperation partner countries

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
in the work programme, the minimum 
conditions shall be the following:

For collaborative projects to pursue specific 
cooperation measures aimed at
international cooperation partner countries in 
parity with Member States or associated
countries, as identified in the work 
programme, the minimum conditions shall 
be the following:

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(a) at least four legal entities must 
participate;

(b) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
Member States or Associated countries, but 
no two may be established in the same 
Member State or Associated country;

(b) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
Member States or associated countries, but 
no two may be established in the same 
Member State or associated country;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
international cooperation partner countries, 
but not in the same international cooperation 
partner country unless the work programme 
states otherwise;

(d) all four legal entities referred to in point (d) all four legal entities referred to in point 
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(a) must be independent of each other in
accordance with Article 6.

(a) must be independent of each other in 
accordance with Article 6.

Or. es

Justification

Article 7 needs clarification on some points to spell out its scope more clearly.

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 152
Article 7, paragraph 1

For collaborative projects addressing the 
participation of international cooperation 
partner countries in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
in the work programme, the minimum 
conditions shall be the following:

For collaborative projects for specific 
cooperation activities dedicated to
addressing the participation of international 
cooperation partner countries identified in 
the work programme in parity with Member 
States or Associated countries, as identified 
in the work programme, the minimum 
conditions shall be the following:

Or. en

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 153
Article 7, point (c)

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country;

(c) at least two of the legal entities referred 
to in point (a) must be established in 
international cooperation partner countries, 
but no two may be established in the same 
international cooperation partner country, 
unless otherwise specified in the work 
programme.

Or. en

Amendment by Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines

Amendment 154
Article 7, point (d a) (new)
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(da) in programmes for cooperation with 
developing countries, calls for proposals 
may be issued, suited to the level and needs 
of the recipient countries so as to include 
bodies and legal entities working on the 
ground.

Or. es

Justification

The structures and capacities of developing or underdeveloped countries are not the same as 
in Europe, and that fact has to be taken into account.    

Amendment by Paul Rübig

Amendment 155
Article 8, title

Coordination and support actions, and 
training and career development of 
researchers.

Coordination and support actions, and 
training and career development of 
researchers and technical personnel.

Or. en

Justification

In order to improve application of knowledge and the dissemination of results it is essential 
to cover all staff related to the research, development and demonstration effort in the 
scientific and business community. While not strictly researchers technical personnel is often 
crucial in the creation and transfer of know-how and technologies.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 156
Article 8, paragraph 1

For coordination and support actions, and 
actions in favour of training and career 
development of researchers, the minimum 
condition shall be the participation of one 
legal entity.

For coordination and support actions, and 
actions in favour of training and career 
development of researchers, the minimum 
condition shall be the participation of one 
legal entity or one natural person.

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark

Amendment 157
Article 8, paragraph 2

The first paragraph shall not apply in the 
case of actions that coordinate research 
projects

The first paragraph shall not apply in the 
case of actions whose purpose is to
coordinate research activities.

Or. en

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 158
Article 8, paragraph 2

The first paragraph shall not apply in the 
case of actions that coordinate research 
projects.

The first paragraph shall not apply in the 
case of actions intended to coordinate 
research activities.

Or. es

Justification

What is involved is activities and not projects.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 159
Article 9

For indirect actions to support investigator-
driven “frontier” research projects funded in 
the framework of the European Research 
Council, the minimum condition shall be the 
participation of one legal entity established 
in a Member State or in an Associated 
country.

1. For indirect actions to support 
investigator-driven “frontier” research 
projects funded in the framework of the 
European Research Council, as established 
in part (a), section 4., of Annex III to 
Decision […/…], the minimum condition 
shall be the participation of one legal entity 
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established in a Member State or in an 
Associated country.

2. The Commission shall take appropriate 
measures to ensure the portability of grants 
for investigator-driven “frontier” research 
projects funded within the framework of 
the European Research Council between 
legal entities established within Member 
States or Associated countries.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

According to the Commission proposal, grant agreements will in principle be signed with 
legal entities, not individual researchers. In contrast to other parts27 .See also the Court's 
proposal for a simplified governance structure of consortia carrying out multi-partner indirect actions 
of the Seventh Framework Programme, grants for investigator-driven “frontier” research 
within the framework of the ERC are awarded to fund the research activities of a specific 
researcher or research team. This poses the problem of ensuring that a grant for investigator-
driven “frontier” research can be transferred if a specific researcher moves to another 
research organisation (see Article 9(2)).

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 160
Article 9, paragraph 1 a (new)

The grant agreement in indirect actions to 
support investigator-driven “frontier” 
research projects funded in the framework 
of the European Research Council can 
contain a clause specifying that if the 
participant individual researcher or 
research team moves to a research 
organisation established in another 
Member State or Associated Country, the 
grant can also be transferred if so 
requested by the participant.

Or. en
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Justification

Grants for investigator-driven “frontier” research within the framework of the ERC are 
awarded to fund the research of individual researchers or small research teams. The legal 
possibility for the beneficiary of the grant to transfer it to another research organisation in 
another Member State or Associated Country will undoubtedly stimulate researcher mobility 
inside the European Research Area.  

Amendment by Jerzy Buzek

Amendment 161
Article 9 a (new)

Article 9 a (new)
Research for the benefit of SMEs.

Simple, short, quick-procedure projects 
devoid of complex financial principles and 
unnecessary reporting shall be facilitated. 
Common application and contractual 
principles will be applied in both the 
Framework Programme and the CIP, 
where possible. The Commission will draw 
up the rules necessary to make 
implementation of these projects possible.

Or. en

Justification

To make both programmes more friendly for users. It will reduce difficulties in project 
preparation by SMEs and facilitate their management and financial administration resulting 
in the increase of SME participation in the research and innovation programmes. The EU 
programmes will be attractive for SMEs when projects have three crucial features to offer: 
money, short time decision and application simplicity.

This amendment replaces the AM 99 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 7th Framework 
Programme. 

Amendment by Jan Christian Ehler, Angelika Niebler, Herbert Reul, Karl von Wogau, 
Gunnar Hökmark, Alejo Vidal-Quadras Roca,  Dominique Vlasto 

Amendment 162
Article 9 a (new)

Article 9a
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Research for the benefit of SMEs.
Targeted measures will be introduced to 
promote and support participation and, 
where appropriate, involvement in 
decision-making by SMEs and small 
research units in the implementation of 
joint technology initiatives (JTIs). The 
Commission will submit a proposal for the 
necessary legislative measures.

Or. en

Justification

An independent, ambitious and long-term research project within a joint technology initiative 
endorsed by the Council should not be destabilised by periodic assessments and resulting 
uncertainties, which would militate against a clear and unwavering commitment within an 
efficient management framework, subject to only one review (and hopefully only minor 
adjustments).

This amendment replaces the AMs 1264 and 1268 to the Draft Report of Jerzy Buzek on the 
7th Framework Programme.

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 163
Article 10

Where the minimum conditions for an 
indirect action are satisfied by a number of 
legal entities, which together form one legal 
entity, the latter may be the sole participant 
in an indirect action, provided that it is 
established in a Member State or Associated 
country.

Where the minimum conditions for an 
indirect action are satisfied by a number of 
legal entities, which together constitute one 
legal entity, such as European Economic 
Interest Groups (EEIG) or international 
European interest organisations, the latter 
legal entity may be the sole participant in an 
indirect action, provided that it is established 
in a Member State or Associated country.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.
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Amendment by Vittorio Prodi 

Amendment 164
Article 10, paragraph 1 a (new)

ETPs with legal personality shall be 
considered as sole participants. 

Or. en

Justification

Having legal personality represents a clear choice of an ETP on a voluntary basis.  

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark 

Amendment 165
Article 11

Participation in indirect actions shall be open 
to international organisations and legal 
entities established in third countries after 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, as well as any 
conditions specified in the specific 
programmes or relevant work programmes.

Participation in indirect actions shall be open 
to international organisations and legal 
entities established in third countries after 
the minimum conditions laid down in this 
Chapter have been met, as well as any 
conditions specified in the specific 
programmes or relevant work programmes.
Notwithstanding Article 31, participants 
from third countries may, if they so choose, 
obtain reimbursement based on lump sums 
calculated per researcher. The regulations 
concerning all those participating in an 
indirect action shall be established in 
accordance with the relevant provisions of 
the consortium agreement. 

Or. en

Amendment by Philippe Busquin 

Amendment 166
Article 11, indent 1 a (new)

The applicable lump sum will be 
determined by the Commission depending 
on the characteristics of the third countries.
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Or. fr

Justification

Third country participants often have difficulty establishing their real costs and finding their 
share of the co-financing. A lump-sum rate could solve this problem.  

Amendment by Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines 

Amendment 167
Article 12 

In addition to the minimum conditions laid 
down in this Chapter, specific programmes 
or work programmes may lay down 
conditions regarding the minimum number 
of participants.

In addition to the minimum conditions laid 
down in this Chapter, programmes may also
lay down, according to the nature and 
objectives of the indirect action, additional
conditions to be met as regards the type of 
participant and, where appropriate, the
place of establishment.

They may also lay down, according to the 
nature and objectives of the indirect action, 
additional conditions to be met as regards 
type of participant and, where appropriate, 
place of establishment.

Or. es

Justification

If the criteria were altered every year, the programmes would need to be constantly brought 
into line by the scientific community.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan 

Amendment 168
Article 12, paragraph 2 a (new)

Each laboratory, company, organisation or 
office, in which a person is paid fully or in 
part by EU funds from the Seventh 
Framework Programme, must publicly 
display a European flag. 

Or. en
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Justification

It is important that EU citizens are aware of where publicly funded European research is 
taking place.  

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 169
Article 13, paragraph 1, sub-paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall issue calls for 
proposals for indirect actions in accordance 
with the requirements laid down in the 
relevant specific programmes

1. The Commission shall issue calls for 
proposals in accordance with the 
requirements laid down in the relevant 
specific programmes and work programmes.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

The Implementing Rules of the Financial Regulation require in "whereas" (38) that the types 
of direct and indirect actions which may be financed by the Community are to be specified. In 
the Court's view, however, the definition of "indirect action" given in Article 1 is not entirely 
accurate, since not only funding schemes identified in Annex III a) of the "Decision" are to be 
covered by this Regulation. With regard to the those funding schemes established in

In the past the Court identified a risk that normal public procurement procedures might be 
circumvented by the use of indirect RTD actions. This, in turn, can also make it difficult to 
verify the Commission’s compliance with the ceiling imposed on the administrative 
expenditure for each programme24.The Court therefore recommends clarification in  article 
2 of the definition of "indirect action", spelling out the different forms that an indirect action 
may take in accordance with the Financial Regulation, i.e., grants scholarships and prizes, 
honoraria, and subscriptions, but also public procurement25 (see Article 1, Article 2(12), 
Article 13(1), Article 14 and Article 53). Similarly Annex III of the

"Decision" should be amended accordingly26. Otherwise, the legal base could create an 
ambiguous situation as to which provisions apply to the different forms of indirect actions, in 
particular in respect of public procurement.

24 See Special Report No 1/2004, paragraphs 18 and 78.

25 See Article 160 of the Financial Regulation (Article 229(3) of the Implementing Rules).

26 The final sentence in section a) 3. "Coordination and support actions" reads as follows: 
"These actions may also be implemented by means other than calls for proposals". This 
should be replaced by "In addition to grants, and in accordance with the applicable 
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provisions of the Financial regulation and its Implementing Rules, these actions may also be 
implemented by: public procurement for goods or services established by contract and 
selected on the basis of calls for tender; study, research or training scholarships and prizes 
following contests; subscriptions to organisations; or honoraria for independent experts"   

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell 

Amendment 170
Article 13, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. The Commission shall issue calls for 
proposals for indirect actions in accordance 
with the requirements laid down in the 
relevant specific programmes and work 
programmes.

1. The Commission shall issue calls for 
proposals for indirect actions in accordance 
with the requirements laid down in the 
relevant specific programmes and work 
programmes, which may include calls for 
proposals for SMEs.

Or. es

Justification

The Commission’s calls for proposals must allow for SMEs because they are a category of 
participants requiring special support.

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark 

Amendment 171
Article 13, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. The Commission shall issue calls for 
proposals for indirect actions in accordance 
with the requirements laid down in the 
relevant specific programmes and work 
programmes.

1. The Commission shall issue calls for 
proposals in accordance with the 
requirements laid down in the relevant 
specific programmes and work programmes,
which may include calls targeted at special 
groups such as SMEs.

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze 

Amendment 172
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. Where appropriate, the Commission shall 2. In the call for proposals, the Commission 
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specify in the call for proposals that the 
participants need not establish a consortium 
agreement.

shall specify the form of the Community 
financial contribution and where 
appropriate that the participants need not 
establish a consortium agreement.

Or. en

Justification

The form of the Community financial contribution should be known in advance by all the 
proponents and should be identical for all projects under the same funding scheme within a 
given call. Its definition can not be left to the grants.  

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis 

Amendment 173
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. Calls for proposals for indirect actions 
shall specify the scientific subject and 
objective of the project, the maximum 
amount of Community financial 
contribution and the maximum budget per 
proposal, as well as the minimum number 
of participants in conformity with the work 
programme.

2. Where appropriate, the Commission shall 
specify in the call for proposals that the 
participants need not establish a consortium 
agreement.

Where appropriate, the Commission shall 
specify in the call for proposals that the 
participants need not establish a consortium 
agreement.

Or. en

Justification

Calls for proposals need to be carefully crafted, spelling out a clear set of requirements for 
bidders. 

Amendment by Cristina Gutiérrez-Cortines 

Amendment 174
Article 13, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Thematic calls for proposals related to 
socio-economic subjects or the humanities 
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may provide for programmes with a low 
budget.

Or. es

Justification

Research in the humanities or on socio-economic subjects does not need such a high budget 
as scientific research, because it requires less equipement. This fact will need to be taken into 
account, as the budget might otherwise not be used to full advantage.

Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig 

Amendment 175
Article 13, paragraph 2a (new)

2a. The selection criteria shall set forth the 
projects' characteristics, quality and 
implementation.

Or. de

Justification

This brings the wording into line with Articles 110 and 116 of the Financial Regulation, 
which require applicants to be informed of all requirements relevant to their proposals in 
advance. The fact that the selection criteria are published in advance makes the procedure 
more transparent. It also makes it easier for applicants to assess the chances of their 
proposal’s success at an early stage, thus avoiding the unnecessary expense of submitting 
proposals which obviously stand no chance of succeeding.  

Amendment by Eluned Morgan 

Amendment 176
Article 13, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. The Commission shall publish in 
advance all of the deadlines for the calls for 
proposals for the forthcoming year in 
January. The Commission shall provide 
answers to applicants at set intervals during 
the year and at least within six months of 
the submission deadline. 

Or. en
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Justification

Scientists and researchers should have greater clarity on deadlines for submissions to calls 
for proposals and when they can expect decisions on their applications.   

Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig 

Amendment 177
Article 13 a (new)

Article 13a
Calls for proposals may be issued in the 
previous year, provided the requisite 
resources are available the following year. 
Irrespective of the date of publication, and 
notwithstanding Article 115 of the 
Financial Regulation, the Commission 
shall publish all requirements relating to 
the award of grants (in particular, the 
grounds for exclusion listed in Articles 93 
and 94 of the Financial Regulation), in 
which connection the Commission may
refer applicants to the relevant rules. The 
applicable provisions, in the wording used 
at the time of their publication, shall be 
binding for the duration of the procedure.

Or. de

Justification

Publishing calls for proposals a year in advance is intended to avoid applications being 
concentrated at the beginning of successive years and the resulting delays. Applicants should 
enjoy legal certainty throughout the whole procedure. Prohibiting changes in the course of 
the procedure will reduce administrative costs for beneficiaries and the Commission, 
streamline procedures and make funding policy more uniform. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 178
Article 14

The Commission shall not issue calls for 
proposals for the following:

In accordance with the Financial 
Regulation and its Implementing Rules, the
Commission shall not issue calls for 
proposals for the following:
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(a) coordination and support actions to be 
carried out by legal entities identified in the 
specific  programmes or in the work 
programmes when the specific programme 
permits the work programmes to identify 
beneficiaries, in accordance with the 
Implementing Rules;

(a) coordination and support actions to be 
carried out by legal entities identified in the 
specific programmes or in the work 
programmes where the specific programme 
permits the work  programmes to identify 
beneficiaries;

(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of a purchase or service subject to 
the rules on public procurement set out in 
the Financial Regulation;

(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of a purchase of a good or a
service established by contract and selected
subject to the rules on public procurement;
(ba) coordination and support actions 
relating to the award of study, research or 
training scholarships and prizes following 
contests;

(c) coordination and support actions relating 
to the appointment of independent experts;

(c) coordination and support actions relating 
to the appointment of independent experts;

(d) other actions, where so provided by the 
Financial Regulation or the Implementing 
Rules.

(d) other actions implemented on the basis 
of decisions by the Council and the 
European Parliament (or by the Council in 
consultation with the European 
Parliament) identified in part (b) of Annex 
III to Decision […/…] establishing the 
Seventh Framework Programme.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.   

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze 

Amendment 179
Article 14, points (a), (b) and (c)

(a) coordination and support actions to be 
carried out by legal entities identified in the 
specific  programmes or in the work 
programmes when the specific programme 
permits the work programmes to identify 
beneficiaries;

(a) support actions to be carried out by legal 
entities identified in the specific  
programmes or in the work programmes 
when the specific programme permits the 
work programmes to identify beneficiaries;

(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of a purchase or service subject to 
the rules on public procurement;

(b) support actions consisting of a purchase 
or service subject to the rules on public 
procurement;

(c) coordination and support actions 
relating to the appointment of independent 

(c) support actions relating to the 
appointment of independent experts;
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experts;

Or. en

Justification

Under FP6, only support actions and experts could be selected without launching a call for 
proposals. There are no reasons to extend this possibility to co-ordination actions in 
particular if the co-ordination of national policy is to be strengthen through the ERA net 
scheme  

Amendment by Philippe Busquin 

Amendment 180
Article 14, point (a a) (new)

(aa) for coordination and support actions 
in preparation of the setting up of 
technology initiatives when they involve a 
representative sample of interested players 
in the field and the specific programme 
permits the work programmes to identify 
beneficiaries in accordance with the 
Implementing rules.

Or. en

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark 

Amendment 181
Article 14, point (b)

(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of a purchase or service subject to 
the rules on public procurement;

(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of the purchase of goods or 
services subject to the rules on public 
procurement set out in the Financial 
Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell 

Amendment 182
Article 14, point (b)
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(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of a purchase or service subject to 
the rules on public procurement set out in 
the Financial Regulation;

(b) coordination and support actions 
consisting of a purchase of goods or a
service subject to the rules on public 
procurement set out in the Financial 
Regulation;

Or. es

Justification

It is necessary to specify that a purchase can cover goods or a service. 

Amendment by Philippe Busquin

Amendment 183
Article 14, point (da) (new)

(da) Support can be provided to cover part 
of the administrative costs associated with 
the development and implementation of 
European Technology Platforms on a case-
by-case basis. The beneficiaries of such 
support actions will be identified in the 
Work Programme.  

Or. xm

Justification

Les plateformes technologiques joueront un rôle important dans succès du 7eme 
prorgramme-cadre, notamment par l'inspiration des programmes de travail afin de soutenir 
le développement de la compétitivité européenne et par l'incitation à une mise en oeuvre 
cohérente des programmes européens avec ceux à l'échelle nationale et régionale.

Il est indiqué, par le biais des règles de participation, de reconnaître ce rôle, tout en évitant 
une institutionnalisation ou bureaucratisation des plateformes technologiques.  

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 184
Subsection 2, title

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS EVALUATION, SELECTION, 
NEGOTIATION OF PROPOSALS AND 
AWARD OF GRANTS

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.  

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 185
Article 15, title

Evaluation, selection and award Evaluation principles and, selection and 
award criteria

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.  

Amendment by Gunnar Hökmark 

Amendment 186
Article 15, paragraph -1 (new)

-1. The Commission's evaluation of 
proposals for indirect actions shall above 
all be judged on the criteria of excellence.

Or. en

Amendment by Pia Elda Locatelli, Vittorio Prodi, Umberto Guidoni, Patrizia Toia, Vincenzo 
Lavarra, Umberto Pirilli, Gianni De Michelis

Amendment 187
Article 15, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme. As regards the 
“Ideas” specific programme, the sole 
criterion to apply to individual projects 
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shall be that of excellence. As regards the 
“People” specific programme, the criteria 
shall serve to assess the qualities of the 
proposers (researchers or organisations) 
and their potential for further advances, 
including their capacity to operate as and 
where necessary, the quality of the activity 
proposed in terms of scientific training or 
transfer of knowledge, and the structuring 
effect of the activity proposed, determined 
according to the extent to which the activity 
will help to attain the objectives of the 
specific programme and the work
programme. For the purposes of the 
“Cooperation” and “Capacities” specific 
programmes, the criteria shall be as 
follows:  
(a) scientific and technological excellence 
and degree of innovation;
(b) capacity of the project to create the 
basis for the competitive growth of  the 
participants;
(c)  ability to successfully carry out the 
indirect action and manage it efficiently, to 
be assessed in terms of resources and 
expertise, having regard not least to the 
organisational arrangements laid down by 
the participants;
(d) relevance to the objectives of the 
specific programme;
(e) critical mass of resources mobilised and 
their contribution to Community policies;
(f) quality of the plan for utilising and 
disseminating knowledge, potential in 
terms of fostering innovation, and clear-cut 
schemes for administering intellectual 
property. 

The work programme may set out specific 
criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria.

The work programme may set out specific 
criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria.

Or. en

Justification

The principles applying to evaluation must be set out in the rules governing participation.  
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Particular emphasis should be dedicated to the capacity of the project to create the basis for 
competitive growth More detailed criteria can be laid down in the work programmes so as to 
enable the evaluation criteria to be applied more rationally and effectively and geared to 
each work programme.  

Amendment by Vincenzo Lavarra, Pia Elda Locatelli, Vittorio Prodi, and Umberto Guidoni

Amendement 188
Article 15, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme.
The work programme may set out specific 

criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria.   

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme. As regards the 
“Ideas” specific programme, the sole 
criterion to apply to individual projects 
shall be that of excellence. As regards the 
“People” specific programme, the criteria 
shall serve to assess the dual nature of the 
proposers (researchers or organisations) 
and their potential for further advances, 
and, in particular, having regard to needs, 
their operating capability, the quality of the 
activity proposed in terms of scientific 
training and/or knowledge transfer, the 
Community added value, and the 
structuring effect of the activity proposed, 
determined according to the extent to which 
the activity will help to attain the objectives 
of the specific programme and the work 
programme. For the purposes of the 
“Cooperation” and “Capacities” specific 
programmes, the criteria shall be as 
follows:
(a) scientific and technological excellence 
and degree of innovation;
(b) ability to successfully carry out the 
indirect action and manage it efficiently, to 
be assessed in terms of resources and 
expertise, having regard not least to the 
organisational arrangements laid down by 
the participants;
(c) relevance to the objectives of the 
specific programme;
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(d) critical mass of resources mobilised and 
their contribution to Community policies;
(e) quality of the plan for exploiting and 
disseminating knowledge, potential in 
terms of fostering innovation, and clear-cut 
intellectual property management schemes;
(f) where applicable, the percentage of 
funding for the research activity to be 
provided under the Structural Funds.
The work programme may set out specific 
criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria. 

Or. it

Justification

The principles applying to evaluation must be set out in the rules governing participation. 
More detailed criteria can be specified in the work programmes, since this would enable the 
evaulation criteria to be applied more rationally and effectively, and tailored to each work 
programme. The evaluation criterion regarding the percentage contribution from the 
Structural Funds (if any) is consistent with the aim of integrating and coordinating Comunity 
resources to enhance their effectiveness.

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 189
Article 15, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme.

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals for indirect actions submitted in 
response to a call for proposals on the basis
of the evaluation principles, and the 
selection and award criteria set out in this 
Regulation, the specific programme and the 
work programme.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.  
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Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 190
Article 15, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme.

1. The Commission shall organise the 
procedure for evaluating all the proposals 
submitted in response to a call for proposals 
on the basis of the principles for evaluation, 
and the selection and award criteria set out 
in the specific programme and the work 
programme.

Or. es

Justification

Barring a few cases, the Commission does not evaluate propoosals, but assists in the 
evaluation process.

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 191
Article 15, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
blind-peer evaluation, and the selection and 
award criteria set out in the specific 
programme and the work programme.

Or. en

Justification

Blind-peer evaluation is the internationally accepted system of evaluation of research 
proposals.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 192
Article 15, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
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proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme

proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme.

The work programme may set out specific 
criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria.

The work programme will set out specific 
criteria, including pluridisciplinarity or 
further details on the application of the 
criteria together with a timetable for 
consideration of proposals.

Or. en

Justification

Multidisciplinarity should be included in the different work programmes and this should be 
highlighted in the rules on participation.   

Amendment by Etelka Barsi-Pataky

Amendment 193
Article 15, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme

1. The Commission shall evaluate all the 
proposals submitted in response to a call for 
proposals on the basis of the principles for 
evaluation, and the selection and award 
criteria set out in the specific programme 
and the work programme.

The work programme may set out specific 
criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria.

The work programme may set out specific 
criteria or further details on the application 
of the criteria.
The work programme shall set out the 
maximum time frame of the evaluation and 
selection procedure.

Or. en

Justification

It is a constant problem for the research centres, universities, etc. that the evaluation and the 
selection procedure lasts for indefinable time. It is difficult to plan either technically and 
financially. The request is consistent with the principle laid down in FP7 to have a more 
efficient system. 
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Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig 

Amendment 194
Article 15, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. The European Research Council shall 
evaluate and select the projects to be 
funded solely on the criteria of scientific 
excellence. It shall also decide on awards.

Or. de

Justification

The rules for participation should clearly state that the European Research Council should 
lay down the selection and award criteria for its work on its own responsibility and decide on 
awards.

Amendment by Hiltrud Breyer 

Amendment 195
Article 15, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Specific selection and award criteria 
may in particular be laid down, in 
accordance with the rules laid down in the 
Seventh Research Programme, for frontier 
research funded within the framework of
the European Research Council.

Or. de

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 196
Article 15, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Specific selection and award criteria 
may in particular be defined for 
investigator driven “frontier” research 
funded within the framework of the 
European Research Council.

Or. en
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Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Moreover, with regard to the evaluation principles and selection and award criteria specified 
in Article 15, the Court recommends that provision should be made for:

- specific criteria for investigator-driven “frontier” research funded within the framework of 
the ERC (see also the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. "Individual projects");

- remote evaluations (i.e. decentralised at the place of work of evaluators) as a means to 
attract high-calibre evaluators to participate and to speed up evaluations, as referred to in 
the Explanatory Memorandum;

- the exclusion of proposals at any time, including during the negotiation phase (taking place 
after the evaluation procedure), if they contravene fundamental ethical principles.

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 197
Article 15, paragraph 1 b (new)

1b. Where established in the work 
programmes or the calls for proposals, 
remote evaluations may be carried out.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

In the Explanatory Memorandum of the "Rules for Participation", the Commission proposes a 
number of additional measures, such as the introduction of remote evaluation, electronic 
submission of proposals and the establishment of a unique registration system and helpdesks 
at the Commission and the National Contact Points (NCPs) to ensure a more efficient 
administration of the Seventh Framework Programme. However, in the

Commission proposal these measures are not specified. Unless they are referred to in the 
legal base, there is no guarantee that they will be implemented (see amendments proposed by 
the Court to Article 15(1b), Article 16(3a) and Article 17a).

Moreover, with regard to the evaluation principles and selection and award criteria specified 
in Article 15, the Court recommends that provision should be made for:

- specific criteria for investigator-driven “frontier” research funded within the framework of 
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the ERC (see also the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. "Individual projects");

- remote evaluations (i.e. decentralised at the place of work of evaluators) as a means to 
attract high-calibre evaluators to participate and to speed up evaluations, as referred to in 
the Explanatory Memorandum;

- the exclusion of proposals at any time, including during the negotiation phase (taking place 
after the evaluation procedure), if they contravene fundamental ethical principles.

Amendment by Giles Chichester 

Amendment 198
Article 15, paragraph 2

2. A proposal which contravenes 
fundamental ethical principles or which does 
not fulfil the conditions set out in the 
specific programme, the work programme or 
in the call for proposals shall not be selected. 
Such a proposal may be excluded from the 
evaluation, selection and award procedures
at any time.

2. A proposal which contravenes 
fundamental ethical principles or which does 
not fulfil the conditions set out in the 
specific programme, the work programme or 
in the call for proposals shall not be eligible 
for participation and may be excluded at 
any time.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

In the Explanatory Memorandum of the "Rules for Participation", the Commission proposes a 
number of additional measures, such as the introduction of remote evaluation, electronic 
submission of proposals and the establishment of a unique registration system and helpdesks 
at the Commission and the National Contact Points (NCPs) to ensure a more efficient 
administration of the Seventh Framework Programme. However, in the

Commission proposal these measures are not specified. Unless they are referred to in the 
legal base, there is no guarantee that they will be implemented (see amendments proposed by 
the Court to Article 15(1b), Article 16(3a) and Article 17a).

Moreover, with regard to the evaluation principles and selection and award criteria specified 
in Article 15, the Court recommends that provision should be made for:

- specific criteria for investigator-driven “frontier” research funded within the framework of 
the ERC (see also the "Decision", Annex III a) 4. "Individual projects");

- remote evaluations (i.e. decentralised at the place of work of evaluators) as a means to 
attract high-calibre evaluators to participate and to speed up evaluations, as referred to in 
the Explanatory Memorandum;
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- the exclusion of proposals at any time, including during the negotiation phase (taking place 
after the evaluation procedure), if they contravene fundamental ethical principles.

Amendment by Hiltrud Breyer 

Amendment 199
Article 15, paragraph 2

2. A proposal which contravenes 
fundamental ethical principles or which does 
not fulfil the conditions set out in the 
specific programme, the work programme or 
in the call for proposals shall not be selected. 
Such a proposal may be excluded from the 
evaluation, selection and award procedures 
at any time. 

2. A proposal which contravenes 
fundamental ethical principles such as:

- research on embryos, embryonic stem 
cells and embryonic stem cell lines which is 
prohibited in several Member States for 
constitutional reasons;
- research activities aimed at the cloning of 
human embryos;
- research activities intended to modify the 
genetic heritage of human beings which 
could make such changes hereditary;
- interventions in the human germ line;
- research on chimeras; 
- research endangering the principle of 
commercialisation of the human body
or which does not fulfil the conditions set 
out in the specific programme, the work 
programme or in the call for proposals shall 
not be selected. Such a proposal may be 
excluded from the evaluation, selection and 
award procedures at any time.

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 200
Article 15, paragraph 2

2. A proposal which contravenes 
fundamental ethical principles or which does 
not fulfil the conditions set out in the 

2. A proposal which contravenes 
fundamental ethical principles or which does 
not fulfil the conditions set out in the 
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specific programme, the work programme or 
in the call for proposals shall not be selected. 
Such a proposal may be excluded from the 
evaluation, selection and award procedures 
at any time.

specific programme, the work programme or 
in the call for proposals shall not be selected. 
Such a proposal may be excluded from the 
evaluation, selection and award procedures 
at any time after requiring the advice of 
independent experts.

Or. en

Justification

Ethical issues are delicate and excluding a proposal is a serious decision, which has to be 
taken with the help of experts

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 201
Article 15, paragraph 3

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis of 
the evaluation results.

3. Proposals shall be ranked on the basis of 
the evaluation results and selected for 
funding accordingly.

Or. en

Justification

Funding decisions should be taken in a fully transparent manner

Amendment by Jan Christian Ehler, Angelika Niebler

Amendment 202
Article 15, paragraph 3

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis of 
the evaluation results.

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis of 
the evaluation results.

Or. de

Justification

(Translator's note: Does not affect English version. The German version of the Commission 
text translates as 'Proposals should be selected on the basis of the evaluation results.')
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Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig 

Amendment 203
Article 15, paragraph 3

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis of 
the evaluation results.

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis of 
the evaluation results.

Or. de

Justification

(Translator's note: Does not affect English version. The German version of the Commission 
text translates as 'Proposals should be selected on the basis of the evaluation results.')

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 204
Article 15, paragraph 3

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis 
of the evaluation results.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 205
Article 15, paragraph 3

3. Proposals shall be selected on the basis of
the evaluation results.

3. Proposals shall be rated, firstly, by 
assessors, who shall be duly informed in 
advance of the best evaluation practice, 
according to the evaluation results, taking 
into account also the scope of the work 
programme and the attainment and 
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significance of its objectives. Funding 
decisions shall be drawn up by the 
Programme Committees on the basis of the 
ranking thus established, following the 
procedures set out in Articles 4 and 7 of 
Decision 1999/468/EC.

Or. es

Justification

The assessors should play a prominent role during the first stage of the evaluation procedure 
and, to that end, be fully informed in advance. The final decision should be taken by the 
Programme Committees.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 206
Article 15, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Guides for evaluators and the selection 
criteria for evaluators of the Seventh 
Framework Programme shall be made 
public.  

Or. en

Justification

It is important that the evaluation criteria for calls for proposals are made widely available in 
order to maximise transparency and participation in FP7. 

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 207
Article 15, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. All proposals submitted for indirect 
actions shall be treated confidentially by 
the Commission, which shall ensure that 
the principle of confidentiality is upheld in 
all procedures and that the independent 
experts are bound by this.

Or. fr
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Justification

Respecting the confidentiality of the proposals submitted is very important. The proposed 
paragraph was included in the rules for participation in the Sixth Framework Programme.

Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig 

Amendment 208
Article 15 a (new)

Article 15a
The departments of the Commission 
responsible for granting financial 
assistance should jointly set up a common 
unit tasked with providing applicants with 
information and advice. This unit should, 
in particular:
- draw up common standards for 
application forms for similar types of funds 
and monitor the length and readability of 
application forms,
- inform potential applicants (particularly 
by means of seminars and drawing up 
guidance) and
- maintain a databank for the notification 
of applicants.

Or. de

Justification

The prospective joint unit should ensure the treatment grant recipients receive is of a 
uniformly high standard. This should considerably reduce the administrative costs for grant 
recipients and departments involved in grant awards. The creation of a central databank will 
spare the need for multiple submission of application documents, which will save time and 
money for the Commission as well as for applicants.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 209
Article 16, title

Submission, evaluation, selection and award 
procedures

Submission, evaluation, selection, 
negotiation and award procedures
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Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Teresa Riera Madurell

Amendment 210
Article 16

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 
submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure. 

1. Pursuant to Article 3a the Commission 
shall adopt and publish rules governing the 
procedure for the submission of proposals, 
as well as the related evaluation, selection 
and award procedures. In particular, it shall 
lay down detailed rules for the two-stage 
procedure for submission (including the 
scope and nature of a proposal at its first 
stage and of the complete proposal 
submitted at the second stage), and rules for 
the two-step evaluation procedure. The rules 
shall, in addition, cover internal procedures 
for considering the admissibility of 
complaints and for their subsequent 
assessment.

2. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-stage submission procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the evaluation criteria for 
the first stage shall be requested to submit a 
complete proposal in the second stage.

2. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-stage submission procedure, only those 
proposers whose proposals pass the 
evaluation criteria for the first stage shall be 
requested to submit a complete proposal in 
the second stage.

3. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-step evaluation procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the first step, based on 
the evaluation of a limited set of criteria, 
shall go forward for further evaluation.

3. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-step evaluation procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the first step, based on 
the evaluation of a limited set of criteria, 
shall go forward for further evaluation.

4. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules to ensure consistent verification of the 
existence and legal status of participants in 
indirect actions as well as their financial 
capacity.

4. Pursuant to Article 3a the Commission 
shall also adopt and publish rules to ensure 
consistent verification of the existence and 
legal status of participants in indirect actions 
as well as their financial capacity.

Or. es
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Justification

The reference to Article 3a makes it clear that Member States should be involved throughout.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 211
Article 16, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure 
for submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure.

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection, negotiation and 
award procedures. 

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of ITRE 
Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 212
Article 16, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 
submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection, negotiation and 
award procedures. In particular, it shall lay 
down detailed rules for the two-stage 
procedure for submission, and rules for the 
two-step evaluation procedure

Or. fr

Justification

The negotiation stage is an important stage of the award procedure. Under the Sixth 
Framework Programme, it was sometimes unsatisfactory for certain participants, who
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accused the Commission of forcing them to make changes to the scientific content of the 
project and the financial sums even if they were not required by the evaluation. It is 
necessary, therefore, for this stage to be conducted as transparently as possible in 
accordance with rules laid down in advance which are clearly formulated and uniformly 
applied by all the Commission services.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 213
Article 16, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 
submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure.

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 
submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure.
Prior to the entry into force of the Rules for 
participation, the Commission shall submit 
to the European Parliament the detailed 
internal rules governing the procedures for 
submission, evaluation, selection and 
award of proposals related to the FP7 
programme.

Or. en

Justification

The Rules on Participation in FP7 govern participation in publicly funded research and it is 
therefore in the public's interest that the Commission publishes its internal rules before the 
final decision has been made on the regulation by the European Parliament and the Council. 

Amendment by Pilar del Castillo Vera, Jorgo Chatzimarkakis

Amendment 214
Article 16, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the procedure for 
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submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure.

submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure.

Or. en

Justification

A two-stage submission creates extra work and bureaucracy.

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 215
Article 16, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 
submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure.

1. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules governing the procedure for the 
submission of proposals, as well as the 
related evaluation, selection and award 
procedures. In particular, it shall lay down 
detailed rules for the two-stage procedure for 
submission, and rules for the two-step 
evaluation procedure. Unless otherwise 
specified in the work programme, proposals 
for indirect actions shall be submitted and 
evaluated according to a two-stage 
procedure.

Or. en

Justification

The two-stage submission and evaluation procedure limits unnecessary spending of 
resources both by authors of proposals and by evaluators, especially for RTD projects. It 
should thus be generalised as the main mode of submission and evaluation, unless otherwise 
required by the work programme due to the specificity of the action.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 216
Article 16, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. The rules on the two-step evaluation 
procedure should include a page limit for 
the application forms at each stage of the 
process; a limit of 7 pages should be set for 
the initial stage and a limit of 20 pages for 
the second stage in the application process. 
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Or. en

Justification

Setting a page limit on applications to calls for proposals will reduce the time spent 
processing applications. This is particularly important for strands that are heavily 
oversubscribed. 

Amendment by Angelika Niebler, Christian Ehler, Paul Rübig 

Amendment 217
Article 16, paragraph 2

2. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-stage submission procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the evaluation criteria for 
the first stage shall be requested to submit a 
complete proposal in the second stage.

2. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-stage submission procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the evaluation criteria for 
the first stage shall be requested to submit a 
complete proposal in the second stage.
The first stage of the procedure shall be 
restricted to a superficial assessment of the 
admissible proposals submitted. Applicants 
shall be informed if it is clear by the end of 
this stage of the procedure that their 
proposals have no chance of success.
The second stage of the procedure must 
differ considerably from the first, 
particularly with regard to the scope and 
content of the supporting documents to be 
submitted by applicants. If an applicant is 
required to provide additional supporting 
documents, he must be fully and definitely 
informed to that effect by the Commission.
Any data collected must be entered in a 
databank. Efforts must be made to ensure 
the procedure is completed swiftly.
Throughout the procedure, the 
Commission must take particular care to 
ensure that the expenses incurred by 
applicants for publication, documentation 
and other documentary evidence required 
in connection with financial assistance are 
not disproportionate to the financial 
assistance to be granted.

Or. de
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Justification

The proposed amendments aim to reduce the expenses incurred by applicants in connection 
with documentation. 

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 218
Article 16, paragraph 3

3. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-step evaluation procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the first step, based on 
the evaluation of a limited set of criteria, 
shall go forward for further evaluation.

3. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-step evaluation procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the first step, based on 
the evaluation of a limited set of criteria, 
shall go forward for further evaluation. 
In any case, the second stage of the 
evaluation procedure cannot exceed six 
months from the successful completion of 
the first stage.

Or. en

Justification

Every possible measure must be taken by the Community to shorten the time frame between 
the submissions of proposals and their selection on the basis of the evaluation results. Yet, 
there have been many reported cases of excessive delay in the final evaluation of proposals. 
The two-stage evaluation procedure should be a measure of simplifying, not of retarding 
awards. That is the reason there should be a clear time limit for its completion.

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 219
Article 16, paragraph 3

3. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-step evaluation procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the first step, based on 
the evaluation of a limited set of criteria, 
shall go forward for further evaluation.

3. Where a call for proposals specifies a 
two-step evaluation procedure, only those 
proposals that pass the first step, based on 
the evaluation of a limited set of criteria, 
shall go forward for further evaluation. 
Applicants whose proposal fails to pass the 
second step may appeal the decision to 
reject their proposal. The Commission shall 
establish an appropriate appeal procedure.

Or. en
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Justification

Applicants should have access to an appeal process and a justification for why their 
application has failed. This should only be available after the second stage of the application 
process as completing an appeal after the first stage would create unnecessary bureaucracy.  

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 220
Article 16, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Unless otherwise specified in the work 
programme, proposals for indirect actions 
must be submitted electronically.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

In the Explanatory Memorandum of the "Rules for Participation", the Commission proposes a 
number of additional measures, such as the introduction of remote evaluation, electronic 
submission of proposals and the establishment of a unique registration system and helpdesks 
at the Commission and the National Contact Points (NCPs) to ensure a more efficient 
administration of the Seventh Framework Programme. However, in the Commission proposal 
these measures are not specified. Unless they are referred to in the legal base, there is no 
guarantee that they will be implemented (see amendments proposed by the Court to Article 
15(1b), Article 16(3a) and Article 17a).

Amendment by Ján Hudacký

Amendment 221
Article 16, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a.  The applicant that fails to fulfil certain 
criteria should obtain written explanation   

Or. en

Justification

The participant should be aware of reasons for rejection of its application for future 
reference.
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Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 222
Article 16, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Unless otherwise specified in the call 
for proposals, proposals for indirect actions 
must be submitted electronically.

Or. en

Justification

The call text is the main initial point of reference for applicants to see whether proposals 
should be submitted electronically. 

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 223
Article 16, paragraph 4

4. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules to ensure consistent verification of the 
existence and legal status of participants in 
indirect actions as well as their financial 
capacity.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Philippe Busquin

Amendment 224
Article 16, paragraph 4

4. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules to ensure consistent verification of the 
existence and legal status of participants in 
indirect actions as well as their financial 
capacity.

4. The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules:

a) to establish objective criteria to ensure 
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that financial capacity checks are carried 
out only as an exception in the case of 
participants applying for a Community 
financial contribution of less that EUR 750 
000.
b) to ensure consistent verification of the 
existence and legal status of participants in 
indirect actions as well as their financial and 
operational capacity.

Or. fr

Justification

To ensure that abolishing collective financial responsibility in response to the problems
deterring certain actors from participating and replacing it by a guarantee mechanism does 
not lengthen the time required for the negotiation of contracts and increase the number of 
requests submitted to participants compared to the Sixth Framework Programme, it is 
proposed that Article 38 on the guarantee mechanism should be amended (see below)

Prior financial controls will be compulsory above the threshold set by the rules for the 
implementation of the Financial Regulation (EUR 750 000). Below that threshold, given the 
characteristic features of the research policy (direct management, number of projects, 
number of contractors, average value of grants compared to those under other direct policies, 
inherently uncertain nature of the research, need to assist small players, etc.), prior financial 
control should become the exception (rather than being left to the responsibility of the 
authorising officer).

Amendment by Norbert Glante

Amendment 225
Article 16, paragraph 4

(4) The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules to ensure consistent verification of the 
existence and legal status of participants in 
indirect actions as well as their financial 
capacity.

(4) The Commission shall adopt and publish 
rules to ensure consistent verification of the 
existence and legal status of participants in 
indirect actions as well as their financial 
capacity. To this end, the Commission shall 
set up and use a central databank 
containing the requisite legal and financial 
information concerning the applicants. 

Or. de

Justification

Für die Vereinfachung der Verfahren und die Beseitigung unnützer bürokratischer 
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Aufwendungen ist eine zentrale Datenbank unerlässlich. Es ist nicht zielführend, wenn 
Standarddaten für jeden Antrag aufs Neue eingereicht und nachgewiesen werden müssen. 
Eine solche zentrale Datenbank muss mit den aktuellen Daten der Antragsteller verknüpft 
werden und in regelmäßigen Abständen aktualisiert werden.

Amendment by Giles Chichester

Amendment 226
Article 16, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Proposals for indirect actions shall be 
selected on the basis of a comparative 
analysis of the evaluation results.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment proposed by the European Court of Auditors and tabled by the Chairman of 
ITRE Committee in order to facilitate the vote.

Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 227
Article 16, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. The commission shall adopt and 
publish rules to ensure that the proposals 
take due account of
a. The aspect of gender mainstreaming by 
paying attention to the integration of the 
gender dimension in the respective 
research.
b. Gender balance of participants by taking 
appropriate measures to ensure reasonable 
gender balance at all levels of the 
participating research work force.

Or. en


