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Amendment 1
Emer Costello

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services, financial 
pressure on regional and local authorities 
due to financial constrains may have a 
negative effect on social cohesion and 
employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services as a result of 
the crisis, financial pressure on regional 
and local authorities due to financial 
constraints is having a negative effect on 
social cohesion, education and 
employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Andrea Cozzolino

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services, financial 
pressure on regional and local authorities 
due to financial constrains may have a 
negative effect on social cohesion and 
employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services, financial 
pressure on regional and local authorities 
due to financial constrains is having a 
negative effect on social cohesion and 
employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Frédéric Daerden

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services, financial 
pressure on regional and local authorities 
due to financial constrains may have a 
negative effect on social cohesion and 
employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for quality social services, 
financial pressure on regional and local 
authorities due to financial constrains may 
have a negative effect on social cohesion 
and employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services, financial 
pressure on regional and local authorities 
due to financial constrains may have a 
negative effect on social cohesion and 
employment, therefore preventing the 
achievement of the Europe 2020 goals;

1. Stresses that, in a time of increasing 
demand for social services, financial 
pressure on regional and local authorities 
due to financial constrains may have a 
negative effect on social cohesion and 
sustainable employment, making it harder 
for regional and local authorities to tackle 
problems like poverty and social exclusion 
and therefore preventing the achievement 
of the Europe 2020 goals;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Anthea McIntyre

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Stresses the importance of adapting to 
ongoing budgetary constraints across 
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Europe, whilst continuing to invest in the 
future; reminds Member States that the 
challenge is not to spend more, but to 
spend less more efficiently;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Daniël van der Stoep

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, which allows 
for a better and faster response to the 
challenges posed by the current economic 
situation;

2. Deplores the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Emer Costello

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, which allows 
for a better and faster response to the 
challenges posed by the current economic 
situation;

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, which allows 
for a better and faster response to the 
challenges posed by the current economic 
and social crisis;

Or. en
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Amendment 8
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, which allows 
for a better and faster response to the 
challenges posed by the current economic 
situation;

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, in particular 
for smaller projects at local level, which
allows for a better and faster response to 
the challenges posed by the current 
economic situation; highlights in this 
context the importance of the new 
instrument for community led local 
actions, which would allow action groups 
at local level to create and implement 
local employment strategies; calls upon 
Member States to provide this opportunity 
in the ongoing programming process in 
order to make use of the great potential 
for innovation of local action groups;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Kinga Göncz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, which allows 
for a better and faster response to the 
challenges posed by the current economic 
situation;

2. Welcomes the simplification of 
procedures and increased accessibility of 
the European Social Fund, which allows
for a better and faster response to the 
challenges posed by the current economic 
situation and wider participation of 
beneficiary organizations in the 
implementation of investments;

Or. en
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Amendment 10
Anthea McIntyre

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Believes that cohesion spending 
should provide appropriate flexibility to 
allow Member States address their own 
specific policy bottle necks in order to 
achieve the EU 2020 targets;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Underlines the special role of the ESF in 
implementing the Europe 2020 strategy, in 
particular by contributing to high levels of 
employment, productivity and social 
cohesion;

3. Underlines the special role of the ESF in 
implementing the Europe 2020 strategy, in 
particular by contributing to high levels of 
sustainable employment, combating 
poverty and social exclusion and 
increasing social cohesion;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Emer Costello

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Underlines the special role of the ESF in 3. Underlines the special role of the ESF in 
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implementing the Europe 2020 strategy, in 
particular by contributing to high levels of 
employment, productivity and social 
cohesion;

supporting social investment and in
implementing the Europe 2020 strategy, in 
particular by contributing to high levels of 
employment, productivity and social 
cohesion;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Andrea Cozzolino

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Highlights that at the end of 2012, 
EUR 4,2 billion payment claims could not 
be honoured for the European Social 
Fund and are being paid using the 2013 
envelope; stresses the negative impact of 
such rolling over on the implementation 
on the treasury situation of local and 
regional authorities and of beneficiaries; 
stresses further that the EUR 3 253 
million foreseen for the ESF in the draft 
amending budget No 2/2013 is a bare 
minimum and therefore demands a 
political engagement from the Council 
that all legal obligations due in 2013 will 
be paid out by the end of this year;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Anthea McIntyre

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls for the reduction of the overall 
level of reste à liquider (RAL), which 

4. Calls on the Council to take the 
appropriate steps necessary to address the 
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constitutes a serious threat to the effective 
use of cohesion policy resources and 
therefore hinders their job creation 
potential;

ongoing situation with reste à liquider 
(RAL), which constitutes a serious threat to 
the effective use of cohesion policy, which 
will hinder future investments in growth 
and employment;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls for the reduction of the overall 
level of reste à liquider (RAL), which 
constitutes a serious threat to the effective 
use of cohesion policy resources and 
therefore hinders their job creation 
potential;

4. Calls for the reduction of the overall 
level of reste à liquider (RAL), which 
constitutes a serious threat to the effective 
use of cohesion policy resources and 
therefore hinders their job creation 
potential; calls on Member States in this 
regard to support regional and local 
authorities in making the best possible use 
of available Cohesion and Structural 
Funds resources, through sound planning 
of projects and applications, and ensuring 
that co-financing is properly supported;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing to 
economic growth in the Union as a whole 
and not only in the regions directly 

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment for sustainable 
development and social cohesion; calls on 
Member States to ensure that local actors 
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benefitting from it; are, even in times of crisis, still provided
with the necessary financial resources in 
order to be able to use EU Structural 
Funds;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Andrea Cozzolino

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing to 
economic growth in the Union as a whole 
and not only in the regions directly 
benefitting from it;

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing 
simultaneously to economic growth in the 
Union as a whole and to the catching up of
the regions directly benefitting from it;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Emer Costello

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing to 
economic growth in the Union as a whole 
and not only in the regions directly 
benefitting from it;

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment and demand, thus 
contributing to economic growth and 
employment in the Union as a whole and 
not only in the regions directly benefitting 
from it;

Or. en
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Amendment 19
Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing to 
economic growth in the Union as a whole 
and not only in the regions directly 
benefitting from it;

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, with the potential to 
develop good governance and public 
participation at all levels, thus contributing 
to economic growth in the Union as a 
whole and not only in the regions directly 
benefitting from it;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Frédéric Daerden

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing to 
economic growth in the Union as a whole 
and not only in the regions directly 
benefitting from it;

5. Highlights that cohesion policy is an 
important factor boosting public and 
private investment, thus contributing to 
economic growth in the Union as a whole 
and not only in the regions directly 
benefitting from it, thereby ensuring 
solidarity between peoples and territories;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Anthea McIntyre

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Strongly supports a shift in spending 
priorities to ensure Member States invest 
in long term growth, including an 
investment in small, medium and micro 
sized enterprises who can play an 
important role in developing Member 
States competitiveness; 

Or. en

Amendment 22
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses that local economy is a key 
factor for recovery for communities, 
which is important in the current 
situation of crisis; highlights in this 
context particularly the economic and 
social effects of the social economy for 
improving the social cohesion at local 
level; calls upon Member States to provide 
funding opportunities for the social 
economy in the Structural Funds for the 
period 2014-2020;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Stresses the role that local and 
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regional authorities could play in 
enhancing sustainable growth and job 
creation, restoring the social fabric and 
promoting renewable energy sources, 
smart grids and sustainable mobility;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for the pro-growth and job-creating 
investments supported by cohesion policy;

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for sustainable growth and job-
creating investments supported by 
cohesion policy, in order to tackle the 
enormous rate of youth unemployment 
and fight poverty and social exclusion;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for the pro-growth and job-creating 
investments supported by cohesion policy;

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to
maximise the potential for the pro-growth 
and job-creating investments supported by 
cohesion policy, leading to sustainable 
productive investment;

Or. en
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Amendment 26
Sari Essayah

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for the pro-growth and job-creating 
investments supported by cohesion policy;

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for the pro-growth and job-creating 
investments supported by cohesion policy, 
when these do not cause exceeding the 
debt and deficit levels agreed in the 
renewed the Stability and Growth Pact;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Andrea Cozzolino

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for the pro-growth and job-creating 
investments supported by cohesion policy;

6. Underlines that EU economic 
governance should be flexible enough to 
allow for the pro-growth and job-creating 
investments supported by cohesion policy; 
is of the opinion that public expenditure 
related to the implementation of 
programmes co-financed by the 
Structural and Investment Funds should 
be excluded from the Stability and Growth 
Pact limitations because they are 
expenditures devoted to supporting 
competitiveness, growth and job creation, 
particularly with regard to young people;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Elisabeth Schroedter
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Stresses the necessity of increasing the 
participation of local and regional 
authorities in programming, 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation 
of the Funds, which would guarantee a 
better link between EU, national and 
regional strategies;

7. Stresses the necessity of increasing the 
participation of local and regional 
authorities and other partners in 
programming, implementation, monitoring 
and evaluation of the Funds, which would 
guarantee a better link between EU, 
national and regional strategies;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Kinga Göncz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Stresses the necessity of increasing the 
participation of local and regional 
authorities in programming, 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation 
of the Funds, which would guarantee a 
better link between EU, national and 
regional strategies;

7. Stresses the necessity of increasing the 
participation of local and regional 
authorities and social partners in 
programming, implementation, monitoring 
and evaluation of the Funds, which would 
guarantee a better link between EU, 
national and regional strategies;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Stresses the necessity of increasing the 
participation of local and regional 

7. Stresses the necessity of increasing the 
participation of local and regional 
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authorities in programming, 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation 
of the Funds, which would guarantee a 
better link between EU, national and 
regional strategies;

authorities in programming, 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation 
of the Funds, which would guarantee a 
better link between EU, national and 
regional strategies; encourages these local 
and regional authorities, wherever 
possible, to develop civil society 
participation in order to ensure that 
projects receive the necessary support and 
financing to deliver their objectives;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Sari Essayah

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7 a. Calls for more transparency in the 
use of funds so that citizens could follow 
their use on an open web page nationally 
and/or EU-wide, which should lead to 
more general ownership, appreciation and 
control on the use of funds;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Daniël van der Stoep

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Calls for further simplification of rules 
and increased flexibility in Structural 
Funds programming and management, 
which would allow for better 
implementation of projects as well as 
quicker and more adequate responses to 

deleted
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social challenges and threats.

Or. en

Amendment 33
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Calls for further simplification of rules 
and increased flexibility in Structural 
Funds programming and management, 
which would allow for better 
implementation of projects as well as 
quicker and more adequate responses to 
social challenges and threats.

8. Calls for further simplification of rules 
and increased transparency in Structural 
Funds programming and management, 
which would allow for better 
implementation of projects as well as 
quicker and more adequate responses to 
social challenges and threats.

Or. en

Amendment 34
Frédéric Daerden

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 a. Stresses that there is no direct 
relation between the regional policy 
performance and the macroeconomic 
performance of a Member State, and that 
the regions should not be punished for the 
failure of the national level to comply with 
procedures related to economic 
governance; believes that imposing 
additional penalties could thus exacerbate 
the problems of Member States already 
facing macroeconomic difficulties, and, 
therefore, that macroeconomic 
conditionalities are not acceptable;



PE513.231v01 18/18 AM\939090EN.doc

EN

Or. en

Amendment 35
Frédéric Daerden

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8 b. Calls for options to be explored vis-à-
vis exemptions for Member State 
contributions to Structural Funds from 
the Stability and Growth Pact limitations; 
is also interested in examining the 
possibility of excluding Member State 
participation in co-financing of EU funds 
from the calculation of structural deficit 
or even Member State contributions to the 
EU budget.

Or. en


