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SHORT JUSTIFICATION

1. The Bonus 169 Programme aims at enhancing the marine research capacity of EU 
Member States, the European Union and participating countries with regards to the Baltic 
Sea

It is important that we improve our understanding of why the Baltic Sea is so polluted. It 
can of course be an advantage to join forces when it comes to new studies, but the 
rapporteur would also like to draw the attention to the large body of knowledge which 
already exists as a result of research having been carried out by the individual Member 
States over the years. This programme should i.a. aim at bringing together the results of 
this research to avoid unnecessary duplication or overlapping of already existing research, 
as well as locating new areas suitable for common research within the framework of the 
BONUS-programme. 

In order to broaden this knowledge base, the involvement of Russia under one form or 
another would be prudent as they are a major contributor to the pollution of the Baltic Sea.

2. It would be relevant for policy makers to have access to scientifically based estimates of 
both the current and the potential economical, ecological and social losses incurred due to 
the damages of the ecosystem and the loss of biodiversity in the Baltic Sea.

Professional fishermen are one of the first groups directly concerned by this, but far from 
the only one. It is important to keep a broad scope with regards to the consequences of 
changes in the Baltic Sea

3. When it comes to involving different sectors, apart from those which are explicitly 
mentioned in the text it is important to have a broad scope. Other relevant sectors include,
without being limited to, the maritime transport sector, agriculture, industry, and port 
authorities.

4. Special consideration has to be given to the aspect of ballast water from ships containing 
invasive species which can threaten the natural ecological balance of the Baltic Sea. When 
it comes to ships the prevention of oil spills are also an area that needs a high level of 
focus.

5. Projects like the North Stream-pipe line in the Baltic Sea also raise questions about the 
potential short- and long term impact of the building of pipelines in all, or parts, of the 
Baltic Sea. It underlines the importance of ensuring that impact studies are not only done 
and commissioned by the interested parties, but are also supplemented by independent 
research.

AMENDMENTS

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety calls on the Committee 
on Industry, Research and Energy, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following 
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amendments in its report:

Amendment 1

Proposal for a decision
Recital 32

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(32) The BONUS EEIG should encourage
the participants in the selected BONUS-
169 projects to communicate and 
disseminate their results widely and to 
make this information publicly available.

(32) The BONUS EEIG should oblige the 
participants in the selected BONUS-169 
projects to communicate and disseminate 
their results widely and to make this 
information publicly available.

Or. en

Justification

The results of research having been carried out have to be shared as much as possible.

Amendment 2

Proposal for a decision
Annex I - point 1 - letter g a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

ga) actively invite all third countries 
bordering the Baltic Sea to join the 
initiative as a Participating State

Or. en

Justification

Russia should participate in the research efforts because it has also participated in the 
pollution of the Baltic Sea. All countries should share the burden.

Amendment 3

Proposal for a decision
Annex I - point 2.2.1 - subparagraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

The Strategic Research Agenda shall be 
developed and agreed upon in consultation 

The Strategic Research Agenda shall be 
developed and agreed upon in consultation 
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among Participating States, a broad range 
of stakeholders and the Commission. It 
shall be the basis for a policy-driven 
programme. It shall broaden the research 
focus to embody, in addition to the marine 
ecosystem, a basin approach that addresses 
the key issues affecting the quality and 
productivity of the Baltic Sea Region 
ecosystems.

among Participating States, a broad range 
of stakeholders and the Commission. It 
shall be the basis for a policy-driven 
programme. It shall broaden the research 
focus to embody, in addition to the marine 
ecosystem, a basin approach that addresses 
the key issues affecting the quality and 
productivity of the Baltic Sea Region 
ecosystems. It shall include an estimate of 
the economic cost of the loss of 
biodiversity in the region.

Or. en

Justification

To give a quantification of the costs of the loss of biodiversity and the ecosystem services 
gives an additional argument for policy makers.

Amendment 4

Proposal for a decision
Annex I - point 2.2.3 - point i a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

ia) ensuring that the research results are 
shared with other similar regional marine 
research projects;

Or. en

Justification

This addition is meant to avoid as much as possible overlapping and duplication of research 
efforts.


