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Amendment 1
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for the Common Strategic 
Framework to promote coordination 
between research and innovation 
programmes and the cohesion funds;

1. Calls for the Common Strategic 
Framework to promote coordination 
between research and innovation 
programmes and the cohesion funds;
considers that consistency between the 
Common Strategic Framework and 
industrial policy is also of great 
importance;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for the Common Strategic 
Framework to promote coordination 
between research and innovation 
programmes and the cohesion funds;

1. Calls for the Common Strategic 
Framework to promote coordination 
between research and innovation 
programmes and the cohesion funds, 
without depriving the latter of resources;

Or. el

Amendment 3
Louis Grech, Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Calls for the Common Strategic 
Framework to promote coordination 
between research and innovation 
programmes and the cohesion funds;

1. Is of the opinion that, on research and 
innovation, the European Union is falling 
behind larger economies like the USA and 
Japan, as well as huge emerging ones like 
China; therefore it is encouraging that 
the Commission is proposing a Common 
Strategic Framework which should 
ensure that EU funds on research and 
innovation are utilised in an effective 
manner; considers that a more integrated 
approach is needed to further develop 
education, research and innovation and to 
achieve the objective of investing 3% of 
GDP in research and development; calls 
for the Common Strategic Framework to 
promote coordination between research 
and innovation programmes and the 
cohesion funds, though not to the 
detriment of the resources allocated to the 
funds;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1α. Regards synergies between national 
administrations (at all levels), universities 
and research institutes, companies and 
SMEs and civil society as essential to the 
successful alignment of research and 
society’s needs;

Or. el
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Amendment 5
Louis Grech, Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Is convinced that investments in 
research, innovation and education are 
key elements towards achieving a highly 
competitive social market economy in 
Europe; endorses the fact that the re-
launch of the single market should open 
new horizons in the research and 
innovation sector with an emphasis on 
knowledge and technology, which 
constitute a driving force for the future 
economic development of a competitive 
service-based society;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Underlines the role which 
standardisation might play in the 
promotion of research and innovation by 
contributing to competitiveness and 
offering consumers greater security; 
therefore calls for the importance given to 
standardisation to be one of the project 
assessment criteria;

Or. el

Amendment 7
Louis Grech
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Believes that innovation and creativity 
are essential to economic recovery and 
that the importance of converting the 
Union’s scientific and technological 
breakthroughs into new goods and 
services cannot be underestimated; 
expects that sufficient funds and new 
investments should be allocated in order 
to create a genuine single market for 
knowledge, attracting more innovative-
friendly businesses and entrepreneurs, 
creating new high added value jobs and 
addressing major societal challenges;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses the importance of establishing 
networks of excellence and of integrating 
EU policies and the strategies launched by 
the Member States, by strengthening the 
role of regional and local governments;

2. Stresses the importance of establishing 
networks of excellence and of integrating 
EU policies and the strategies launched by 
the Member States, by strengthening the 
role of regional and local governments;
takes the view that pooling of Member 
States’ financial resources allocated to 
research and innovation would bring 
more added value in terms of results, 
namely by opening new opportunities for 
financing large strategic projects;

Or. en
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Amendment 9
Ashley Fox

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses the importance of establishing 
networks of excellence and of integrating 
EU policies and the strategies launched by 
the Member States, by strengthening the 
role of regional and local governments;

2. Stresses the importance of establishing 
networks of excellence and of integrating, 
where appropriate, EU policies and the 
strategies launched by the Member States, 
by strengthening the role of regional and 
local governments;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Is concerned about the administrative 
burdens that current rules generate,
resulting in a lack of attractiveness of EU 
research and innovation programmes for 
universities, research centres and 
industry, particularly for SMEs; points 
out the need for a balance between 
expenditure control and the red tape that
this generates; calls on the Commission to 
look into the possibilities for further 
simplifying procedures and for 
introducing lighter reporting obligations 
to achieve such a balance;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Lara Comi, Ashley Fox, Sylvana Rapti, Cristian Silviu Buşoi
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Calls for the Common Strategic 
Framework to proceed to an 
administrative simplification through the 
development of a more standardised set of 
rules covering all participants in EU 
research and innovation programmes; 
agrees with the Commission that 
European standards are an important step 
towards bringing research results to the 
market and for the validation of 
technologies and that they can play this 
key role only if they keep pace with the 
development of technologies and ever 
faster product development cycles;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Louis Grech, Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Believes that, in order to ensure
European competitiveness at global level, 
urgent improvements are needed in order 
to resolve outstanding issues such as 
intellectual property rights and in 
particular the community patent, 
European standardisation, public 
procurement and access to private 
finance, amongst others;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Ashley Fox
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the importance of promoting the 
establishment of public-private 
partnerships; calls for JTIs to be simplified 
in order to avoid channelling a large 
amount of financial resources into just a 
few projects, and calls for the state aid 
rules to be simplified by means of 
mechanisms such as ‘consent by silence’ 
and block exemptions, so that innovation 
is not hampered by lengthy processes;

3. Stresses the importance of promoting the 
establishment of public-private 
partnerships; calls for JTIs to be simplified 
in order to avoid channelling a large 
amount of financial resources into just a 
few projects, and calls for the state aid 
rules to be reviewed, so that innovation is 
not hampered by lengthy processes;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Bernadette Vergnaud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the importance of promoting the 
establishment of public-private 
partnerships; calls for JTIs to be simplified 
in order to avoid channelling a large 
amount of financial resources into just a 
few projects, and calls for the state aid 
rules to be simplified by means of 
mechanisms such as ‘consent by silence’ 
and block exemptions, so that innovation is 
not hampered by lengthy processes;

3. Stresses the importance of promoting the 
establishment of public-private 
partnerships; calls for JTIs to be simplified 
in order to avoid channelling a large 
amount of financial resources into just a 
few projects, and calls for the state aid 
rules to be simplified by means of 
mechanisms such as block exemptions, so 
that innovation is not hampered by lengthy 
processes;

(the idea of ‘consent by silence’ lacks 
clarity and might give rise to legal 
uncertainty)

Or. fr

Amendment 15
Sylvana Rapti
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the importance of promoting the 
establishment of public-private 
partnerships; calls for JTIs to be simplified 
in order to avoid channelling a large 
amount of financial resources into just a 
few projects, and calls for the state aid 
rules to be simplified by means of 
mechanisms such as ‘consent by silence’ 
and block exemptions, so that innovation 
is not hampered by lengthy processes;

3. Stresses the importance of promoting the 
establishment of public-private 
partnerships; calls for JTIs to be simplified 
in order to avoid channelling a large 
amount of financial resources into just a 
few projects, and calls for the state aid 
rules to be simplified with complete 
transparency and by means of effective, 
unbureaucratic monitoring procedures, so 
that innovation is not hampered by lengthy 
processes;

Or. el

Amendment 16
Bernadette Vergnaud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Stresses the importance of supporting 
innovation in public procurement, for 
example by developing pre-commercial 
procurement and by ensuring that 
contracting authorities respect the 
confidentiality of innovative solutions –
especially in terms of know-how –
presented by tendering companies; 
therefore calls for a proactive policy for 
support and training and for legal 
certainty for public authorities looking to 
choose innovative solutions;

Or. fr

Amendment 17
Sylvana Rapti
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3α. Considers it essential that the rules on 
public procurement be revised so that they 
will promote innovative action and SMEs; 
notes in this context the role that pre-
commercial procurement can play in 
reinforcing innovation;

Or. el

Amendment 18
Lara Comi, Sylvana Rapti, Cristian Silviu Buşoi, Ashley Fox

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Calls for unleashing the public 
sector’s purchasing power to spur 
innovation through public procurement 
including pre-commercial procurement 
that can enable public authorities to share 
the risks and benefits with suppliers, 
without involving state aid;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Louis Grech

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Urges the Commission to conduct a 
financial audit of the EU’s budget 
priorities for the next financial framework 
and to prioritise European added value 
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projects capable of enhancing EU 
competitiveness and integration in the 
areas of research, knowledge and 
innovation;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Considers that financing under the 
common strategic framework contributes 
to the development of a ‘value-added 
Europe’ and calls for innovative 
financing instruments such as eurobonds 
to be used for carrying out research 
projects or innovative projects which will 
have a positive impact on the real 
economy, stimulating competitiveness, 
growth and employment but also 
economic, social and regional cohesion;

Or. el

Amendment 21
Lara Comi, Ashley Fox, Sylvana Rapti, Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Underlines the need for the 
intellectual property rights to guarantee a 
balance between exploitation and 
technology transfer and access to and 
rapid dissemination of scientific results;

Or. en
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Amendment 22
Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3c. Is convinced that public spending 
allocated to research must be subject to 
qualitative assessment as part of the 
calculation of public expenditure when 
the mid-term budgetary objectives are 
evaluated;

Or. el

Amendment 23
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the
establishment of networks or clusters;

4. Highlights that further measures are 
needed in order to support SMEs’
research activities and to facilitate their 
participation in EU research and 
innovation programmes; takes the view 
that the Commission should further 
encourage the establishment of networks 
or clusters and facilitate the exchange of 
best practices between Member States in 
this respect;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Ashley Fox

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs, rewarding the establishment of 
networks or clusters;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Zigmantas Balčytis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should improve access to finance and
allocate part of the research budget to 
SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters, and 
that the Member States must ensure that 
information reaches SMEs by all means 
possible;
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Or. el

Amendment 27
Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to small players, small research 
institutions, small and micro research 
companies and SMEs run by young people 
and businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Louis Grech, Sylvana Rapti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that the Commission 
should allocate part of the research budget 
to SMEs run by young people and 
businesswomen, rewarding the 
establishment of networks or clusters;

4. Reiterates that there are still many 
SMEs which carry out minimal or no 
research activities, therefore is of the 
opinion that the European Commission 
and Member States should recognise the 
importance of SMEs in boosting 
innovation in Europe by further 
simplifying research and innovation 
programmes, developing more 
standardised rules and procedures and
making research programmes more 
accessible for all types of small and micro 
businesses in EU; Takes the view that the 
Commission should allocate part of the 
research budget to SMEs run by young 
people and businesswomen, rewarding the 
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establishment of networks or clusters;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Lara Comi, Sylvana Rapti, Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Calls for new methods of financing to be 
tested, such as vouchers for EU innovation, 
which would allow businesses to spend 
those resources directly at accredited 
research centres;

5. Calls for new methods of financing to be 
tested, such as vouchers for EU innovation, 
which would allow businesses to spend 
those resources directly at accredited 
research centres; such vouchers should not 
be subject to cost reporting because their 
use would be certified by the centres 
where the vouchers are spent. The 
accreditation centres could be set up on a
national or regional basis and validated 
by a European body such as, for example,
the JRC;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Bernadette Vergnaud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Is of the view that assistance for 
patenting should be given to innovative 
young enterprises, particularly with the 
establishment of the Community Patent;

Or. fr
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Amendment 31
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recommends that participation in the 
projects by venture capital funds and non-
EU entities be rewarded;

6. Recommends that participation in the 
projects by venture capital funds and non-
EU entities be rewarded; is of the opinion 
that investment by venture capital funds 
in early-stage ‘proof of concept’ projects 
should be encouraged;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Zigmantas Balčytis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Underlines the need to ensure that the 
scheme features flexible mechanisms in 
order to keep up with the speed of global 
change and to enable policy priorities to be 
updated;

7. Underlines the need to simplify 
procedures and to ensure that the scheme 
features flexible mechanisms in order to 
keep up with the speed of global change 
and to enable policy priorities to be 
updated;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Stresses the importance of a 
partnership between universities, research 
institutes and industry in order to 
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concentrate research and innovation 
projects on relevant projects and to 
facilitate market uptake;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Louis Grech

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Taking into account the fact that the 
EU is the largest market in the world and 
that the world economy is becoming more 
and more knowledge-intensive, the 
different EU instruments for research and 
innovation should constantly adapt and 
respond to market developments, taking 
into account the consumer perspective;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Cristian Silviu Buşoi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Underlines the importance of 
enhancing the mobility of researchers, 
namely by facilitating the mutual 
recognition of their professional 
qualifications in order to create a genuine 
European research area;

Or. en
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Amendment 36
Bernadette Vergnaud

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Recalls that investment in innovation 
makes sense only if the solutions and 
trade marks are properly protected and 
safeguarded at both intra-Community and 
extra-Community level; calls therefore for 
customs cooperation policy and consumer 
information to be improved and to be 
given increased human and material 
resources;

Or. fr

Amendment 37
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Regrets that academic professionals 
still encounter obstacles to the free 
movement of workers such as problems 
with pension portability; stresses the need 
for developing a system which actively 
encourages the mobility of researchers 
and scientists between European 
universities and academic centres; 
underlines that this would stimulate 
sharing knowledge and would be highly 
beneficial to innovation and to the 
emergence of a European knowledge-
based economy;

Or. en
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Amendment 38
Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Calls for capacity-building measures, 
such as the research potential 
programme, to be broadened by extending 
eligibility also to cover regions with low 
R&D intensity, as well as economically 
weak or geographically remote or 
peripheral regions of the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Louis Grech

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Proposes that the Commission should 
find concrete benchmarks to measure 
innovation performance and progress for 
all the different EU instruments of 
research and innovation; believes that 
enhancing the dissemination of 
information and the results achieved from 
different funding programmes and 
projects is needed to improve 
understanding of the innovation process 
and to reduce the gap between European 
citizens and scientific and technological 
development;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8b. Welcomes the Commission’s intention 
to improve framework conditions for 
business to innovate, in particular with 
respect to intellectual property rights and 
the adoption of the EU patent;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8b. Calls for the simplification and 
streamlining of rules and procedures in 
the ERA landscape, given the existence of 
numerous instruments;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8c. Considers that there is significant 
untapped potential for promoting 
innovation via public procurement; 
accordingly calls on the Commission and 
Member States to encourage the use of e-
procurement and especially the take-up of 
pre-commercial procurement as an 
integral part of developing the Common 
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Strategic Framework for EU Research 
and Innovation financing; stresses that 
SMEs should be more actively engaged in 
the process of working out new and 
innovative solutions to the delivery of 
public services, including social and 
environmental services; calls in particular 
on the Commission to simplify, and if 
necessary introduce more flexibility into,
the relevant State Aid and Public 
Procurement rules to enable contracting 
authorities to make better use of pre-
commercial procurement as a tool for 
supporting research and innovation;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8c. Believes that future funding 
programmes for research and innovation 
should emphasise innovation activities, 
including non-technological innovation;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8d. Recommends that the European 
Institute of Technology should be fully 
integrated into the Common Strategic 
Framework, with the objective of building 
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a European centre of excellence for 
enterprise and industry which can 
compete with global academic players in 
nurturing and promoting EU innovation 
skills and competitiveness while 
addressing the brain drain question, 
attracting international talent and 
investing in the knowledge growth 
economy;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8e. Recalls that the 3% of GDP R&D 
target is composed of a 2 % (private) and 
1 % (public expenditure) share; notes that 
there are still particular shortcomings in 
the field of private research spending 
which can only be overcome by adapting 
the regulatory environment for 
companies, including SMEs; supports in 
particular the Commission’s work to 
develop a new headline indicator based on 
the service delivery of innovation as this 
would be more informative than 
measuring performance against 
numerical targets;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 f (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

8f. Stresses the need to enhance, stimulate 
and secure the financing of research, 
development and innovation in the EU; 
stresses in particular the need for SMEs 
and micro-enterprises to have access to 
affordable finance by increasing the scope 
for participation in different innovative 
projects; urges the Commission to take 
appropriate steps to improve the 
functioning of the EU’s funding 
programmes by rewarding enterprises that 
promote innovative projects; regrets in 
particular the lack of funding for crucial 
instruments for research, innovation and 
development that have already been 
adopted, such as the Strategic Energy 
Technology Plan (SET-Plan);

Or. en

Amendment 47
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8g. Stresses the importance of alternative 
sources of financing for innovative 
enterprises engaged in research and 
development, in particular for the 
financing of projects targeted at bringing 
the results of R&D to market in 
collaboration with universities and 
academic centres; supports in particular 
the creation of pan-European venture 
capital instruments, bringing together 
public and private investment, to create a 
more effective funding environment for 
high-growth and innovative SMEs, and 
encourages the Commission to work with 
the EIB, EIF and Member State expert 
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bodies to take this work forwards as a 
priority;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Ashley Fox, Malcolm Harbour

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8h. Welcomes the EU Small Business 
Innovation Research (SBIR) programme 
to identify technology-oriented public 
sector challenges and fund R&D projects 
to develop new solutions to both old and 
emerging problems;

Or. en


