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Amendment 1
Cornelis de Jong

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Regrets that in its 2012 report on 
competition policy the Commission 
focuses heavily on unfair competition 
practices resulting from State practices, 
while it pays relatively little attention to 
unfair practices due to concentration of 
companies in the Single Market;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Cornelis de Jong

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Expresses its concern with the current 
competition policies of the Commission, 
which require from companies to get 
permission for mergers that may distort 
the Single Market whereas companies 
who by themselves have developed an 
overly dominant market position are not 
normally affected by European 
competition policies, unless they abuse 
their market position;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Cornelis de Jong

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Believes that markets with only a few 
players run the risk of cartel agreements 
and other forms of market misuse, such 
as the creation of obstacles to newcomers, 
thus undermining real competition. 
Requests the Commission to examine how 
markets with only a few market players 
function in reality and to assess how 
many market players are necessary to 
minimise the danger of cartels and to 
maximise competition. Calls on the 
Commission to put forward clear and 
transparent guidelines for competition 
policy which take into account these 
principles;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Cornelis de Jong

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1d. Is of the opinion that not only 
financial institutions but also industrial 
companies can become too big to fail, as 
was the case with General Motors, which 
had to be saved by the US government. 
Calls on the Commission to examine 
when companies become too big to fail 
and to consider which measures can be 
taken at national or EU level to prevent 
companies becoming dependent on future 
government bailouts;

Or. en
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Amendment 5
Cornelis de Jong

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1e. Considers that prices for products still
vary in different Member States, for 
example prices for medicines due to 
different agreements between Member 
States and the pharmaceutical industry. 
Calls on the Commission to examine this 
phenomenon and to come up with 
proposals to create a more transparent 
internal market, avoiding any 
unnecessary price differences, in the 
interest of consumers;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Mitro Repo

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3f. Stresses that despite the fact that the 
late payment Directive (2011/7/EU) had to 
be transposed into national by March 
2013, not all member states have 
implemented it. This deteriorates 
competition in the Single Market, and 
affects especially SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Mitro Repo

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 3 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3g. Stresses that the differences in 
electronic payment methods between 
member states weakens the functioning of 
the internal market. Therefore it would be 
important to standardise the methods for 
internet- and mobile payments;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3h. Notes that the European market for 
electronic payments is still fragmented 
both across and within national borders; 
takes the view that standardization should 
include measures necessary to ensure a 
more open, transparent, innovative and 
competitive single market that brings 
advantages to all consumers with regard 
to mobile payments, interoperability, costs 
and portability; therefore asks the 
Commission to assess possible ways of 
bringing new entrants - banks or non-
banks - into the European market for 
card, internet and mobile payments while 
taking account of future technological 
innovations in this sector;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Mitro Repo

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 3 i (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3i. Considers that the retail sector plays 
an important role as employer and 
contributes to the creation of a 
sustainable economy and more 
sustainable consumption. Therefore it is 
important to tackle restrictions which 
limit competition in this sector and to 
solve its' low competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Olle Schmidt

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

11a. Emphasises that SME's has been 
disproportionately affected in their ability 
to access finance since the financial 
crises; points out that SME's constitute 
98% of all euro area firms, employ 
around three-quarters of euro area 
employees, and generate around 60% of 
value added and that access to finance is 
preventing them from investing and 
growing; therefore calls on the 
Commission to prioritise measures 
recalibrating financial regulation to 
promote growth and to ease the SMEs' 
funding crisis;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 12 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

12b. Points to the lack of clarity in some 
Member States as to whether public 
funding to European Consumer Centres 
(ECCs) can be considered as an 
unjustified state aid within the meaning of 
Union competition law; is concerned that 
this puts Member States’ support to ECCs 
at risk and has already resulted in the 
temporary suspension of funding for 
ECCs; urges, therefore, the Commission 
to ensure the proper functioning of ECCs 
by clarifying as soon as possible that this 
type of funding does not qualify as state 
aid in accordance with Union law given 
that ECCs do not engage in economic 
activities but ensure support services for 
consumers;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
Paragraph 22 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Automotive Sector

22a. Calls on the Commission to ensure a 
fair balance of bargaining power between 
manufacturers and distributors, while 
emphasizing the following:

– the importance of combating 
discriminatory practices in the field of 
online distribution as governed by the 
Vertical Restraints Block Exemption 
Regulation (Commission Regulation 
330/2010), so as to safeguard the ability of 
distributors to use innovative distribution 
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methods and to reach a greater number 
and spectrum of customers;

– the importance of dealers on the 
markets for the sale of new motor vehicles 
following the expiry of Commission 
Regulation (EC) No 1400/2002 on 31 May 
2013; asks the Commission to insist on 
the need to develop principles of good 
conduct between manufacturers and 
dealers with regard to vertical agreements 
in the motor vehicle sector, particularly 
with regard to the protection of 
investments after termination of a 
contract and the possibility of transferring 
a business to another member of the same 
brand network, in order to promote 
transparency in commercial and 
contractual relations between the parties;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Mitro Repo

Draft opinion
Paragraph 24 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

24a. Considers that a single European 
energy market would lower the price of 
energy paid by consumers and businesses 
alike, and would strengthen the 
competitiveness of European business 
operators on a global scale. For this 
reason the European Commission should 
be encouraged to develop a single 
European energy market by 2014;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Olle Schmidt
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 24 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

24b. Stresses the crucial importance of the 
Member States and the Commission to 
ensure timely and correct implementation 
of existing legislation for the energy 
market, including the regulatory work 
called for by the Third Internal Energy 
Market Package, in order to achieve an 
integrated and competitive European 
internal energy market by 2014; calls on 
the Commission and its bodies to firmly 
monitor the national implementation and 
to develop models for business operational 
without fossil fuel subsides;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
Paragraph 24 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

24c. Urges the Commission to pursue the 
full implementation of the internal energy 
market package, given that an open and 
competitive single market in the energy 
sector has not yet been fully achieved; 
urges the Commission to be resolute in 
continuing the steps taken in light of the 
sector inquiry to bring competition rules 
effectively to bear on the energy sector; 
welcomes, to this effect, the on-going 
competition law procedures in the energy 
sector, with the objective of completing 
the internal energy market in 2014 and 
eliminating obstacles re-established by 
energy suppliers;
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Or. en

Amendment 16
Olle Schmidt

Draft opinion
Paragraph 24 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

24d. Emphasises the role of smart grids to 
allow two-way communication between 
electricity producers and customers, and 
points out that smart grids can allow 
consumers to observe and adapt their 
electricity use; stresses that Member 
States should make this information 
available on websites for consumers and 
for all relevant actors such as builders, 
architects and suppliers of heat, cooling 
and electricity equipment;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Andreas Schwab

Draft opinion
Paragraph 26 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

26a. Welcomes the Commission’s 
investigation of Google’s anticompetitive 
practices and its rejection of the 
insufficient commitment proposals offered 
earlier by Google; urges the Commission 
to impose binding commitments on 
Google which address all four areas of 
concern identified in its investigation, 
including search discrimination, in order 
to restore competition in the Internet 
search market given Google’s market 
share of over 90% in many member 
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states;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Olle Schmidt

Draft opinion
Paragraph 26 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

26b. Notes that the European market for 
cards, internet and mobile payments is 
fragmented both among and within 
national boarders and that self-regulatory 
measures have not been effective, 
therefore welcomes the Commission's 
proposal for a Payments Accounts 
Directive paying the way for a more open, 
transparent and competitive single market 
for payments; in this regard, notes the 
General Court judgement in the 
MasterCard case from 24th of May 2012 
confirming the anticompetitive nature of 
Multilateral Interchange Fees; urges 
Members States to adopt the proposed 
Directive to ensure a level playing field 
for cards payments;

Or. en


