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Amendment 1
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) is the only large-scale and 
demonstrable technology currently 
available to take carbon from fuels to 
produce low-carbon electricity;

A. whereas Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) is a large-scale and demonstrable 
technology currently available to divert
carbon emissions from atmospheric 
release, that unfortunately requires a 
substantial amount of the "low-carbon"
electricity it is supposedly help produce;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) is the only large-scale and 
demonstrable technology currently 
available to take carbon from fuels to 
produce low-carbon electricity;

A. whereas Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) is an uncertain technology to take 
carbon from fuels;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Vicky Ford

Draft opinion
Paragraph A
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Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) is the only large-scale and 
demonstrable technology currently 
available to take carbon from fuels to 
produce low-carbon electricity;

A. whereas Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) is the only large-scale and 
demonstrable technology currently 
available to take carbon dioxide from 
combustion of fossil fuels to produce low-
carbon electricity;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph B

Draft opinion Amendment

B. whereas in the power sector there are 
alternatives to fossil fuels, in several 
industrial sectors – such as the chemical, 
steel, refinery and cement industries – deep
emission reductions can only be achieved 
through CCS;

B. whereas in the power sector there are 
alternatives to fossil fuels, in several 
industrial sectors – such as the chemical, 
steel, refinery and cement industries – only 
clean technology would allow emission 
reductions. CCS, instead, is a technology 
aimed only at managing the existing 
emission level not their reduction,

Or. en

Amendment 5
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph B

Draft opinion Amendment

B. whereas in the power sector there are 
alternatives to fossil fuels, in several 
industrial sectors – such as the chemical, 
steel, refinery and cement industries – deep 
emission reductions can only be achieved 
through CCS;

B. whereas in the power sector there are 
several viable alternatives to fossil fuels, 
whereas in several industrial sectors – such 
as the chemical, steel, refinery and cement 
industries – deep emission reductions can 
only be achieved through significant 



AM\1002265EN.doc 5/29 PE516.964v01-00

EN

energy efficiency measures; whereas the 
carbon produces by these industrial 
sectors can be used to produce electricity, 
chemical products or transport fuels 
(Carbon Capture Usage - CCU);

Or. en

Amendment 6
Fiona Hall

Draft opinion
Paragraph B

Draft opinion Amendment

B. whereas in the power sector there are 
alternatives to fossil fuels, in several 
industrial sectors – such as the chemical, 
steel, refinery and cement industries – deep 
emission reductions can only be achieved 
through CCS;

B. whereas in the power sector there are 
alternatives to fossil fuels, in several 
industrial sectors – such as the chemical, 
steel, refinery and cement industries – deep 
emission reductions can only be achieved 
through CCS; the development of 
industrial CCS is therefore a priority;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Bogdan Kazimierz Marcinkiewicz

Draft opinion
Paragraph B a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ba. whereas the future of coal in Europe 
should be based on a stable development 
strategy, given that coal remains vital to 
the EU economy; whereas the challenge 
for the EU’s post-2030 energy mix is to
provide opportunities for steady economic 
growth while maintaining the Member 
States’ energy security and the rapid 
development of new energy technologies, 
including coal technologies;
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Or. pl

Amendment 8
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph B a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ba. whereas the policies adopted in the 
field of combating climate change have 
not had the expected effect and, in many 
cases, have led to the relocation of 
industry within the EU and to an increase 
in electricity prices, thereby contributing 
to a reduction in the competitiveness of 
the European economy and to poverty 
among the European public;

Or. ro

Amendment 9
Krišjānis Kariņš

Draft opinion
Paragraph B a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ba. whereas the large-scale introduction 
of carbon capture will yet further increase 
the price of energy and will make 
European industry more uncompetitive 
unless this technology is introduced 
worldwide;

Or. lv

Amendment 10
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău
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Draft opinion
Paragraph B b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Bb. whereas climate change can only 
successfully be combated if specific 
measures are implemented across the 
globe;

Or. ro

Amendment 11
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

1. Acknowledges that CCS results in an 
energy penalty, i.e. it will increase the use 
of energy (in the range of 11% to 40%) to 
capture, compress, transport and bury 
carbon from power stations; believes 
therefore that CCS will not enable 
Member States to reduce their dependence 
on carbon-based energy supplies in a
demand-responsive manner, contributing 
to security of energy supply; believes that 
reductions in emissions are made through 
a reduction in overall energy 
consumption, and through a swift 
transition to renewable energy sources;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies by offering an alibi 
to fossil fuel based polluting activities to 
continue with "business as usual";

Or. en

Amendment 13
Edit Herczog

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their carbon-based energy 
supplies in a demand-responsive manner, 
thus also contributing to diversity and 
security of energy supply; points out, 
meanwhile, that any increase in fossil fuel 
usage in the energy sector must go hand 
in hand with the extensive deployment of 
CCS;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Gaston Franco

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply, 
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while maintaining industrial jobs and 
creating new specialist jobs in the EU;

Or. fr

Amendment 15
Alejo Vidal-Quadras

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply 
and to greenhouse gas emissions 
reduction;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Fiona Hall, Kent Johansson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Believes that CCS can enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

1. Believes that CCS might enable Member 
States to exploit their indigenous, carbon-
based energy supplies in a demand-
responsive manner, thus also contributing 
to diversity and security of energy supply;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to adopt far-reaching 
measures to foster international 
cooperation and to promote the use of 
technologies for mitigating the effects of 
climate change, in order to point 
expanding economies in the direction of 
developmental alternatives including, for 
example, CSC, that are less carbon 
intensive;

Or. ro

Amendment 18
Alejo Vidal-Quadras

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Reminds that fossil fuels will continue 
to represent most of the energy mix in the 
decades to come (75% in 2030 according 
to the IEA), which makes CCS a valuable 
technology to be explored;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Alejo Vidal-Quadras

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Underlines that the IEA’s Energy 
Technology Perspectives 2012 points out 
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that the additional investment needs in 
electricity that are required for a 
maximum 2 degree rise in global 
temperatures would increase by a further 
40% if CCS is not available;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that failing to include CCS within 
a long-term energy strategy will severely 
hamper national, Union and global efforts 
to address climate change;

2. Notes that including CCS within a long-
term energy strategy may severely hamper 
national, Union and global efforts to 
address climate change, by perpetuating a 
fossil-fuels based economy although the 
peak of cheap oil has already been 
reached and by diverting from the no-
regrets options, i.e. renewable energies, 
energy efficiency measures and reduction 
of the overall energy consumption;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that failing to include CCS within 
a long-term energy strategy will severely 
hamper national, Union and global efforts 
to address climate change;

2. Notes that the deployment of CCS 
technologies may severely hamper 
national, Union and global efforts to 
address climate change;

Or. en
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Amendment 22
Krišjānis Kariņš

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Notes that failing to include CCS within 
a long-term energy strategy will severely 
hamper national, Union and global efforts 
to address climate change;

2. Notes that failing to include CCS within 
a long-term energy strategy will on the one 
hand severely hamper national, Union and 
global efforts to address climate change 
but on the other hand maintain energy 
prices at a competitive level;

Or. lv

Amendment 23
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Believes that CSC policies and 
strategies should only be framed on the 
basis of sound evidence of the positive 
impact they will have on the environment, 
on the stability of EU industry, on 
employment in the EU and on the 
affordability of energy prices for the 
public and for industry;

Or. ro

Amendment 24
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS, and calls, therefore, 
for a technology-neutral approach to the 
Union’s 2030 energy goals, in line with 
Article 194(2) of the TFEU, in order to 
create a level playing field and ensure 
effective competition amongst varying 
low-carbon energy technologies;

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target is in line with Article 194 
of the TFEU, which promotes energy 
efficiency and energy saving and the 
development of new and renewable forms 
of energy, which must be reflected in 
three ambitious targets for the Union’s 
2030 energy goals;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Fiona Hall, Kent Johansson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS, and calls, therefore, 
for a technology-neutral approach to the 
Union’s 2030 energy goals, in line with 
Article 194(2) of the TFEU, in order to 
create a level playing field and ensure 
effective competition amongst varying
low-carbon energy technologies;

3. Believes that new low-carbon 
technologies should not be regarded as in 
competition but rather as complementary 
to each other in order to achieve Europe’s 
long-term decarbonisation goals; stresses 
that both renewables and CCS have an 
important role to play in the future EU 
energy mix; calls, therefore, for both 
renewables and CCS to have tailored 
mechanisms to provide investment 
certainty in the upcoming 2030 package 
on EU energy and climate change 
policies, in line with Article 194(2) of the 
TFEU, in order to create a level playing 
field and ensure fair competition amongst 
different low-carbon energy technologies;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Vittorio Prodi
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS, and calls, therefore,
for a technology-neutral approach to the 
Union’s 2030 energy goals, in line with 
Article 194(2) of the TFEU, in order to 
create a level playing field and ensure 
effective competition amongst varying 
low-carbon energy technologies;

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target has been undermined by
investment in CCS, and calls for a revision 
of planned investment in CCS technology 
in favour of alternative carbon 
sequestration and abatement technologies;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Laurence J.A.J. Stassen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS, and calls, therefore, 
for a technology-neutral approach to the 
Union’s 2030 energy goals, in line with 
Article 194(2) of the TFEU, in order to 
create a level playing field and ensure 
effective competition amongst varying 
low-carbon energy technologies;

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS;

Or. nl

Amendment 28
Krišjānis Kariņš

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 3. Believes that the EU’s mandatory 
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renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS, and calls, therefore, for 
a technology-neutral approach to the 
Union’s 2030 energy goals, in line with 
Article 194(2) of the TFEU, in order to 
create a level playing field and ensure 
effective competition amongst varying 
low-carbon energy technologies;

renewable target has undermined 
investment in CCS, and calls, therefore, for 
a technology-neutral approach to the 
Union’s 2030 energy goals, in line with 
Article 194(2) of the TFEU, in order to 
create a level playing field and ensure 
effective competition amongst varying 
low-carbon energy technologies; observes 
that these technologies must be 
competitive and must confer benefit on 
consumers in the form of a lower energy 
price;

Or. lv

Amendment 29
Bogdan Kazimierz Marcinkiewicz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge are 
a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS and 
will result in reduced costs of CCS 
deployment; calls, therefore, for continued 
international collaboration between 
industry, including innovative SMEs, and 
institutions in order to ensure that best 
practices are applied;

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge are 
a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS and 
will result in reduced costs of CCS 
deployment; calls, therefore, for continued 
international collaboration between 
industry, including innovative SMEs, and 
institutions in order to ensure that best 
practices are applied; to this end, believes 
that instruments for supporting projects at
EU level should be strengthened so that 
they can genuinely stimulate business 
involvement in collaboration with 
research centres;

Or. pl

Amendment 30
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge 
are a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS and 
will result in reduced costs of CCS 
deployment; calls, therefore, for continued 
international collaboration between 
industry, including innovative SMEs, and 
institutions in order to ensure that best 
practices are applied;

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge 
have been a necessary step to assess
details of longer-term measures to support
carbon abatement and clean technologies 
resulting in reduced costs for their 
development; calls, therefore, for 
continued international collaboration 
between industry, including innovative 
SMEs, and institutions in order to ensure 
that best practices are applied;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Edit Herczog

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge are 
a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS and 
will result in reduced costs of CCS 
deployment; calls, therefore, for continued 
international collaboration between 
industry, including innovative SMEs, and 
institutions in order to ensure that best 
practices are applied;

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge are 
a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS and 
will result in reduced costs of CCS 
deployment; calls, therefore, for continued 
international collaboration between 
industry, including innovative SMEs, and 
institutions in order to ensure that best 
practices are applied; recalls, at the same 
time, the challenges of the different stages 
of R&D and in bringing new technologies 
to the markets;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge are 
a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS and 
will result in reduced costs of CCS 
deployment; calls, therefore, for continued 
international collaboration between 
industry, including innovative SMEs, and 
institutions in order to ensure that best 
practices are applied;

4. Believes that supporting initial projects, 
learning lessons and sharing knowledge are 
a prerequisite for developing details of 
longer-term measures to support CCS/CCU 
and may result in reduced costs of 
CCS/CCU deployment; calls, therefore, for 
continued international collaboration 
between industry, including innovative 
SMEs, and institutions in order to ensure 
that best practices are applied;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Gaston Franco

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls for closer cooperation with the 
United States and Canada in the form of 
an exchange of expertise and good 
practices in the light of CCS activities 
undertaken in the context of the US-
Canada Clean Energy Dialogue;

Or. fr

Amendment 34
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Calls on the Commission and the 5. Calls on the Commission and the 
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Member States to address the main 
barriers to the deployment of CCS, such 
as the granting of permits and funding, 
the establishment of a CCS skills base and 
the development and testing of 
technologies for effective capture, 
transport and storage;

Member States to refrain from any public 
direct and indirect support towards CCS 
since this technology will come too late, if 
ever, and will not be deployed in a 
commercial scale that will prevent on time 
dangerous climate change;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to address the main barriers 
to the deployment of CCS, such as the 
granting of permits and funding, the 
establishment of a CCS skills base and the
development and testing of technologies 
for effective capture, transport and 
storage;

5. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to address the main barriers 
to the development and testing of
alternative technologies for effective 
capture, abatement and conversion of 
CO2;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Bogdan Kazimierz Marcinkiewicz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to address the main barriers 
to the deployment of CCS, such as the 
granting of permits and funding, the 
establishment of a CCS skills base and the 
development and testing of technologies 
for effective capture, transport and storage;

5. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to address the main barriers 
to the deployment of CCS, such as the 
granting of permits and funding, the 
establishment of a CCS skills base and the 
development and testing of technologies 
for effective capture, transport and storage; 
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believes that support should also be 
provided for the development of 
commercial technologies using carbon 
dioxide, which could in future offer a 
strong market incentive for investment in 
CCS installations;

Or. pl

Amendment 37
Edit Herczog

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to address the main barriers 
to the deployment of CCS, such as the 
granting of permits and funding, the 
establishment of a CCS skills base and the 
development and testing of technologies 
for effective capture, transport and storage;

5. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to address the main 
regulatory, financial and social barriers to 
the deployment of CCS, such as the 
granting of permits and funding, the 
establishment of a CCS skills base and the 
development and testing of technologies 
for effective capture, transport and storage 
and stresses the need for better 
communication on the use of this 
technology;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Believes that incentives and policy 
measures should target both CCS
demonstration as well as subsequent 
longer-term operational projects and must 
provide greater certainty for private sector 
investment; believes, furthermore, that 
incentives and measures should be split 

6. Believes that no incentives and policy 
measures should target carbon 
sequestration demonstration as well as 
subsequent longer-term operational 
projects which promote the use of fossil 
fuels and continue the tradition of large 
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efficiently both within the power-
generation sector and CCS within 
industrial production processes;

subsidies to this sector;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Believes that incentives and policy 
measures should target both CCS 
demonstration as well as subsequent 
longer-term operational projects and must 
provide greater certainty for private sector 
investment; believes, furthermore, that 
incentives and measures should be split 
efficiently both within the power-
generation sector and CCS within 
industrial production processes;

6. Believes that policy measures which
target both CCS/CCU demonstration must 
not divert resources away for renewables, 
energy efficiency measures and the 
reduction of the overall energy 
consumption;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Christian Ehler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Believes that in order to render CCS 
economically viable and environmentally 
sustainable, carbon capture and storage 
demonstration projects should aim at 
developing site-related strategies for 
carbon capture and usage (CCU) to 
achieve a self-contained CO2 cycle, and 
calls on the Commission and Member 
States to foster research and technical 
development activities in corresponding 
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technology field; 

Or. en

Amendment 41
Bogdan Kazimierz Marcinkiewicz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Considers that the low carbon price 
delivered through the EU’s Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS), and subsequent 
revenues generated from the sale of 
allowances under the New Entrants’ 
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS;

7. Considers that the established methods 
for supporting demonstration projects 
using NER300 have failed to deliver an 
attractive business case for long-term 
private sector investment in CCS, and that 
the capital expenditure and, above all, 
operating costs required for this type of 
technology are still too high;

Or. pl

Amendment 42
Romana Jordan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Considers that the low carbon price
delivered through the EU’s Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS), and subsequent 
revenues generated from the sale of 
allowances under the New Entrants’ 
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for 
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS;

7. Considers that the low carbon price in 
the Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS),
resulting from large-scale support in the 
energy sector, the economic crisis and 
subsequent revenues generated from the 
sale of allowances under the New Entrants’ 
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for 
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS;

Or. sl
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Amendment 43
Fiona Hall, Kent Johansson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Considers that the low carbon price 
delivered through the EU’s Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS), and subsequent 
revenues generated from the sale of 
allowances under the New Entrants’
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for 
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS;

7. Considers that the low carbon price 
delivered through the EU’s Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS), and subsequent 
revenues generated from the sale of 
allowances under the New Entrants’
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for 
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS; calls therefore for urgent 
agreement on the structural reform of the 
ETS;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Considers that the low carbon price 
delivered through the EU’s Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS), and subsequent 
revenues generated from the sale of 
allowances under the New Entrants’
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for 
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS;

7. Highlights that the low carbon price 
delivered through the EU’s Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS), and subsequent 
revenues generated from the sale of 
allowances under the New Entrants’
Reserve of the ETS (NER300), has failed 
to deliver an attractive business case for 
early long-term private sector investment 
in CCS;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Vittorio Prodi
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, calls on the 
Commission and Member States to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures that will deliver the first 
operational CCS projects in the EU by 
2020;

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, calls on the 
Commission and Member States to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures to promote sustainable and 
environmentally safe carbon abatement 
technologies;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Bogdan Kazimierz Marcinkiewicz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, calls on the 
Commission and Member States to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures that will deliver the first 
operational CCS projects in the EU by 
2020;

8. Notwithstanding the ongoing debate on 
long-term structural reform of the ETS, 
calls on the Commission and Member 
States to come forward with other, 
dedicated policy measures that will provide 
the necessary financial support and
deliver the first operational CCS projects in 
the EU by 2020;

Or. pl

Amendment 47
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, calls on the 

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, suggests to 
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Commission and Member States to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures that will deliver the first 
operational CCS projects in the EU by 
2020;

the Member States which want to develop 
CCS projects on their territory to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Edit Herczog

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, calls on the 
Commission and Member States to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures that will deliver the first 
operational CCS projects in the EU by 
2020;

8. While the debate on long-term structural 
reform of the ETS continues, calls on the 
Commission and Member States to come 
forward with complementary policy 
measures and a more flexible financial 
model that will deliver the first operational 
CCS projects in the EU by 2020;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Laurence J.A.J. Stassen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. Believes that support at EU level should, 
inter alia, be continued through the CCS 
European Industrial Initiative and 
Horizon 2020;

9. Believes that no support should be 
provided at EU level;

Or. nl

Amendment 50
Vittorio Prodi
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. Believes that support at EU level should, 
inter alia, be continued through the CCS 
European Industrial Initiative and 
Horizon 2020;

9. Believes that support at EU level should 
only continue for the research and 
development on new safe and clean 
technologies in order to avoid dangerous 
subsidies that would distort the market;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. Believes that support at EU level should, 
inter alia, be continued through the CCS 
European Industrial Initiative and
Horizon 2020;

9. Believes that support at EU level should, 
inter alia, be continued through Emissions 
Performance Standards, and not through
Horizon 2020;

Or. en

Amendment 52
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to raise public awareness of 
CCS, and believes that a wider
understanding of CCS is crucial public 
acceptance and thus to the delivery of 
CCS;

10. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to raise public awareness 
about reducing energy consumption, and 
believes that a wider understanding of CCS 
will not necessarily change public 
acceptance of CCS;

Or. en
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Amendment 53
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to raise public awareness of 
CCS, and believes that a wider 
understanding of CCS is crucial public 
acceptance and thus to the delivery of 
CCS;

10. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to raise public awareness of 
carbon sequestration and abatement 
technologies, and believes that a wider 
understanding of the various technology 
options and their benefits is crucial for the 
delivery of the EU 2020 targets;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Alejo Vidal-Quadras

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10

Draft opinion Amendment

10. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to raise public awareness of 
CCS, and believes that a wider 
understanding of CCS is crucial public 
acceptance and thus to the delivery of 
CCS;

10. Highlights that, according to a 
Eurobarometer survey, the European 
population remains largely unaware of 
CCS but that those who are informed are 
more likely to support it; calls on the 
Commission and the Member States to 
raise public awareness of CCS, and 
believes that a wider understanding of CCS 
is crucial public acceptance and thus to the 
delivery of CCS;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Bogdan Kazimierz Marcinkiewicz

Draft opinion
Paragraph 10 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

10a. Believes that a decisive shift in public 
perception of the technology is needed 
and that public acceptance of onshore 
CO2 storage must be obtained before any 
attempts to make deployment of CCS 
mandatory; believes that the Commission 
should launch an EU campaign to 
provide information on the most 
important aspects of CCS, focusing on 
transport infrastructure and the 
underground storage process;

Or. pl

Amendment 56
Yves Cochet
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11

Draft opinion Amendment

11. Is concerned that Article 6 of the 
London Protocol will hinder the cross-
border transportation of waste from CCS 
and subsequently limit its potential in 
Member States with no identifiable 
storage sites; calls, therefore, on the 
contracting parties to find a solution, such 
as ratifying the 2009 amendment to 
Article 6, in order to ensure that it does 
not become barrier to CCS deployment.

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 57
Vittorio Prodi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11
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Draft opinion Amendment

11. Is concerned that Article 6 of the 
London Protocol will hinder the cross-
border transportation of waste from CCS 
and subsequently limit its potential in 
Member States with no identifiable 
storage sites; calls, therefore, on the 
contracting parties to find a solution, such 
as ratifying the 2009 amendment to 
Article 6, in order to ensure that it does 
not become barrier to CCS deployment.

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 58
Vicky Ford

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

11a. Asks the Commission to analyse and 
submit a report on the level of CCS that 
would need to be deployed by certain key 
dates, i.e. 2030, in order for CCS to make 
a significant contribution to 2050 
emission reduction targets;

Or. en

Amendment 59
Romana Jordan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

11a. Believes that, in accordance with 
sustainable development principles, we 
should support not only carbon capture 
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and storage, but also research and 
innovation with regard to the use of CO2;

Or. sl

Amendment 60
Vicky Ford

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

11b. Calls on Member States to ensure 
they have a deeper understanding of the 
potential for CCS in industrial 
applications, using emissions, technology 
and cost projections so that industrial 
CCS is given prominence in short and 
medium term policy decisions;

Or. en

Amendment 61
Vicky Ford

Draft opinion
Paragraph 11 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

11c. Recognises that planning is a 
Member State competence and calls on 
the Commission, as well as Member States 
and local governments, to more widely
and consistently map CCS opportunities 
in high emitting industrial sites, which 
will significantly aide infrastructure and 
storage decisions; believes that these sites 
could form hubs and benefit from shared 
infrastructure opportunities;

Or. en


