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Amendment 1
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission's plans to 
review the SGEI State aid rules with the 
objective of unlocking the potential of such 
services for economic recovery; recalls the 
potential of the industries that are defined
in Member States as SGEI and their 
importance not only for the 
competitiveness of Europe but also as 
potentially emerging, globally competitive 
industries, realised first and foremost by a 
competition-based market for such 
services, as proven, for example, by the 
telecom sector;

1. Welcomes the Commission’s plans to 
review the SGEI State aid rules with the 
objective of unlocking the potential of such 
services for social cohesion, 
environmental sustainability and
economic prosperity; believes that state aid 
should be revised to promote the SGEI 
involved explicitly in reaching the 
objectives of the 2020 Strategy and aimed 
at addressing major societal challenges
such as healthy aging of the population or 
the fight against climate change;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Maria Badia i Cutchet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the Commission's plans to 
review the SGEI State aid rules with the 
objective of unlocking the potential of such 
services for economic recovery; recalls the
potential of the industries that are defined 
in Member States as SGEI and their 
importance not only for the 
competitiveness of Europe but also as 
potentially emerging, globally competitive 
industries, realised first and foremost by a 
competition-based market for such 
services, as proven, for example, by the 
telecom sector;

1. Welcomes the Commission's plans to 
review the SGEI State aid rules with the 
objective of unlocking the potential of such 
services for economic recovery; recalls the 
potential of the industries that are defined 
in Member States as SGEI and their 
importance not only for the 
competitiveness of Europe and its 
economic growth according to the EU 
2020 terms and targets but also as 
potentially emerging, globally competitive 
industries, realised first and foremost by a 
competition-based market for such 
services, as proven, for example, by the 
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telecom sector;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Adina-Ioana Vălean

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recalls that undistorted competition 
and the transparent application of state 
aid rules to SGEIs are key to avoid 
protectionism, reinvigorate the single 
market and provide better public services; 
notes the way compensation for the 
provision of SGEIs is granted has 
consequences for public finance and on 
the efficient use of public resources; 
believes a high level of transparency, 
through strict reporting obligations and 
the provision of information regarding the 
conditions of any state aid to SGEI, is 
vital to prevent distortions of competition;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Emphasising the role of local, 
regional and national authorities in the 
right implementation of the EU State Aid 
Rules, in order to guarantee certain 
services in affordable conditions for 
citizens (e.g. hospitals, education, postal 
services, social services, but also 
communications, energy or public 
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transport); calls on the Commission and 
the Member States to simplify the EU 
State Aid rules and to keep local, regional 
and national authorities informed about 
these rules;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments, and new business ideas;

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments, and new business ideas;
reminds however that rules of competition 
applying to undertakings entrusted with 
the operation of SGEI must be in line 
with Article 106(2) of the Treaty stating 
that the application of such rules should 
not obstruct the performance, in law or in 
fact, of the particular tasks assigned to 
them;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments, and new business ideas;

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
the realization of the Internal Market in 
services area as well as cross-border 
competition, new actors and investments, 
and new business ideas;
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Or. en

Amendment 7
Ioan Enciu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments, and new business ideas;

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments as well as innovation and new 
business ideas;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Maria Badia i Cutchet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments, and new business ideas;

2. Emphasises from this perspective, in the 
interests of consumers, the importance of 
cross-border competition, new actors and 
investments, and new business and new 
entrepreneurs' ideas;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Welcomes the intention of the 
Commission to provide a differentiated 



AM\875985EN.doc 7/15 PE472.017v01-00

EN

and proportionate response to different 
types of SGEI and to address the question 
of state aid according to the nature of 
services provided; small public services, 
active in social field and having a limited 
impact on trade between Member States, 
should be treated more flexibly;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Adina-Ioana Vălean

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services and affordable prices for citizens; 
is convinced that this ambition can be 
achieved, without limiting the 
opportunities for growth and competition, 
by State aid financing such services when
appropriate, and not the providers;

3. Recalls that the reform’s overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services and affordable prices for citizens; 
is convinced that this ambition can be 
achieved, without limiting the 
opportunities for growth and competition, 
by State aid financing services as well as 
providers where appropriate, in line with
the traditions in each Member State;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Ivo Belet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services and affordable prices for citizens; 
is convinced that this ambition can be 
achieved, without limiting the 
opportunities for growth and competition, 
by State aid financing such services when

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services and affordable prices for citizens, 
without losing sight of sustainable and 
high-quality employment ; is convinced 
that this ambition can be achieved, without 
limiting the opportunities for growth and 
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appropriate, and not the providers; competition, by State aid financing such 
services when appropriate, and not the 
providers;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Niki Tzavela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services and affordable prices for citizens; 
is convinced that this ambition can be 
achieved, without limiting the 
opportunities for growth and competition, 
by State aid financing such services when 
appropriate, and not the providers;

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services, affordable prices for citizens, and 
simplification of the rules; is convinced 
that this ambition can be achieved, without 
limiting the opportunities for growth and 
competition, by State aid financing such 
services when appropriate, and not the 
providers;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services and affordable prices for citizens; 
is convinced that this ambition can be 
achieved, without limiting the 
opportunities for growth and competition, 
by State aid financing such services when 
appropriate, and not the providers;

3. Recalls that the reform's overriding 
ambition should be to secure high-quality 
services, in a resource efficient way and at
affordable prices for citizens;

Or. en
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Amendment 14
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Rejects the idea, in the context of 
public procurement for SGEI, that the 
lowest-cost criteria should be the 
privileged criteria, since the lowest-cost 
option may not necessarily be the most 
economic advantageous in the medium 
and longer term if the quality of the 
service is not met, or if the low-cost is due 
to unacceptable salary or working 
conditions, or causing environmental 
damage that will need to be remediated 
later on;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Believes that the concept of 
"efficiency" as emphasised by the 
Commission is not subject of a clear 
definition and is particularly difficult to 
grasp, even meaningless, when 
considering for instance the health sector, 
social housing or assistance to social 
integration; believes therefore it is 
important to design specific and 
appropriate, alternative criteria for each 
service corresponding to their 
contribution to the community welfare 
and the functioning of the economy;
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Or. en

Amendment 16
Philippe Lamberts

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure; supports 
the creation of European project bonds 
for the financing of specific projects 
related to SGEI and of European scale;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Ioan Enciu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, especially
in the regions where it is mostly lacking 
and in particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises job creation and private 
investment in new infrastructure without 
limiting competition and access to such 
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infrastructure;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of postal services,
energy and telecommunications and public 
transport, in order to enable the provision 
of future smart postal, energy or broadband 
services; believes that future State aid rules 
must be designed in a way that incentivises 
private investment in new infrastructure 
without limiting competition and access to 
such infrastructure;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Adina-Ioana Vălean

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be simplified, provide 
certainty and incentivise private 
investment in new infrastructure, without 
limiting competition and access to such 
infrastructure;
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Or. en

Amendment 20
Ivailo Kalfin

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, including 
through innovative means, in particular in 
the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment in new 
infrastructure without limiting competition 
and access to such infrastructure;

4. Recalls the substantial investment 
needed to upgrade infrastructure, in 
particular in the areas of energy and 
telecommunications, in order to enable the 
provision of future smart energy or 
broadband services; believes that future 
State aid rules must be designed in a way 
that incentivises private investment (e.g. 
from pension funds) in new infrastructure 
without limiting competition and access to 
such infrastructure;

Or. en
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Amendment 22
Adina-Ioana Vălean

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Believes that state aid should continue 
to play an important role in SGEI 
infrastructure investments, in synergy 
with structural funds, to help stimulate 
local entrepreneurship, the local 
economy, to create local jobs and promote 
competition in the telecom market and 
elsewhere;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Ivailo Kalfin

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Acknowledges the need for a clearer 
distinction between economic and non-
economic activities under the State aid 
rules but warns against the introduction of 
an EU-harmonised framework or definition 
as this would not only restrict the 
autonomy of local entities but would also 
hinder innovation and new business 
models, which are often introduced by 
SMEs;

5. Acknowledges the need for a clearer 
distinction between economic and non-
economic activities under the State aid 
rules but warns against the introduction of 
an EU-harmonised framework or definition 
as this would not only restrict the 
autonomy of local entities but would also 
hinder innovation and new business 
models, which are often introduced by 
SMEs; calls for the promotion and 
adoption of clearer and simplified rules 
and instruments on SGEI State aid 
financing, as it would foster a more 
equal-based participation of all market 
players in delivering SGEI;

Or. en
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Amendment 24
Hannes Swoboda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Acknowledges the need for a clearer 
distinction between economic and non-
economic activities under the State aid 
rules but warns against the introduction of 
an EU-harmonised framework or 
definition as this would not only restrict
the autonomy of local entities but would 
also hinder innovation and new business 
models, which are often introduced by 
SMEs;

5. Acknowledges the need for a clearer 
distinction between economic and non-
economic activities under the State aid 
rules but supports only those frameworks 
that permit positive developments of the 
services, respect the autonomy of the local 
entities and advocate innovation and new 
business models, which are often 
introduced by SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Ivo Belet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Acknowledges the need for a clearer 
distinction between economic and non-
economic activities under the State aid 
rules but warns against the introduction of 
an EU-harmonised framework or 
definition as this would not only restrict the 
autonomy of local entities but would also 
hinder innovation and new business 
models, which are often introduced by 
SMEs;

5. Acknowledges the need for a clearer 
distinction between economic and non-
economic activities under the State aid 
rules but warns against the introduction of 
a strict EU-harmonised framework or 
definition as this would not only restrict the 
autonomy of local entities but would also 
hinder innovation and new business 
models, which are often introduced by 
SMEs;

Or. en
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Amendment 26
Vicky Ford

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Welcomes proposals from the 
Commission to provide additional clarity 
on state aid, especially for national, 
regional and local authorities; 
recommends that the Commission also 
gives consideration to improving 
processes or mechanisms by which 
national, regional and local authorities 
could access clear advice and decisions 
regarding compliance in a timely manner.

Or. en


