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Amendment 1
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. Stresses the importance of research 
and development for the purpose of 
confronting the major challenges facing 
the European Union, particularly in 
connection with the EU 2020 Strategy;
recalls that cohesion policy makes a 
substantial contribution to the financing 
of R&D in the regions;

Or. fr

Amendment 2
Karin Kadenbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Approves the Commission’s proposals 
aimed at simplifying administrative 
procedures within the research framework 
programmes, in particular the gradual 
introduction of performance-based 
funding;

1. Welcomes the Commission’s proposals 
aimed at simplifying administrative 
procedures for the complex and costly 
tendering and implementation procedures 
within the research framework 
programmes;

Or. de

Amendment 3
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Approves the Commission’s proposals 
aimed at simplifying administrative 
procedures within the research framework 
programmes, in particular the gradual 
introduction of performance-based 
funding;

1. Approves the Commission’s proposals 
aimed at simplifying administrative 
procedures within the research framework 
programmes, in particular the gradual 
introduction of performance-based funding 
and flat-rate elements for the staff of the 
project concerned;

Or. fr

Amendment 4
Evgeni Kirilov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Approves the Commission’s proposals 
aimed at simplifying administrative 
procedures within the research framework 
programmes, in particular the gradual 
introduction of performance-based 
funding;

1. Approves the Commission’s proposals 
aimed at simplifying administrative 
procedures within the research framework 
programmes, in particular the gradual 
introduction of performance-based 
funding; emphasises that the project 
excellence should prevail over the 
thematic coverage and suggests 
reconsidering of the so-called ‘one project 
per topic’ rule, applied in many FP7 calls, 
in order to give opportunity to more EU 
regions to benefit from FP7 co-financing;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Karin Kadenbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Welcomes the proposal to introduce 
result-based research funding for a 
selection of appropriate projects, but 
stresses that, because of the inherent 
unpredictability of research, projects are 
also valuable whose results cannot be 
clearly known in advance;

Or. de

Amendment 6
Evgeni Kirilov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recalls that the FP7 primary objective 
is to establish the global leadership of the 
EU and its regions in science, 
technologies and innovation-driven 
industries; welcomes in that context the 
anticipated reduction of the average time-
to-grant for successful proposals, and 
encourages the introduction of a more 
flexible bottom-up thematic approach to 
speed the process between innovative 
ideas and their implementation;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Welcomes the EU institutions’ current 2. Welcomes the EU institutions’ current 
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discussions on the need to simplify 
regional development policy with a view to 
making it more transparent and effective 
and providing greater legal certainty for 
beneficiaries; takes the view that the good 
practices identified in the course of this 
process may help simplify the 
implementation of FP7; 

discussions on the need to simplify 
regional development policy with a view to 
making it more transparent, more 
accessible for participants lacking in 
financial resources and more effective and 
providing greater legal certainty for 
beneficiaries; takes the view that the good 
practices identified in the course of this 
process may help simplify the 
implementation of FP7;

Or. fr

Amendment 8
Georgios Stavrakakis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Underlines the fact that the 
beneficiaries' access to projects in the 
field of research and innovation requires 
high technical capacity and strong 
knowledge of administrative and financial 
procedures and, therefore, this access is 
extremely difficult for small size potential 
beneficiaries; as a result we observe a 
high spatial concentration of innovative 
activities in economic clusters and top EU 
regions;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Seán Kelly

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Recalls that administrative burdens 
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are often the key barrier to the fostering 
of research and innovation, especially for 
smaller applicants such as SMEs and 
small research institutes located in 
peripheral regions;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is of the opinion that the EU’s various 
instruments for cohesion, research and 
innovation should be implemented in an 
integrated manner with a view to ensuring 
their effectiveness; emphasises, therefore,
the need to seek synergies between these 
instruments;

3. Is of the opinion that the EU’s various 
instruments for cohesion, research and 
innovation should be implemented in an 
integrated manner with a view to ensuring 
their effectiveness; emphasises the need to 
seek synergies between these instruments 
and to eliminate obstacles to such 
synergies;

Or. nl

Amendment 11
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is of the opinion that the EU’s various 
instruments for cohesion, research and 
innovation should be implemented in an 
integrated manner with a view to ensuring 
their effectiveness; emphasises, therefore, 
the need to seek synergies between these 
instruments;

3. Is of the opinion that the EU’s various 
instruments for cohesion, research and 
innovation should be implemented in an 
integrated manner with a view to ensuring 
their effectiveness; emphasises, therefore, 
the need to seek synergies between these 
instruments, in particular by harmonising 
the rules on audits and eligibility of costs 
in order to simplify implementation by 
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beneficiaries;

Or. fr

Amendment 12
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional public 
authorities, for example within clusters;

4. Takes the view that regional level is an 
excellent level at which to foster research 
and innovation, thanks to the proximity 
between universities, public research 
bodies, large companies, SMEs and 
regional public authorities, for example 
within clusters;

Or. nl

Amendment 13
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional public 
authorities, for example within clusters;

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional public 
authorities, in order to support the 
development of innovation in deprived 
neighbourhoods in Europe's towns and to 
reduce social and regional disparities;

Or. fr
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Amendment 14
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional public 
authorities, for example within clusters;

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional public 
authorities, for example within clusters; 
encourages the various levels (regional, 
national and Community) nonetheless to 
coordinate more effectively their efforts to 
plan R&D activities at European level;

Or. fr

Amendment 15
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional public 
authorities, for example within clusters;

4. Takes the view that research and 
innovation can best be fostered at regional 
level, thanks to the proximity between 
universities, public research bodies, large 
companies, SMEs and regional and local
public authorities, for example within 
clusters;

Or. cs

Amendment 16
Erminia Mazzoni

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Recalls that some 90% of businesses 
in Europe are SMEs and that the 
internationalisation of market systems 
must go hand in hand with strong 
promotion, within them, of innovative 
processes and advanced technologies; 
stresses the need to ensure that SMEs are 
fully and effectively involved in the use of 
resources;

Or. it

Amendment 17
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Recalls that, like regional development 
policy, FP7 is based on the principles of 
partnership and co-financing; affirms its 
commitment to these principles of good 
management, and calls for their continued 
application despite the restrictions on 
public spending as a result of the economic 
crisis;

5. Recalls that, like regional development 
policy, FP7 is based on the principles of 
partnership, involving researchers, NGOs 
and European citizens, and co-financing;
affirms its commitment to these principles 
of good management, and calls for their 
continued application despite the 
restrictions on public spending as a result 
of the economic crisis;

Or. fr

Amendment 18
Karin Kadenbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Stresses that audit statistics on grants 
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from the Cohesion Fund and Structural 
Funds and EU research funding should 
be interpreted and applied with great 
caution because in most cases where a 
possible irregularity is reported this does 
not mean that fraud - a deliberate act -
may have been committed; observes that 
for this reason it ought to be clear how the 
rules are to be interpreted in order to 
avoid unjustified repayments, in the 
interests of regions and researchers;

Or. de

Amendment 19
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the territorial dimension of cohesion 
policy instruments.

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; 
considers that changing the emphasis of 
the research effort entails no longer 
concentrating support for research purely 
on economic development but rather fully 
incorporating the environmental and 
social dimensions into the formulation of 
research policies and promoting the 
widest possible dissemination of 
knowledge, sharing of scientific culture 
and exchanges between researchers and 
the public; considers it necessary to 
strengthen the link between innovation 
and social integration in order to respond 
directly to society's needs and citizens' 
expectations, particularly with regard to 
health and food, as well as energy saving 
and renewable energies.

Or. fr
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Amendment 20
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the territorial dimension of cohesion 
policy instruments.

6. Recalls that FP7 focuses on large-scale 
projects of excellence likely to have a 
tangible impact on economic activity and 
job creation; points out that the momentum 
generated by projects of excellence 
benefits all the Member States, irrespective 
of their current level of scientific 
development, and is an effective adjunct to 
the territorial dimension of cohesion policy 
instruments with a view both to balanced 
development and to competitiveness.

Or. fr

Amendment 21
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the territorial dimension of cohesion 
policy instruments.

6. Recalls that the EU's instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity, innovation in product 
planning and ensuring a future for high 
value-added production, thereby creating 
jobs and leaving the European Union 
better equipped to compete globally;
points out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the primary objective of cohesion policy 
instruments, which is convergence.
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Or. cs

Amendment 22
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the territorial dimension of cohesion 
policy instruments.

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence 
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence has a greater 
territorial impact on all the Member States 
if synergy is achieved with regional policy 
funds; observes, in particular, that 
obstacles to such synergy should be 
eliminated.

Or. nl

Amendment 23
Karin Kadenbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
focus on large-scale projects of excellence
likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the territorial dimension of cohesion 
policy instruments.

6. Recalls that the EU’s instruments for 
encouraging research and development 
should focus in some cases, but not 
exclusively, on large-scale projects, but 
stresses that special attention should also 
be devoted to smaller projects, which are 
likewise likely to have a tangible impact on 
economic activity and job creation; points 
out that the momentum generated by 
projects of excellence benefits all the 
Member States and is an effective adjunct 
to the territorial dimension of cohesion 
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policy instruments.

Or. de

Amendment 24
Lena Kolarska-Bobińska

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Asks the Commission to publish an 
analysis of the participation levels of 
different Member States in the FP7 and 
take the conclusions into account in order 
to ensure a balanced research 
development across the Member States in 
the FP8;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Georgios Stavrakakis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Points out that the increase of 
regional disparities in terms of research 
and development potential is a challenge 
which has to be addressed not only in the 
framework of Cohesion Policy but 
through research and innovation policy 
itself;

Or. en
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Amendment 26
Karin Kadenbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Stresses that, for the regions as a 
location for research, it is not only applied 
research (more geared to economic profit) 
that plays a major role but that 
fundamental research (which often only 
yields results in the longer term but 
constitutes the foundation for applied 
research) is also important.

Or. de

Amendment 27
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Calls for the formulation of indicators 
to assess the hoped-for improvement in 
terms of social wellbeing and ecological 
impact of the innovative projects 
proposed.

Or. fr

Amendment 28
Karima Delli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Calls, in the next programming 
period, for a significant increase in the 
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size of the budgets allocated to research in 
the field of social inclusion – particularly 
the humanities and social sciences – and 
sustainable development – particularly 
energy saving, renewable energies and 
improving the energy performance of 
buildings – as well as biodiversity.

Or. fr

Amendment 29
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Is of the opinion to encourage 
professional career exchanges without 
encouraging the brain drain from the EU 
to other parts of the world and within the 
EU from the poorer countries to richer 
ones, thus undermining the European 
Cohesion policy;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Calls on the Commission and Member 
States to develop a systematic adoption of 
policies to promote better work 
researcher-life balance and urges for a 
better training throughout the researchers 
careers to improve their employability and 
chances of promotion;
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Or. en

Amendment 31
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6c. Emphasises the need to identify best 
practices concerning the cooperation 
between academia and industry in order 
to develop appropriate common 
guidelines; the need for better links 
between academia and industry in order 
to improve their employability and ability 
to turn research into results.

Or. en


