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Amendment 1
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Article 3 (3) first 
paragraph of the Treaty of the European 
Union (TEU) which underlines that the 
EU shall work for a high level of 
protection and improvement of the quality 
of the environment,

Or. en

Amendment 2
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 3 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Article 191 of the 
Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union (TFEU) which 
underlines that the Union shall pursuit 
the objective of preserving, protecting and 
improving the quality of the environment 
and the prudent and rational utilisation of 
natural resources as well as the fight 
against climate change on regional and 
international level,

Or. en

Amendment 3
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 3 c (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Article 2, Treaty on the 
European Union (TEU) and Article 3(3), 
paragraph 2 of the TEU which underline 
equality between women and men as a 
fundamental principle of the European 
Union and also an objective of the Union,

Or. en

Amendment 4
Riikka Manner

Motion for a resolution
Citation 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Council Regulation 
(EC) No 1906/2006 laying down the rules 
for the participation of undertakings, 
research centres and universities in 
actions under the Seventh Framework 
Programme and for the dissemination of 
research results4,
__________________
4 OJ L 391, 30.12.2006, p.1

Or. en

Amendment 5
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Citation 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Regulation (EC) 
No 1082/2006 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 5 July 
2006 on a European grouping of 
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territorial cooperation (EGTC),

Or. fr

Amendment 6
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to its resolution of 22 
September 2010 on the European strategy 
for the economic and social development 
of mountain regions, islands and sparsely 
populated areas (P7_TA-
PROV(2010)0341),

Or. en

Amendment 7
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 13 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the Commission Staff 
Working Document "Regions 2020 - an 
Assessment of Future Challenges for EU 
Regions" (SEC(2008)2868),

Or. en

Amendment 8
Georgios Stavrakakis

Motion for a resolution
Citation 13 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the report of the 
Committee on Regional Development on 
the state of play and future synergies for 
increased effectiveness between the
ERDF and other structural funds,

Or. en

Amendment 9
Petru Constantin Luhan

Motion for a resolution
Citation 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to its Resolution of 
14 December 2010 on achieving real 
territorial, social and economic cohesion 
within the European Union – a sine qua 
non for global competitiveness? (Texts 
adopted P7_TA(2010)0473),

Or. ro

Amendment 10
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the communication 
from the Commission on "The European 
Platform against Poverty and Social 
Exclusion: A European framework for 
social and territorial cohesion" (COM 
(2010) 578),

Or. en
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Amendment 11
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the conclusions of the 
European Council (October 29th/30th, 
2009) referring to the need to reduce 
emissions of at least 80-95% by 2050 
compared to 1990 levels and having 
regard to the conclusions of the European 
Council of February 4th, 2011 which 
reconfirmed this need,

Or. en

Amendment 12
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Citation 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the opinion of the 
European Economic and Social 
Committee from 14 July 2010 on "How to 
foster efficient partnership in the 
management of cohesion policy 
programmes, based on good practices 
from the 2007-2013 cycle" (ECO/258),

Or. en

Amendment 13
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Sophie Auconie, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Maurice 
Ponga, Jan Olbrycht, Markus Pieper, Philippe Boulland

Motion for a resolution
Citation 17 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the opinion of the 
Committee of the Regions on the ‘Fifth 
Cohesion Report’, adopted on 1 April 
2011,

Or. fr

Amendment 14
Patrice Tirolien, Elie Hoarau, María Irigoyen Pérez, Jean-Luc Bennahmias, Luís Paulo 
Alves

Motion for a resolution
Citation 19 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the Communication 
from the Commission of 26 May 2004 on 
‘A stronger partnership for the outermost 
regions’ (COM (2004) 343) and the 
Communication from the Commission of 
17 October 2008 on ‘The outermost 
regions: an asset for Europe’ 
(COM(2008) 642),

Or. fr

Amendment 15
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Citation 19 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the report of the 
Committee on Regional Development and 
the opinions of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, the Committee on the 
Environment, Public Health and Food 
Safety and the Committee on Transport 
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and Tourism (A7-0202/2010) on the 
European Union Strategy for the Baltic 
Sea Region and the role of macroregions 
in the future cohesion policy,

Or. pl

Amendment 16
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas EU cohesion policy has 
contributed greatly to the increased 
productivity achieved by all regions of the 
Union during the previous and current 
funding periods; whereas it is striking that
ex-post evaluation has also shown a
significant narrowing of the economic, 
social and regional divide; whereas these 
developments have equally positive effects 
on social security and on investment in 
the protection of the environment,

A. whereas cohesion policy is a key pillar 
of the process of European integration, 
and the EU’s main tool for promoting the 
harmonious development of the Union as 
a whole, particularly by reducing 
disparities between the different levels of 
development of the regions, which has 
contributed greatly to growth and to the 
prosperity of the Union during the previous 
and current funding periods; whereas ex-
post evaluation has also shown that despite 
its achievements and the significant 
narrowing of the economic and social 
divide, there are still major economic, 
social and territorial disparities between 
regions,

Or. es

Amendment 17
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Jacky Hénin, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas EU cohesion policy has 
contributed greatly to the increased 

A. whereas EU cohesion policy has 
contributed to the narrowing of the 
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productivity achieved by all regions of the 
Union during the previous and current 
funding periods; whereas it is striking 
that ex-post evaluation has also shown a 
significant narrowing of the economic, 
social and regional divide; whereas these 
developments have equally positive effects 
on social security and on investment in the 
protection of the environment,

economic, social and regional divide, as 
shown by the ex-post evaluation; whereas 
these developments have equally positive 
effects on social security and on 
investment in the protection of the 
environment,

Or. fr

Amendment 18
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Recital A

Motion for a resolution Amendment

A. whereas EU cohesion policy has 
contributed greatly to the increased 
productivity achieved by all regions of the 
Union during the previous and current 
funding periods; whereas it is striking that 
ex-post evaluation has also shown a 
significant narrowing of the economic, 
social and regional divide; whereas these 
developments have equally positive effects 
on social security and on investment in the 
protection of the environment,

A. whereas EU cohesion policy is a 
modern and a long-term policy in favour 
of regional development of all regions, 
which contributes to the overall EU 
objectives; whereas this policy has 
contributed greatly to facilitate sustainable 
development and to the increased 
productivity achieved by all regions of the 
Union during the previous and current 
funding periods; whereas it is striking that 
ex-post evaluation has also shown a 
significant narrowing of the economic, 
social and regional divide; whereas these 
developments do not always have equally 
positive effects on social security and are 
partly not consistent with the EU goals for 
climate protection and preservation of 
biodiversity,

Or. en

Amendment 19
Patrice Tirolien
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Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. whereas cohesion policy was created 
as a counterpart to the single market to 
provide the means for achieving solidarity 
between the Member States and the 
regions of Europe,

Or. fr

Amendment 20
Sophie Auconie, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Recital A a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Aa. whereas the purpose of cohesion 
policy is to foster the development of an 
innovative and protective Europe of 
solidarity in the face of the challenges 
associated with globalisation, 

Or. fr

Amendment 21
Sophie Auconie, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Recital A b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ab. whereas cohesion policy represents a 
genuine citizens’ issue, bringing Europe 
into people’s daily lives and making it 
tangible and visible across the EU,

Or. fr
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Amendment 22
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas the cohesion and structural 
policies have proved flexible in crisis 
situations and have made a defining 
contribution to various national recovery 
and training programmes,

B. whereas the economic and financial 
crisis has accentuated the need for a
cohesion policy that is capable of 
providing a flexible response to the needs 
of the regions, especially those that have 
fallen behind; whereas, at this time of 
crisis, this European policy has made a 
defining contribution to various national 
recovery and training programmes,

Or. es

Amendment 23
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas the cohesion and structural 
policies have proved flexible in crisis 
situations and have made a defining 
contribution to various national recovery 
and training programmes,

B. whereas the cohesion policy have 
proved flexible in crisis situations and have 
made a defining contribution to various 
national recovery and training 
programmes,

Or. en

Amendment 24
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Maurice Ponga, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van 
Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper, Sophie Auconie, Philippe Boulland

Motion for a resolution
Recital B
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas the cohesion and structural 
policies have proved flexible in crisis 
situations and have made a defining 
contribution to various national recovery 
and training programmes,

B. whereas the cohesion and structural 
policies have proved flexible in crisis 
situations and have made a defining 
contribution to various national recovery 
and training programmes, and whereas it is 
important to maintain this flexibility,

Or. fr

Amendment 25
Sabine Verheyen, Joachim Zeller, Petru Constantin Luhan, Markus Pieper, Jan 
Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Recital B a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ba. whereas European structural policy 
contributes greatly to overcoming the 
economic and financial crisis, as it tends 
to be oriented towards innovation and 
removing disparities, strongly 
encouraging the European regions to 
upgrade infrastructure, increase regional 
innovation potential and boost sustainable 
ecological development,

Or. de

Amendment 26
Sabine Verheyen, Joachim Zeller, Petru Constantin Luhan, Markus Pieper, Jan 
Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Recital B b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Bb. whereas Europe’s regions together 
face the challenges of globalisation, 
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demographic change and conserving 
resources, and whereas the intrinsic 
potential of all regions should be 
exploited to boost growth and regional 
and social cohesion,

Or. de

Amendment 27
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Jacky Hénin, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas gearing the Structural Funds 
to the Lisbon Strategy objectives has 
proved effective, as is evident from the 
impressive commitment rates for the 
Convergence and the Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment 
objectives, although it is regrettable that 
only 20% of projects under the heading of 
Territorial Cooperation accord with the 
Lisbon aims,

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 28
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas gearing the Structural Funds to 
the Lisbon Strategy objectives has proved 
effective, as is evident from the impressive 
commitment rates for the Convergence 
and the Regional Competitiveness and
Employment objectives, although it is 
regrettable that only 20% of projects 

C. whereas gearing the Structural Funds to 
European objectives leads to an added-
value for the regions; whereas further 
concentration of funds in more developed 
regions on a limited number of objectives 
will only deliver results if a bottom-up 
approach ensures sufficient flexibility for 
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under the heading of Territorial 
Cooperation accord with the Lisbon aims,

tailor-made regional solutions to achieve 
targets,

Or. en

Amendment 29
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas gearing the structural funds to 
the Lisbon Strategy objectives has proved 
effective, as is evident from the impressive 
commitment rates for the Convergence 
and the Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment objectives, although it is 
regrettable that only 20% of projects under 
the heading of Territorial Cooperation 
accord with the Lisbon aims,

C. whereas cohesion policy should 
continue to support growth and 
competitiveness, as it is doing during the 
current period in which a high percentage 
of structural fund appropriations have 
been pledged to investments geared to the 
Lisbon Strategy objectives in the 
Convergence and the Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment 
objectives, even though only 20% of 
projects under the heading of Territorial 
Cooperation accord, during the current 
period, with the Lisbon aims,

Or. es

Amendment 30
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas gearing the structural funds to 
the Lisbon Strategy objectives has proved 
effective, as is evident from the impressive 
commitment rates for the Convergence and 
the Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment objectives, although it is 
regrettable that only 20% of projects 

C. whereas gearing the structural funds to 
the Lisbon Strategy objectives has proved 
effective, as is evident from the impressive 
commitment rates for the Convergence and 
the Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment objectives,
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under the heading of Territorial 
Cooperation accord with the Lisbon aims,

Or. fr

Amendment 31
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Markus Pieper, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Jan 
Olbrycht, Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Recital C

Motion for a resolution Amendment

C. whereas gearing the structural funds to 
the Lisbon Strategy objectives has proved 
effective, as is evident from the impressive 
commitment rates for the Convergence and 
the Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment objectives, although it is 
regrettable that only 20% of projects under 
the heading of Territorial Cooperation 
accord with the Lisbon aims,

C. whereas gearing the structural funds to 
the Lisbon Strategy objectives has proved 
effective, as is evident from the impressive 
commitment rates for the Convergence and 
the Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment objectives, and whereas 20% 
of projects under the heading of Territorial 
Cooperation accord with the Lisbon aims,

Or. fr

Amendment 32
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Recital C a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ca. whereas territorial cooperation aims 
to help territories and regions work 
together in tackling their common 
challenges, reduce the physical, 
administrative and regulatory barriers to 
such cooperation and lessen the ‘border 
effect’,

Or. fr
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Amendment 33
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, slack budgetary discipline and 
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

D. whereas the failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
its focus on "competitiveness", cost-
cutting, dismantling of the welfare state, 
ever more flexible labour markets, 
liberalisation of markets, liberalisation of 
markets in general and its fuelling of a 
"beggar thy neighbour" policy of 
Members States; whereas the failure of 
the Lisbon Strategy is also due to working 
methods that allow ineffective 
implementation of this strategy by the 
Member States, and to weaknesses in the 
internal market, the lack of fiscal 
harmonisation, high inflation which 
continues to depress household budgets 
when salaries are not in step, and the lack 
of political will by the Member States and 
the Commission to pursue the goal of 
better labour rights and working 
conditions outside Europe and to strive 
for higher employment rates,

Or. xm

Amendment 34
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Recital D
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, slack budgetary discipline and 
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to macroeconomic factors and the 
failure to respect multi-level governance, 
in particular the failure to involve the 
regional level in the elaboration and 
implementation of the Strategy,

Or. fr

Amendment 35
Gaston Franco

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, slack budgetary discipline and 
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market and the failure to respect multi-
level governance, in particular the failure 
to involve the regional level in the 
elaboration and implementation of the 
Strategy,

Or. fr

Amendment 36
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
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Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, slack budgetary discipline and
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to inadequate macroeconomic 
framework conditions in individual 
Member States,

Or. es

Amendment 37
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, slack budgetary discipline and 
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the lack of multi-level 
governance and of ownership of this 
strategy by the regional and local level, 
the effects of the financial crisis, imperfect 
implementation of the single market, slack 
budgetary discipline and inadequate 
macroeconomic framework conditions in 
individual Member States; whereas 
cohesion policy is not a mere delivery 
instrument of the EU 2020 Strategy but a 
permanent EU Treaty objective,

Or. en

Amendment 38
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon D. whereas the partial failure of the Lisbon 
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Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, slack budgetary discipline and 
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

Strategy is due not to the inadequate 
implementation of cohesion policy but 
rather to the effects of the financial crisis, 
imperfect implementation of the single 
market, inappropriate framework of 
cooperation between Member States and 
inadequate macroeconomic framework 
conditions in individual Member States,

Or. en

Amendment 39
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods; 
whereas, regrettably, structural policy 
nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, 
and some Member States still lack 
effective machinery for countering the 
misuse of funding and recovering money 
wrongly paid out,

E. whereas the incidence of errors has been 
significantly lower in the most recent 
funding periods, but has not been 
completely eliminated because some 
Member States still lack effective 
machinery for correcting these errors and 
recovering money wrongly paid out,

Or. es

Amendment 40
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods; 
whereas, regrettably, structural policy 

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods; 
whereas, regrettably, structural policy 
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nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, and 
some Member States still lack effective 
machinery for countering the misuse of 
funding and recovering money wrongly 
paid out,

nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, and 
some Member States still lack effective 
machinery for countering the misuse of 
funding and recovering money wrongly 
paid out; whereas it has to be noted that a 
significant part of the errors in cohesion 
policy can be attributed to legislative 
requirements outside cohesion policy such 
as public procurement, environmental 
requirements and state aids,

Or. en

Amendment 41
Franz Obermayr

Motion for a resolution
Recital E

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods;
whereas, regrettably, structural policy 
nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, and 
some Member States still lack effective 
machinery for countering the misuse of 
funding and recovering money wrongly 
paid out,

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods;
whereas, regrettably, structural policy 
nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, and 
some Member States still lack effective 
machinery for countering the misuse of 
funding and recovering money wrongly 
paid out, and whereas irregularities may 
not be reported, either through negligence 
or deliberately,

Or. de

Amendment 42
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Recital E
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods; 
whereas, regrettably, structural policy 
nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, and 
some Member States still lack effective 
machinery for countering the misuse of 
funding and recovering money wrongly 
paid out,

E. whereas the incidence of errors and 
misuse of funds has been significantly 
lower in the most recent funding periods; 
whereas, regrettably, cohesion policy 
nonetheless remains an area with a 
continuing poor record in this respect, and 
some Member States still lack effective 
machinery for countering the misuse of 
funding and recovering money wrongly 
paid out,

Or. en

Amendment 43
Sophie Auconie, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, 
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach and security to plan 
on the basis of reliable funding and an 
agreed time frame (seven years), has 
basically proved its worth, but whereas 
there have been considerable delays in 
programme planning as a result of 
protracted financial and legislative 
negotiations,

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach and security to plan 
on the basis of reliable funding and an 
agreed time frame (seven years), has 
overall proved its worth, but whereas there 
have been considerable delays in 
programme planning as a result of 
protracted financial and legislative 
negotiations and substantial changes in 
the rules applying to cohesion policy,

Or. fr

Amendment 44
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné
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Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach and security to plan 
on the basis of reliable funding and an 
agreed time frame (seven years), has 
basically proved its worth, but whereas 
there have been considerable delays in 
programme planning as a result of 
protracted financial and legislative 
negotiations,

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach and security to plan 
on the basis of reliable funding and an 
agreed time frame (seven years), has 
basically proved its worth, but whereas 
there have been considerable delays in 
programme planning as a result of 
protracted financial and legislative 
negotiations in the Community decision-
making process,

Or. es

Amendment 45
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach and security to plan 
on the basis of reliable funding and an 
agreed time frame (seven years), has 
basically proved its worth, but whereas 
there have been considerable delays in 
programme planning as a result of 
protracted financial and legislative
negotiations,

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach, horizontal 
objectives and security to plan on the basis 
of reliable funding and an agreed time 
frame (seven years), has basically proved 
its worth, but whereas there have been 
considerable delays in programme 
planning as a result of protracted financial 
and legislative negotiations,

Or. en
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Amendment 46
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
and structural policy objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), combined with a multi-level 
governance approach and security to plan 
on the basis of reliable funding and an 
agreed time frame (seven years), has 
basically proved its worth, but whereas 
there have been considerable delays in 
programme planning as a result of 
protracted financial and legislative 
negotiations,

F. whereas the existing system of cohesion 
policy objectives (Convergence, Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
European Territorial Cooperation), 
combined with a multi-level governance 
approach and security to plan on the basis 
of reliable funding and an agreed time 
frame (seven years), has basically proved 
its worth, but whereas there have been 
considerable delays in programme 
planning as a result of protracted financial 
and legislative negotiations,

Or. en

Amendment 47
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Does not affect English version

Or. fr

Amendment 48
Sophie Auconie, Maurice Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Alain Cadec, Philippe 
Boulland, Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Recital F a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

Fa. whereas, however, a significant 
threshold effect exists between regions 
with comparable levels of development but 
benefiting from very different levels of aid 
– growth regions exceeding the threshold 
of 75% of average per capita GDP for the 
EU in receipt of more financial support 
than stagnating regions above that 
threshold – and whereas this represents a 
real problem in terms of fairness between 
Europe’s regions,

Or. fr

Amendment 49
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Recital F a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Fa. whereas the completely free 
movement of goods, services and workers 
is the most effective regional policy and 
tends in itself to help smooth out regional 
disparities in development,

Or. de

Amendment 50
Alain Cadec, Maurice Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Markus Pieper, Jan 
Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Philippe Boulland, Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a comprehensive European 
cohesion policy continues to be essential, 

H. whereas a comprehensive European 
cohesion policy continues to be essential, 
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given the significant imbalances between 
regional economies and in social terms, as 
well as specific structural problems and
geographical disadvantages, and it is also 
a requirement under the Lisbon Treaty,

given the imbalances between regional 
economies and in social terms and the 
geographical disadvantages of certain 
regions (particularly the outermost 
regions), as well as specific structural 
problems and the need to adapt to new 
challenges, and it is also a requirement 
under the Lisbon Treaty,

Or. fr

Amendment 51
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a comprehensive European 
cohesion policy continues to be essential, 
given the significant imbalances between 
regional economies and in social terms, as 
well as specific structural problems and
geographical disadvantages, and it is also a 
requirement under the Lisbon Treaty,

H. whereas a comprehensive European 
cohesion policy continues to be essential, 
given the significant imbalances between 
regional economies and in social terms, as 
well as specific structural problems,
geographical disadvantages and challenges 
which European regions are facing and 
which are linked to Cohesion Policy 
(globalisation, demography, climate 
change, energy, social inclusion and 
poverty), and it is also a requirement under 
the Lisbon Treaty,

Or. en

Amendment 52
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a comprehensive European H. whereas a comprehensive European 
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cohesion policy continues to be essential, 
given the significant imbalances between 
regional economies and in social terms, as 
well as specific structural problems and 
geographical disadvantages, and it is also a 
requirement under the Lisbon Treaty,

cohesion policy in all regions continues to 
be essential, given the significant 
imbalances between regional economies 
and in social terms, as well as specific 
structural problems and geographical 
disadvantages, and it is also a requirement 
under the Lisbon Treaty; stresses in this 
respect that the contribution of cohesion 
policy to implementing the Europe 2020 
strategy must reflect the objectives set out 
in Article 174 of the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union and 
the cross-cutting objective of economic,
social and territorial cohesion laid down 
in Article 3 of the Treaty on European 
Union by the Treaty of Lisbon,

Or. en

Amendment 53
Tamás Deutsch, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas a comprehensive European 
cohesion policy continues to be essential, 
given the significant imbalances between 
regional economies and in social terms, as 
well as specific structural problems and 
geographical disadvantages, and it is also a 
requirement under the Lisbon Treaty,

H. whereas a comprehensive and well-
funded European cohesion policy 
continues to be essential, given the 
significant imbalances between regional 
economies and in social terms, as well as 
specific structural problems and 
geographical disadvantages, and it is also a 
requirement under the Lisbon Treaty,

Or. en

Amendment 54
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

H a. whereas the values and principles of 
the European Union as enshrined in the 
Treaty of Lisbon (including democracy, 
human rights, solidarity, equality between 
women and men and social justice) 
should set the framework for cohesion 
policy and be reflected in programming 
and evaluation,

Or. en

Amendment 55
Patrice Tirolien, Elie Hoarau, María Irigoyen Pérez, Jean-Luc Bennahmias, Luís Paulo 
Alves

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas the external dimension of 
cohesion policy remains underexploited, 
particularly with regard to the remote and 
outermost regions; whereas the weak 
budgetary capacity of certain third 
countries can limit their ability to 
cofinance certain projects;

Or. fr

Amendment 56
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Recital H a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Ha. whereas, given its strategic 
importance for the future, cohesion policy 
must not become an adjustment variable 
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in future budget negotiations;

Or. fr

Amendment 57
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Recital H b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

Hb. whereas towns and cities are places of 
wealth creation, but also places where the 
most acute economic and social problems 
are concentrated,

Or. fr

Amendment 58
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Recital G

Motion for a resolution Amendment

G. whereas supporting and developing the 
convergence regions in the long term has a 
positive impact on the demand for goods 
and services on their markets and thus has 
demonstrably beneficial effects on the 
wealthier EU Member States as well,

G. whereas supporting and developing the 
convergence regions in the long term has a 
positive impact on the European economy 
as a whole and thus has demonstrably 
beneficial effects on the wealthier EU 
Member States as well,

Or. fr

Amendment 59
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or 
environmental status of a disadvantaged 
region and such improvement would not 
have been achievable without the 
European stimulus,

1. Emphasises the indisputable European 
added value of cohesion policy 
programmes; deems such added value to be 
achieved where clear additional benefits 
are obtained through European actions 
over those obtained through measures 
adopted by each Member State 
individually, thus contributing to the 
achievement of agreed policy targets more 
effectively and reducing national 
expenditure; points out that in order to 
achieve greater European added value, 
resources should be focused on areas 
where they can be of most benefit and that 
the subsidiarity and proportionality 
principles are the basic criteria used in 
determining this;

Or. es

Amendment 60
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a disadvantaged region and such 
improvement would not have been 
achievable without the European stimulus,

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting improvement in the 
economic, infrastructural, social and/or 
environmental status of all Europe’s 
regions and such improvement would not 
have been achievable without the European 
stimulus,

Or. fr
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Amendment 61
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a disadvantaged region and such 
improvement would not have been 
achievable without the European stimulus,

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a sustainable improvement in 
the economic, infrastructural, social and/or 
environmental status of a disadvantaged 
region and such improvement would not 
have been achievable without the European 
stimulus;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Salvatore Caronna

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a disadvantaged region and such 
improvement would not have been 
achievable without the European stimulus;

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement and economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental
development, and such development would 
not have been achievable without the 
European stimulus;

Or. it
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Amendment 63
Andrey Kovatchev

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a disadvantaged region and such 
improvement would not have been 
achievable without the European stimulus,

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of disadvantaged, less-developed 
regions, and where such improvement 
would not have been achievable without 
the European stimulus,

Or. bg

Amendment 64
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a disadvantaged region and such 
improvement would not have been 
achievable without the European stimulus,

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, territorial,
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a region and such improvement 
would not have been achievable without 
the European stimulus,

Or. fr
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Amendment 65
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1 a. 1. a) (new)
Stresses that the European added value of 
cohesion policy is uncontested, as this 
policy sustainable growth as well as 
demonstrating European solidarity, 
aiming at reducing disparities between the 
levels of development of European 
regions, it constitutes a well-established 
mechanism of delivering growth and jobs 
and has been one of the Union’s most 
significant, visible, and successful policies 
for decades; points out, however, that a 
modern cohesion policy must undertake a 
number of reforms, in particular the 
simplification of policy implementation, 
and promote synergies with other policies 
and instruments on the ground;

Or. en

Amendment 66
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1a. Considers that cohesion policy should 
promote the EU's economic, social and 
territorial cohesion, which is essential for 
the future of European integration, 
granting equal opportunities to its regions 
by mitigating their main handicaps and 
promoting their development potential, 
which is the only way of reducing 
structural imbalances and competitive 
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asymmetries in the EU;

Or. pt

Amendment 67
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Calls for cohesion and structural policy 
programmes to place more emphasis on 
European added value; deems such added 
value to be achieved where EU projects 
bring about a lasting and measurable 
improvement in the economic, 
infrastructural, social and/or environmental 
status of a disadvantaged region and such 
improvement would not have been 
achievable without the European stimulus;

1. Calls for cohesion policy programmes to 
place more emphasis on European added 
value; deems such added value to be 
achieved where EU projects bring about a 
lasting and measurable improvement in the 
economic, infrastructural, social and/or 
environmental status of a disadvantaged 
region and such improvement would not 
have been achievable without the European 
stimulus;

Or. en

Amendment 68
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives 
in the fields of economic growth, 
research, environmental protection, 
resource management, demographic 
change, energy supply sustainability, 
social cohesion or cross-border 
development and this would not have been 
realised without the European stimulus;

2. Recognises, too, that European cohesion 
policy funding adds European value by 
helping to leverage public and private 
investment towards European priorities 
and objectives, producing results on a 
European scale that would not have been 
achieved through projects supported only
at national, regional or local level;
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Or. es

Amendment 69
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research,
environmental protection, resource 
management, demographic change, energy 
supply sustainability, social cohesion or 
cross-border development and this would 
not have been realised without the 
European stimulus;

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of social cohesion, poverty and 
unemployment reduction, the 
maintenance of quality public services,
environmental protection, research, 
economic growth, resource management, 
energy supply sustainability or cross-
border development, which must be 
ambitiously pursued by the European
Union;

Or. fr

Amendment 70
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research, 
environmental protection, resource 
management, demographic change, energy 
supply sustainability, social cohesion or 
cross-border development and this would 
not have been realised without the 

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of European integration,
economic growth, research, environmental 
protection, culture, resource management, 
demographic change, energy supply 
sustainability, social cohesion or cross-
border development and this would not 
have been realised without the European 
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European stimulus; stimulus;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research, 
environmental protection, resource 
management, demographic change, energy 
supply sustainability, social cohesion or 
cross-border development and this would 
not have been realised without the 
European stimulus;

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research, 
environmental and climate protection, 
resource management, demographic 
change, energy supply sustainability, social 
cohesion or cross-border development and 
this would not have been realised without 
the European stimulus;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research, 
environmental protection, resource 
management, demographic change, energy 
supply sustainability, social cohesion or 
cross-border development and this would 
not have been realised without the 

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
national, regional and local level 
contribute to the achievement of pan-
European objectives in the fields of 
economic growth, research, environmental 
protection, resource management, 
demographic change, energy supply 
sustainability, social cohesion or cross-
border development and this would not 
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European stimulus; have been realised without the European 
stimulus;

Or. cs

Amendment 73
Seán Kelly, Alain Cadec, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research, 
environmental protection, resource 
management, demographic change, energy 
supply sustainability, social cohesion or 
cross-border development and this would 
not have been realised without the 
European stimulus;

2. Recognises, too, that European funding 
adds value where projects supported at 
regional level contribute to the 
achievement of pan-European objectives in 
the fields of economic growth, research, 
environmental protection, resource 
management, sport, demographic change, 
energy supply sustainability, social 
cohesion or cross-border development and 
this would not have been realised without 
the European stimulus;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2a. Emphasises however that there is a 
pressing need to address the accuracy and 
availability of data on regional 
participation in Framework Programmes 
and other EU research and innovation 
funding programmes, to enable local and 
regional authorities to benchmark their 
performance at EU level, and to enable 
structural weaknesses in performance to 
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be identified accurately;

Or. en

Amendment 75
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself, 
therefore the European Commission 
should ensure that the multi-level 
governance principle will be implemented 
systematically and that local and regional 
authorities will be involved in 
preparation, implementation, monitoring 
and evaluation; recognises that principles 
such as bottom-up approach, public 
participation and integrated approach 
contribute to a successful implementation 
of Cohesion Policy; calls for the
partnership principle to be made legally 
binding and further strengthened also 
through appropriate funding under 
technical assistance, capacity building of 
the partners and an upgrade in the 
context of simplification; calls for clear 
guidance and effective controls by the 
Commission to assure full compliance 
with the binding requirements of the 
partnership principle which necessarily 
involves local and regional authorities 
and, in accordance with the Treaty, social 
partners, environmental partners and 
those responsible for gender 
mainstreaming;

Or. en



AM\865029EN.doc 39/148 PE462.896v01-00

EN

Amendment 76
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; 
calls for this partnership principle to be 
further strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with a 
decentralised approach and the principle 
of multi-level governance as the major
asset of cohesion policy; calls also for the 
strengthening of the partnership principle 
with regional and local actors and for 
more engagement of the economic and 
social partners involved in cohesion 
policy;

Or. es

Amendment 77
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance and shared 
management as one of the major 
advantages of cohesion policy and thus as a 
form of added value in itself; affirms that 
the partnership principle and, hence, the 
involvement of the economic and social 
partners and other regional and local 
stakeholders in all phases of Structural 
Fund support have proved successful in 
boosting acceptance of the measures and 
ensuring they are properly targeted; calls 
for this partnership principle to be 
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mandatory;

Or. en

Amendment 78
Markus Pieper, László Surján, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; 
Considers thorough structures and 
responsibilities in the multi-level 
governance as the realisation of the 
principle of subsidiarity; calls for this 
partnership principle and the sense of 
ownership of the actors involved to be 
further strengthened by introducing 
detailed binding provisions in a 
Territorial Pact to be decided in each 
Member State; in order to boost up i.a. 
more result oriented planning and 
implementation;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 

3. Sees, in the sphere of territorial 
cohesion, the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
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thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself as 
well as a recognition of the importance of 
regional authorities in the process of 
drawing up and implementing cohesion 
policy; calls for this partnership principle 
to be further strengthened; 

Or. pt

Amendment 80
Andrey Kovatchev

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. (Does not affect English version)   

Or. bg

Amendment 81
Maurice Ponga, Philippe Boulland

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle and the 
political debates in the Council and 
Parliament to be further strengthened with 
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a view to promoting transparency, 
accountability for all and an evaluation of 
the effects of cohesion policy;

Or. fr

Amendment 82
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened; the new rules should require 
Member States to involve, in a structured 
and systematic way, the local and regional 
level in planning, decision-making, 
implementation, monitoring and 
evaluation;

Or. en

Amendment 83
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened;

3. Sees the achievement of European 
objectives in accordance with the principle 
of multi-level governance as one of the 
major advantages of cohesion policy and 
thus as a form of added value in itself; calls 
for this partnership principle to be further 
strengthened; the new regulation should 
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allow local and regional authorities to 
take part at the decision-making 
implementation, monitoring and 
evaluation process;

Or. en

Amendment 84
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3a. Underlines that gender mainstreaming 
is a horizontal principle of all structural 
funds and investments, therefore its 
implementation is a prerequisite of future 
funding and has to be fixed in the 
programme documents;

Or. en

Amendment 85
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out
differences between regions’ levels of 
development;

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing as a result of the economic and 
financial crisis – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on reducing
differences between regions’ levels of 
convergence and development, and should 
be extended to all territories of the Union, 
being applied with the flexibility required 
to tailor it to the socioeconomic realities 
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of each;

Or. es

Amendment 86
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out
differences between regions' levels of 
development;

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on reducing
differences between regions' levels of 
development and on integrated 
sustainable development;

Or. en

Amendment 87
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Philippe Boulland, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, 
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions’ levels of 
development;

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on reducing 
disparities and implementing harmonious 
development for all Europe’s regions;

Or. fr
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Amendment 88
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions’ levels of 
development;

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions’ levels of 
development and promoting the 
development potential of European 
regions, thereby contributing to the 
Europe 2020 Strategy goals in the area of 
economic, social and territorial cohesion 
objectives;

Or. pt

Amendment 89
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions' levels of 
development;

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions' levels of 
development; regardless of the member 
state in which they are located;

Or. en
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Amendment 90
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and in some Member States are actually 
growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions' levels of 
development;

4. Emphasises that, despite the trend 
towards a narrowing of inter-regional 
disparities, major imbalances still exist –
and among/in some Member States are 
actually growing – so cohesion policy must 
continue to concentrate on evening out 
differences between regions' levels of 
development;

Or. en

Amendment 91
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply 
in respect of those types of region, 
mentioned in the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union, 
which are particularly disadvantaged 
(outermost regions, northernmost regions 
with very low population density and 
island, mountain and cross-border 
regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of certain 
regions by virtue of their geodemographic 
situation; to this end, calls for particular 
attention to be paid to island, mountain 
and sparsely populated regions in the 
strategic priorities; calls also for studies 
into the preservation or creation of
certain preferences awarded to the
outermost regions and the land and sea 
border regions;

Or. es
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Amendment 92
Maurice Ponga, Alain Cadec, Philippe Boulland, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, 
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical or demographic
situation or specific constraints; reiterates 
its call for special forms of preference to 
continue to apply in respect of those types 
of region, mentioned in the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union, which 
are particularly disadvantaged (outermost 
regions, northernmost regions with very 
low population density and island, 
mountain and cross-border regions), and in 
particular the additional specific 
allocation granted to the outermost 
regions under the ERDF;

Or. fr

Amendment 93
Anneli Jäätteenmäki

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; observes that, inter alia, 
sparsely populated northern regions 
suffer from permanent disadvantages 
such as sparse population, long distances 
and northern conditions; reiterates its call 
for special forms of preference to continue 
to apply in respect of those types of region, 
mentioned in the Treaty on the Functioning 
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and cross-border regions); of the European Union, which are 
particularly disadvantaged (outermost 
regions, northernmost regions with very 
low population density and island, 
mountain and cross-border regions);

Or. fi

Amendment 94
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions) through more 
favourable terms for investments in these 
regions, either by direct assistance or by 
tax exemptions;

Or. el

Amendment 95
Czesław Adam Siekierski

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
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their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);;

their geographical situation or natural 
environment, including the rural 
outermost areas; reiterates its call for 
special forms of preference to continue to 
apply in respect of those types of region, 
mentioned in the Treaty on the Functioning 
of the European Union, which are 
particularly disadvantaged (outermost 
regions, northernmost regions with very 
low population density and island, 
mountain and cross-border regions); notes, 
in this context, the opportunity for the 
economic development of particularly 
disadvantaged regions through 
appropriate exploitation of, and support 
for, the endogenous potential of rural 
areas, including their environmental and 
cultural assets; 

Or. pl

Amendment 96
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment, paying particular attention 
to their permanent handicaps but also to 
their potential; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions); 

Or. pt
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Amendment 97
Patrice Tirolien, Elie Hoarau, Luís Paulo Alves, María Irigoyen Pérez, Jean-Luc 
Bennahmias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions,
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in Articles 349 and 174 of the Treaty on
the Functioning of the European Union, 
which are particularly disadvantaged 
(outermost regions and northernmost 
regions with very low population density 
and island, mountain and cross-border 
regions);

Or. fr

Amendment 98
Riikka Manner

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference and special budget 
funding to continue to apply in respect of 
those types of region, mentioned in the 
Treaty on the Functioning of the European 
Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
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and cross-border regions); population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

Or. fi

Amendment 99
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply, 
provided they are effective and bring 
European added value, in respect of those 
types of region, mentioned in the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union, 
which are particularly disadvantaged 
(outermost regions, northernmost regions 
with very low population density and 
island, mountain and cross-border regions);

Or. cs

Amendment 100
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call to Member 
States for special forms of preference to 
continue to apply in respect of those types 
of region, mentioned in the Treaty on the 
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European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

Functioning of the European Union, which 
are particularly disadvantaged (including, 
but not limited to outermost regions, 
northernmost regions and regions with 
very low population density and island, 
mountain and cross-border regions);

Or. en

Amendment 101
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions,
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 
forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (northernmost regions with 
very low population density and island, 
mountain and cross-border regions);

Or. en

Amendment 102
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call for special 

5. Recognises the special needs of regions 
particularly disadvantaged by virtue of 
their geographical situation or natural 
environment; reiterates its call to Member 
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forms of preference to continue to apply in 
respect of those types of region, mentioned 
in the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union, which are particularly 
disadvantaged (outermost regions, 
northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, mountain 
and cross-border regions);

States for special forms of preference to 
continue to apply in respect of those types 
of region, mentioned in the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union, which 
are particularly disadvantaged (outermost 
regions, northernmost regions with very 
low population density and island, 
mountain and cross-border regions);

Or. en

Amendment 103
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5a. Recognises the special status of 
outermost regions whose structural social 
and economic situation is compounded by 
their remoteness, insularity, small size, 
difficult topography and climate, 
economic dependence on a few products 
as it is defined by the Treaty;

Or. en

Amendment 104
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5a. Stresses that larger urban centres face 
specific challenges because of the 
complexity of their social, economic and 
environmental tasks;

Or. de
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Amendment 105
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5b. Recognises the specific needs of 
regions particularly disadvantaged in 
their development by virtue of 
demographic change; reiterates its call for 
special forms of preference to continue to 
apply in respect of that type of region;

Or. en

Amendment 106
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of 
the EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that cohesion policy makes 
a significant contribution to the economic 
and social development of the Union and
consequently supports the Union’s global 
competitiveness by encouraging the 
development of each region; points out, 
with this same objective in mind, that 
better coordination with the other 
Community policies should be 
encouraged; considers that cohesion 
policy must apply to all the regions;

Or. fr

Amendment 107
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the
regions in response to the challenges of 
the EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union can only 
meet the challenges of the double crisis -
the economic crisis and the climate crisis -
if economic, social and territorial
cohesion is achieved in all regions of the 
EU; emphasises that cohesion policy has 
to make use of the development potential 
of all regions and only in that way it can 
significantly contribute to achieve the 
targets of the EU 2020 strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 108
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of
the EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to be competitive in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy is 
sufficiently flexible for the regions to be 
able to adapt it to the implementation of 
the Europe 2020 strategy in accordance 
with their own local needs, and are thus 
capable of fully exploiting their 
development potential;

Or. es

Amendment 109
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view that 
cohesion policy is not subordinated to the 
EU 2020 Strategy, whereas it contributes 
to a great extent to the achievement of the 
EU 2020 strategy objectives. Believes that 
a sound autonomous cohesion policy is 
the prerequisite for successful joint action 
by the EU as it contributes to reducing 
disparities at regional and local level and 
allows for a consolidation of strategic 
goals and local needs with potential on 
the ground; stresses that the cohesion 
policy with its horizontal character is 
contributing to all EU 2020 objectives;

Or. en

Amendment 110
Hermann Winkler, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; underlines in this 
connection that targeting Structural Fund 
resources in a broad territorial approach 
must also serve to compensate for 
structural weaknesses in the stronger 
regions too, as well as to counteract 
potential weaknesses;
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Or. de

Amendment 111
Petru Constantin Luhan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; hence sees a need for 
every type of infrastructure – transport, 
social, educational, health and 
environmental – to be developed to a 
similar standard in all the regions of the 
Member States, with cohesion policy 
providing the opportunity for that kind of 
development;   

Or. ro

Amendment 112
Gaston Franco

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; calls, therefore, for 
cohesion policy to continue to apply in 
future to all of Europe’s regions;

Or. fr
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Amendment 113
Czesław Adam Siekierski

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; in this context, sees the 
endogenous potential of rural areas as 
offering an opportunity for development 
not only around agglomerations and big 
cities;

Or. pl

Amendment 114
Anneli Jäätteenmäki

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; considers that an 
effective monitoring system should be 
established to coordinate the Europe 2020 
strategy and cohesion policy;

Or. fi
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Amendment 115
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the bottlenecks 
identified by the EU 2020 strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 116
Peter Simon

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
tap the development potential of all the 
regions and cities in response to the 
challenges of the EU 2020 strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 117
Jan Olbrycht, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 

6. Emphasises that the Union will be able 
to hold its own in the face of global 
competition only if its cohesion policy can 
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tap the development potential of all the 
regions in response to the challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy;

tap the development potential of all the 
regions and cities in response to the 
challenges of the EU 2020 strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 118
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6a. Stresses however that cohesion policy 
is not merely an implementing tool for EU 
2020. Continued focus on the core 
principles of cohesion policy will have the 
added value of sustaining the 
achievements of Europe 2020 even after 
the strategy has come to an end;

Or. en

Amendment 119
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion;

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on promoting balanced 
development throughout the Union and 
points out that the Lisbon Treaty added the 
objective of territorial cohesion to those of 
economic and social cohesion;

Or. es
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Amendment 120
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion;

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion; emphasises 
that ‘territorial cohesion’ is also relevant 
at the sub-regional level, particularly in 
urban areas (urban districts facing 
difficulties, uncontrolled urban sprawl), 
even within regions considered to be rich;

Or. fr

Amendment 121
Göran Färm

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion;

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion and stresses 
the advantage of the regional partnerships 
deciding on both the regional and social 
funds;

Or. sv
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Amendment 122
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial)
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion;

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on territorial cohesion 
and points out that the Lisbon Treaty added 
the objective of territorial cohesion to those 
of economic and social cohesion; affirms 
that this aim remains indissociable from 
the challenges of economic and social 
cohesion and strengthens the European 
added-value of cohesion policy;

Or. en

Amendment 123
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion;

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial) 
and sub-regional cohesion; points out that 
the Lisbon Treaty added the objective of 
territorial cohesion to those of economic 
and social cohesion; affirms that this aim 
remains indissociable from the challenges 
of economic and social cohesion;

Or. fr

Amendment 124
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional (territorial)
cohesion and points out that the Lisbon 
Treaty added the objective of territorial 
cohesion to those of economic and social 
cohesion; affirms that this aim remains 
indissociable from the challenges of 
economic and social cohesion;

7. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
continue to focus on regional and
territorial cohesion and points out that the 
Lisbon Treaty added the objective of 
territorial cohesion to those of economic 
and social cohesion; affirms that this aim 
remains indissociable from the challenges 
of economic and social cohesion;

Or. en

Amendment 125
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7a. Highlights the need for a more 
territorialised and integrated approach to 
unleash development potential on 
subregional and local level, to improve 
synergies and to address marginalised 
communities; calls for a common 
framework for local development 
approaches which achieves 
complementarities among the existing 
funds by allowing the local action groups 
to draw down funds from multiple sources 
with a territorial perspective and make 
better use of global grants;

Or. en

Amendment 126
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and 
adopt a joint approach to challenges 
stemming from the natural environment, 
e.g. in relation to environmental 
protection; considers that better 
coordination of existing support 
mechanisms can create scope for more 
targeted use of the EU structural funds;

8. Sees the possibility of macroregional 
strategies being an effective tool for 
promoting cooperation between members 
of the macroregion in the functional 
areas they define and improving 
cooperation between the different levels of 
governance, whilst also implementing the 
policy goals of the Union in line with the 
Europe 2020 strategy; considers that better 
coordination of existing support 
mechanisms can create scope for more 
targeted use of the EU structural funds;

Or. es

Amendment 127
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and 
adopt a joint approach to challenges 
stemming from the natural environment, 
e.g. in relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

8. Calls on the Commission to use
macroregional strategies as a basic 
instrument for supra-regional cooperation
in relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

Or. pl

Amendment 128
Juozas Imbrasas
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Calls on Member States to pay greater 
attention to the implementation of 
macroregional strategies, as this would 
make it possible to harness forms of trans-
regional potential and master challenges 
stemming from the natural environment, 
e.g. in relation to environmental protection 
that have arisen in a specific region; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms and more 
long-term planning at intergovernmental 
and interregional level can create scope 
for more targeted use of the EU structural 
funds;

Or. lt

Amendment 129
Victor Boştinaru

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach towards common
challenges, thus permitting a more 
efficient, balanced and sustainable 
development; considers that better 
coordination of existing support 
mechanisms can create scope for more 
targeted use of the EU Structural Funds;

Or. en
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Amendment 130
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies, provided 
that regional authorities are included in 
their modes of governance and that they 
are given specific content, particularly in 
terms of programme management, as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds; considers that the 
macroregional approach, which does not 
require additional funds, could be used to 
strengthen the links between cohesion 
policy and neighbourhood policy;

Or. fr

Amendment 131
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
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Structural Funds; Structural Funds; further notes that Local 
Development Plans could prove to be the 
most efficient method of achieving 
cohesion policy objectives, through 
integrated development of projects at an 
infra-regional level based on a bottom-up 
methodology;

Or. en

Amendment 132
Sabine Verheyen, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds; nevertheless, no new 
instruments, financial resources or 
implementation structures should be 
created for these strategies;

Or. de

Amendment 133
Petru Constantin Luhan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
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forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection;  
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds; considers, however, that 
financing in support of macroregional 
objectives must not affect the financial 
support provided to the regions for 
smaller-scale development projects;

Or. ro

Amendment 134
László Surján, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
economic, social and territorial cohesion; 
highlights the need to link territorial 
cooperation programmes more effectively 
with territorial strategies that are based 
on a shared commitment from regional 
stakeholders; considers that better 
coordination of existing support 
mechanisms can create scope for more 
targeted use of the EU Structural Funds;

Or. en

Amendment 135
Gaston Franco



AM\865029EN.doc 69/148 PE462.896v01-00

EN

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies – provided 
that their sphere of governance includes 
regional authorities and that they are 
given a practical content particularly as 
regards programme management – as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection   
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

Or. fr

Amendment 136
Göran Färm

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds; stresses that the Member 
States’ commitment is also decisive for the 
successful implementation of macro-
regional strategies;  

Or. sv
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Amendment 137
María Irigoyen Pérez, Iratxe García Pérez

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds, without this entailing an 
increase in the allocation of resources 
earmarked for these fields of inter-
regional cooperation;

Or. es

Amendment 138
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection and 
the use of resources and development 
capacities; considers that better 
coordination of existing support 
mechanisms can create scope for more 
targeted use of the EU Structural Funds;
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Or. el

Amendment 139
Alain Cadec, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Philippe Boulland, Markus Pieper, Jan 
Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
structural funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to shared challenges such 
as environmental protection; considers that 
better coordination of existing support 
mechanisms can create scope for more 
targeted use of the EU structural funds;

Or. fr

Amendment 140
Tamás Deutsch, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of trans-regional potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

8. Sees macroregional strategies as 
affording a major opportunity to harness 
forms of supranational potential and adopt 
a joint approach to challenges stemming 
from the natural environment, e.g. in 
relation to environmental protection; 
considers that better coordination of 
existing support mechanisms can create 
scope for more targeted use of the EU 
Structural Funds;

Or. en
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Amendment 141
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8a. Stresses, however, the need to ensure 
that regions cannot be penalised, when 
developing their cohesion policies, by 
Member States' non-compliance with 
macroeconomic and financial objectives, 
particularly since these policies are 
essential to help reduce disparities 
between the regions of Europe and such 
penalties, which in many cases they have 
done nothing to incur, would serve only to 
exacerbate these disparities; 

Or. pt

Amendment 142
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Considers that specific operational 
programmes based on functional 
territories (such as metropolitan regions, 
sea basins, mountain ranges or river 
basins) may yield additional benefits over 
and above Community intervention, 
particularly since they form part of the 
implementation of the territorial cohesion 
objective; however, such programmes 
should derive their support from the 
competent regional authorities, which can 
implement or coordinate them;

Or. fr



AM\865029EN.doc 73/148 PE462.896v01-00

EN

Amendment 143
Petru Constantin Luhan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or 
sea or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. calls for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

Or. ro

Amendment 144
Sophie Auconie, Maurice Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Alain Cadec, 
Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Stresses that specific operational 
programmes, including multi-regional 
operational programmes, can yield 
additional benefits by meeting the shared 
challenges of functional territories such as 
metropolitan regions, sea or river basins or 
mountain regions; considers that, in 
accordance with the partnership principle, 
the implementation of such programmes 
is a shared responsibility which should be 
preserved;  calls for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
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strategies at inter-governmental levels;

Or. fr

Amendment 145
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Recognises that specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as urban areas, urban-rural 
partnership regions or sea or river basins 
will yield additional benefits; calls for 
closer coordination of macroregional or 
natural-environment strategies among the 
Member States, regions and 
municipalities concerned;

Or. en

Amendment 146
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional benefits 
as there is a risk they may overlap with 
other existing areas of cooperation or 
structures;
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instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

Or. es

Amendment 147
Peter Simon

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional benefits 
in case of absence of political bodies 
(including democratically elected bodies) 
with a sufficiently wide-ranging remit to 
implement them; calls for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels and calls for an 
appropriate consideration of these 
functional geographical entities within 
the national operational programs in 
order to facilitate the use of EU Funding 
for interregional development projects;

Or. en

Amendment 148
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 

9. Questions whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as groups of local authorities,
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or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

metropolitan regions or sea or river basins 
will yield additional benefits; this should 
be an option in those programmes with
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; it should 
be the preferred option of delivery in those 
regions where sub-regional delivery 
provides added value vis-à-vis national 
and regional programmes; further calls 
for closer coordination of macroregional or 
natural-environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. en

Amendment 149
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. It is open to consider whether specific 
operational programmes for functional 
geographical entities such as groups of 
local authorities, metropolitan regions or 
sea or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; this should be an option in those
programmes where, partnerships formed 
by political bodies (including 
democratically elected bodies) with a 
sufficiently wide-ranging remit to 
implement them; calls instead for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. en

Amendment 150
Andrey Kovatchev
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation 
to such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; calls instead for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. bg

Amendment 151
Göran Färm

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Has grave doubts as to whether specific 
operational programmes for functional 
geographical entities such as metropolitan 
regions or sea or river basins will yield 
additional benefits; is particularly aware, in 
relation to such programmes, of the 
absence of political bodies (including 
democratically elected bodies) with a 
sufficiently wide-ranging remit to 
implement them; considers that specific
operational programmes also risk 
creating antagonisms within regions; 
takes the view that aid for functional 
geographical entities should instead be 
provided within the framework of the 
regional programme by which the entity is 
covered; calls instead for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
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environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. sv

Amendment 152
Manfred Weber, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;
calls for cross-border groupings to be 
involved in devising the operational 
programmes for cross-border 
programmes, on the basis of the EGTC 
Regulation;

Or. de

Amendment 153
Jan Olbrycht, Joachim Zeller, Lena Kolarska-Bobińska

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as sea or river basins will 
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sea or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

yield additional benefits; is particularly 
aware, in relation to such programmes, of 
the absence of political bodies (including 
democratically elected bodies) with a 
sufficiently wide-ranging remit to 
implement them; calls instead for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. en

Amendment 154
Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino, Francesco De Angelis, Leonardo Domenici, 
Patrizia Toia

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or
sea or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as sea or river basins will 
yield additional benefits; is particularly 
aware, in relation to such programmes, of 
the absence of political bodies (including 
democratically elected bodies) with a 
sufficiently wide-ranging remit to 
implement them;  calls instead for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. it

Amendment 155
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or
sea or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as sea or river basins will 
yield additional benefits; is particularly 
aware, in relation to such programmes, of 
the absence of political bodies (including 
democratically elected bodies) with a 
sufficiently wide-ranging remit to 
implement them; calls instead for closer 
coordination of macroregional or natural-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. cs

Amendment 156
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural-environment 
strategies at inter-governmental levels;

9. Doubts whether specific operational 
programmes for functional geographical 
entities such as metropolitan regions or sea 
or river basins will yield additional 
benefits; is particularly aware, in relation to 
such programmes, of the absence of 
political bodies (including democratically 
elected bodies) with a sufficiently wide-
ranging remit to implement them; calls 
instead for closer coordination of 
macroregional or natural and economic-
environment strategies at inter-
governmental levels;

Or. el

Amendment 157
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Jacky Hénin, Marie-Christine Vergiat
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in the economic dynamism of the regions; 
calls for support for ideas and projects 
which can serve as models, on the basis of 
integrated development plans, particularly 
those making it possible to upgrade and 
increase synergies and links between 
cities, their environs and rural areas;

Or. fr

Amendment 158
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
local development plans, and for fostering 
polycentric development and upgrading of 
urban-rural links in the respect of the 
regional strategy and taking into account 
the specificities of periurban areas;
underlines that cross-sectoral local 
actions groups of public authorities, civil 
society and private enterprises have the 
knowledge and potential to develop an 
integrated strategy for local services, 
markets, employment opportunities and 
local solutions for social inclusion and 
thus have to be involved;

Or. en
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Amendment 159
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
as motors for development in achieving 
the economic, environmental and social 
EU 2020 strategy objectives, which makes 
it essential to involve them in the design 
of future cohesion policy; calls for the 
urban dimension to cohesion policy to be 
strengthened from the outset and when it 
is implemented, and for support for ideas 
and projects which can serve as models, on 
the basis of integrated development plans, 
and for the upgrading of urban-rural links;

Or. es

Amendment 160
László Surján

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links; establishing a mutual 
win-win situation for both the towns and 
cities and their rural environments; 
Considers reinforced cohesion between 
urban and rural areas of special 
importance in addressing problems of 
areas populated by disadvantaged 
communities via Community instruments;
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Or. en

Amendment 161
Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Joachim Zeller, Seán Kelly

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and
cities in achieving the economic, 
environmental and social EU 2020 
objectives; calls for support for ideas and 
projects which can serve as models, on the 
basis of integrated development plans, and 
for the upgrading of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role cities and regions
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
place-based development plans, and for the 
upgrading of urban-rural links; underlines 
that the greatest socioeconomic 
differences often exist within cities and 
that cities with deprived areas and pockets 
of poverty can also be found in wealthy 
regions;

Or. en

Amendment 162
Sophie Auconie, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; encourages 
the dynamic process launched during the 
previous programming period for 
Integrated Urban Programmes and 
stresses the importance of the experiments 
currently under way; calls for support for 
ideas and projects which can serve as 
models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
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of urban-rural links;

Or. fr

Amendment 163
Juozas Imbrasas

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans; calls on the Member 
States, given the dynamic influence of 
towns and cities on economic development 
in the regions and in stimulating the 
economy in surrounding rural areas, to 
guarantee the resources needed to 
implement the urban and suburban 
projects required, and to consider the 
possibility of creating a special EU action; 
considers that further upgrading of urban-
rural links is necessary;

Or. lt

Amendment 164
Andrey Kovatchev

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
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development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links; stresses that towns 
and cities can make a key contribution, as 
growth centres and growth drivers, to a 
given region; at the same time, points to 
the need for rural settlements to 
participate in integrated solutions for a 
given functional geographical entity by 
means of the fostering of partnerships 
and networks;  

Or. bg

Amendment 165
Peter Simon

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
further support to urban areas in 
mainstream programmes as already 
exercised in the actual programming 
period; calls for an obligatory 
implementation of the mainstreaming; 
calls for support for ideas and projects 
which can serve as models, on the basis of 
integrated development plans, and for the 
upgrading of urban-rural links;

Or. en

Amendment 166
Czesław Adam Siekierski

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of links between towns and cities and the 
rural areas functionally linked to them;

Or. pl

Amendment 167
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and 
cities in achieving the economic, 
environmental and social EU 2020 
objectives; calls for support for ideas and 
projects which can serve as models, on the 
basis of integrated development plans, and 
for the upgrading of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns, cities 
and urban areas in achieving the 
economic, environmental and social 
EU 2020 objectives; calls for support for 
ideas and projects which can serve as 
models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links while retaining the 
regional strategy;

Or. fr

Amendment 168
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
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and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links; stresses, however, that 
this should not be achieved at the expense 
of the countryside;

Or. de

Amendment 169
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
- including those of the capital cities and 
regions - in achieving the economic, 
environmental and social EU 2020 
objectives; calls for support for ideas and 
projects which can serve as models, on the 
basis of integrated development plans, and 
for the upgrading of urban-rural links;

Or. en

Amendment 170
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of integrated 
development plans, and for the upgrading 
of urban-rural links;

10. Stresses the key role of towns and cities 
in achieving the economic, environmental 
and social EU 2020 objectives; calls for 
support for ideas and projects which can 
serve as models, on the basis of place-
based integrated local development plans, 
and for the upgrading of urban-rural links;
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Or. en

Amendment 171
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10a. Calls on the Commission to continue 
to allow Member States and regions to 
define urban areas as appropriate to 
them;

Or. en

Amendment 172
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

11. Recognises that the national allocation
for ESF can only be examined ex-post; 
might consider to review this approach for 
future programming; also regards as 
questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

Or. en

Amendment 173
Markus Pieper, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van 
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Nistelrooij, Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

11. Rejects the use of obligatory quotas in 
particular for national allocations under 
ESF/ERDF programmes, for local and
urban development, for the countryside or 
otherwise according to categorisation on 
the basis of population density or territorial 
function could ensure a bigger critical 
mass of interventions; the requirement to 
specify already at operational programme 
level which urban and other areas are to be
eligible for support is an option that 
should be prioritised when this method 
ensures added value and concentration of 
aid intensity this needs to be negotiated on 
the basis of the principles of multi-level-
governance; it is up for the Member States 
and regions to organise competitive 
selection procedures in this respect as well;

Or. en

Amendment 174
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes; also regards as questionable 
the requirement to specify already at 
operational programme level which 
territorial areas are to be eligible for 
support, and calls for the Member States 
and regions to be allowed to organise 
competitive selection procedures in this 
respect as well;
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Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

Or. cs

Amendment 175
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls in this 
respect for competitive selection 
procedures to be managed in as close 
cooperation as possible with the regions;

Or. fr

Amendment 176
Franz Obermayr

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
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as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be given 
more responsibility to organise 
competitive and performance-based 
selection procedures in this respect as well;

Or. de

Amendment 177
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

11. Questions the usefulness of quotas in 
particular for national allocations under 
ESF/ERDF programmes, for urban 
development, for the countryside or 
otherwise according to categorisation on 
the basis of population density or territorial 
function; also regards as questionable the 
requirement to define already at 
operational programme level which 
regions and other areas are to be eligible 
for support, and calls for the Member 
States and regions to be allowed to 
organise competitive selection procedures 
in this respect as well;

Or. es

Amendment 178
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

11. Rejects the proliferation of 
applications for quotas in particular for 
national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

Or. fr

Amendment 179
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Rejects the use of quotas in particular 
for national allocations under ESF/ERDF 
programmes, for urban development, for 
the countryside or otherwise according to 
categorisation on the basis of population 
density or territorial function; also regards 
as questionable the requirement to specify 
already at operational programme level 
which urban and other areas are to be 
eligible for support, and calls for the 
Member States and regions to be allowed 
to organise competitive selection 
procedures in this respect as well;

11. It should consider the use of quotas in 
particular for national allocations under 
ESF/ERDF programmes, for local and
urban development, for the countryside or 
otherwise according to categorisation on 
the basis of population density or territorial 
function; also regards as questionable the 
requirement to specify already at 
operational programme level which urban 
and other areas are to be eligible for 
support, and calls for the Member States 
and regions to be allowed to organise 
competitive selection procedures in this 
respect as well;

Or. en



AM\865029EN.doc 93/148 PE462.896v01-00

EN

Amendment 180
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11a. Calls on the Commission to oblige 
the Member States to involve the relevant 
actors in key urban areas as well as local 
and regional authorities in all phases of 
cohesion policy decisions (strategic 
planning, drawing up and negotiating 
development and investment partnership 
agreements, and operational 
programmes);

Or. de

Amendment 181
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Emphasises that structural and 
cohesion policy must not be biased 
towards specific types of region; calls for 
urban-rural partnerships to be seen in 
their broader socio-economic context;

deleted

Or. fr

Amendment 182
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Emphasises that structural and 12. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
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cohesion policy must not be biased
towards specific types of region; calls for 
urban-rural partnerships to be seen in 
their broader socio-economic context;

not be discretionary in favouring specific 
types of region;

Or. es

Amendment 183
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Emphasises that structural and 
cohesion policy must not be biased 
towards specific types of region; calls for 
urban-rural partnerships to be seen in their 
broader socio-economic context;

12. Calls for urban-rural partnerships to be 
seen in their broader socio-economic 
context;

Or. fr

Amendment 184
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Emphasises that structural and 
cohesion policy must not be biased towards 
specific types of region; calls for urban-
rural partnerships to be seen in their 
broader socio-economic context;

12. Emphasises that structural and 
cohesion policy must not be biased towards 
specific types of region; calls for urban-
rural partnerships to be seen in their 
broader social, economic and 
environmental context;

Or. el

Amendment 185
Czesław Adam Siekierski
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Emphasises that structural and 
cohesion policy must not be biased 
towards specific types of region; calls for
urban-rural partnerships to be seen in their 
broader socio-economic context;

12. Emphasises that, in the context of
structural and cohesion policy, urban-rural 
partnerships should be seen more in terms 
of providing rural areas with the same 
conditions for development and quality of 
life with regard to social and economic 
factors;

Or. pl

Amendment 186
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Emphasises that structural and
cohesion policy must not be biased towards 
specific types of region; calls for urban-
rural partnerships to be seen in their 
broader socio-economic context;

12. Emphasises that cohesion policy must 
not be biased towards specific types of 
region; calls for urban-rural partnerships to 
be seen in their broader socio-economic 
context;

Or. en

Amendment 187
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Considers that urban problems, 
whether related to environmental and 
living conditions degradation, social 
exclusion, or the lack of economic 
attractiveness, deserve a particular 
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response and a direct involvement of the 
level of governments directly concerned; 
Underlines that the bottom-up approach 
also has to apply for actions focused on 
deprived areas in order to reduce 
disparities, tackle poverty and 
discriminations within a community, and 
desegregate deprived neighbourhoods; 
Recommends that local actors will be 
given more responsibility to prepare and 
implement the necessary measures with 
particular focus on actions in the field of 
energy efficiency in housing and 
construction and sustainable urban 
mobility;

Or. en

Amendment 188
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12a. Points out that there are regions in 
Europe, such as some of the outermost 
regions, whose remoteness means that 
they have maritime borders that are not 
covered by the distance-related criterion 
for maritime borders for the purposes of 
cross-border cooperation; considers, 
however, that the integration of such 
regions with and their opening-up to 
geographical areas outside the EU is not 
and cannot be simply a function of their 
geographical remoteness, as the wealth of 
historical, linguistic and cultural bonds 
linking them to various parts of the world 
gives them a key role to play in the 
deepening of such relations, to the benefit 
of the EU's global presence, and they 
should therefore be able to participate in 
the cross-border cooperation 
programmes;
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Or. pt

Amendment 189
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards 
the educational and socio-political 
challenges of the EU 2020 strategy; takes 
the view, however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

delete

Or. el

Amendment 190
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 

13. Emphasises that structural funding
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and social policies; 
emphasises that the role of the ESF in 
improving workers’ education, ensuring 
workers' lifelong training and skill 
enhancement must be strengthened; calls
on the Commission to consider all 
possible policy options for boosting the 
contribution of the ESF in the context of 
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approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

the future architecture of the structural 
funds, in order to enhance the social 
model of the European Union; believes
that there are considerable advantages in 
maintaining the ESF under the basic 
regulation on general provisions on the 
funds, but with its own rules;

Or. en

Amendment 191
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls,
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy including social 
inclusion and accessibility of goods and 
services; asks Member States to use the 
potentials and synergies of structural 
funds in order to realise the reforms that 
are necessary to meet the goals of the EU 
2020 strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 192
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
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must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational, cultural and socio-political 
challenges of the EU 2020 strategy while 
respecting the subsidiarity;

Or. en

Amendment 193
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be 
more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models,
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must seek to 
tackle the educational and social policy
objectives of the EU 2020 strategy while 
retaining existing national and regional 
competences;

Or. es

Amendment 194
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be 
more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

13. Emphasises that the structural funds 
must respond to the educational and social
challenges of the EU 2020 strategy; calls, 
therefore, for the National Reform 
Programmes to take due account of these 
factors by rolling out measures to be 
implemented while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;

Or. fr

Amendment 195
Salvatore Caronna

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards the
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour 
purely on financial grounds; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that cohesion policy must retain 
its autonomy and its own objectives; calls, 
therefore, for the further development of 
approaches that could serve as models, 
while retaining existing national and 
regional competences;

Or. it
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Amendment 196
Riikka Manner

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards
the educational and socio-political 
challenges of the EU 2020 strategy; takes 
the view, however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour purely 
on financial grounds; calls, therefore, for 
the further development of approaches that 
could serve as models, while retaining 
existing national and regional 
competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
should also take into account the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour purely 
on financial grounds; calls, therefore, for 
the further development of approaches that 
could serve as models, while retaining 
existing national and regional 
competences;

Or. en

Amendment 197
Franz Obermayr

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be more 
strongly oriented towards the educational 
and socio-political challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, however, 
that across-the-board ‘Europeanisation’ of 
the relevant policy areas would be a 
doomed endeavour purely on financial 
grounds; calls, therefore, for the further 
development of approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be more 
strongly oriented towards the educational 
and socio-political challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, however, 
that across-the-board ‘Europeanisation’ of 
the relevant policy areas, apart from 
failing on financial grounds, would be 
against the subsidiarity principle and 
would not have sufficient democratic 
legitimacy;  calls, therefore, for the further 
development of approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;
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Or. de

Amendment 198
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be more 
strongly oriented towards the educational 
and socio-political challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, however, 
that across-the-board ‘Europeanisation’ of 
the relevant policy areas would be a 
doomed endeavour purely on financial 
grounds; calls, therefore, for the further 
development of approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be more 
strongly oriented towards the educational 
and socio-political challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, however, 
that across-the-board ‘Europeanisation’ of 
the relevant policy areas would be a 
doomed endeavour purely on financial 
grounds; calls, therefore, for the further 
development of approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences and a 
specific regional policy link; in this 
connection, calls for greater involvement 
of training providers from the business 
world;

Or. de

Amendment 199
Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, 
however, that across-the-board 
‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant policy 
areas would be a doomed endeavour purely 

13. Emphasises that support from the 
Cohesion Fund and the Structural Funds 
must be more strongly oriented towards the 
educational and socio-political challenges 
of the EU 2020 strategy while keeping 
with the Treaty’s Cohesion as overarching 
EU objective; takes the view, however, that 
across-the-board ‘Europeanisation’ of the 
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on financial grounds; calls, therefore, for 
the further development of approaches that 
could serve as models, while retaining 
existing national and regional 
competences;

relevant policy areas would be a doomed 
endeavour purely on financial grounds; 
calls, therefore, for the further place based 
local development approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;

Or. en

Amendment 200
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be more 
strongly oriented towards the educational 
and socio-political challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, however, 
that across-the-board ‘Europeanisation’ of 
the relevant policy areas would be a 
doomed endeavour purely on financial 
grounds; calls, therefore, for the further 
development of approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;

13. Emphasises that support from the 
cohesion and structural funds must be more 
strongly oriented towards the educational 
and socio-political challenges of the 
EU 2020 strategy; takes the view, however, 
that full ‘Europeanisation’ of the relevant 
policy areas is not desirable and would be 
a doomed endeavour for obvious financial 
reasons; calls, therefore, for the further 
development of approaches that could 
serve as models, while retaining existing 
national and regional competences;

Or. fr

Amendment 201
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

13a. Stresses, likewise, that cohesion 
policy cannot become a vehicle or 
instrument serving sectoral issues such as 
policies on research and development, 
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industrial innovation and the fight against 
climate change, among others, as this 
would mean diluting its primary objective 
and placing constraints on its use to 
promote regions' development potential, 
which is essential in order to bring the 
most disadvantaged regions closer to the 
most developed regions;

Or. pt

Amendment 202
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables; in that 
connection, supports the plans for 
decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions;

14. Asks, in the light of the necessary 
achievement of the 20/20/20 objectives, 
for cohesion policy to make a greater 
contribution to the rapid development of 
renewables; in that connection, supports 
the plans for decentralised energy 
strategies involving effective energy 
storage technologies in the regions;

Or. es

Amendment 203
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables; in that 

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables as one of the 
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connection, supports the plans for 
decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions;

priorities if sufficient amounts are 
available in the programmes and a focus 
on renewables provides EU added value; 
based on plans for decentralised energy 
strategies involving effective energy 
storage technologies in the regions;

Or. en

Amendment 204
Franz Obermayr

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables; in that 
connection, supports the plans for 
decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions;

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables and to ending 
the use of nuclear power; in that 
connection, supports the plans for 
decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions;

Or. de

Amendment 205
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables; in that 
connection, supports the plans for 

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables; in that 
connection, supports the plans for 
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decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions;

decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions; supports  involving  the regional 
economy’s potential in this area;

Or. de

Amendment 206
Anneli Jäätteenmäki

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and 
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of renewables; in that 
connection, supports the plans for 
decentralised energy strategies involving 
effective energy storage technologies in the 
regions;

14. Calls, in the light of the necessary shift 
towards renewable sources of energy and
of the climate debate, for cohesion policy 
to make a greater contribution to the rapid 
development of environmental technology 
and renewables; in that connection, 
supports the plans for decentralised energy 
strategies involving effective energy 
storage technologies in the regions;

Or. fi

Amendment 207
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Sees scope under the structural funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 
market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the structural funds 
to be made contingent in all cases on the 

15. Sees scope under the structural funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must focus as a priority on regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability to meet 
energy-supply needs;
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adoption of a commercial approach and 
of compliance with the principle of multi-
level governance;

Or. fr

Amendment 208
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Sees scope under the Structural Funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical 
constraints significantly hamper the 
ability of the market to meet energy-
supply needs; calls, too, for support from 
the Structural Funds to be made contingent 
in all cases on the adoption of a 
commercial approach and of compliance 
with the principle of multi-level 
governance;

15. Sees scope under the Structural Funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure; calls, too, for support 
from the Structural Funds to be made 
contingent in all cases on the adoption of a 
commercial approach and of compliance 
with the principle of multi-level 
governance;

Or. en

Amendment 209
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Sees scope under the Structural Funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 

15. Is convinced that the energy share in 
the next period of cohesion policy 
programming should increase; believes 
that new and renewable energy 
technologies, energy efficiency and 
energy saving policies should remain key 
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market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the Structural Funds 
to be made contingent in all cases on the 
adoption of a commercial approach and
of compliance with the principle of multi-
level governance;

priorities of Cohesion policy 
interventions; Sees scope under the 
Structural Funds for specifically supporting 
investment in energy infrastructure in 
order to allow for integration of 
renewable energies and the establishing 
of decentralised, smart energy grids,
although such support must be available 
only in regions where political or 
geographical constraints significantly 
hamper the ability of the market to meet 
energy-supply needs; calls, too, for support 
from the Structural Funds to be made 
contingent in all cases of compliance with 
the principle of multi-level governance;

Or. en

Amendment 210
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Sees scope under the structural funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 
market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the structural funds to 
be made contingent in all cases on the 
adoption of a commercial approach and
of compliance with the principle of multi-
level governance;

15. Sees scope under the structural funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 
market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the structural funds to 
be linked in all cases to the strengthening 
of the internal energy market and the 
security of supply, as well as to the 
principle of multi-level governance in 
resource management;

Or. es

Amendment 211
Patrice Tirolien
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Sees scope under the structural funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 
market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the structural funds to 
be made contingent in all cases on the 
adoption of a commercial approach and of 
compliance with the principle of multi-
level governance;

15. Sees scope under the structural funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure that is sustainable 
and coherent at European level 
particularly for regions where political or 
geographical constraints significantly 
hamper the ability of the market to meet 
energy-supply needs; calls, too, for support 
from the structural funds to be made 
contingent in all cases on the adoption of a 
commercial approach and of compliance 
with the principle of multi-level 
governance;

Or. fr

Amendment 212
Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Tamás Deutsch, Marie-Thérèse 
Sanchez-Schmid, Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Sees scope under the Structural Funds 
for specifically supporting investment in 
energy infrastructure, although such 
support must be available only in regions 
where political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 
market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the Structural Funds 
to be made contingent in all cases on the 
adoption of a commercial approach and of 
compliance with the principle of multi-
level governance;

15. Sees scope under the Structural Funds 
for supporting investment in energy
infrastructure, although such support must 
be available especially in regions where 
political or geographical constraints 
significantly hamper the ability of the 
market to meet energy-supply needs; calls, 
too, for support from the Structural Funds 
to be made contingent in all cases on the 
adoption of a commercial approach and of 
compliance with the principle of multi-
level governance;

Or. en
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Amendment 213
Sabine Verheyen, Hermann Winkler, Joachim Zeller, Petru Constantin Luhan, Markus 
Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Also considers that cohesion policy 
has a responsibility to do what is needed 
to fill gaps and remove bottlenecks in a 
core TEN network of main routes of 
European significance, particularly in the 
border regions which have until now been 
badly neglected in this regard;

Or. de

Amendment 214
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15a. Calls, in the light of increasing tasks 
in the field of social inclusion, i.e. the 
Four Employment Guidelines, the support 
of the Decent and Good Work principles 
(as projected by the ILO), the fight 
against precarious and undeclared work, 
combating poverty, achieving gender 
equality and appropriate conditions for 
the reconciliation of work and private life, 
for cohesion policy to make a greater 
contribution to these challenges;

Or. en

Amendment 215
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project 
eligible for support in connection with the 
third objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional development as long as 
they are coherent with the concept of 
sustainability and cohesion; Calls for a 
review of financing transport 
infrastructure, to be oriented towards EU 
targets on climate change, oil dependency
and accidents reduction, environmental 
protection legislation and a ceiling for 
road infrastructure to be fixed at a 
maximum of 20% of total co-funding for 
transport infrastructure; Emphasises to 
focus on existing and cross-border rail 
connections with priority for new Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 216
Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Alain Cadec, Marie-Thérèse 
Sanchez-Schmid, Maurice Ponga, Tamás Deutsch, Sabine Verheyen, Joachim Zeller, 
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project 
eligible for support in connection with the 
third objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure, 
Motorways of the Sea and designated E-
roads must therefore be stepped up and 
access to them improved, especially in 
border regions and outermost regions,; 
suggests that certain crossborder
‘infrastructure’ shall be considered as 
priority projects eligible to funds of the 
objective 1, 2 and 3 calls for a obligatory 
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right to make the first proposal of the 
regional level for this type of action and 
equal participation of the border regions 
and local authorities in the planning;

Or. en

Amendment 217
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project 
eligible for support in connection with the 
third objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; calls also for 
particular attention to be paid to outlying 
and island areas;

Or. es

Amendment 218
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrice Tirolien, Juan Fernando López Aguilar, Luís 
Paulo Alves, Patrick Le Hyaric, Jacky Hénin, Marie-Christine Vergiat, Gabriel Mato 
Adrover

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
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designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project 
eligible for support in connection with the 
third objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; calls with 
insistence for the full integration and 
participation of the Outermost Regions in 
the Trans-European Transport Network, 
as well as for priority programs;

Or. en

Amendment 219
Zigmantas Balčytis

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project eligible 
for support in connection with the third 
objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; calls to take 
all necessary measures to ensure 
sufficient financing and guarantee timely 
implementation of priority TEN-T 
projects; suggests that ‘infrastructure’ be 
accorded more importance as a category of 
project eligible for support in connection 
with the third objective of European 
Territorial Cooperation;

Or. en

Amendment 220
Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project eligible 
for support in connection with the third 
objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up, access to them improved and 
their extension to all Europe's regions 
promoted, especially in border regions; 
suggests that ‘infrastructure’ be accorded 
more importance as a category of project 
eligible for support in connection with the 
third objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

Or. pt

Amendment 221
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project eligible 
for support in connection with the third 
objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; calls for 
consideration to be given to according 
‘infrastructure’ more importance as a 
category of project eligible for support in 
connection with the third objective of 
European Territorial Cooperation;

Or. it

Amendment 222
Sophie Auconie
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project eligible 
for support in connection with the third 
objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

16. Emphasises that the trans-European 
transport networks play a decisive role in 
European regional cohesion  and that 
development of TEN infrastructure and 
designated E-roads must therefore be 
stepped up and access to them improved, 
especially in border regions; suggests that 
‘infrastructure’ be accorded more 
importance as a category of project eligible 
for support in connection with the 
objective of European Territorial 
Cooperation;

Or. fr

Amendment 223
Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Sophie Auconie, Maurice 
Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Seán Kelly

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16a. supports economic development and 
employment in SMEs and micro-
enterprises; therefore requests that the 
fundamentals of the Small Business Act 
for Europe (SBAE), i.e. "Think Small 
First" and "Only once ", are considered 
as one of the bases of cohesion policy and 
considers that these principles should be 
applied by Member States and regions in 
the definition of their operational 
programs;

Or. en
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Amendment 224
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 α (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16 α. Encourages the application of the 
principle of the Transport Equivalent by 
means of ERDF resources and also 
national resources, given the added value 
of such measures in strengthening 
regional convergence, territorial cohesion 
and development activities such as 
tourism, which are important for remote 
regions, such as island regions; 

Or. el

Amendment 225
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Marie-Christine Vergiat

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to the 
cohesion and structural policies; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the system of 
three objectives (Convergence, Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
European Territorial Cooperation), which 
has proved its effectiveness;

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) can also be objectives pursued in 
a different way by the cohesion and 
structural policies; takes the view that the 
EU 2020 challenges are macro-economic
objectives which must be implemented by 
the Member States and that the cohesion 
policy must pursue its own strategy given 
that it is an essential policy 
complementary to EU 2020;

Or. fr
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Amendment 226
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to the 
cohesion and structural policies; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the system of 
three objectives (Convergence, Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
European Territorial Cooperation), which 
has proved its effectiveness;

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy are already 
integral to the cohesion policy; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the system of 
three objectives, which has proved its 
effectiveness;

Or. es

Amendment 227
Sophie Auconie, Maurice Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Alain Cadec, Philippe 
Boulland, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to the 
cohesion and structural policies; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the system of 
three objectives (Convergence, Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
European Territorial Cooperation), which 
has proved its effectiveness;

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to the 
cohesion and structural policies; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the architecture 
of the cohesion policy;
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Or. fr

Amendment 228
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to the 
cohesion and structural policies; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the system of 
three objectives (Convergence, Regional
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
European Territorial Cooperation), which 
has proved its effectiveness;

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to the 
cohesion and structural policies; takes the 
view that the EU 2020 challenges can be 
integrated very easily into the system of 
three current objectives (Convergence, 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
Territorial Cooperation), which has proved 
its effectiveness;

Or. fr

Amendment 229
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to cohesion 
and structural policy; takes the view that 
the EU 2020 challenges can be integrated 
very easily into the system of three 
objectives (Convergence, Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, sustainable 
development, energy, environment, climate 
protection, employment, competitiveness, 
skills and combating poverty) are already
integral to cohesion and structural policy; 
takes the view that the EU 2020 challenges 
can be integrated very easily into the 
system of three objectives (Convergence, 
Regional Competitiveness and 
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European Territorial Cooperation), which 
has proved its effectiveness;

Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), which has proved its 
effectiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 230
Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to cohesion 
and structural policy; takes the view that 
the EU 2020 challenges can be integrated 
very easily into the system of three 
objectives (Convergence, Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment, and 
European Territorial Cooperation), which 
has proved its effectiveness;

17. Emphasises that the core components 
of the EU 2020 strategy (innovation, 
education and training, energy, 
environment, employment, 
competitiveness, skills and combating 
poverty) are already integral to cohesion 
policy; takes the view that the EU 2020 
challenges can be integrated very easily 
into the system of three objectives 
(Convergence, Regional Competitiveness 
and Employment, and European Territorial 
Cooperation), which has proved its 
effectiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 231
Sabine Verheyen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. Emphasises that investment in 
innovation and education can promote 
growth; points out, however, that the 
relevant infrastructure (transport, broad  
band internet, energy) and appropriate 
institutions (a balanced mix of public 
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investment and fiscal policy consolidation 
with macro-economic measures, e-
government services and cross-border 
learning)must provide effective support;

Or. de

Amendment 232
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17a. States that the EU 2020 strategy is a 
key benchmark for the future of Europe 
and, ultimately, for European Union 
policies, in that it aims to consolidate the 
foundations of knowledge-based 
economic growth that is environmentally 
friendly and geared to social integration; 
affirms in this context that cohesion 
policy should play a key role in supporting 
the EU 2020 strategy;

Or. es

Amendment 233
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal 
infrastructure will the convergence 

deleted
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regions be in a position to contribute to 
achieving the EU 2020 objectives – and 
that is precisely why the weaker and 
neediest regions must be given some 
leeway to interpret those objectives;

Or. es

Amendment 234
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal 
infrastructure will the convergence 
regions be in a position to contribute to 
achieving the EU 2020 objectives – and 
that is precisely why the weaker and 
neediest regions must be given some 
leeway to interpret those objectives;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 235
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes 18. Underlines
the view that the development of basic
infrastructure and support for conventional 

the urgent need to modernise and upgrade
the European energy infrastructure, to 
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forms of energy should also be regarded 
as compatible with EU 2020, because only 
when they have competitive transport, 
energy and communications networks and 
waste-disposal infrastructure will the 
convergence regions be in a position to 
contribute to achieving the EU 2020 
objectives – and that is precisely why the 
weaker and neediest regions must be given 
some leeway to interpret those objectives;

develop smart grids and build 
interconnections which are necessary for 
realising the internal energy market, 
enhancing security of supply, and to meet 
energy and climate targets; takes the view 
that substantial investments could be 
needed in this field and the Cohesion 
policy funding is an appropriate to 
contribute matching these needs; recalls 
the need to accurately ascertain 
infrastructure requirements and avoid 
lock-in to surplus capacity by taking the 
cost-effective energy efficiency potential 
fully into account; emphasises the need to 
maximise the impact of European funding
and the opportunity offered by innovative 
financial instruments to funding key 
European priority clean energy 
infrastructure projects;

Or. en

Amendment 236
Hermann Winkler, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 
position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 
position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives; in this connection, welcomes 
the greater use of innovative funding 
solutions such as EU project loans or 
public-private partnerships and other 
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services offered by the EIB/EIF group;

Or. de

Amendment 237
Andrey Kovatchev

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 
position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and environmental infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 
position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

Or. bg

Amendment 238
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure should also be regarded 
as compatible with EU 2020, because only 
when they have competitive transport, 
energy and communications networks and 
waste-disposal infrastructure will the 
convergence regions be in a position to 
contribute to achieving the EU 2020 
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position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

objectives – and that is precisely why the 
weaker and neediest regions must be given 
some leeway to interpret those objectives;

Or. fr

Amendment 239
Seán Kelly

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 
position to contribute to achieving the EU 
2020 objectives – and that is precisely why 
the weaker and neediest regions must be 
given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will regions be in a position to contribute 
to achieving the EU 2020 objectives – and 
that is precisely why regions must be given 
some leeway to interpret those objectives;

Or. en

Amendment 240
Sabine Verheyen

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 18

Motion for a resolution Amendment

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 

18. Takes the view that the development of 
basic infrastructure and support for 
conventional forms of energy should also 
be regarded as compatible with EU 2020, 
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because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure 
will the convergence regions be in a 
position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

because only when they have competitive 
transport, energy and communications 
networks and waste-disposal infrastructure
complying with the five-step waste 
hierarchy will the convergence regions be 
in a position to contribute to achieving the 
EU 2020 objectives – and that is precisely 
why the weaker and neediest regions must 
be given some leeway to interpret those 
objectives;

Or. de

Amendment 241
Gaston Franco

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% 
of the EU average) and, where 
appropriate, cohesion countries (GDP/PE 
below 90% of the EU average); points out 
that the competent national authorities 
must continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of the allocation of funds 
among all regions after 2013;  further 
takes the view that, in its implementation, 
the cohesion policy should be based on 
broader indicators than that of GDP, 
taking into account for example 
sustainability, access to services of 
general interest, territorial density or the 
Human Development Index;

Or. fr

Amendment 242
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 19. Takes the view that GDP should 
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retained as the key criterion in the
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% 
of the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

remain one of the main criteria for 
determining the eligibility for regional 
policy assistance but has to be 
complemented by other indicators for 
identification of the most vulnerable 
regions; emphasises that GDP alone does 
not have the capacity to provide a 
comprehensive picture of regional 
development disregarding relevant social 
factors such as income disparities and 
unemployment; suggests to retain the 
threshold for definition of areas eligible 
for maximum support (below 75% of the 
EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries; proposes a modulation 
between 50% and 75% of co-financing 
from EU-funds according to the region's 
distance to EU average; points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

Or. en

Amendment 243
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% 
of the EU average) and, where 
appropriate, cohesion countries (GDP/PE 
below 90% of the EU average); points out 
that the competent national authorities 
must continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Accepts the retention of GDP as the 
key criterion in determining the eligibility 
of regions for the various cohesion policy 
objectives, and, where appropriate, of 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); considers, however, that 
in its implementation the cohesion policy 
must be based on broader indicators than 
GDP; stresses, furthermore, that the 
harmonisation of national statistical 
instruments must be improved;  sees it as 
a priority to consider closely further 
indicators in addition to GDP within the 
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cohesion policy;

Or. fr

Amendment 244
Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino, Francesco De Angelis, Leonardo Domenici, 
Patrizia Toia

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); considers that the
competent national authorities should 
nevertheless be able to incorporate, at the 
appropriate decision-making level, for 
each objective and in a manner reflecting 
geographical concentrations, additional 
indicators with which to assess the 
respective social, economic, 
environmental, demographic and 
geographical challenges faced;

Or. it

Amendment 245
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% 

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as a key criterion for the eligibility 
of cohesion regions and countries, without 
prejudice to the necessity and desirability 
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of the EU average) and, where 
appropriate, cohesion countries (GDP/PE 
below 90% of the EU average); points out 
that the competent national authorities 
must continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

of introducing additional indicators that 
are in line with the complexity of the 
principle of territorial cohesion; points out 
that the competent national authorities 
must continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

Or. es

Amendment 246
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Jacky Hénin, Marie-Christine Vergiat, 
Gabriele Zimmer, Jürgen Klute, Helmut Scholz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that 
supplementary indicators relevant for 
measuring social cohesion ( like 
unemployment rates, poverty, etc.) and 
territorial cohesion and continuity, as well 
as environmental indicators should 
applied; points out that the competent 
national authorities must continue to have 
scope for the use of additional indicators at 
the relevant decision-making levels;

Or. en

Amendment 247
Georgios Stavrakakis, Evgeni Kirilov

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% 
of the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GNI/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

Or. en

Amendment 248
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities should be 
given scope for the use of prospective 
national indicators within individual 
objectives at the relevant decision-making 
levels;

Or. it

Amendment 249
Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must have 
the flexibility to use additional indicators at 
the relevant decision-making levels to be 
agreed in the national strategic reference 
frameworks and their use for territorial 
targeting should be encouraged by the 
Regulations where this ensures bigger 
added value and concentration for EU 
funds;

Or. en

Amendment 250
Andrey Kovatchev, Petru Constantin Luhan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average), with reference to 
Article 5 of Regulation (EC) No 
1083/2006; points out that the competent 
national authorities must continue to have 
scope for the use of additional indicators at 
the relevant decision-making levels;

Or. bg
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Amendment 251
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% 
of the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/capita below 
75% of the EU average) and, where 
appropriate, cohesion countries 
(GNP/capita below 90% of the EU 
average); points out that the competent 
national authorities must continue to have 
scope for the use of additional indicators at 
the relevant decision-making levels;

Or. en

Amendment 252
Kerstin Westphal, Georgios Stavrakakis

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 19

Motion for a resolution Amendment

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national authorities must 
continue to have scope for the use of 
additional indicators at the relevant 
decision-making levels;

19. Takes the view that GDP must be 
retained as the key criterion in the 
definition of areas eligible for maximum 
support (those with GDP/PE below 75% of 
the EU average) and, where appropriate, 
cohesion countries (GDP/PE below 90% of 
the EU average); points out that the 
competent national and regional
authorities must continue to have scope for 
the use of additional indicators at the 
relevant decision-making levels;

Or. en
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Amendment 253
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target as a priority those regions that lag 
furthest behind; stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share – commensurate with the seriousness 
of their development problems – of the 
funding under Objective 1 (Convergence);

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target as a priority those regions that lag 
furthest behind; stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share of resources that is commensurate 
with the seriousness of their development 
problems;

Or. es

Amendment 254
Seán Kelly

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target as a priority those regions that lag 
furthest behind; stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share – commensurate with the seriousness 
of their development problems – of the 
funding under Objective 1 (Convergence);

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
apply to all regions and as a priority target
those regions that lag furthest behind; 
stresses that the neediest regions should be 
granted an appropriate share –
commensurate with the seriousness of their 
development problems – of the funding 
under Objective 1 (Convergence);

Or. en

Amendment 255
Erminia Mazzoni
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target as a priority those regions that lag 
furthest behind; stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share – commensurate with the seriousness 
of their development problems – of the 
funding under Objective 1 (Convergence);

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target above all those regions that lag 
furthest behind;  stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share – commensurate with the seriousness 
of their development problems – of the 
funding under Objective 1 (Convergence);

Or. it

Amendment 256
Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 20

Motion for a resolution Amendment

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target as a priority those regions that lag 
furthest behind; stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share – commensurate with the seriousness 
of their development problems – of the 
funding under Objective 1 (Convergence);

20. Calls for cohesion policy to continue, 
in accordance with the Lisbon Treaty, to 
target as a priority those regions that lag 
furthest behind; stresses that the neediest 
regions should be granted an appropriate 
share – commensurate with the seriousness 
of their development problems – of the 
funding under the convergence objective;

Or. fr

Amendment 257
Patrice Tirolien, Luís Paulo Alves, Estelle Grelier

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and deleted
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appropriate phasing-out arrangement for 
areas formerly eligible for maximum 
support under the Convergence objective 
(convergence regions);

Or. fr

Amendment 258
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate
phasing-out arrangement for areas 
formerly eligible for maximum support 
under the Convergence objective 
(convergence regions);

21. Calls for regions that exit the 
convergence objective to be guaranteed 
appropriate treatment, by retaining 
transitional mechanisms that allow their 
balanced development and avoid the 
economic shock caused by a sudden 
change in aid received;

Or. es

Amendment 259
Seán Kelly

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas 
formerly eligible for maximum support
under the Convergence objective
(convergence regions);

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement inside the 
Convergence objective for regions that 
from 2013 will for the first time no longer 
be eligible under the convergence
objective; Calls in addition for account to 
be taken within the Competitiveness 
objective of those regions which, while 
they have been eligible under the 
competitiveness objective during the 
current programming period, continue to 
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face structural social and economic 
difficulties as regards achieving the 
Europe 2020 strategy objectives and 
which suffer from internal regional 
inequalities;

Or. en

Amendment 260
Sophie Auconie, Maurice Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Philippe Boulland, 
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate
phasing-out arrangement for areas 
formerly eligible for maximum support 
under the Convergence objective 
(convergence regions);

21. Calls for the creation of a new 
intermediate category for regions with per 
capita GDP between 75% and 90% of the 
EU average, in order to resolve political 
problems (unequal treatment of regions in 
spite of their similar situations) and 
practical problems (difficulty of managing 
degressive funding) linked to the current
phasing-out arrangement;  considers that 
the creation of such a category will be 
made possible by the fact that a large 
number of regions have passed the 
threshold of 75% of the EU average per 
capita GDP and will thus automatically 
cease to be covered by the convergence 
objective; stresses that this change to the 
architecture of the cohesion policy should 
neither penalise regions currently 
benefiting from the convergence objective 
and the competitiveness objective, nor 
lead to an increase in the cohesion policy 
budget; considers that this new category 
will make it possible to strengthen the 
justice and solidarity which are the  
fundamental principles of the cohesion 
policy; 

Or. fr
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Amendment 261
Hermann Winkler, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas
formerly eligible for maximum support 
under the Convergence objective
(convergence regions);

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement under the 
Convergence objective for areas currently
eligible for support under the Convergence 
objective with a GDP per inhabitant that 
is more than 75% of the EU average;
without such phasing out, existing 
successful approaches to further regional 
development would be greatly 
jeopardised;

Or. de

Amendment 262
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible for maximum support under the 
Convergence objective (convergence 
regions);

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible for maximum support under the 
Convergence objective (convergence 
regions) and also an phasing-in for 
regions particularly affected by economic 
crises and other social-economic 
problems like demographic change;
therefore supports the Commission's 
proposal for an intermediate category of 
eligibility above 75% of the EU average of 
GDP and below that average; Underlines 
the necessity of a differentiated approach 
within this category concerning the co-
financing rate and the number of 
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spending priorities which have to be 
fulfilled; Underlines the character of the 
intermediate region as transitional 
arrangement and calls on the Commission 
to ensure a degressive approach for all 
regions within this category taking also
into account the necessity of 
complementing GDP by social criteria to 
provide information about the real socio-
economic situation;

Or. en

Amendment 263
Elie Hoarau, Cornelia Ernst, Patrick Le Hyaric, Marie-Christine Vergiat, Gabriele 
Zimmer, Jürgen Klute, Helmut Scholz

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible for maximum support under the 
Convergence objective (convergence 
regions);

21. Calls for a dependable, appropriate, 
consolidated, reformed and while needed 
longer phasing-out arrangement for areas 
formerly eligible for maximum support 
under the Convergence objective 
(convergence regions) which ensures that 
former convergence regions do not face a 
drastic reduction structural funds' 
payments that could prejudice their 
previous efforts for development; thus 
calls on the Commission to propose a new 
phasing out arrangement framed with a 
strategy that would aim in helping former 
convergence regions to genuinely and 
successfully mainstream their changeover 
from "objective 1" to "objective 2", and 
so to pursue fruitfully their efforts for 
development;

Or. en
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Amendment 264
Georgios Stavrakakis, Constanze Angela Krehl

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas 
formerly eligible for maximum support 
under the Convergence objective 
(convergence regions);

21. Calls on the Commission to 
thoroughly analyse the development 
situation and the specific needs of areas 
formerly eligible for maximum support 
under the Convergence objective 
(convergence regions) in order to assess to 
what degree dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangements could be 
established;

Or. en

Amendment 265
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible for maximum support under the 
Convergence objective (convergence 
regions);

21. Calls for an adjustable and robust
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible for maximum support under the 
Convergence objective (convergence 
regions) during the whole period; this 
robust financing scheme prevails the 
introduction of a separate intermediate 
category;

Or. en

Amendment 266
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible for maximum support under the 
Convergence objective (convergence 
regions);

21. Calls for a dependable and appropriate 
phasing-out arrangement for areas formerly 
eligible under the Convergence objective;

Or. it

Amendment 267
Hermann Winkler, Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 21 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

21a. In addition, calls for a time-limited 
safety net for cases where the loss of 
support in a Member State affects a large 
proportion of its population and also a 
significant part of the support within the 
previous programming period; sees a 
particular justification for an appropriate 
phasing out system for regions leaving the 
convergence support system, which 
despite having exceeded the 75% 
threshold face growing disadvantages 
(demographic change, migratory deficit, 
monolithic structure, unemployment, etc.)

Or. de

Amendment 268
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
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Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a thematic approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the system of 
innovation clusters in these regions needs 
to be developed further; points out in this 
context that strategies should be designed 
with sufficient flexibility to be able to cope 
with the problems and particularities of 
each individual region;

Or. es

Amendment 269
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

22. supports the proposal of the 
Commission for intervention of structural 
funds in “more developed regions”, the 
former Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach to 
achieve results on a limited number of EU 
priorities, such as support for SMEs, 
green innovations, climate mitigation, 
local economies, access to labour market, 
education and training, social inclusion 
including active integration policy, access 
to services of general interest, biodiversity 
and green infrastructure, sustainable 
mobility, energy efficiency, renewable 
energies and energy supply including 
smart, decentralised energy 
infrastructure, resource efficiency (in 
particular waste and water), cultural 
heritage and diversity; stresses that the 
proven system of innovation clusters for 
transformation towards a sustainable 
economy and competition for funding 
needs to be developed further;

Or. en
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Amendment 270
Markus Pieper, Jan Olbrycht, Lambert van Nistelrooij, Erminia Mazzoni, Sabine 
Verheyen, Joachim Zeller, Richard Seeber

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

22. Calls for a strengthening of Objective 
2 (Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment), which is based on a cross-
cutting approach; stresses for Objective 2 
regions that the proven system of ensuring 
that more developed regions are able to 
remove regional structural weaknesses; 
reduce territorial disparities; contribute to 
common European objectives; and to 
meet future challenges, when using 
structures that can respond flexible to 
changing circumstance, including, inter 
alia, innovation clusters and competition 
for funding, must be retained and
developed further; calls for additional 
instruments for areas highly affected by 
structural change, which can contribute 
to the socio-economic and infrastructural 
improvement;

Or. en

Amendment 271
Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of ensuring that more developed regions 
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funding needs to be developed further; are able to modernise their social and 
economic capital and to address specific 
pockets of deprivation and a lack of 
economic development needs to be 
developed further;

Or. en

Amendment 272
Alain Cadec, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, Sophie Auconie

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; rejects any cut in funding for 
regions currently eligible for Objective 2;
stresses that the proven system of 
innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

Or. fr

Amendment 273
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

22. Calls for the effectiveness of Objective 
2 (Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment), which is based on a cross-
cutting approach, to be maintained; 
stresses that the proven system of 
innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

Or. it
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Amendment 274
Cornelia Ernst, Elie Hoarau, Jürgen Klute, Gabriele Zimmer, Helmut Scholz, Marie-
Christine Vergiat, Patrick Le Hyaric

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to 
be upgraded; stresses that the proven 
system of innovation clusters and 
competition for funding needs to be 
developed further;

22. Calls for maintaining of Objective 2 
(Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment) through its horizontal 
nature; stresses that the proven system of 
innovation clusters needs to be developed 
further;

Or. en

Amendment 275
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22

Motion for a resolution Amendment

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
upgraded; stresses that the proven system 
of innovation clusters and competition for 
funding needs to be developed further;

22. Calls for Objective 2 (Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment), which 
is based on a cross-cutting approach, to be 
maintained; stresses that the proven 
system of innovation clusters and 
competition for funding needs to be 
developed further;

Or. en

Amendment 276
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 22 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

22a. Calls to ensure that more developed 
regions are able to modernise their social 
and economic capital and to address 
specific pockets of deprivation and of lack 
of economic development;

Or. en

Amendment 277
Sophie Auconie, Jan Olbrycht, Maurice Ponga, Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid, 
Philippe Boulland, Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou, Elisabeth Morin-Chartier

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE 
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-
cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

deleted

Or. fr

Amendment 278
Elisabeth Schroedter, François Alfonsi, Karima Delli

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE 
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
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of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-
cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

Or. en

Amendment 279
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE 
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-
cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

deleted

Or. cs

Amendment 280
Franz Obermayr

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE 
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-
cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
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this intermediate category;

Or. de

Amendment 281
Alain Cadec, Jean-Luc Bennahmias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-
cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

23. Calls for the establishment of a 
specific arrangement for regions with per 
capita GDP between 75% and 90% of the 
EU average, in the form of a new 
intermediate category, or at least a 
specific arrangement within Objective 2 
enabling these regions to enjoy 
appropriate treatment; considers that this 
specific arrangement, being funded from 
the savings expected to result from several 
regions leaving Objective 1, should be 
budget-neutral, but should on no account 
lead to a cut in funding for regions 
currently eligible for Objective 2;

Or. fr

Amendment 282
Georgios Stavrakakis, Constanze Angela Krehl, Derek Vaughan

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-

23. Calls for a transitional objective for
the support of regions coming out of the 
Convergence objective and for regions 
with a GDP per capita between 75% and 
90% to replace the current phasing-out
and phasing-in system, thus creating a 
fair system which reflects the negative 
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cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

impacts of the economic crisis; Believes 
that such a system will guarantee truly 
equal treatment between regions and will 
enhance the release of the endogenous 
development potential of all EU regions;

Or. en

Amendment 283
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut, Veronica Lope Fontagné

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new
funding category based on GDP/PE 
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-
cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

23. Takes the view that, in order to meet 
their development needs, it is necessary to 
introduce a new intermediate category of 
regions that have exceeded the eligibility 
threshold for the convergence objective 
but have not yet reached full 
competitiveness; asks that attention also 
be given to the special situation of regions 
that cease to be covered by the 
convergence objective for the first time;

Or. es

Amendment 284
Patrice Tirolien, Estelle Grelier, Luís Paulo Alves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 23

Motion for a resolution Amendment

23. Takes the view that a general new 
funding category based on GDP/PE
between the 75% and 90% rates would be 
at odds with the tried and tested principles 
of EU cohesion policy (to support the 
weakest and pool the inherent potential of 
the wealthier regions, taking a cross-

23. Calls for the creation of a new 
intermediate category for regions with a 
GDP between 75% and 90% of the EU 
average; the purpose of this system would 
be to limit the threshold effect observed at 
75% of Community GDP (the current 
eligibility threshold between the 
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cutting approach), and therefore rejects 
this intermediate category;

Convergence Objective and the Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment 
objectives) and to guarantee equal 
treatment between these regions;  it would 
seek to take account of the difficulties 
faced both by the regions which in 2013 
will for the first time no longer be covered 
by the Convergence Objective, and by 
those which, while eligible for the 
Regional Competitiveness and 
Employment Objective during the current 
programming period, are still facing 
structural socio-economic difficulties 
owing to the implementation of the 
Europe 2020 Strategy and are affected by 
internal regional disparities; the creation 
of this category should not penalise 
regions currently benefiting from the 
Convergence Objective or the Regional 
Competitiveness and Employment 
Objective, or which are currently in the 
phasing in or phasing out stage;

Or. fr


