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Amendment 1
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU's cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the Community's 
largest source of investment;

1. Highlights that the EU's cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the Community's 
largest source of investment providing 
targeted assistance for addressing priority 
needs and lacking behind areas with 
growth potential both in public and 
private sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the 
Community’s largest source of investment;

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy, is the Community’s 
largest source of investment in the real 
economy and offers remarkable leverage 
for public and private investments, 
including at regional and local level;

Or. fr

Amendment 3
Derek Vaughan, Mojca Kleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU's cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the 
Community's largest source of 
investment;

1. Highlights that, with the current low 
levels of growth and high levels of 
unemployment across the EU, the support 
given by cohesion policy is integral to 
improving the economic growth and 
competitiveness of Member States and 
their regions; recognises that research 
and innovation investment is also vital to 
sustainable growth;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Dimitar Stoyanov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the 
Community’s largest source of investment;

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the 
Community’s largest source of investment; 
believes that the EU’s cohesion policy 
should be used by Member States to 
attract further investment in the fields of 
infrastructure, innovation and scientific 
and social initiatives;

Or. bg

Amendment 5
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU's cohesion policy 1. Highlights that the EU's cohesion policy 
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makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the Community's 
largest source of investment;

makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the Community's 
largest source of investment to strengthen 
economic, social and territorial cohesion 
by reducing regional disparities and to 
deliver the Union strategy for smart, 
sustainable and inclusive growth;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the 
Community’s largest source of investment;

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the EU budget’s
largest source of investment;

Or. fr

Amendment 7
Juozas Imbrasas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and is the 
Community’s largest source of investment;

1. Highlights that the EU’s cohesion policy 
makes an important contribution to the 
European economy and competitiveness 
and is the Community’s largest source of 
investment;

Or. lt
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Amendment 8
Franck Proust

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European 
countries, large firms generate a 
substantive part of the business sector 
value added, and insists that for 
geographically targeted support, the size 
of the enterprise should not matter as the 
only criterion should be the quality and 
required sustainability of the project;

deleted

Or. fr

Amendment 9
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European 
countries, large firms generate a 
substantive part of the business sector 
value added, and insists that for 
geographically targeted support, the size of 
the enterprise should not matter as the only 
criterion should be the quality and required 
sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in the European Union, 
large firms are responsible for 42.3 % of 
business sector value added, 32.6 % of 
persons employed and more than 50 % of 
total exports, although they represent a 
small share of the business 
population, and insists that for 
geographically targeted support, the size of 
the enterprise should not matter as the only 
criterion should be the quality and required 
sustainability of the project;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Ramona Nicole Mănescu
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, bringing 
knowledge transfer within the EU and its 
regions; Reminds that through their 
supply chains and the labour mobility 
created and also due to the fact that they 
introduce best practices in innovation 
management, large enterprises have a 
positive effect on the EU's 
competitiveness; Insists that for 
geographically targeted support, the size of 
the enterprise should not matter as the only 
criterion should be the quality and required 
sustainability of the project;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, however 
concludes that about 20.8 million small
and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) 
create over 87.46 million working places
in the EU; recognises that the average 
height of subsidies for creating a new 
working place in SMEs is ten points less 
than in big companies, as shown by 
implementation reports on Structural 
funds; therefore supports the Commission 
proposals on the package of the Future of 
Cohesion Policy to concentrate the ERDF 
on enhancing the competitiveness of 
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SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists 
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists 
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the main criteria should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project. 
Nevertheless, these criteria should be 
reconciled with the potential offered by 
small and medium-sized enterprises in 
terms of job creation, diversification and 
economic flexibility, and this is what the 
cohesion policy is currently doing;

Or. es

Amendment 13
Derek Vaughan, Mojca Kleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European 
countries, large firms generate a 
substantive part of the business sector 
value added, and insists that for 
geographically targeted support, the size 
of the enterprise should not matter as the 
only criterion should be the quality and 
required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that while the contribution of
large firms to the EU's economy is 
significant, growth at local level is often 
sustained by SMEs and social enterprises 
and cohesion policy funding must be 
delivered through a strong multi-level 
governance approach to ensure that SMEs
and social enterprises fulfil their potential 
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and continue to make a valuable 
contribution to EU competitiveness.

Or. en

Amendment 14
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists 
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not 
matter as the only criterion should be the 
quality and required sustainability of the 
project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, but at the 
same time notes the importance of 
upholding the quality and the viability of 
small and medium businesses, for the 
sake of creating jobs, strengthening 
competitiveness and maintaining their 
contribution to European economic 
recovery and attraction of investments;

Or. el

Amendment 15
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
SMEs, along with large firms, generate a 
substantive part of the business sector 
value added, and suggests that for 
geographically targeted support, the size of 
the enterprise should not be the only 
criterion as the most relevant criterion
should be the quality and required 
sustainability of the project;
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Or. fr

Amendment 16
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
although large firms generate a substantive 
part of the business sector value added, 
SMEs represent the main driving force 
for economic growth, innovation, 
employment and social integration; 
believes that for geographically targeted 
support, the quality and sustainability of 
the project should be the main criteria;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists 
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists 
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not be the 
only criterion as the quality and required 
sustainability of the project is also a 
relevant criterion;

Or. fr
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Amendment 18
Juozas Imbrasas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
large firms generate a substantive part of 
the business sector value added, and insists 
that for geographically targeted support, 
the size of the enterprise should not matter 
as the only criterion should be the quality 
and required sustainability of the project;

2. Stresses that in most European countries, 
industrial undertakings and large firms 
generate a substantive part of the business 
sector value added, and insists that for 
geographically targeted support, the size of 
the enterprise should not matter as the only 
criterion should be the quality and required
sustainability of the project;

Or. lt

Amendment 19
Franck Proust

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Stresses the key role played by 
geographically targeted support in the 
success of a territorial development 
strategy; thus considers it essential that 
all kinds of businesses benefit from such 
support; recalls, however, that cohesion 
policy mainly targets SMEs as an asset in 
harmonious regional planning and 
diversification of the local economy;

Or. fr

Amendment 20
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Underlines that a discriminatory 
approach towards large enterprises could 
impede innovation and reduce the 
competitiveness of other EU companies, 
SMEs in particular, cutting them from 
vital global partnerships in collaborative 
innovation and reducing their access to 
advanced technology.  

Or. en

Amendment 21
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Calls on the Commission and Member 
States to come up with specific 
measures in order to support all 
businesses which create jobs in line with 
EU 2020, national and regional 
development strategies and also to ensure 
that decisions for funding are based on 
quality of the project and its value for EU, 
national, regional and local strategies.

Or. en

Amendment 22
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 

3. Believes that in the world of global
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
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support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation 
capacities and where to transfer their 
knowhow;

support provides added value for 
European companies by increasing their 
competitiveness and promoting the idea of 
investment in the EU territories; considers 
that the structural funds must contribute 
to the implementation of a truly 
sustainable industrial policy for the 
globalisation era and promote, in 
particular, the emergence of major 
European champions who set global 
benchmarks;

Or. fr

Amendment 23
Iosif Matula, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation capacities 
and where to transfer their knowhow;

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation capacities 
and where to transfer their knowhow; 
acknowledges that investments from third 
countries can contribute to lessening the 
effects of the economic crisis and to 
achieving the objectives of the cohesion 
policy; stresses the importance of these 
investments for the regions that face 
difficulties, by creating jobs and attracting 
foreign investment;

Or. ro

Amendment 24
Derek Vaughan, Mojca Kleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation 
capacities and where to transfer their 
knowhow;

3. Recognises that the EU, as the world's 
largest trading bloc, has significant 
potential for investment and highlights 
the importance of ensuring that the EU 
remains a top target for future 
investment; highlights that through 
Cohesion Policy investment in 
infrastructure and labour-market skills 
the attractiveness for prospective investors 
is increased.

Or. en

Amendment 25
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation capacities 
and where to transfer their knowhow;

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation capacities 
and where to transfer their knowhow;
points out that the provision of business 
support services, financial engineering 
and technology transfer, is an additional 
contribution to the attractiveness of 
investing in Europe;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation 
capacities and where to transfer their 
knowhow;

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, EU support for the relocation 
of undertakings within the Union should 
be ruled out, also by fixing the durability 
of operations at 10 years, and pleads for a 
substantial lowering of the threshold for 
review of relocation investments including 
the exclusion of large enterprises from 
direct subsidies;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation capacities 
and where to transfer their knowhow;

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 
support is a key asset in attracting foreign 
investment insofar as it provides added 
value for companies when deciding in 
which world region to develop their 
operation capacities and where to transfer 
their knowhow;

Or. es

Amendment 28
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition, an option of cohesion policy 

3. Believes that in the world of global 
competition and growing 
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support provides added value for 
companies when deciding in which world 
region to develop their operation capacities 
and where to transfer their knowhow;

internationalisation of world trade, an 
option of cohesion policy support provides 
added value for companies when deciding 
in which world region to develop their 
operation capacities and where to transfer 
their knowhow;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Iosif Matula, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union’s less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages 
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies;

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union’s less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages 
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies; notes with regret that less 
developed regions of the EU are 
constantly losing their attractiveness to 
the detriment of third countries; it calls 
on the competent authorities to draft 
urgent measures aimed at maintaining 
the current investments and attracting 
new ones;

Or. ro

Amendment 30
Derek Vaughan, Mojca Kleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union's less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies;

4. Stresses that a strong, integrated 
regional policy brings numerous benefits 
to all EU regions; highlights the 
importance of a place-based approach to 
ensure that cohesion policy has an 
effective impact at local level; recognises 
that a multi-level approach to governance, 
with local community involvement at all 
stages, is essential to ensuring that 
investment is targeted towards addressing
the specific needs of each region. 
Recognises the potential of extending the 
scope of innovative financial instruments 
so that they are used to a greater effect
as an access to finance to complement 
traditional financing methods; highlights 
that a revolving nature of financial 
instruments and a flexible approach to 
integrating such instruments at regional 
level could lead to an increased focus on 
addressing region-specific territorial 
issues.

Or. en

Amendment 31
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union's less-developed regions is likely 
to increase, should they be able to offer 
competitive comparative advantages as 
well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union's less-developed regions is likely 
to increase, should they be able to offer 
competitive comparative advantages as 
well as firm sets of incentives particularly
with a highly-skilled workforce; therefore
requests the Commission to support the 
MS for adapting their training and 
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policies; education systems to ensure that  the 
workforces can adjust their skills to the 
labour-market needs of a more 
sustainable economy founded on 
competence-based training concepts;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union’s less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages 
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies;

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union’s less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages 
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies; especially regarding long-term 
investments, with the emphasis on 
infrastructure projects, including at the 
cross-border level;

Or. ro

Amendment 33
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 

4. Endorses the economic rationale of an
economic, social and territorial cohesion-
based development policy rooted in the 
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the Union’s less-developed regions is likely 
to increase, should they be able to offer
competitive comparative advantages as 
well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies;

logic that the progress of the Union’s less-
developed regions will benefit the whole of 
the EU, especially because this policy will 
enable the competitive comparative 
advantages of these regions to be 
developed; in this context requests the 
Commission to support Member States and 
regions to pursue their own investment 
incentives policies;

Or. fr

Amendment 34
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union’s less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages 
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies;

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union’s less-developed regions is 
likely to increase, should they be able to 
offer competitive comparative advantages 
as well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies, with flexible application of 
competition law and the State aid system;

Or. es

Amendment 35
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 4. Endorses the economic rationale of a 
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place-based development policy rooted in 
the fundamental logic that the interest of 
the Union's less-developed regions is likely 
to increase, should they be able to offer 
competitive comparative advantages as 
well as firm sets of incentives; in this 
context requests the Commission to 
support Member States and regions to 
pursue their own investment incentives 
policies;

local/regional place-based development 
policy rooted in the fundamental logic that 
the interest of the Union's less-developed 
regions is likely to increase, should they be 
able to offer competitive comparative 
advantages (adequate infrastructure, 
skilled human resources, etc.) as well as 
firm sets of incentives; in this context 
requests the Commission to support 
Member States and regions to pursue their 
own investment incentives policies;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and
would deny individual regions to remain 
fiscally competitive;

5. Underlines that public debt is one of the 
key concerns identified by companies 
investing in Europe; calls on the 
Commission and the Member States, in 
the context of the European Semester and 
European economic governance, to reflect 
and develop efforts in order to achieve a 
relative convergence of the different tax 
systems throughout the EU, thus enabling 
better economic integration and a 
deepening of the internal market 
conducive to increased investment;

Or. fr

Amendment 37
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5
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Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and 
would deny individual regions to remain 
fiscally competitive;

5. Underlines that high levels of public and 
private debt are among the key concerns 
identified by companies investing in 
Europe;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and 
would deny individual regions to remain 
fiscally competitive;

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe;

Or. el

Amendment 39
Iosif Matula, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
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debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and would 
deny individual regions to remain fiscally 
competitive;

debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and would 
deny individual regions to remain fiscally 
competitive; draws attention to the fact 
that the diversity of the fiscal systems in 
the Member States is the factor that 
reduces the attractiveness of investing in 
the EU;

Or. ro

Amendment 40
Derek Vaughan, Mojca Kleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and would 
deny individual regions to remain fiscally 
competitive;

5. Underlines that low demand, low 
growth, low skill levels, poor labour 
mobility and poor infrastructure are 
among key concerns for companies 
investing in Europe and recognises that 
Cohesion Policy targets and objectives are 
aimed at improving these issues to create 
a more attractive environment for 
investment;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Alain Cadec

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
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debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and would 
deny individual regions to remain fiscally 
competitive;

debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; believes 
that every effort should be made to 
coordinate corporation tax conditions in 
order to reduce tax competition among 
Member States and regions, without such 
coordination giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States;

Or. fr

Amendment 42
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and would 
deny individual regions to remain fiscally 
competitive;

5. Underlines that high taxes and public 
debt are among the key concerns identified 
by companies investing in Europe; would 
be particularly concerned by any effort to 
harmonise corporation tax conditions 
inevitably giving rise to higher fiscal 
burden in some Member States, and would 
deny more localised approach allowing
individual regions to remain fiscally 
competitive cultivating their local 
innovative and entrepreneurial potential;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Believes that a prerequisite for 
attracting investors is the existence of 
competitive infrastructures in the context 
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of the new challenges facing us; stresses 
that to maintain the growth of investments 
and implicitly of the European economy 
there is an ongoing need to modernise the 
infrastructures, and this is where the 
cohesion policy has a very important role
to play, especially in the case of the new 
Member States;

Or. ro

Amendment 44
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5b. Believes that besides the existence of a 
good infrastructure, the main premise of 
competitiveness and attractiveness of the 
regions is promoting research, innovation 
and technological development, and the 
availability of appropriate high-quality 
professional training programmes for 
people in the European regions;

Or. ro

Amendment 45
Iosif Matula, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 



AM\897576EN.doc 25/31 PE486.150v01-00

EN

investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe’s 
cities.

investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe’s 
cities; emphasises the importance of the 
integrated and durable development of 
multimode transport systems that increase 
the mobility level and stimulate economic 
growth.

Or. ro

Amendment 46
Elisabeth Schroedter

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale
investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe's 
cities.

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
they can contribute a great share to a low 
carbon economy; regards as essential, 
that cities should be recognised as 
essential partners to achieve the EU-
targets on climate protection, therefore 
underlines that the support through the 
ERDF should guarantee an integrated 
approach for sustainable urban 
development, which includes investments 
in renewable energy, energy efficiency, 
sustainable transport and social inclusion;
in order to enhance the liveability and in 
the same time to achieve competitiveness 
of Europe's cities.

Or. en

Amendment 47
Derek Vaughan, Mojca Kleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6



PE486.150v01-00 26/31 AM\897576EN.doc

EN

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of 
Europe's cities.

6. Recognises the increased focus on cities 
and urban areas as drivers for economic 
growth in the EU; emphasises that the 
EU's rural areas are also vital to 
economic development and urges that 
urban-rural links are improved through 
better integration of funding to enhance 
territorial development.

Or. en

Amendment 48
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale
investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe’s 
cities.

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide one of 
the attractions for investment in the EU; 
urges the Member States to provide 
investments for infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe’s 
cities, while ensuring that these 
investments are not detrimental to real 
territorial cohesion and balanced rural 
development.

Or. fr

Amendment 49
Dimitar Stoyanov
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure and
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe’s 
cities.

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure, innovation,
technology and social initiatives in order 
to enhance the liveability and 
competitiveness of Europe’s cities.

Or. bg

Amendment 50
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe's 
cities.

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe's 
cities whilst preserving and building upon 
their traditional virtues.

Or. en

Amendment 51
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its cities, and that 
major urban infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure and 
technology in order to enhance the 
liveability and competitiveness of Europe's 
cities.

6. Emphasises that the EU has an 
enormous strength in its regions, and that 
major infrastructure projects, and 
innovative business parks, provide the 
strongest appeal for investment; urges the 
Member States to provide large-scale 
investments in infrastructure, new 
technologies and R&D in order to enhance 
the liveability and competitiveness of 
Europe's regions.

Or. en

Amendment 52
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Believes that investments in transport, 
energy, broadband infrastructure, as well 
as in developing human capital, are 
crucial for attracting more 
environmentally friendly growth-
enhancing investments in order to achieve 
sustainable development in line with 
Europe 2020 objectives.

Or. en

Amendment 53
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Emphasises the necessity for research 
and education not only to be disseminated 
and implemented at the local level, but 
also to be produced at the local level. To 
this end it is necessary for there to be full 
utilisation of the human potential, of 
researchers and academic foundations at 
the local level, so as to attract both 
domestic investment and direct foreign 
investment. Also to be noted is the 
importance of the mobility of the human 
element: teachers, researchers and 
students. 

Or. el

Amendment 54
Iosif Matula, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Emphasises the need for horizontal 
and vertical coordination that would allow 
cities to collaborate with other levels of 
governance and to consolidate their 
cooperation by networking with other 
cities.

Or. ro

Amendment 55
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Believes that in the coming period, the
Member States and the regions should set 
their objectives in such a way as to 
prioritise the needs of investors and 
simultaneously to guarantee adequate and 
accessible funding, attributing a key role 
to the Structural Funds;

Or. ro

Amendment 56
Iosif Matula, Iuliu Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Believes that governance is needed, 
based on the empowerment of citizens, the 
participation of all relevant partners and 
the innovative use of share capital

Or. ro

Amendment 57
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Believes that underdeveloped regions 
should continue to benefit from 
substantial Community funding to provide 
investors with other local competitive 
advantages in addition to reduced labour 
costs; 

Or. ro
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Amendment 58
Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Notes the need for strengthening 
infrastructures so as to reinforce regional 
cohesion and the competitiveness of the 
regions; in this context it emphasises the 
importance of the Trans-European 
Transport Networks and the use of 
supplementary financial instruments such 
as project bonds and public-private sector 
partnerships.

Or. el

Amendment 59
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6c. Emphasises that reducing the 
administrative burden for financial 
operators plays an extremely important 
role in increasing the attractiveness of the 
regions, and it is necessary to impose and 
abide by specific minimum standards as 
regards services provided by local and 
regional public administrations 
throughout the European Union;

Or. ro


