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Amendment 1
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and 
territorial cohesion, Small and Medium 
Size Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role 
to play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that the economic and 
fiscal crisis has had a dramatic impact on 
the position and perspectives of many 
SMEs, and that there is an urgent need for 
access to financing;

2. Points out that Small and Medium Size 
Enterprises (SMEs) will have a crucial role 
to play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives by strengthening economic 
growth, social and territorial cohesion; 
underlines that the economic and fiscal 
crisis has had a dramatic impact on the 
position and perspectives of many SMEs, 
and therefore there is an urgent need for 
simplifying the rules at national and 
European level in order to facilitate better
access to financing;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Dimitar Stoyanov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and territorial 
cohesion, Small and Medium Size 
Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role to 
play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that the economic and 
fiscal crisis has had a dramatic impact on 
the position and perspectives of many 
SMEs, and that there is an urgent need for 
access to financing;

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and territorial 
cohesion, Small and Medium Size 
Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role to 
play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that the economic and 
fiscal crisis has had a damaging impact on 
the position and perspectives of many 
SMEs, making them extremely 
vulnerable, so that there is an urgent need 
for access to financing;

Or. bg
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Amendment 3
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and territorial 
cohesion, Small and Medium Size
Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role to 
play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that the economic and 
fiscal crisis has had a dramatic impact on 
the position and perspectives of many 
SMEs, and that there is an urgent need for 
access to financing;

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and territorial 
cohesion, Small and Medium Size 
Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role to 
play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that the economic and 
fiscal crisis has had a dramatic impact on 
the position and perspectives of many 
SMEs, and that there is an urgent need for 
access to financing, particularly in the 
case of SMEs which have recently started 
operating, SMEs set up by young people 
and by women, and SMEs from rural 
areas;

Or. ro

Amendment 4
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and territorial 
cohesion, Small and Medium Size 
Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role to 
play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that the economic and 
fiscal crisis has had a dramatic impact on 
the position and perspectives of many 
SMEs, and that there is an urgent need 
for access to financing;

2. Points out that by strengthening 
economic growth and social and territorial 
cohesion, Small and Medium Size 
Enterprises (SMEs) have a crucial role to 
play in the efforts to reach the EU 2020 
objectives; notes that cohesion policy is 
particularly useful for tackling in an 
efficient way the situations pinpointed by 
the Commission concerning the needs 
States must address in order to support 
the technological change needed to boost 
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competitiveness;

Or. es

Amendment 5
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Supports the Commission’s objective of 
supporting a transition towards a 
sustainable economy that is less carbon-
dependent, with a view to greater ensuing 
long-term competitiveness; stresses the 
contribution cohesion policy makes in this 
field;

Or. es

Amendment 6
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Supports likewise the Commission’s 
plans to develop the social economy, 
bearing in mind its weight in the EU 
economy now; recalls also in this regard 
the contributions made by the European 
Social Fund and the European Regional 
Development Fund;

Or. es

Amendment 7
Ana Miranda
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU's 
most effective instruments for creating 
growth and jobs, increasing 
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs;

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU's 
most effective instruments for creating 
growth and jobs, increasing 
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs; and offer 
employment to unprotected vulnerable 
groups such as youth, women and 
migrants;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Dimitar Stoyanov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU’s 
most effective instruments for creating 
growth and jobs, increasing 
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs;

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU’s 
most effective instruments for creating 
more growth and increasing the 
employment rate among the resident 
population, with a view to increasing
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs;

Or. bg

Amendment 9
Ramona Nicole Mănescu
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU's 
most effective instruments for creating 
growth and jobs, increasing 
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs;

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU's 
most effective instruments for creating 
growth and jobs, increasing 
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs; calls on the 
Member States to encourage the 
development and the competitiveness of 
the different types of SMEs and address 
their particular needs through specific 
measures that are best suited;

Or. en

Amendment 10
Nuno Teixeira

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
and Cohesion Funds are among the EU’s 
most effective instruments for creating 
growth and jobs, increasing 
competitiveness of the European economy 
and supporting SMEs;

3. Calls on the European Council to 
preserve the cohesion policy budget for the 
next programming period, as the Structural 
Funds are among the EU’s most effective 
instruments for creating growth and jobs, 
increasing competitiveness of the European 
economy and supporting SMEs;

Or. pt

Amendment 11
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova, Phil Bennion
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Underlines the contribution of ERDF 
and CF to the development and 
improvement of transport, energy, 
environmental and broadband 
infrastructure and thus to the creation of 
a favourable businesses environment, 
encouragement of investments and 
strengthened competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Highlights the need to promote 
entrepreneurship and increase the 
support given to SMEs, recognising the 
key role they play in fostering economic 
competitiveness;

Or. ro

Amendment 13
Nuno Teixeira

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Points to the necessary 
complementarity between the Horizon 
2020 programme and the role of cohesion 
policy in relation to promoting the 
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competitiveness of SMEs and their 
contribution to the smart growth 
objective;

Or. pt

Amendment 14
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova, Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Believes that for the long-term 
competitiveness of European SMEs an 
approach based on sustainable and 
resource efficient economy is necessary 
and recognizes the need for increased 
support for R&D&I; highlights the role of 
the Structural Funds' support for 
technological, organizational and 
industrial innovation;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Ana Miranda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Underlines the need for better 
coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
directly addressing SMEs; points out that 
existing initiatives and financial 
instruments for SME support should be 
more coherent, and should complement 
each other; stresses the need to reduce 
fragmentation, and to consolidate financial 
support schemes for SMEs, in order to 

4. Underlines the need for better 
coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
directly addressing SMEs; points out that 
existing initiatives and financial 
instruments for SME support should be 
more coherent, and should complement 
each other; stresses the need to reduce 
fragmentation, and to consolidate financial 
support schemes for SMEs, in order to 
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ensure greater pooling and coordination of 
resources at European, regional and 
national levels;

ensure greater pooling and coordination of 
resources at European, local, regional and 
national levels; emphasizes that 
competitiveness will also be increased if 
investments and aid for SMEs are adapted 
to regional diversity, in particular the 
diversity of languages across regions;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Underlines the need for better 
coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
directly addressing SMEs; points out that 
existing initiatives and financial 
instruments for SME support should be 
more coherent, and should complement 
each other; stresses the need to reduce 
fragmentation, and to consolidate 
financial support schemes for SMEs, in 
order to ensure greater pooling and 
coordination of resources at European, 
regional and national levels;

4. Underlines the need for better 
coordination of aid for research and 
innovation, as well as for greater 
coordination and synergy in general 
between different European, national and 
regional policies directly addressing SMEs; 
points out that existing initiatives and 
financial instruments for SME support 
should be more coherent, and should 
complement each other; stresses the need 
to consolidate financial support schemes 
for SMEs, in order to ensure greater 
pooling and coordination of resources at 
European, regional and national levels;

Or. es

Amendment 17
Nuno Teixeira

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Underlines the need for better 4. Underlines the need for better 
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coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
directly addressing SMEs; points out that 
existing initiatives and financial 
instruments for SME support should be 
more coherent, and should complement 
each other; stresses the need to reduce 
fragmentation, and to consolidate financial 
support schemes for SMEs, in order to 
ensure greater pooling and coordination of 
resources at European, regional and 
national levels;

coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
and financing instruments directly 
addressing SMEs; points out that existing 
initiatives and financial instruments for 
SME support should be more coherent, and 
should complement each other; stresses the 
need to reduce fragmentation, and to 
consolidate financial support schemes for 
SMEs, in order to ensure greater pooling 
and coordination of resources at European, 
regional and national levels; calls for 
dialogue with the European Investment 
Bank Group and the European 
Investment Fund to be stepped up in order 
to explore the possibility of helping to 
improve access to financing for micro-
enterprises and small and medium-sized 
enterprises, particularly in the European 
Union's outermost regions, where 
geographical and structural constraints 
and the strong impact of the economic 
crisis are seriously hampering 
competitiveness and efforts to promote 
employment; further highlights the 
importance, in these regions, of providing 
support for joint actions undertaken by 
training centres and enterprises to develop 
entrepreneurship;

Or. pt

Amendment 18
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Underlines the need for better 
coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
directly addressing SMEs; points out that 
existing initiatives and financial 
instruments for SME support should be 

4. Underlines the need for better 
coordination and synergy between different 
European, national and regional polices 
directly addressing SMEs; points out that 
existing initiatives and financial 
instruments for SME support should be 
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more coherent, and should complement 
each other; stresses the need to reduce 
fragmentation, and to consolidate financial 
support schemes for SMEs, in order to 
ensure greater pooling and coordination of 
resources at European, regional and 
national levels;

more coherent, and should complement 
each other; stresses the need to reduce 
fragmentation, to promote and to 
consolidate financial support schemes for 
SMEs and facilitate access by closer 
monitoring, in order to ensure greater 
pooling and coordination of resources at 
European, regional and national levels;

Or. fr

Amendment 19
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Underlines that the potential of the 
financial engineering instruments should 
be further developed so to allow 
respectively the development of qualitative 
strategic projects and the participation of 
private actors, especially SMEs, and 
capitals into European projects. Their 
current under-utilisation due to their 
excessive complexity makes the debate on 
their governance very urgent;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Nuno Teixeira

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Takes the view that the objective of 
financing for SMEs through the ERDF is 
to boost competitiveness in all regions of 
the European Union so as to achieve 
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economic, social and territorial 
development in line with the cohesion 
policy's objectives; notes, however, that in 
the case of the outermost regions, owing 
to their economic and social situation, 
financing should also be guaranteed for 
all enterprises located in such an 
outermost region, even if they are not 
categorised as an SME;

Or. pt

Amendment 21
Ana Miranda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, as well as significant 
differences between the provisions applied 
respectively by managing authorities and 
intermediate bodies, should be avoided;

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees, loans and 
utilizing the advantages offered by 
electronic administration also underlines 
that complex administrative procedures, as 
well as significant differences between the 
provisions applied respectively by 
managing authorities and intermediate 
bodies, should be avoided;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Monika Smolková

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans at 
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underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, as well as significant 
differences between the provisions applied 
respectively by managing authorities and 
intermediate bodies, should be avoided;

low interest rates, and underlines that 
complex administrative procedures, as well 
as significant differences between the 
provisions applied respectively by 
managing authorities and intermediate 
bodies, should be avoided

Or. sk

Amendment 23
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, as well as significant 
differences between the provisions applied 
respectively by managing authorities and 
intermediate bodies, should be avoided;

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures should be avoided, through an 
on-going process of simplification, and by 
avoiding significant differences between 
the provisions applied respectively by 
managing authorities and intermediate 
bodies;

Or. ro

Amendment 24
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, as well as significant 
differences between the provisions applied 

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, especially at national level, as 
well as significant differences between the 
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respectively by managing authorities and 
intermediate bodies, should be avoided;

provisions applied respectively by 
managing authorities and intermediate 
bodies, should be avoided;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Stresses that the Structural Funds should 
continue to provide financing to SMEs by 
means of equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, as well as significant 
differences between the provisions applied 
respectively by managing authorities and 
intermediate bodies, should be avoided;

5. Notes that the economic and fiscal 
crisis has had a dramatic impact on the 
situation and perspectives of many SMEs, 
and that there is an urgent need for 
access to financing; stresses that the 
Structural Funds should continue to 
provide financing to SMEs by means of 
equity, guarantees and loans, and 
underlines that complex administrative 
procedures, as well as significant 
differences between the provisions applied 
respectively by managing authorities and 
intermediate bodies, should be avoided;

Or. es

Amendment 26
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova, Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Calls on Member States at the 
appropriate level to introduce e-
governance solutions and to work towards 
the creation of single points of contact for 
information on the funding opportunities 
for SMEs in order to facilitate their access 
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to finance;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Underlines that the Structural Funds, 
and in particular the ERDF, are an 
important instrument in supporting 
innovative SMEs in terms of their 
competitiveness and especially their 
internationalisation and stresses that 
eligibility should therefore be interpreted 
here as broadly as possible; calls on the 
regions to make use of the opportunities 
which the regulations will afford them in 
their operational programmes;

Or. de

Amendment 28
Monika Smolková

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Emphasises the need to apply equal 
financial incentives for the creation of 
new jobs with respect to both large 
enterprises and SMEs;

Or. sk
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Amendment 29
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Stresses that, in terms of supporting 
SMEs, the efficient implementation of 
cohesion policy largely depends on how it 
is conceived, and that it is therefore 
crucial to involve local and regional 
authorities at an early stage in shaping 
and implementing operational 
programmes for the next programming 
period;

Or. ro

Amendment 30
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Suggests that national and EU policies 
take specific account of the services 
sector, and particularly the consolidation 
and integration of services in the 
manufacturing sector;

Or. es

Amendment 31
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Calls on the Commission in particular 
to clarify the state support schemes, 
especially for SMEs, operating under 
cross-border cooperation programmes;

Or. fr

Amendment 32
Rosa Estaràs Ferragut

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5b. Asks that regional specificities be 
taken into account when devising 
different initiatives, in that SMEs 
comprise the basic economic structure, 
giving particular thought to regions and 
territories with special geo-demographic 
territorial features, such as islands, 
mountainous regions and sparsely 
populated regions, as well as those 
regions affected by a singular and 
profound structural change;

Or. es

Amendment 33
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova, Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply where 
appropriate, at their respective levels, 
instruments for impact assessment, for 
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competitiveness proofing, fitness checks
and SME tests, in order to guarantee the 
policies’ overall effectiveness.

measuring administrative burdens and 
SME tests, in order to guarantee the 
policies‘ overall effectiveness and to avoid 
negative impacts on SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Ana Miranda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 
competitiveness proofing, fitness checks 
and SME tests, in order to guarantee the 
policies’ overall effectiveness.

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 
competitiveness proofing, fitness checks 
and SME tests, in order to guarantee the 
policies’ overall effectiveness; calls on the 
European Commission to include support 
for the creation of SME joint ventures 
between regions of the Member States in 
the new programmes for territorial 
cooperation.

Or. en

Amendment 35
Monika Smolková

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 
competitiveness proofing, fitness checks 
and SME tests, in order to guarantee the 

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 
competitiveness proofing, fitness checks,
SME tests and Directive 2011/7/EU of the 
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policies’ overall effectiveness. European Parliament and of the Council 
of 16 February 2011 on combating late 
payment in commercial transactions, in 
order to guarantee the policies’ overall 
effectiveness.

Or. sk

Amendment 36
Ramona Nicole Mănescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 
competitiveness proofing, fitness checks 
and SME tests, in order to guarantee the 
policies’ overall effectiveness.

6. Calls on Member States and on regional 
and local authorities to apply, on their 
respective levels, the instruments promoted 
by the Commission, such as 
competitiveness proofing, fitness checks 
and SME tests, in order to guarantee the 
policies’ overall effectiveness; underlines 
that higher investments both in financial 
assistance and training should be ensured 
towards national and regional 
administrations to increase the capacities 
and knowledge of rules by authorities in 
charge of Programmes;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova, Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Points out that European Territorial 
Cooperation programmes support 
networking, knowledge and know-how 
exchange activities between organisations 
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in different European regions and could 
be a useful instrument for creating new 
business opportunities;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Calls on the Commission essentially 
to refrain from amending the definition of 
SME, apart from necessary adjustments 
for inflation and other variable economic 
factors and transitional measures to 
eliminate potential obstacles to growth;

Or. de

Amendment 39
Filiz Hakaeva Hyusmenova, Phil Bennion

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Considers that Structural Funds, and 
in particular ESF, play an important role 
for the acquisition of knowledge and 
skills, networking and exchange of good 
practices; believes that investments in 
human capital and cooperation projects 
make a major contribution to 
strengthening European SMEs' 
competitiveness;

Or. en
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Amendment 40
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Underlines the proven importance of 
offering advice to SMEs in order properly 
to exploit their potential and capacity for 
innovation, not least in terms of access to 
the internal and third-country markets, 
and supports the Enterprise Europe 
Network (EEN);

Or. de

Amendment 41
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. Considers, however, that greater 
effort should be made to inform SMEs of 
the existence of this advisory service; 
believes that the proposed budget for 
promoting SMEs is not sufficient, in view 
of the high expectations of the network 
held by the Commission;

Or. de

Amendment 42
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 d (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

6 d. Considers that the services of the 
Enterprise Europe Network should focus 
on the actual requirements of SMEs and 
therefore believes that SME associations 
should be more closely involved in the 
management of the network;

Or. de

Amendment 43
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 e. Calls on the Commission to create 
new structures only after conducting a 
review of funding and an inventory of 
available advisory services in the Member 
States and a proper analysis of their 
effectiveness, as well as any proven need 
for creating new structures, in order to 
avoid duplication;

Or. de

Amendment 44
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 f. Points out that new EU activity such 
as this must have proven added value over 
existing instruments; believes that such 
added value can be found where there is 
geographic or substantive market failure 
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(‘blank spots’) or where representation of 
the EU’s trade policy interests or 
collecting information for a market access 
database is concerned;

Or. de

Amendment 45
Hermann Winkler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 g. Considers that local business 
connections should always be 
safeguarded when offering advice to 
SMEs and that the service should be 
provided directly to enterprises in familiar 
regional surroundings, particularly when 
market access in third countries is 
concerned; believes that the EEN should 
look for competent partners in third 
countries which fit into the network and 
will be able to benefit from information 
held in an EU market access database.

Or. de


