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Amendment 1
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Citation 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regards to the provisions of 
Article 174, third paragraph, TFEU 
which stress the necessity to pay 
particular attention to the needs of 
territories with permanent geographic and 
demographic handicaps such as islands, 
mountains, and sparsely-populated areas,

Or. en

Amendment 2
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Citation 1 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Article 175 TFEU 
which stresses that the formulation and 
implementation of the Union's policies 
and actions and the implementation of the 
internal market shall take into account 
the objectives set out in Article 174 and 
shall contribute to their achievement,

Or. en

Amendment 3
Maurice Ponga, Maria do Céu Patrão Neves

Motion for a resolution
Citation 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to Article 107(3) (a) and – having regard to Article 107(3) (a) and 
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(c) TFEU, which provide for the eligibility 
for regional State aid to promote the 
economic development of certain 
disadvantaged areas in the European 
Union,

(c) TFEU, which provide for the eligibility 
for regional State aid to promote the 
economic development of areas where the 
standard of living is abnormally low or 
where there is serious underemployment, 
and of the regions referred to in Article 
349, in view of their structural, economic 
and social situation,

Or. en

Amendment 4
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Citation 2 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to Article 349 TFEU 
which takes into account the remoteness, 
insularity, small size, difficult topography 
and climate, economic dependence on a 
few products of the outermost regions and 
allows the European instutions to adopt 
specific measures aimed, in particular, at 
laying down the conditions of application 
of the Treaties to those regions, including 
common policies,

Or. en

Amendment 5
Francesca Barracciu

Motion for a resolution
Citation 4 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to its resolution of 3 July 
2012 on Evolution of EU macro-regional 
strategies: present practice and future 
prospects, especially in the 
Mediterranean1,
––––––––––––––––––––––––––––
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1 Texts adopted P7_TA(2012)0269.

Or. en

Amendment 6
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Citation 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the Opinion of the 
European Economic and Social 
Committee INT/653 of 26 March 2013 on 
the internal market and state aid for the 
regions,

Or. en

Amendment 7
Maurice Ponga, Maria do Céu Patrão Neves

Motion for a resolution
Citation 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the decision of the 
Commission , C(2012) 7542 final, in the 
case SA 33243 Jornal de Madeira,

Or. en

Amendment 8
Manfred Weber, Richard Seeber

Motion for a resolution
Citation 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to point 57 of the 
European Council Conclusions on the 
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Multiannual Financial Framework from 
7/8 February 2013 – Regional Aid1,
––––––––––––––––––––––––––
1 EUCO 37/13, 08.02.2013, p.22.

Or. en

Amendment 9
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Citation 8 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard the Communication of the 
Commission of 1998 to the Member States 
on the links between regional and 
competition policy – reinforcing 
concentration and mutual consistency
(COM(98)0673),

Or. en

Amendment 10
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Citation 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

– having regard to the judgment of the 
European Union Court of Justice in Joint 
Cases T-443/08, T-455/08T, 
Mitteldeutsche Flughafen and Flughafen 
Leipzig/Halle v Commission,

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 11
Elisabeth Schroedter
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Motion for a resolution
Citation 11 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

- having regard to the Communication 
from the Commission on “Think Small 
First”- A “Small Business Act” for 
Europe, (COM(2008)0394),

Or. en

Amendment 12
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Recital B

Motion for a resolution Amendment

B. whereas the legal basis for the new 
proposals, as stipulated by Article 109 
TFEU, provides only for consultation of 
Parliament, not the ordinary legislative 
procedure;

B. whereas the legal basis for the new 
proposals, as stipulated by Article 109 
TFEU, provides only for consultation of 
Parliament, not the ordinary legislative 
procedure; whereas Parliament has no say 
in the adoption of the guidelines on 
regional State aid for 2014-2020;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Recital D

Motion for a resolution Amendment

D. whereas the most common forms of 
State support schemes take the form of 
grants and subsidies, tax deductions, 
waivers, incentive awards, soft loans, 
guarantees, preferential borrowing rates, 
and equity participation granted by 

D. whereas the most common forms of 
State support schemes take the form of 
grants and subsidies, tax deductions, 
waivers, incentive awards, soft loans, 
guarantees, preferential borrowing rates, 
and equity participation granted by 
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national, regional and local government as 
well as by publicly controlled entities;

national, regional and local government as 
well as by publicly controlled entities and 
through an increasing number of forms 
of public-private partnership;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Manfred Weber, Oldřich Vlasák, Richard Seeber

Motion for a resolution
Recital E a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

E a. whereas, according to the 
Commission, the purpose of its Regional 
Aid Guidelines is to promote a competitive 
and coherent single market, while at the 
same time ensuring that the distortive 
effects of the aid are kept to a minimum;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas State aid should be better 
aligned with the targets set by the Lisbon 
European Council of March 2000, while 
at the same time complement the 
objectives of other EU policies, in 
particular the Cohesion Policy;

F. whereas State aid complements the 
objectives of other EU policies, in 
particular the Cohesion Policy;

Or. en
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Amendment 16
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Recital F

Motion for a resolution Amendment

F. whereas state aid should be better 
aligned with the targets set by the Lisbon 
European Council of March 2000, while 
at the same time complement the 
objectives of other EU policies, in 
particular the Cohesion Policy;

F. whereas state aid should seek balance 
with the objectives of other EU policies, in 
particular the Cohesion Policy;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Recital H

Motion for a resolution Amendment

H. whereas the existence of a mechanism 
that ensures effective implementation and 
application of EU State aid is one of the 
general ex-ante conditionalities provided 
for in the draft set of regulations on 
Cohesion Policy for 2014-2020;

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 18
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Recital K a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

K a. whereas the absence of any reference 
to Member States’ financial capacity may 
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further unlevel the playing field across 
the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Recital K a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

K a. whereas the absence of any reference 
to Member States’ financial capacity may 
further unlevel the playing field across 
the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, industrial growth and job 
creation; is, however, concerned about 
whether the State aid rules are coherent 
with the implementation of the European 
Structural and Investment Funds;

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, industrial growth and job 
creation; believes that the regional State 
aid is a key instrument to counter the 
effects of the crisis and to support regions 
facing difficulties; calls therefore for the 
Commission to maintain  the ceilings of 
the current scheme of State aid as well as  
the percentage of the population covered 
by this aid in order to better promote 
harmonious regional development;

Or. en
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Amendment 21
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, industrial growth and job
creation; is, however, concerned about 
whether the State aid rules are coherent 
with the implementation of the European 
Structural and Investment Funds;

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, helping to reduce regional 
imbalances and stimulating business 
competitiveness,  as well as fostering
growth and job creation; is, however, 
concerned about whether the State aid rules 
are coherent with the implementation of 
the European Structural and Investment 
Funds; in this regard, urges the 
Commission to ensure that SAM will be 
consistent with the proposed changes in 
the General Regulation on the Structural 
Funds and to prevent areas belonging to 
the same category and experiencing 
similar economic difficulties from being 
treated unequally;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, industrial growth and job 
creation; is, however, concerned about 

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, smart, sustainable and 
inclusive growth and job creation; is, 
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whether the State aid rules are coherent 
with the implementation of the European 
Structural and Investment Funds;

however, concerned about whether the 
State aid rules are coherent with the 
implementation of the European Structural 
and Investment Funds;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments are of key 
importance for promoting economic, social 
and territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, industrial growth and job 
creation; is, however, concerned about 
whether the State aid rules are coherent 
with the implementation of the European 
Structural and Investment Funds;

1. Takes the view that the implementation 
of both the Cohesion Policy and the rules 
on State support schemes to reinforce local 
and regional investments and public-
public partnerships are of key importance 
for promoting economic, social and 
territorial cohesion, regional and local 
development, industrial growth and job 
creation; is, however, concerned about 
whether the State aid rules are coherent 
with the implementation of the European 
Structural and Investment Funds;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

1 a. Recalls that achieving consistency 
between regional policy and competition 
policy has been largely recommended by 
the Commission inviting all EU 
institutions and Member States to share 
such responsibility when designing the 



AM\934687EN.doc 13/75 PE510.599v01-00

EN

various instruments in order to converge 
on the common goal of UE economic, 
social and territorial cohesion for a strong 
single market;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level;

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions and thus 
achieving harmonious and balanced 
development of the EU, and that the SAM 
process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; in this 
regard, insist on establishing real 
synergies between the two policies to 
eliminate any disturbing discrepancies 
and ensure maximum consistency of the 
two policies during the implementation; 
believes that the modernisation of 
competition rules must be based on 
understanding the impact of these rules at 
sub-national level;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Nuno Teixeira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
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the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level;

the less-developed regions and most 
disadvantaged areas, and that the SAM 
process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level , taking 
into account the specific and permanent 
handicaps of the most disadvantaged 
regions of the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level;

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, are 
absolutely vital to improve the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU and must 
allow these regions to attain the level of 
economic and social well-being achieved 
by other EU regions; believes that the 
modernisation of competition rules must be 
based on understanding the impact of these 
rules at sub-national level;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
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should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level;

should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level on one 
hand and prevent subsidy races of 
businesses on the other hand;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 
must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level;

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
especially the less-developed regions, and 
that the SAM process must reflect the 
objectives of cohesion throughout the EU; 
believes that the modernisation of 
competition rules must be based on 
understanding the impact of these rules at 
sub-national level;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
the less-developed regions, and that the 
SAM process must reflect the objectives of 
cohesion throughout the EU; believes that 
the modernisation of competition rules 

2. Highlights that the State aid rules, as 
well as the Cohesion Policy objectives, 
should lead to improving the situation of 
the regions, and that the SAM process must 
reflect the objectives of cohesion 
throughout the EU; believes that the 
modernisation of competition rules must be 
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must be based on understanding the impact 
of these rules at sub-national level;

based on understanding the impact of these 
rules at sub-national level;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 2 a (new) 

Motion for a resolution Amendment

2 a. Highlights that State aid granted to 
territories characterized by remoteness, 
substantial transport overcost, and 
market-size limitations is unlikely to result 
in market distortion, and that State aid 
rules should be adapted correspondingly, 
according to the principle of 
proportionality;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Welcomes the Commission’s aim in the 
SAM process to make the principles 
clearer, more straightforward and easier; 
takes the view that these principles should 
be both well coordinated with other EU 
policies and sufficiently clear, predictable 
and flexible to meet the needs of certain 
Member States and their regions facing a 
time of crisis and severe economic 
hardship; reiterates its recognition of the
role played by State aid in addressing the 
crisis; expresses its concern that the 
proposal, as published for consultation, is 
not sufficiently evidence-based and will go 
against the objective of simplification;

3. Welcomes the Commission’s aim in the 
SAM process to make the principles 
clearer, more straightforward and easier; 
takes the view that these principles should 
be both well coordinated with other EU 
policies and sufficiently clear, predictable 
and flexible to meet the needs of certain 
Member States and their regions facing a 
time of crisis and severe economic 
hardship; considers that given the current 
economic and social crisis, public 
investment is essential as part of an 
overall strategy for growth and 
employment; in this regard, reiterates the 
important role played by State aid in 
addressing the crisis; expresses its concern 
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that the proposal, as published for 
consultation, is not sufficiently evidence-
based and will go against the objective of 
simplification; asks the Commission to 
specify in the future regional State aid 
guidelines that the aid intensities laid 
down in these guidelines do not apply for 
public subsidies granted by Member 
States using ESF and ERDF resources 
which meet the compatibility 
requirements of the Services of General 
Economic Interest Decision or the 
Framework;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Welcomes the Commission’s aim in the 
SAM process to make the principles 
clearer, more straightforward and easier; 
takes the view that these principles should 
be both well coordinated with other EU 
policies and sufficiently clear, predictable 
and flexible to meet the needs of certain 
Member States and their regions facing a 
time of crisis and severe economic 
hardship; reiterates its recognition of the 
role played by State aid in addressing the 
crisis; expresses its concern that the 
proposal, as published for consultation, is 
not sufficiently evidence-based and will go 
against the objective of simplification;

3. Welcomes the Commission’s aim in the 
SAM process to make the principles 
clearer, more straightforward and easier; 
takes the view that these principles should 
be both well coordinated with other EU 
policies and sufficiently clear, predictable 
and flexible to meet the needs of certain 
Member States and their regions facing a 
time of crisis and severe economic 
hardship; reiterates its recognition of the 
role played by State aid in addressing the 
crisis; expresses its concern that the 
proposal, as published for consultation, is 
not sufficiently complementary to 
Cohesion Policy in particular in relation 
to the rules for preventing relocation and 
will go against the objective of 
simplification;

Or. en
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Amendment 34
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3. Welcomes the Commission’s aim in the 
SAM process to make the principles 
clearer, more straightforward and easier; 
takes the view that these principles should 
be both well coordinated with other EU 
policies and sufficiently clear, predictable 
and flexible to meet the needs of certain 
Member States and their regions facing a 
time of crisis and severe economic 
hardship; reiterates its recognition of the 
role played by State aid in addressing the 
crisis; expresses its concern that the 
proposal, as published for consultation, is 
not sufficiently evidence-based and will go 
against the objective of simplification;

3. Welcomes the Commission’s aim in the 
SAM process to make the principles 
clearer, more straightforward and easier; 
takes the view that these principles should 
be both well coordinated with other EU 
policies and sufficiently clear, predictable 
and flexible to meet the needs of certain 
Member States and their regions facing a 
time of crisis and severe economic 
hardship; reiterates its recognition of the 
role played by State aid in addressing the 
economic crisis; expresses its concern that 
the proposal, as published for consultation, 
is not sufficiently evidence-based and will 
go against the objective of simplification;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Michael Theurer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3 a. Recommends that the overall 
coverage ceiling of the ‘a’ and ‘c’ areas 
shall be set at 45 % instead of 42% of the 
EU-27 population for the period 2014-
2020;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 3 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3 a. Asks the Commission to confirm in 
the future regional State aid guidelines 
that the aid intensities laid down in these 
guidelines do not apply for public 
subsidies granted by Member States using 
ESF and ERDF resources which meet the 
compatibility requirements of the Services 
of General Economic Interest Decision or 
the Framework;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Michael Theurer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

3 b. Suggests that an extra coverage 
should be granted to border regions, so to 
prevent that the overall amount of 
regional State aid differs significantly in 
neighbouring border regions, as this 
could affect a border region's economy 
negatively;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
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intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in disadvantaged areas of 
the EU, necessary balance sheet 
adjustments in the private sector and 
economic uncertainty are undermining 
investments and access to finance,  thus 
increasing disparities across regions;
invites the Commission to introduce 
safeguards against the “deep pocket 
distortions” that may arise among 
Member States, like financial caps to be 
fine-tuned to the different fiscal capacities 
of Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the disadvantaged areas 
of the EU, necessary balance sheet 
adjustments in the private sector and 
economic uncertainty are undermining 
investments and access to finance, thus 
increasing disparities across regions;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Elisabeth Schroedter
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Nuno Teixeira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States in 
this context, calls the attention of the 
European Commission to the situation of 
outermost regions, taking into account 
their specific handicaps which shall not 
allow for a decrease of the additional aid 
intensity in favour of these Regions, 
namely through a clear guarantee that 
undertakings that perform a non financial 
activity are not excluded from state aid 
schemes when they fall under the 
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following categories of the NACE Rev. 2 
statistical classification of economic 
activities: undertakings whose principal 
activity falls under Section K ‘Financial 
and insurance activities’ or  undertakings 
that perform intra-group activities and 
whose principal activity falls under 
classes 70.10 ‘Activities of head offices’ or 
70.22 ‘Business and other management 
consultancy activities’; points out that, in 
the global context, the EU economy could 
be placed at a disadvantage relative to third 
countries benefitting from looser 
employment schemes or lower costs;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, but kept at 45,5% at least and 
that decreasing the aid intensity should be 
reconsidered, taking into account the 
political, economic and social as well as 
demographical situation in the Member 
States; asks the Commission to not only 
focus on regions having a low population 
density, but also on regions seeing a 
continuous reduction in population 
density as well as regions that have a high 
imbalance of working and non-working 
population due to the migration of 
younger inhabitants and calls on the 
Commission to create a new eligibility 
category if necessary; points out that, in 
the global context, the EU economy could 
be placed at a disadvantage relative to third 
countries benefitting from looser 
employment schemes or lower costs;
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Or. en

Amendment 43
Maurice Ponga, Maria do Céu Patrão Neves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; in 
this regard, calls on the Commission to 
clearly restate in its Guidelines the 
principles of non degressivity and non 
limitation in time for operating aids in the 
outermost regions due to their specific 
handicaps; points out that, in the global 
context, the EU economy could be placed 
at a disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs in particular in the 
outermost regions, which are neighbours 
to less developed countries;;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Richard Seeber

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
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intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
insists that the difference in aid intensity 
between all categories of regions and all 
sizes of companies should be limited to a 
maximum of 15%; points out that, in the 
global context, the EU economy could be 
placed at a disadvantage relative to third 
countries benefitting from looser 
employment schemes or lower costs;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Karin Kadenbach

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
insists that the difference in aid intensity 
between all categories of regions and all 
sizes of companies should be limited to a 
maximum of 15%; points out that, in the 
global context, the EU economy could be 
placed at a disadvantage relative to third 
countries benefitting from looser 
employment schemes or lower costs;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States as 
well as their natural, geographic and 
demographic handicaps; points out that, in 
the global context, the EU economy could 
be placed at a disadvantage relative to third 
countries benefitting from looser 
employment schemes or lower costs;

Or. en

Amendment 47
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
with less stringent employment schemes or 
lower cost structures;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 4

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs;

4. Takes the view that the geographical 
zoning of the new Guidelines on Regional 
State Aid 2014-2020 (RSAG) should not 
be reduced, and that decreasing the aid 
intensity should be reconsidered, taking 
into account the political, economic and 
social situation in the Member States; 
points out that, in the global context, the 
EU economy could be placed at a 
disadvantage relative to third countries 
benefitting from looser employment 
schemes or lower costs; is therefore of the 
opinion that the geographical zoning 
shoud not fall below 45.5% in order not to 
jeopardize the economic development of 
the regions;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 a. Stresses that as part of the wider 
modernisation process, regional State aid 
should be updated in line with the 
dynamics and pace of the post-crisis 
economy, which bring a need for greater 
flexibility when determining regional 
disadvantages; considers that, to that end, 
the selection of disadvantaged areas 
under Article 107(3)(c) TFEU exemption 
should not be conditioned by a mere 
mathematical subtraction of Article
107(3)(a) TFEU population from the total 
EU assisted population covered, but 
Member States should be allowed to use a 
broad set of parameters for determining 
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the actual regional disadvantages; 
reminds the Commission that in full line 
with the objectives of the Treaty, 
particular attention shall be paid not only 
to the disadvantages deriving from low 
population density, but also from the 
economic complexity of mountain and 
insular regions, from closeness to borders 
as well as from natural disasters;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 a. Believes that to take into account the 
specific situation of the outermost 
regions, as recognised in Article 
107(3)(a)TFEU, the Commission should 
provide them with at least the same level 
of aid they have been allocated under the 
current scheme, given the fact that their 
handicaps are structural and permanent 
in nature; believes thus that the maximum 
aid intensities applicable to regional 
investment in outermost regions should be 
kept unchanged; underlines that the non 
degressivity and non limitation in time for 
operating aids in the outermost regions is 
essential due to their remoteness from the 
EU's internal market, their proximity to 
other markets of less developed countries 
and their permanent constraints;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Patrice Tirolien
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 a. Suggests that in its zoning criteria, 
the Commission takes into account the 
natural, geographic or demographic 
handicaps faced by certain regions, 
including rural, mountain and island 
areas; points out that the zoning 
requirements are not always appropriate 
for all areas, in terms of the minimum size 
and extent of the zones, and that these 
areas can in particular often not meet the 
population requirements set out in the 
texts; calls therefore for these 
requirements to be relaxed either by 
setting more relevant population ceilings, 
or by applying these two criteria in 
different way;

Or. en

Amendment 52
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 a. Suggests that in its zoning criteria, 
the Commission takes into account the 
natural, geographic or demographic 
handicaps faced by certain regions, 
including rural, mountain and island 
areas; points out that the zoning 
requirements are not always appropriate 
for all areas, in terms of the minimum size 
and extent of the zones, and that these 
areas can in particular often not meet 
population requirements asked for; calls 
therefore for these requirements to be 
relaxed either by setting more adequate 
population ceilings, or by applying these 



AM\934687EN.doc 29/75 PE510.599v01-00

EN

two criteria more flexibly;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Giommaria Uggias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 a. Takes the view that State aid 
represents a legitimate compensation with 
respect to the handicap of insularity and 
that such condition should be considered 
as the sole criterion for the purposes of 
the territorial coverage of the Regional 
State Aid 2014 - 2020 in order to enable 
insular territories overcome their 
structural handicaps and to ensure the 
conditions for economic, social and 
territorial growth;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 b. Draws the Commission's attention to 
the specific situation of the outermost 
regions, recognised in Article 
107(3)(a)TFEU, and reiterates the need 
for a more flexible approach tailored to 
reflect their specific features; considers 
that outermost regions should be able to 
allocate operating aid to businesses and 
they should keep receiving the same level 
of aid they have traditionally been 
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allocated; considers that, as regards 
investment aid, the bonus to the outermost 
regions should be kept unchanged;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 b. Questions the relevance of the new 
RSA zoning, based on GDP and 
unemployment rate; suggests in particular 
that the zoning criteria also takes into 
account the natural, geographic and 
demographic handicaps faced by certain 
regions;

Or. en

Amendment 56
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

4 c. Takes the view that additionally to 
GDP, unemployment rates should also be 
taken into account as a new criterion for 
the eligibility of regions covered by State 
aid;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, 
similar to that for transition regions
under the Cohesion Policy, allowing them 
to cope with their new situation;

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, as 
well as regions severely hit by the crisis 
for which the public funding under 
Cohesion Policy and Regional State Aid 
might be the only source of investment,
allowing them to cope with their new 
situation;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, 
similar to that for transition regions under 
the Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

5. Insists that the new RSAG should not 
have a restrictive impact of new rules on 
investment and growth of regions as they 
move from the less developed to the more 
developed category; is aware that certain 
regions eligible for State aid under the 
current system risk not meeting the zoning 
criteria of the RSAG in the future period; 
believes that these regions should be 
eligible for a special "safety net" regime, 
similar to that for transition regions under 
the Cohesion Policy, allowing them to 
respond to their new situation; in this 
regard, finds it essential that all regions 
which were considered as “a” regions in 
2007-2013 period are treated as pre-
defined “c” regions in 2014-2020;
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Or. en

Amendment 59
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation; calls on the
Commission to ensure that regions 
designated  with the statistical effect 
status in 2007-2013 are eligible as "c" 
areas  or to ensure otherwise that regional 
state aid rules can still contribute to the 
ongoing process of economical 
development and recovery and growth in 
those regions in coherence with the 
position of the Committee of Regional 
Development as stated in the negotiation 
mandate;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 



AM\934687EN.doc 33/75 PE510.599v01-00

EN

regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation; believes thus that 
the new category for transition regions in 
cohesion policy should be fully reflected 
in the RSAG in the future period, in order 
to have a more consistent approach 
between cohesion and competition rules;

Or. en

Amendment 61
Riikka Manner

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation; supports, in the 
category of outermost, sparsely populated 
regions and islands the definition of 
sparse population at NUTS 2 level, in line 
with the cohesion policy special 
allocation;

Or. en
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Amendment 62
Francesca Barracciu, Andrea Cozzolino, Salvatore Caronna

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions as 
well as regions severely hit by the crisis 
for which the public funding under 
Cohesion Policy and regional State Aid 
might be the only source of investment, 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
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to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation; moreover, in the 
context of the competitiveness for EEA it 
undermines the possibilities to attract 
invesments to the EEA;

Or. en

Amendment 64
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period and will thus be suddenly 
excluded from the zoning scheme; 
believes that these regions should have a 
special safety regime, similar to that for 
transition regions under the Cohesion 
Policy, allowing them to cope with their 
new situation;

Or. en

Amendment 65
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
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regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation and to have a 
sustainable development;

Or. en

Amendment 66
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation;

5. Points out to the restrictive impact of 
new rules on investment and growth of 
regions as they move from the less 
developed to the more developed category; 
is aware that certain regions eligible for 
State aid under the current system will not 
meet the zoning criteria of the RSAG in the 
future period; believes that these regions 
should have a special safety regime, similar 
to that for transition regions under the 
Cohesion Policy, allowing them to cope 
with their new situation; highlights the 
need to prolong the transitional period for 
those regions until 2020;

Or. en

Amendment 67
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

5 a. Asks the Commission to ensure the 
possibility to increase the maximum aid 
intensity in former "a" areas including 
the "statistical effect regions 2007-2013" 
by up to 5 percentage points for the whole 
period 2014-2020;

Or. en

Amendment 68
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5 a. Calls for the geographical zoning to 
be harmonised with the Commission's 
new proposals for cohesion policy and in 
particular the creation of a new category 
of transition regions whose GDP is 
between 75% and 90% of the EU average, 
and proposes a simplified system, in 
which all transition regions would be 
considered as predefined areas covered by 
Article 107(3)(c)TFEU;

Or. en

Amendment 69
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5 a. Underlines the specific situation of 
border regions with highly differing aid 
rates and the potential of competition 
distortion which these differences can 
have; welcomes the Commission's 
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ambition to limit the distorting effects of 
State aid for competition; stresses the 
damaging economic impact that differing 
aid rates between regions of the less 
developed and the more developed 
category can have; underlines therefore 
the need to limit the difference between 
the less developed and the more developed 
category to 10%;

Or. en

Amendment 70
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5 b. Asks the Commission to ensure that 
regions adjacent to "a" areas of another 
country are provided with adequate 
provisions in order to preclude 
inappropriate and potentially harming 
differences in possible aid intensity;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5 c. Asks the Commission to foresee  the 
possibility to increase the maximum aid 
intensity allowed in "c" areas adjacent to 
an "a" area, so that the difference in aid 
intensity does not exceed 10 percentage 
points in order to preclude inappropriate 
differences in aid intensity in the same 
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country, but also in neighbouring 
countries;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 5 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

5 d. Asks the Commission to accordingly 
foresee  a maximum aid intensity in "c" 
areas including statistical effect regions 
for small enterprises of at least 35 
percentage points, for medium ones 25 
and for large ones at least 15 percentage 
points;

Or. en

Amendment 73
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016;

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; is of the opinion that using 
such data at a time of such rapid and 
dramatic economic disruption may be 
inappropriate, as it is not possible yet to 
measure accurately the territorial impact 
of this disruption; asks the Commission to 
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act on the basis of more recent and 
specific data available at local level;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016;

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016; at the same 
time invites the Commission to take into 
consideration the possibility to notify 
specific interventions under the regional 
derogations also outside the regional aid 
map to allow Member States to tackle the 
backlashes of the crisis which may arise 
throughout the programming period 
2014-2020, as well as the long term 
repercussions on the real economy of the 
natural disasters, which may remain 
invisible to the statistic database used for 
the ex ante mapping the assisted areas;

Or. en

Amendment 75
Kerstin Westphal

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016;

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016; asks the 
Commission to find solutions to avoid 
inappropriate differences in aid intensity 
in border regions, where "a" areas in one 
Member State adjoin to "c" areas in a 
neighbouring Member State, for example 
by assigning an additional specific 
allocation for these "c" areas concerned;

Or. en

Amendment 76
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016;

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016; asks the 
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Commission to extend the validity of the 
current regional map in case the new map 
cannot be approved in time, in order to 
avoid a gap;

Or. en

Amendment 77
Riikka Manner

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that the adverse economic 
situation is not yet reflected by the data for 
the 2008-2010 period, to be used by the 
Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016;

6. Highlights the role of State aid in 
economies which have been particularly 
hard hit by the crisis and for which the 
public funding under the Cohesion Policy 
might be the only source of investment; 
points out that although the adverse 
economic situation is not yet reflected by 
the data for the 2008-2009 period, to 
sustain conformity among the RSAG and 
the cohesion policy for the new 
programme term it is the period to be used 
by the Commission as a basis of State aid 
eligibility; welcomes the Commission’s 
intention to perform a mid-term review of 
the regional maps in 2016;

Or. en

Amendment 78
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 a. Highlights that “isolation” (i.e. low 
population density) is the only 
geographical disadvantage which is 
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relevant for the derogation under Article 
107(3)(c) TFEU; believes that 
geographical disadvantages such as 
insularity, closeness to the border and 
natural disasters should also be made 
relevant;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 a. Asks the Commission that the 
concerns by Head of Governments 
reflected in the European Council
Conclusions of 7-8 February 2013 on the 
MFF, by promising "special allocations" 
to some regions are reflected in the 
regional State aid guidelines as well;

Or. en

Amendment 80
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 a. Highlights that “isolation” (i.e. low 
population density) is the only 
geographical disadvantage which is 
relevant for the derogation under Article 
107(3)(c) TFEU; believes that 
geographical disadvantages such as 
insularity, closeness to the border and 
natural disasters should also be made 
relevant;
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Or. en

Amendment 81
Francesca Barracciu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 a. Calls the Commission to include all 
NUTS 2 level regions consisting solely of 
an island or of several islands in the list of 
‘predefined “c” areas’ covered by Article 
107(3)(c) TFEU;

Or. en

Amendment 82
Richard Seeber, Manfred Weber, Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 a. Recalls the position of the European 
Council who has instructed the 
Commission to ensure that the particular 
situation of regions bordering 
convergence regions is accommodated 
for; reminds the Commission that regions 
sharing common borders with regions 
from other Member States are most 
exposed to the economic developments 
brought about by the accession of new 
Member States; highlights therefore the 
importance of a balanced approach to the 
allocation of so-called 'a' and 'c' areas 
with a view to minimising the disparities 
in aid intensity between regions from 
different Member States sharing the same 
border;
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Or. en

Amendment 83
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the particular situation of regions, 
which are adjacent to less developed 
regions, is carefully addressed so as to 
prevent creation of isolated regions 
practically without State aid bordering 
two "a" regions;

Or. en

Amendment 84
Francesca Barracciu

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 b. Calls the Commission to authorise all 
NUTS 2 level regions consisting solely of 
an island or of several islands to 
implement operating aid to cover the 
additional costs of transport;

Or. en

Amendment 85
Richard Seeber, Manfred Weber, Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 6 b (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

6 b. Urges the Commission to prevent 
inappropriate differences in aid intensity 
at national borders, by providing Member 
States with regions adjacent to 'a' areas of 
another Member State with a specific 
allocation of 'c' coverage; takes the view 
that the specific allocation should be 
assigned to NUTS 3 regions or parts 
thereof, which border on an 'a' area of 
another Member State and are not 
predefined 'c' areas; considers that this 
allocation should, by way of derogation 
from the overall coverage ceiling, be 
assigned to the Member States in addition 
to the allocation of predefined and non-
predefined 'c' areas;

Or. en

Amendment 86
Riikka Manner

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General 
Block Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling;

Or. en

Amendment 87
Nuno Teixeira

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation; defends the 
inclusion of a new category in the GBER 
for aid schemes in favour of EU 
outermost regions that would take dully 
into account the state aid scheme under 
Article 107 (3) (a) TFUE, and 
consequently give full effect to Article 349
TFUE;

Or. en

Amendment 88
Maurice Ponga, Maria do Céu Patrão Neves

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation with, specifically, 
the inclusion of a new category  in the 
GBER for aid schemes in favour of the 
outermost regions;

Or. en
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Amendment 89
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation with, for instance, 
the inclusion of a new category in the 
GBER for aid schemes in favour of the 
outermost regions;

Or. en

Amendment 90
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

Or. en
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Amendment 91
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on 
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by concentrating 
aid where really needed, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation ;

Or. en

Amendment 92
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by acknowledging 
the role of large-scale aid, simplifying 
rules, increasing the de minimis ceiling, 
and extending the horizontal categories in 
the Enabling Regulation and the scope of 
the block exemption rules in the General 
Block Exemption Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 93
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling, and 
extending the horizontal categories in the 
Enabling Regulation and the scope of the 
block exemption rules in the General Block 
Exemption Regulation;

7. Believes that the application of State aid 
rules within Cohesion Policy programmes 
could be better achieved by focussing on
large-scale aid, simplifying rules, 
increasing the de minimis ceiling to EUR 
500.000, and extending the horizontal 
categories in the Enabling Regulation and 
the scope of the block exemption rules in 
the General Block Exemption Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 94
Giommaria Uggias

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7 a. Considers that an increase in the 
threshold for de minimis aid, with special 
reference to the agriculture, transport and 
fishery sectors can contribute to making 
island territories equally competitive with 
the mainland territories so as to reduce 
the gap between different levels of 
development among European regions 
and ensure their effective integration in 
the single market;

Or. en

Amendment 95
Tamás Deutsch

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

7 a. Regarding entry into force, the new 
guidelines should have been adopted by 
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early April 2013 at the latest in order to 
allow Member States to draw their 
regional aid map, have it approved by the 
Commission and design their new aid 
schemes applicable as of 1 January 2014; 
considers that, since it is obvious that the 
adoption of the new RAG will not take 
place earlier then this summer and the 
new Block Exemption Regulation is 
promised for November-December 2013, 
the prolongation of the present rules for a 
further at least 6 months is necessary;

Or. en

Amendment 96
Maria do Céu Patrão Neves, Maurice Ponga

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8

Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Reiterates its call on the Commission to 
provide for detailed criteria for 
distinguishing between important and less 
important State aid cases;

8. Reiterates its call on the Commission to 
provide for detailed criteria for 
distinguishing between important and less 
important State aid cases and to clarify its 
definition of State aids granted to 
outermost regions, since most of the aids 
or aid schemes do not distort competition 
and do not affect trade between Member 
States as specified in several decisions of 
the Commission, concerning among 
others, outermost regions (decision 
C(2012)7442 final);

Or. en

Amendment 97
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 8
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

8. Reiterates its call on the Commission to 
provide for detailed criteria for 
distinguishing between important and less 
important State aid cases;

8. Reiterates its call on the Commission to 
provide promptly for clear guidance for 
assessing what is State aid under the 
definition of Article 107 (1) TFEU and 
what is not, as well as for detailed criteria 
for distinguishing between important and 
less important State aid cases as 
announced in the SAM road map;

Or. en

Amendment 98
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Takes the view that application of the 
State aid rules within the Cohesion policy 
programmes in infrastructure projects 
exploited for economic activities, namely 
after the above-mentioned ruling of the 
Court of Justice in joint cases 
Mitteldeutsche Flughafen and Flughafen 
Leipzig/Halle v Commission, may lead to a 
greater administrative burden being 
imposed on local and regional authorities 
and/or their public entities; stresses that 
the implementation of these projects may 
be jeopardised by the demanding financial 
management rules, including the de-
commitment rules pertaining to the 
Cohesion Policy and the complaint 
practice in the State aid procedure;

9. Takes the view that application of the 
State aid rules within the Cohesion policy 
programmes in infrastructure projects 
exploited for economic activities may lead 
to a great administrative burden being 
imposed on local and regional authorities 
and/or their public entities;

Or. en

Amendment 99
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
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Paragraph 9

Motion for a resolution Amendment

9. Takes the view that application of the 
State aid rules within the Cohesion policy
programmes in infrastructure projects 
exploited for economic activities, namely 
after the above-mentioned ruling of the 
Court of Justice in joint cases 
Mitteldeutsche Flughafen and Flughafen 
Leipzig/Halle v Commission, may lead to 
a greater administrative burden being 
imposed on local and regional authorities 
and/or their public entities; stresses that the 
implementation of these projects may be 
jeopardised by the demanding financial
management rules, including the de 
commitment rules pertaining to the 
Cohesion Policy and the complaint practice 
in the State aid procedure;

9. Takes the view that in regards to the
ruling of the Court of Justice in joint cases 
Mitteldeutsche Flughafen and Flughafen 
Leipzig/Halle v Commission, it is 
important to guarantee a correct 
application of the State aid rules within 
the Cohesion policy programmes in 
infrastructure projects used for economic 
activities, so as to ensure that local and 
regional authorities and/or their public 
entities are not faced with any additional 
administrative burden; stresses that the 
implementation of these projects should 
not be jeopardised by the demanding 
financial management rules, including the 
de-commitment rules pertaining to the 
Cohesion Policy and the complaint practice 
in the State aid procedure;

Or. en

Amendment 100
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 10

Motion for a resolution Amendment

10. Reiterates its request for clarification 
on the assessment of the State aid granted 
under the Block Exemption Regulations by 
the Member States as this will present 
particular difficulties not only for SMEs 
but also for local and regional authorities 
and their entities under the Cohesion 
Policy programming for 2014-2020;

10. In order to ensure a simplified but 
consistent approach, reiterates its request 
for clarification on the assessment of the 
State aid granted under the Block 
Exemption Regulations by the Member 
States as this will present particular 
difficulties not only for SMEs but also for 
local and regional authorities and their 
entities under the Cohesion Policy 
programming for 2014-2020; stresses that 
simplification should not be achieved at 
the expenses of enforcement;
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Or. en

Amendment 101
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Highlights that the general ex-ante 
conditionality on State aid within the 
Cohesion Policy requires that the 
Commission applies a more pro-active 
approach to State aid cases, in particular if 
the size and scope of aid exempt from 
notification increases; endorses the Court 
of Auditors’ view that the Commission 
should raise awareness about the obligation 
to notify, promote best practices, provide 
targeted information on the different types 
of notification, and either provide for the 
publication of a regularly updated section 
addressing frequently asked questions on 
the Commission’ competition website or 
set up a help desk addressing questions 
regarding the interpretation of the 
guidelines;

11. Highlights that the general ex-ante 
conditionality on State aid within national 
schemes as well as the Cohesion Policy 
requires that the Commission applies a 
more pro-active approach to State aid 
cases, in particular if the size and scope of 
aid exempt from notification increases;
invites the Commission to introduce -
within ex ante conditionality - "financial 
caps" on the basis of the beneficiary 
population to be regularly assessed;
endorses the Court of Auditors’ view that 
the Commission should raise awareness 
about the obligation to notify, promote best 
practices, provide targeted information on 
the different types of notification, and 
either provide for the publication of a 
regularly updated section addressing 
frequently asked questions on the 
Commission’ competition website or set up 
a help desk addressing questions regarding 
the interpretation of the guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 102
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 11

Motion for a resolution Amendment

11. Highlights that the general ex-ante 11. Highlights that the general ex-ante 
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conditionality on State aid within the 
Cohesion Policy requires that the 
Commission applies a more pro-active 
approach to State aid cases, in particular if 
the size and scope of aid exempt from 
notification increases; endorses the Court 
of Auditors’ view that the Commission 
should raise awareness about the obligation 
to notify, promote best practices, provide 
targeted information on the different types 
of notification, and either provide for the 
publication of a regularly updated section 
addressing frequently asked questions on 
the Commission’ competition website or
set up a help desk addressing questions 
regarding the interpretation of the 
guidelines;

conditionality on State aid within the 
Cohesion Policy requires that the 
Commission applies a more pro-active 
approach to State aid cases, in particular if 
the size and scope of aid exempt from 
notification increases; endorses the Court 
of Auditors’ view that the Commission 
should raise awareness about the obligation 
to notify, promote best practices, provide 
targeted information on the different types 
of notification, provide for the publication 
of a regularly updated section addressing 
frequently asked questions on the 
Commission’ competition website and set 
up a help desk addressing questions 
regarding the interpretation of the 
guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 103
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Believes that the Member States should 
coordinate their activities with the 
Commission better, in terms of the quality 
and timeliness the information they are to 
submit and the notifications they are to
prepare; calls on the Member States to 
ensure the proper application of the State 
aid ex-ante conditionality under Cohesion 
Policy, and to provide better compliance 
with State aid rules at national level;

12. Believes that the Member States should 
coordinate their activities with the 
Commission better, in terms of the quality 
and timeliness the information they are to 
submit and the notifications they are to 
prepare;

Or. en

Amendment 104
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Believes that the Member States should 
coordinate their activities with the 
Commission better, in terms of the quality 
and timeliness the information they are to 
submit and the notifications they are to 
prepare; calls on the Member States to 
ensure the proper application of the State 
aid ex-ante conditionality under Cohesion 
Policy, and to provide better compliance 
with State aid rules at national level;

12. Believes that the Member States should 
coordinate their activities with the 
Commission better, in terms of the quality 
and timeliness the information they are to 
submit and the notifications they are to 
prepare; calls on the Member States to 
ensure the proper application of the State 
aid ex-ante conditionality under Cohesion 
Policy, and to provide better compliance 
with State aid rules at national level; in this 
respect the introduction of "financial 
caps" should be envisaged;

Or. en

Amendment 105
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 12

Motion for a resolution Amendment

12. Believes that the Member States should 
coordinate their activities with the 
Commission better, in terms of the quality 
and timeliness the information they are to 
submit and the notifications they are to 
prepare; calls on the Member States to 
ensure the proper application of the State 
aid ex-ante conditionality under Cohesion 
Policy, and to provide better compliance 
with State aid rules at national level;

12. Believes that the Member States and 
regions should coordinate their activities 
with the Commission better, in terms of the 
quality and timeliness the information they 
are to submit and the notifications they are 
to prepare; calls on the Member States to 
ensure the proper application of the State 
aid ex-ante conditionality under Cohesion 
Policy, and to provide better compliance 
with State aid rules at national level;

Or. en

Amendment 106
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 13
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

13. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to target their information 
campaigns regarding State aid rules 
specifically on regional and local bodies, 
many of which have only occasionally 
granted State aid and have therefore 
limited knowledge of the rules that apply to 
it; calls on the Commission to take this 
into consideration when assessing the ex-
ante conditionality that applies to State 
aid in Member States;

13. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to target their information 
campaigns regarding State aid rules 
specifically on regional and local bodies, 
many of which have only occasionally 
granted State aid and have therefore 
limited knowledge of the rules that apply to 
it;

Or. en

Amendment 107
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that certain, newly proposed 
rules in the draft RSAG for 2014-2020 –
such as counterfactual scenarios, clear 
evidence that the aid has an impact on the 
investment choice, or the condition that 
work on the project must not start before a 
decision to award aid is taken by public 
authorities – which the Commission would 
like to impose in the coming period – both 
on companies applying for incentives and 
on the Member States and their sub-
national government structures – go 
against the principle of simplification and 
‘debureaucratisation’ as promoted in the 
Cohesion Policy and other EU and 
national policies; reiterates that such rules 
may mean that certain projects will be 
excluded from investment aid;

14. Believes that certain, newly proposed 
rules in the draft RSAG for 2014-2020 –
such as counterfactual scenarios, clear 
evidence that the aid has an impact on the 
investment choice, or the condition that 
work on the project must not start before a 
decision to award aid is taken by public 
authorities – which the Commission would 
like to impose in the coming period – both 
on companies applying for incentives and 
on the Member States and their sub-
national government structures – will 
improve the capacity for selection of 
operations and the effectiveness of 
spending; recognises that such rules may 
mean that certain projects will be excluded 
from investment aid;

Or. en
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Amendment 108
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that certain, newly proposed 
rules in the draft RSAG for 2014-2020 –
such as counterfactual scenarios, clear 
evidence that the aid has an impact on the 
investment choice, or the condition that 
work on the project must not start before a 
decision to award aid is taken by public 
authorities – which the Commission would 
like to impose in the coming period – both 
on companies applying for incentives and 
on the Member States and their sub-
national government structures – go 
against the principle of simplification and 
‘debureaucratisation’ as promoted in the 
Cohesion Policy and other EU and national 
policies; reiterates that such rules may 
mean that certain projects will be excluded 
from investment aid;

14. Believes that certain, newly proposed 
rules in the draft RSAG for 2014-2020 –
such as counterfactual scenarios, clear 
evidence that the aid has an impact on the 
investment choice, or the condition that 
work on the project must not start before a 
decision to award aid is taken by public 
authorities – which the Commission would 
like to apply in the coming period – both 
on companies applying for incentives and 
on the Member States and their sub-
national government structures – should go 
hand in hand with the principle of 
simplification and ‘debureaucratisation’ as 
promoted in the Cohesion Policy and other 
EU and national policies; reiterates that 
such rules may mean that certain projects 
will be excluded from investment aid;

Or. en

Amendment 109
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14. Believes that certain, newly proposed 
rules in the draft RSAG for 2014-2020 –
such as counterfactual scenarios, clear 
evidence that the aid has an impact on the 
investment choice, or the condition that 
work on the project must not start before a 
decision to award aid is taken by public 
authorities – which the Commission would 
like to impose in the coming period – both 

14. Believes that certain, newly proposed 
rules in the draft RSAG for 2014-2020 –
such as counterfactual scenarios, clear 
evidence that the aid has an impact on the 
investment choice, or the condition that 
work on the project must not start before a 
decision to award aid is taken by public 
authorities – which the Commission would 
like to impose in the coming period – both 
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on companies applying for incentives and 
on the Member States and their sub-
national government structures – go against 
the principle of simplification and 
‘debureaucratisation’ as promoted in the 
Cohesion Policy and other EU and national 
policies; reiterates that such rules may 
mean that certain projects will be excluded 
from investment aid;

on companies applying for incentives and 
on the Member States and their sub-
national government structures – go against 
the principle of simplification and 
‘debureaucratisation’ as promoted in the 
Cohesion Policy and other EU and national 
policies; reiterates that such rules may 
mean that certain projects will be excluded 
from investment aid or will neveer get a 
chance to be commenced;

Or. en

Amendment 110
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 14 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

14 a. Is of the opinion that granting State 
aid according to the regional State aid 
scheme should indeed bring benefits to 
the regional development; calls on the 
Commission to keep administrative and 
legal constraints as transparency 
obligations as reasonable as possible in 
order to keeping administrative burden as 
low as possible and not to force 
enterprises to publish potentially harmful 
data;

Or. en

Amendment 111
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Stresses the importance of the rules for 15. Stresses the importance of the rules for 
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regional as sector-specific State aid for 
attracting foreign direct investment to the 
EU and its regions and for ensuring their 
global competitiveness;

regional as sector-specific State aid for 
attracting foreign direct investment to the 
EU and its regions and for ensuring their 
global competitiveness, helping thus to 
achieve economic, social and territorial 
cohesion;

Or. en

Amendment 112
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Stresses the importance of the rules for 
regional as sector-specific State aid for 
attracting foreign direct investment to the 
EU and its regions and for ensuring their 
global competitiveness;

15. Stresses the importance of clear and 
simple rules for regional as sector-specific 
State aid for attracting foreign direct 
investment to the EU and its regions and 
for ensuring their global competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 113
Oldřich Vlasák

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15. Stresses the importance of the rules for 
regional as sector-specific State aid for 
attracting foreign direct investment to the 
EU and its regions and for ensuring their 
global competitiveness;

15. Stresses the importance of the rules for 
regional as well as sector-specific State aid 
for attracting foreign direct investment to 
the EU and its regions and for ensuring 
their global competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 114
Francesca Barracciu
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Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15 a. Urges the Commission to adopt 
measures, such as an increase in the 
threshold for de minimis aid for islands, 
with special reference to the agriculture, 
transport and fishery sectors, that 
contribute to making island territories 
equally competitive with the mainland 
territories so as to reduce the gap between 
different levels of development among 
European regions and ensure their 
effective integration in the single market;

Or. en

Amendment 115
Jens Nilsson

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 15 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

15 a. Underlines the importance of State 
aid measures in regions with permanent 
handicaps and low population density, 
and thus considers that the possibility of 
State aid must continue to be allowed in 
cases where it is both necessary and 
appropriate in order to fight depopulation, 
create jobs and contribute to economic 
growth in Europe;

Or. en

Amendment 116
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of 
companies to other regions either within 
and outside the EU;

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is worth being considered given the 
lack of incentive effect for large 
enterprises as evidence suggests; recalls, 
however, that the presence of large 
undertakings is often key to the success of 
SMEs that benefit from clusters led by 
large companies and from their sub-
contracting activities;

Or. en

Amendment 117
Michael Theurer

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; remarks that enterprises 
which resemble SMEs in their structure 
such as family-owned businesses, do not 
necessarily correspond to the European 
Commission's definition of SMEs but are 
facing the same challenges and therefore 
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and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU;

should not be excluded from regional 
state aid; takes the view that the presence 
of large undertakings is often key to the 
success of SMEs that benefit from clusters 
led by large companies and from their sub-
contracting activities; underlines that such 
a decision may lead to job losses and 
reduced economic activity in the regions 
and to the relocation of companies to other 
regions either within and outside the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 118
Hermann Winkler

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU;

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU; therefore insists on not excluding 
large enterprises, from these regional 
State aid rules in the above mentioned 
"c" areas, especially not the ones relevant 
to the innovation potential of the region;

Or. en
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Amendment 119
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU;

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; reminds 
that the Commission itself recognised the 
knock-on effects and access to world 
markets brought by the investment of 
large companies; underlines that such a 
decision may lead to job losses and 
reduced economic activity in the regions 
and to the relocation of companies to other 
regions either within and outside the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 120
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
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contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU;

contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in 
dealing with the economic crisis; takes the 
view that the presence of large 
undertakings is often key to the success of 
SMEs that benefit from clusters led by 
large companies and from their sub-
contracting activities; underlines that such 
a decision may lead to job losses and 
reduced economic activity in the regions, 
decrease of regional competitiveness and 
attractiveness for foreign investment and 
to the relocation of companies to other 
regions either within and outside the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 121
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU;

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
companies from State aid rules in areas 
covered by Article 107(3)(c) TFEU is not 
justified given their contribution to 
employment, the supply-chains that they 
create with SMEs, their common 
involvement in research and development, 
and the role they play in the economic 
crisis; takes the view that the presence of 
large undertakings is often key to the 
success of SMEs that benefit from clusters 
led by large companies and from their sub-
contracting activities; underlines that such 
a decision may lead to job losses and 
reduced economic activity in the regions 
and to the relocation of companies to other 
regions either within and outside the EU;
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Or. en

Amendment 122
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU;

16. Is of the opinion that excluding large 
enterprises companies from State aid rules 
in areas covered by Article 107(3)(c) 
TFEU is not justified given their 
contribution to employment, the supply-
chains that they create with SMEs, their 
common involvement in research and 
development, and the role they play in the 
economic crisis; takes the view that the 
presence of large undertakings is often key 
to the success of SMEs that benefit from 
clusters led by large companies and from 
their sub-contracting activities; underlines 
that such a decision may lead to job losses 
and reduced economic activity in the 
regions and to the relocation of companies 
to other regions either within and outside 
the EU; takes therefore the view that those 
companies need to remain eligible for 
State aid;

Or. en

Amendment 123
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16 a. Recalls that the regulation and the 
definition concerning large enterprises 
companies should not applied in 
outermost regions;

Or. en
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Amendment 124
Nuno Teixeira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16 a. Considers that there is no need of an 
additional proof of existing structural 
problems in EU outermost regions since 
such problems derive from permanent 
handicaps of these regions that are also 
recognised by EU primary law; considers 
that the need of a regular assessment on 
the convenience of state aid in outermost 
regions would put at stake the security 
and predictability needed for investors 
and enterprises to seek market 
opportunities in these vulnerable regions 
and remembers that outermost regions 
have a special state aid scheme in Article 
107 (3) (a) TFEU that is based on such 
grounds;

Or. en

Amendment 125
Erminia Mazzoni

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16 a. Suggests that, in the context of the 
RAG, the provisions applicable to SMEs 
in “c” areas should also apply to “mid 
caps” (with up to 3 000 employees) as 
identified by the EIB;

Or. en
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Amendment 126
Nuno Teixeira

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 16 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

16 b. Calls on the Commission to clearly 
restate in the Guidelines on regional State 
aid 2014-2020, the principles of non-
degressivity and non-limitation in time for 
State aid in outermost regions covered by 
Article 107(3)(a) TFEU, and asks for a 
review of the State aid definition that 
takes into account the specific economic 
and structural situation of EU outermost 
regions;

Or. en

Amendment 127
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that the eligibility of large
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the number of 
jobs that could be created under the 
incentive, the quality of these jobs or the 
sustainability of the project; stresses that, 
in compliance with the principle of 
subsidiarity, decisions to determine which 
particular projects have the highest 
potential to achieve the objectives of EU 
policies should be left to the Member 
States, the regions concerned and local 
governments;

17. Believes that the eligibility of 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the number of 
jobs that could be created and saved under 
the incentive, the quality of these jobs and
the sustainability of the project; 
additionally, advocates that to eliminate 
the risk of relocation and guarantee that 
productive investment enhancing job and 
growth creation comes out of given State 
aid, the Commission should amend a 
safeguard clause which would oblige 
large enterprises to maintain investment 
and jobs created in the area where the aid 
was awarded for a period of 10 years, or 5 
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years in the case of SMEs; believes that in 
case of early relocation, the enterprise 
should be obliged to reimburse given aid; 
stresses that, in compliance with the 
principle of subsidiarity, decisions to 
determine which particular projects have 
the highest potential to achieve the 
objectives of EU policies should be left to 
the Member States, the regions concerned 
and local governments within the 
European framework;

Or. en

Amendment 128
Elisabeth Schroedter

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that the eligibility of large 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the number of 
jobs that could be created under the 
incentive, the quality of these jobs or the 
sustainability of the project; stresses that, 
in compliance with the principle of 
subsidiarity, decisions to determine which 
particular projects have the highest 
potential to achieve the objectives of EU 
policies should be left to the Member 
States, the regions concerned and local 
governments;

17. Believes that the eligibility of large 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not only on the basis of the 
size of the enterprise or the sector in which 
it operates but also on the basis of the 
number of jobs that could be created under 
the incentive, the quality and the 
sustainability of these jobs or the 
sustainability of the project as a whole 
including the long term effects for the 
development of the concerned region; 
stresses that, in compliance with the 
principle of subsidiarity, decisions to 
determine which particular projects have 
the highest potential to achieve the 
objectives of EU policies should be left to 
the Member States, the regions concerned 
and local governments;

Or. en
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Amendment 129
Younous Omarjee

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that the eligibility of large 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the number of 
jobs that could be created under the 
incentive, the quality of these jobs or the 
sustainability of the project; stresses that, 
in compliance with the principle of 
subsidiarity, decisions to determine which 
particular projects have the highest 
potential to achieve the objectives of EU 
policies should be left to the Member 
States, the regions concerned and local 
governments;

17. Believes that the eligibility of large 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the number of 
jobs that could be created under the 
incentive, the quality of these jobs, the 
sustainability of the project, and the 
project's contribution to social cohesion; 
stresses that, in compliance with the 
principle of subsidiarity, decisions to 
determine which particular projects have 
the highest potential to achieve the 
objectives of EU policies should be left to 
the Member States, the regions concerned 
and local governments;

Or. en

Amendment 130
Wojciech Michał Olejniczak

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17. Believes that the eligibility of large 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the number of
jobs that could be created under the 
incentive, the quality of these jobs or the 
sustainability of the project; stresses that, 
in compliance with the principle of 
subsidiarity, decisions to determine which 
particular projects have the highest 

17. Believes that the eligibility of large 
enterprises for State aid incentives should 
be determined not on the basis of the size 
of the enterprise or the sector in which it 
operates but on the basis of the credibly 
estimated number of jobs that could be 
created under the incentive, the quality of 
these jobs or the sustainability of the 
project; stresses that, in compliance with 
the principle of subsidiarity, decisions to 
determine which particular projects have 
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potential to achieve the objectives of EU 
policies should be left to the Member 
States, the regions concerned and local 
governments;

the highest potential to achieve the 
objectives of EU policies should be left to 
the Member States, the regions concerned 
and local governments;

Or. en

Amendment 131
Francesca Barracciu, Salvatore Caronna, Andrea Cozzolino

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 a. Stresses that regional State aid must 
be fine-tuned to ensure it does not 
encourage businesses to move or relocate, 
in "subsidy races" caused by high 
differentials in aid in neighbouring and 
bordering regions which fragment the 
single market; highlights that such 
negative externalities may affect regions 
sharing a land or maritime border as well 
as proximity areas;

Or. en

Amendment 132
Joachim Zeller

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 a. Welcomes the obligation for 
companies to leave investments and jobs 
throughout 10 years in the region where 
the State aid was granted in order to 
impede relocations to regions with higher 
aid rates;

Or. en
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Amendment 133
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 a. Emphasizes the importance of 
maintaining the maximum aid intensity 
level of the period 2007 - 2013 for the 
outermost regions; stresses that the 
notification procedures should be 
simplified and the ceiling of exemptions 
of notifications should be raised for 
beneficiaries in the outermost regions;

Or. en

Amendment 134
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 a. Calls on the Commission to raise the 
current threshold for the definition of 
small and medium enterprises (SMEs); 
asks, accordingly the Commission to 
create, as it has already agreed for the 
agri-food industry, a new category of mid-
sized enterprises, employing between 250 
and 750 workers and with a turnover of 
under EUR 200 million, located between 
SMEs and large enterprises, in order to 
promote the development of our SMEs; 
considers that the Commission should 
also launch a discussion on taking 
account of mid-cap enterprises (MCEs) 
formed by SMEs that have grown and 
employing between 250 and 5 000 
workers, and that mid-sized enterprises 
and MCEs should receive appropriate 
rates of aid, which are higher than those 
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for large enterprises and lower than those 
for SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 135
Mojca Kleva Kekuš

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 a (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 a. Calls on the Commission to raise the 
current threshold for the definition of 
small and medium enterprises (SMEs); 
asks, accordingly, the Commission to 
create, as it has already agreed for the 
agri-food industry, a new category of mid-
sized enterprises, employing between 250 
and 750 workers and with a turnover of 
under EUR 200 million, located between 
SMEs and large enterprises, in order to 
promote the development of our SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 136
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 b. Stresses the importance of extending 
the ban of relocation for companies that 
received State aid;

Or. en
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Amendment 137
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 b (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 b. Notes the risks of relocation, both 
within and outside the European Union, 
which are very real for the regions as a 
result of the ban on aid to large 
enterprises, and that such businesses 
could decide to leave the areas covered by 
Article 107(3)(c) TFEU for areas covered 
by Article 107(3)(a) TFEU or for non-EU 
States if aid levels and rates were to fall;

Or. en

Amendment 138
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 c (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 c. Welcomes the safeguard clause 
proposed by the European Commission 
which would oblige large companies to 
maintain the investment and the jobs 
created in the area where the aid was 
awarded for a period of 5 years, or 3 years 
in the case of SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment 139
Marie-Thérèse Sanchez-Schmid

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 c (new)
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Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 c. Requests an appropriate treatment 
for mountain areas and border areas to 
simplify the rules on state aid for cross-
border projects and to reduce the gap of 
aid intensity between two border regions;

Or. en

Amendment 140
Patrice Tirolien

Motion for a resolution
Paragraph 17 d (new)

Motion for a resolution Amendment

17 d. Suggests the inclusion of a clause on 
the full recovery of aid, modelled on 
Article 57 of the current General 
Regulation of the Structural Funds, 
which would apply during the five years 
following the grant of the aid if the nature 
of the co-financed operation or the 
conditions for implementing it were 
affected, if the operation were to confer 
an undue advantage on a firm or public 
body, if the ownership of an item of 
infrastructure were to change or if a 
productive activity were to cease; 
considers that the Member States and the 
Commission should ensure that 
undertakings which are or have been 
subject to a procedure of recovery 
following the transfer of a productive 
activity within a Member State or to 
another Member State do not benefit from 
a contribution from the Structural Funds;

Or. en


