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Amendment 1
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. Welcomes the Commission 
proposal for a Methane Strategy in 
seeking to reduce overall methane 
emissions within the EU; recalls that 
within a 20 year timespan, methane 
emissions are 86 times more potent than 
CO2 in terms of its effect on global 
warming, and that it contributes to 
tropospheric ozone formation, a potent 
local air pollutant, damaging crops, 
forests and other vegetation, affecting 
biodiversity and causing serious health 
problems;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. Stresses the need for the 
agricultural sector, with particular 
emphasis on the industrial livestock 
industry, to take responsibility for their 
contribution to the climate crisis by 
committing to concrete, sustained and 
binding measures to reduce their 
emissions of methane and other 
greenhouse gases;

Or. en
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Amendment 3
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. Stresses the important role of the 
agricultural sector in offering many 
solutions for tackling climate change and 
supporting the EU strategy to reduce and 
valorise methane emissions;

Or. fr

Amendment 4
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 a. Stresses that while methane 
emissions are falling in the EU they are 
rising globally; notes, therefore, that 
while we need to reduce our methane 
emissions, we cannot reduce our 
agricultural production, including 
livestock farming; stresses that such a 
reduction would be incompatible with the 
objective of ensuring European food 
security, and ineffective since we would 
continue to import the food we were no 
longer be able to produce in the EU;

Or. fr

Amendment 5
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 a. Regrets the failure of the previous 
efforts to decrease methane emissions in 
the agriculture sector, which is 
responsible for 53% of the EU’s methane 
emissions; recalls that from 2010 to 2018, 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector increased with 0.62% instead of 
decreasing;

Or. en

Amendment 6
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1 b. Calls on the Commission to set up 
a target on methane reduction within the 
agriculture sector by 2030;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Ivan David

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 

deleted
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measurement, reporting and verification 
of methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

Or. cs

Amendment 8
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Welcomes the Commission efforts 
to develop a more comprehensive EU 
monitoring framework for methane 
emissions in the agriculture sector, which 
will be of interest to encourage individual 
action within national frameworks; 
recalls that the existing monitoring system 
already allows us to take action, as Tier 2 
methodology is used for reporting and 
monitoring, e.g. to report under the NEC 
Directive;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Benoît Lutgen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector; supports the establishment of an 
international methane emissions 
observatory in which the Commission, in 
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partnership with the United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP), the 
Climate and Clean Air Coalition and the 
International Energy Agency (IEA), 
would be responsible for collecting, 
reconciling, verifying and publishing data 
on anthropogenic methane emissions;

Or. fr

Amendment 10
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector while taking into account the 
specific nature of enteric methane 
emissions linked to the valorisation of 
grass by ruminants and distinguishing 
short-cycle biogenic carbon from long-
cycle carbon from fossil resource 
extraction in the light of recent research;

Or. fr

Amendment 11
Carmen Avram, Attila Ara-Kovács, Adrian-Dragoş Benea, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De 
Castro, Clara Aguilera, Isabel Carvalhais, Ivo Hristov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions, especially in the 
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Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

agriculture sector, where the sources of 
methane emissions are often diffuse and 
make measurement, reporting and 
verification challenging; welcomes the 
European Commission's initiative to 
develop, in cooperation with international 
partners, an international emissions 
observatory; calls on the Commission, 
therefore, to improve the measurement, 
reporting and verification of methane 
emissions in the agricultural sector;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Sylvia Limmer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Points to the insignificant share of 
methane emissions from EU agriculture, 
as the EU accounts for only 5 % of global 
methane emissions, and therefore 
understands why there is no appropriate 
EU monitoring framework for methane 
emissions; calls on the Commission, 
therefore, to bring about an improvement 
in the measurement, reporting and 
verification of methane emissions in the 
agricultural sector without undue 
bureaucracy and costs for farmers;

Or. de

Amendment 13
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment
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1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector; encourages the Commission and 
Member States to support and apply 
available mitigation technologies and 
practices that have the potential to deliver 
emission reductions decoupled from 
production;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector, in which further disaggregation of 
emission factors and their determination 
on a scientific basis is required for all EU 
production systems before progress 
beyond level 2 approaches can be made;

Or. es

Amendment 15
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment
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1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU regulatory and 
monitoring framework for methane 
emissions; calls on the Commission, 
therefore, to put forward binding 
measures and emissions reduction targets 
covering all methane emissions, including 
those of the agricultural sector, and to 
improve the measurement, reporting and 
verification of methane emissions in the 
agricultural sector to track the progress 
towards these targets;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Notes the lack of a comprehensive 
EU monitoring framework for methane 
emissions; calls on the Commission, 
therefore, to improve the measurement, 
reporting and verification of methane 
emissions in the agricultural sector and 
provide greater incentives for farmers to 
achieve larger emission cuts;

Or. ro

Amendment 17
Petri Sarvamaa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
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measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector by taking full advantage of digital 
tools whilst avoiding unnecessary 
bureaucracy to farmers;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector without increasing the 
administrative burden for farmers;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions in all methane 
emitting sectors; calls on the Commission 
to improve the measurement, reporting and 
verification of methane emissions in all 
methane emitting sectors;

Or. de
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Amendment 20
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Regrets the lack of a 
comprehensive EU monitoring framework 
for methane emissions; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to improve the 
measurement, reporting and verification of 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector;

1. Notes the lack of a comprehensive 
EU monitoring framework for methane 
emissions; calls on the Commission, 
therefore, to improve the measurement, 
reporting and verification of methane 
emissions in the agricultural sector;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Carmen Avram, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Isabel Carvalhais, Ivo Hristov, 
Juozas Olekas, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Recalls that agriculture plays an 
important role in addressing climate 
change adaptation and mitigation; 
highlights that European agriculture is 
the only major system in the world that 
significantly reduced greenhouse gas 
emissions (GHG) since 1990 and that the 
emissions from EU agriculture are among 
the lowest worldwide; underlines that 
reducing European production to fight 
climate change runs the risk of exporting 
GHG emissions (“carbon leakage”) and 
accepting lower animal health and 
welfare standards, leading to a shift in 
production towards other parts of the 
world and to an abandonment of certain 
land upon which grazing is the only 
means of valorisation and which 
constitutes a rich source of biodiversity 
with environmental, social and economic 
repercussions on EU rural regions and 
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landscapes;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Recalls the significant impact of 
the agricultural sector on methane 
emissions, accounting for 53% of all 
anthropogenic methane emissions in the 
EU; underlines that this makes 
agriculture the largest single contributing 
sector to methane emissions in the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Ivan David

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Notes that prior to the introduction 
of mechanisation based on steam engines 
and internal combustion engines, many 
more herbivores were kept in the territory 
of today's Member States without any 
scientifically proven negative impact on 
the environment or the climate;

Or. cs

Amendment 24
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Alin Mituța
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Highlights that anthropogenic 
emissions make up 59% of all methane 
emissions; notes that agriculture accounts 
for 53% of the anthropogenic emissions, 
while 26% originates from waste and 19% 
from energy;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Notes that methane and other 
emissions are decreasing in Europe, while 
most methane emissions occur outside 
Europe;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Notes that biogenic methane is a 
short-lived gas that differs from carbon 
dioxide in its impact on global warming;

Or. en

Amendment 27
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Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Notes that methane in the 
agricultural sector has been reduced by 
22% since 1990;

Or. de

Amendment 28
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Isabel Carvalhais, 
Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Takes note of the scientific data 
provided by International Energy Agency 
and the European Environment Agency 
included in the Communication of the 
European Commission on an EU Strategy 
to reduce methane emissions, according 
to which both world and EU agriculture 
contributes to the anthropogenic methane 
emissions between 23 – 31%; underlines, 
however, that EU’s GHG emissions from 
European agriculture (including 
livestock) registered a reduction of 22.2% 
between 1990-20181a in the EU-28, due to 
the reductions in agricultural emissions of 
methane by 21% (enteric fermentation by 
22%, and manure management by 17%); 
notes in this regard that, since 2005, 
emissions from the European agriculture 
have not contributed to the increase of 
global warming1b;
_________________
1a EEA - https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-
and-maps/data/data-viewers/greenhouse-
gases-viewer
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1b Myles Allen “Measuring and reducing 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector” 
(https://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs
/2014_2019/plmrep/COMMITTEES/ENV
I/DV/2021/05-
26/Allen_ENVI_2021_EN.pdf)

Or. en

Amendment 29
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Jérémy Decerle, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Welcomes the Commission’s 
communication on an EU strategy to 
reduce methane emissions as a milestone 
in the governance of non-CO2 
greenhouse gases in the Union; Points 
out that methane emissions from 
agricultural production are part of a 
closed cycle that does not increase global 
stock of methane in the atmosphere as 
opposed to methane emissions from fossil 
fuels; therefore, consider that these two 
should not be accounted for in the same 
way;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Ivan David

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Notes that a number of the 
measures proposed as part of the 
amendment to the Strategic Plan 
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Regulation in the section relating to 
GAEC, as well as in the Farm to Fork 
Strategy and the Biodiversity 2030 
Strategy, such as the expansion of areas 
of wetland or farmland not in economic 
use, would lead to an increase in the 
amount of methane released into the air;

Or. cs

Amendment 31
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Regrets that unlike the waste and 
energy sectors whose methane emissions 
decreased slightly in the period of 2010 to 
2018, emissions from the agricultural 
sector increased; emphasizes that this 
demonstrates the failure of existing 
regulation to effectively address methane 
emissions from agriculture;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Notes that innovative technologies 
in the area of animal feed are promising, 
but in some cases have not yet been 
authorised for use;

Or. de
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Amendment 33
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Notes that the GWP100 emission 
accounting method significantly 
misrepresents the impact of biogenic 
methane on global temperature1a;
_________________
1a Allen, M.R., Shine, K.P., Fuglestvedt, 
J.S. et al. A solution to the 
misrepresentations of CO2-equivalent 
emissions of short-lived climate pollutants 
under ambitious mitigation. npj Clim 
Atmos Sci 1, 16 (2018). 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41612-018-0026-
8

Or. en

Amendment 34
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Isabel 
Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea, Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Calls on the European 
Commission to clarify the share 
contribution of EU agriculture to the 
EU's anthropogenic methane emissions, 
to differentiate this share to the world’s 
agriculture one and to estimate the 
contribution of the imported agri-food 
products to the EU anthropogenic 
methane emissions, through the EDGAR-
FOOD database;

Or. en



AM\1232904EN.docx 19/90 PE693.670v01-00

EN

Amendment 35
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Calls on Commission to adopt a 
model based on actual global warming 
impact rather than focusing on the 
counting of emission outputs, in line with 
the temperature based ambition within the 
Paris Agreement, and taking account of 
the difference between stock gas and flow 
gases;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Ivan David

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Recommends that the section of 
the Strategic Plan Regulation relating to 
the GAEC, as well as the Farm to Fork 
Strategy and the Biodiversity 2030 
Strategy, be reviewed with a view to 
eliminating proposals whose 
implementation would cause an increase 
in methane emissions to the air from 
wetlands and unmanaged farmland;

Or. cs

Amendment 37
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Stresses that the livestock farming 
is the world’s largest user of agricultural 
land, through grazing and the use of feed 
crops and has huge impact on climate 
change, soil and water pollution and loss 
of biodiversity in the EU and globally;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Notes that methane sources are 
diffuse and very variable across Member 
States;

Or. de

Amendment 39
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara 
Aguilera, Isabel Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 d. Emphasises that a significant 
share of global methane emissions in the 
agri-food sector originates outside of the 
EU; emphasizes the need for the EU to 
take the lead in exchanges of best 
practices with its third countries' trading 
partners with the aim to reduce methane 
emissions from agriculture, including, for 
example, through forestry-based 
initiatives;

Or. en
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Amendment 40
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1d. Notes that that represents a 
significant challenge as regards 
measurement, reporting and verification 
and must be taken into account when 
mitigation actions are disseminated and 
reported on;

Or. de

Amendment 41
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 d. Stresses that livestock sector 
accounts for around 16% of global 
anthropogenic GHG emissions, with 
methane holding the biggest share in the 
agricultural sector;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 d. Notes that the global warming 
impact of biogenic methane is neutral if 
emissions are reduced by 0.33% 
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annually1b;
_________________
1b John Lynch et al 2020. Demonstrating 
GWP*: a means of reporting warming-
equivalent emissions that captures the 
contrasting impacts of short- and long-
lived climate pollutants, Environmental 
Research Letters, Volume 15, Number 4 
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/
1748-9326/ab6d7e

Or. en

Amendment 43
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 e. Stresses that methane emissions in 
agriculture are primarily driven by 
livestock numbers, particularly ruminants 
such as cattle (for dairy and meat), sheep 
and goats, which are mainly associated 
with microbial activity in the digestive 
tracts of animals and manure 
management; notes that large livestock 
farms with more than 50 livestock units 
account for about 70% of agricultural 
methane emissions and 40% of total 
anthropogenic methane emissions in the 
EU; stresses that this demonstrates a need 
for concrete and binding measures 
targeting the industrial livestock industry;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, 
Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1 e. Calls for the definition of policies 
and measures to encourage and support 
improved climatic performance of 
agricultural and livestock production 
through reductions in methane emissions, 
in line with the principle of ensuring 
access for all population groups in 
Europe to healthy, safe and sufficient 
food;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 e. Acknowledges the need to 
establish an accurate baseline for 
agricultural emissions and the potential 
for a net global cooling effect due to 
reductions in methane emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1e. Notes that methane is a short-lived 
greenhouse gas;

Or. de
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Amendment 47
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Isabel Carvalhais, 
Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 f. Calls for regulatory measures 
based on national and regional 
specificities and production systems for 
emissions from agriculture and related 
land use as part of the “Fit for 55” 
package to ensure ambitious reductions in 
all GHG emissions in these sectors in the 
EU and also to address embedded land 
use emissions from imported feed and 
food; calls for harmonized calculation 
methods for methane and then a 
regulatory framework that incentivizes 
progressive reductions in methane 
emissions to deliver on climate objectives; 
reiterates that especially the methane 
reduction calculation should consider 
innovative feed additives and nutrition 
management plans, as well as innovative 
husbandry practices;

Or. en

Amendment 48
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 f. Calls for a shift away from 
intensive livestock farming practices 
associated with harmful environmental 
and animal welfare effects towards 
sustainable agriculture with reduced 
GHG emissions' footprints, including 
methane and nitrous oxide emissions, 
through promotion of shorter supply 
chains, plant-based diets and non-
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intensive farming practices;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1f. Notes that, because atmospheric 
methane is short-lived, constant methane 
emissions do not cause additional 
warming, but, rather, maintain the 
existing warming effect;

Or. de

Amendment 50
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 f. Urges the Commission to put in 
place an incentivise based system that 
rewards mitigating actions that reduce 
methane and lead to a cooling effect;

Or. en

Amendment 51
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1g. Notes that there is biogenic 
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methane and fossil methane and that a 
distinction is made between them in the 
Paris Agreement;

Or. de

Amendment 52
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1h. Notes that, with regard to 
methane, the IPCC’s Fifth Assessment 
Report gives different values for the 100-
year warming potential (GWP100) for 
biogenic methane (GWP100: 28) and 
fossil methane (GWP100: 30) and that the 
values are presented differently in the 
IPCC report;

Or. de

Amendment 53
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Isabel 
Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Urges the Commission to ensure 
positive synergies between climate 
regulation and the Industrial Emissions 
Directive in order to avoid double 
regulation;

2. Urges the Commission to ensure 
positive synergies between climate 
regulation and the Industrial Emissions 
Directive in order to avoid double 
regulation; welcomes the announcement 
of the European Commission to revise the 
Effort Sharing Regulation (ESR) in order 
to reflect the increased carbon reduction 
target through increased incentives to 
reduce methane emissions, for example 
through specific dedicated eco-schemes 
and carbon farming initiatives under the 
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new CAP;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Urges the Commission to ensure 
positive synergies between climate 
regulation and the Industrial Emissions 
Directive in order to avoid double 
regulation;

2. Urges the Commission to expand 
the scope of the Industrial Emissions 
Directive by including effective measure 
and targets to drastically curb greenhouse 
gas emissions from all industrial 
agriculture sources, including cattle-
rearing;

Or. en

Amendment 55
Sylvia Limmer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Urges the Commission to ensure 
positive synergies between climate 
regulation and the Industrial Emissions 
Directive in order to avoid double 
regulation;

2. Urges the Commission to ensure 
positive synergies between the Common 
Agricultural Policy (CAP) and the 
Industrial Emissions Directive in order to 
avoid double regulation;

Or. de

Amendment 56
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Urges the Commission to ensure 
positive synergies between climate 
regulation and the Industrial Emissions 
Directive in order to avoid double 
regulation;

2. Urges the Commission to open the 
Industrial Emissions Directive and NEC 
Directive in order to extend its scope to 
methane and better cover the agriculture 
sector;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Stresses that the coherence and 
consistency between the Farm to Fork 
Strategy and National Strategic Plans in 
the new CAP are crucial in the overall 
strategy to reduce the methane emissions, 
thus aiming to incentivise farmers for 
applying farming practices that contribute 
to the EU 2030 climate targets and 
the climate neutrality objective which 
should be achieved well before 2050, in 
full respect of animal welfare and 
biodiversity conservation and restoration;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Notes that although agriculture 
offers the second-highest overall 
methane-emission reduction potential of 
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any sector, its methane-emission sources 
are diffuse and therefore potentially 
difficult to monitor, report and verify;

Or. es

Amendment 59
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Underlines that methane and 
ammonia emissions are related to 
livestock farming and manure 
management, and that the Methane 
Strategy should be seen as a powerful tool 
to set synergistic measures which will 
reduce both methane and ammonia 
together;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Notes that using of CO2 equivalent 
is an inappropriate measure for methane 
emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 61
Anja Hazekamp
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Notes that as methane is a 
comparatively short-lived greenhouse gas, 
and considering the very short window 
mankind still has to limit global warming 
to maximum 1,5 degrees, a drastic 
reduction of methane is a very effective 
way to mitigate the climate crisis; stresses 
that every opportunity and possibility of 
reducing methane should fully be used in 
order to try and prevent the most dramatic 
consequences of anthropogenic climate 
warming;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 c. Underlines that a drastic reduction 
in the production and consumption of 
animals is the most cost-effective, quick 
and easy climate measure available and a 
change we cannot afford to waste;

Or. en

Amendment 63
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Isabel 
Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment
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3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Stresses the importance of 
recognizing the progress made by the 
agri-food sector to offset emissions and 
restore soil fertility; highlights that further 
research and investment in mitigation 
measures and technologies is of paramount 
importance; calls, in this regard, on the 
European Commission to develop and 
constantly update, in line with the latest 
state-of-the-art technologies, an inventory 
of best practices for the farming sector 
and in cooperation with farmers, 
stakeholders, Member States and local, 
regional and national authorities; 
supports the stimulating uptake of 
regenerative agriculture practices, 
improving also the access to technologies, 
data, training and information, and 
diversifying farmers’ income through 
payments for ecosystem services, thereby 
increasing their resilience; considers that 
there is great potential in adapting diet of 
and developing feed additives for ruminant 
and bovine species, which could reduce 
methane emissions without having 
negative effects on the livestock sector, 
while decreasing the dependence of 
imported plant proteins; underlines, in 
this regard, that the livestock sector not 
only has a great potential to help the EU 
successfully achieve its methane 
emissions' reduction targets, but also has 
a key role in preserving unique 
biodiversity functions;

Or. en

Amendment 64
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in technologies can contribute 
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technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

to reducing methane emissions from the 
agriculture sector; recalls that, as 
underlined in an IIASA study on 
methane1a, technical solutions only have 
limited impact for the agriculture sector 
and will not enable the EU to achieve 
neither the Paris Agreement objectives, 
nor carbon neutrality by 2050 and must 
be complemented with a shift in livestock 
farming practices; considers that technical 
solutions, such as adapting the diet of 
ruminant and bovine species, can help 
reduce methane emissions from the 
agriculture sector but that they must be 
founded on fact-based evidence and peer-
reviewed science, and should not 
negatively impact animal welfare nor 
incentivise large-scale industrial farming;

_________________
1a  According to the Commission’s 
consultant IIASA, the maximum technical 
potential –at any cost –could reduce EU 
methane emissions by only 62% from 
2005 to 2050, compared to a 42% 
reduction in the baseline - REFERENCE 
NEEDED 
http://pure.iiasa.ac.at/id/eprint/16324/1/H
%25C3%25B6glund-
Isaksson_2020_Environ._Res._Commun.
_2_025004.pdf

Or. en

Amendment 65
Sylvia Limmer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 

3. Highlights the fact that research 
and investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies for investigating climate 
change causes and consequences are 
important in order to enable reason-based 
decisions to be made that take due 
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which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

account of health, environmental 
protection, economic prosperity and the 
safeguarding of individual fundamental 
rights; considers that there is potential in 
adapting the diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector; points out that all new 
feed products should be assessed with 
regard to long-term animal welfare, meat 
quality and costs;

Or. de

Amendment 66
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector; highlights the roll of the 
AKIS agricultural advisory services in 
advising farmers on access to information 
and technologies with a view to reducing 
agricultural methane emissions;

Or. ro

Amendment 67
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is potential in adapting 
the diet of and developing feed additives 
for ruminant species; notes that the 
nutritional effects of feed additives must 
be taken into account and that, in 
addition to reducing methane emissions, 
negative effects on animal health must be 
ruled out; states that feed additives can 
reduce methane emissions to some extent, 
but that breeding methods can make an 
important contribution;

Or. de

Amendment 68
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector; highlights the need to 
screen all measures so as to establish 
whether they are compatible with the 
other objectives of a sustainable 
agricultural policy, such as, for instance, 
animal welfare;

Or. de

Amendment 69
Veronika Vrecionová
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies are useful; considers that 
there is a limited potential in adapting diet 
of and developing feed additives for 
ruminant and bovine species, which could 
reduce methane emissions without having 
negative effects on the livestock sector. Is 
concerned that some of these inventions 
(e.g. feeding livestock with grain instead 
of grass) will only result in methane lock-
ins with negative environmental (e.g. 
abandonment of pastures), social and 
economic consequences;

Or. en

Amendment 70
Emmanouil Fragkos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector; considers it necessary to 
step up research in this area so as to 
minimise the cost of the transition for 
farmers;

Or. el
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Amendment 71
Tom Vandenkendelaere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector; emphasizes in addition 
the opportunities of measures related to 
farm management, such as optimal 
rearing of young livestock which has the 
potential to reduce methane emissions at 
farm level;

Or. en

Amendment 72
Jan Huitema, Asger Christensen, Ulrike Müller, Elsi Katainen, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, 
Emma Wiesner, Alin Mituța, Hilde Vautmans, Jérémy Decerle

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector; Welcomes the plans of 
the Commission to revise the Feed 
Additives Regulation to streamline the 
current costly and unflexible 
authorisation process;
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Or. en

Amendment 73
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance 
and can obtain bigger decreases; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector, which is crucial if we are 
to maintain population levels in rural 
areas and ensure that those areas offer a 
vibrant and thriving living environment;

Or. es

Amendment 74
Benoît Lutgen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting the diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
as well as in herd management, manure 
management, animal husbandry, herd 
health and animal welfare, which could 
reduce methane emissions without having 
negative effects on the livestock sector;
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Or. fr

Amendment 75
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting the diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
while preserving environmental services 
connected with the valorisation of the 
grass in their feed, which could reduce 
methane emissions without having 
negative effects on the livestock sector;

Or. fr

Amendment 76
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
transition strategies is of paramount 
importance; considers that there is great 
potential in adapting our diets and 
developing alternative protein sources, 
substituting meat, dairy and other animal 
products, which will drastically reduce 
methane emissions without having 
negative effects on human health, 
biodiversity and animal welfare;

Or. en
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Amendment 77
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
breeding, genetics and integrated manure 
management and also in adapting diet of 
and developing feed additives for ruminant 
and bovine species, which could reduce 
methane emissions without having 
negative effects on the livestock sector;

Or. en

Amendment 78
Petri Sarvamaa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that further investment 
and scientific research in practical 
conditions, mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

Or. en

Amendment 79
Anne Sander
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting the diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
while supporting our farmers without 
having negative effects on the livestock 
sector;

Or. fr

Amendment 80
Emmanouil Fragkos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species, 
which could reduce methane emissions 
without having negative effects on the 
livestock sector;

3. Highlights that research and 
investment in mitigation measures and 
technologies is of paramount importance; 
considers that there is great potential in 
adapting diet of and developing feed 
additives for ruminant and bovine species 
in the European Union, which could 
reduce methane emissions without having 
negative effects on the livestock sector;

Or. el

Amendment 81
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Notes that research, investment 
and support for farmers are essential for 
the development of innovative solutions 
which could be offered by the use of 
methane to decarbonise our energy 
through biogas and the creation of 
digestate to reduce the use of other inputs; 
stresses, therefore, the importance of a 
holistic approach in order to reap the full 
benefits of a genuine synergy between the 
various sectors; stresses, also, that such 
solutions represent an opportunity for 
diversification and real added value in 
economic terms for our farmers;

Or. fr

Amendment 82
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Hilde Vautmans, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Welcomes the study on the status 
of new genomic techniques (NGT) from 
the European Commission and strongly 
supports the findings that NGTs have the 
potential to contribute to a more 
sustainable food system; highlights also 
that the study brings forward 
opportunities and benefits for the 
livestock sector: calls for the adapting the 
legal framework for these biotechnologies 
to the latest scientific and technological 
progress, and consider that targeted 
research within the Horizon Europe 
programme and the ERI-funds is needed 
in the this regard;

Or. en
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Amendment 83
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Looks forward to the work of the 
International Methane Emissions 
Observatory in the hope that, with a view 
to achieving a more dynamic system that 
more accurately assesses the weight of 
methane emitted by ruminant livestock, 
which is clearly less than the other gases 
that cause global warming, it will revise 
methane's global warming potential 
(GWP), a measurement system which 
statically assesses methane emitted over 
100 years and whose results overestimate 
the impact of short-lived gases like 
methane;

Or. es

Amendment 84
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara 
Aguilera, Isabel Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Acknowledges that, according to 
the FAO, well management practices of 
livestock can lead to a 30%3a decrease in 
GHG emissions, including methane 
emissions, and that healthy animals 
require less natural resource inputs like 
feed and water as they move through the 
production system; calls on the European 
Commission and Member States to 
facilitate the uptake of agricultural 
technologies including precision farming, 
nitrification inhibitors and advanced 
animal nutrition to reduce the methane 
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emissions from agriculture;
_________________
3a 
http://www.fao.org/3/ca7089en/ca7089en.
pdf

Or. en

Amendment 85
Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Appreciates the potential of the 
Horizon Europe research programme to 
serve as one of the tools to support the 
implementation of a strategy to reduce 
methane emissions in the agricultural 
sector; stresses in particular, in this 
context, that orienting the competition's 
programme towards the theme of 
reducing methane emissions also requires 
equal access for all Member States to the 
results of EU-funded research and a 
geographical balance of project 
participation to be ensured;

Or. pl

Amendment 86
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Acknowledges the many negative 
impacts of industrial farming on the 
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environment, climate, animal welfare and 
socio-economic aspects of the agriculture 
sector; calls for a shift from intensive, 
industrial animal farming towards an 
extensive farming based on grazing and 
home-grown fodder, and to limit livestock 
production to our EU carrying capacity;

Or. en

Amendment 87
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Underlines that reducing the 
consumption of meat and dairy products 
will make a significant positive 
contribution to the climate, environment 
and public and animal health and welfare 
and should be incentivised as a key factor 
in the fight against climate change;

Or. en

Amendment 88
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Stresses that if biogenic methane 
emissions are reduced through dietary 
supplements, digesters, and other 
mitigation techniques, there will be a net 
cooling effect on the climate that could 
offset other carbon emissions;

Or. en
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Amendment 89
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Underlines the importance of 
access to efficient production methods 
with low emissions per unit of product;

Or. en

Amendment 90
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Adrian-
Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Highlights that economic viability 
is critical in maintaining sustainable 
livestock farms and ensuring the 
development and implementation of 
future mitigation practices, as well as a 
secure and stable supply of food; stresses 
the need that future policy decisions have 
to ensure that the livestock activity can 
deliver and at the same time continue to 
be able to project itself; underlines that 
the sector must continue to constitute a 
real source of employment and the 
profession must remain attractive for the 
young generations;

Or. en

Amendment 91
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Stresses the importance of 
promoting sustainable plant-based diets in 
line with objectives of the EU Farm to 
Fork Strategy by raising consumer 
awareness of the impacts of consumption 
patterns related to GHG emissions, 
including methane emissions, and 
providing information on diets that are 
better for human health, animal welfare 
and have a lower environmental footprint;

Or. en

Amendment 92
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Highlights that historical 
reductions of agricultural methane 
emissions in the EU have been driven by 
reductions in ruminant livestock 
numbers; notes that neither livestock 
numbers nor methane emissions have 
decreased in the past decade;

Or. en

Amendment 93
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Stresses that, rather than looking 
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at individual links in isolation, the 
efficiency and emissions reductions of the 
livestock production value chain must be 
considered as a whole;

Or. es

Amendment 94
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Calls on the Commission to focus 
investment efforts to fund the innovation 
of methane inhibitors including those for 
pasture based systems;

Or. en

Amendment 95
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara 
Aguilera, Isabel Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. Emphasizes the importance of new 
animal feed strategies able, inter alia, 
through the supplementary feeding of red 
algae (Asparagopsis), to reduce methane 
emissions in the livestock sector; 
underlines the need for new scientific 
research and innovation in anaerobic 
digestion and composting as an effective 
solution to recycle organic waste 
materials (production of biomass and 
organic fertilizers) and prevent methane 
emissions;

Or. en
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Amendment 96
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. Underlines the changing trends in 
eating habits among EU citizens, with 
growing number of people who have 
adopted vegetarian or vegan lifestyles in 
the EU; points out to the growing 
availability of environmentally friendly 
alternatives to meat and dairy products 
that are already on the market;

Or. en

Amendment 97
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. Stresses that current levels of meat 
and dairy production and consumption 
need to be significantly reduced;

Or. en

Amendment 98
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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3 c. Calls on the Commission to 
collaborate with third countries involved 
in similar research;

Or. en

Amendment 99
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 d. Calls on the Commission and 
Member States to stop funding promotion 
and marketing campaigns that support 
meat and dairy products in order to 
reduce methane emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 100
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 e. Stresses the need for a transition 
towards sustainable feed policy based on 
the locally sourced feed in order to reduce 
the environmental and climate impact of 
animal production and to avoid carbon 
leakage through imports from third 
countries;

Or. en

Amendment 101
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 3 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 f. Warns against reliance on 
technological innovations such as the 
development of feed additives which do 
not address the root causes of methane 
emissions in the agricultural sector, nor 
the systemic environmental issues 
associated with industrial farming and 
can harm animal health and welfare; 
stresses instead the need to stimulate a 
transition towards plant-based diets in 
line with the objectives of the EU farm to 
fork strategy;

Or. en

Amendment 102
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 g. Stresses the need to swiftly move 
away from industrial animal farming, 
aiming at a 70% reduction in livestock 
numbers in the EU, with particular focus 
on Member States with high livestock 
density such as the Netherlands, Belgium 
and Denmark;

Or. en

Amendment 103
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 h. Emphasizes that intensive 
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industrial agriculture and livestock 
farming should not receive climate 
funding, nor be incentivized or rewarded;

Or. en

Amendment 104
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 i (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 i. Demands that measures aimed at 
reducing the methane emissions in 
agriculture are in line with the animal 
welfare and environmental objectives and 
the ‘Do no harm’ principle of the Green 
Deal;

Or. en

Amendment 105
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Adrian-
Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy, only if 
it's done in a sustainable way; recalls, in 
this regard, that in order to meet new 
environmental targets, a balance of plant 
and animal production should be 
maintained, which will ensure sufficient 
amount of nutrients and organic matter in 
the soils in the EU, positively influencing 
the biodiversity and contributing to more 
healthy and balanced dietary habits of the 
Europeans; encourages farming models 
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able to be sustainable socially, 
environmentally and economically; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste in a 
sustainable way, as an important tool for 
reducing methane emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 106
Benoît Lutgen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Stresses that there is great 
potential in the valorisation of non-
recyclable agricultural waste and residue 
streams which can be used in anaerobic 
digesters to produce biogas while 
reducing methane emissions; stresses that 
residues from this process, digestate, are a 
sustainable soil improver which can 
reduce the import and use of chemical 
fertilisers; considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy which 
offers opportunities for development and 
investment in rural areas; calls for the 
acceleration of European biogas production 
from agriculture waste, as an important 
tool for reducing methane emissions;

Or. fr

Amendment 107
Petri Sarvamaa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment
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4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions; highlights the need for 
agriculture support schemes to encourage 
biogas production and business at a farm 
level; underlines the importance of 
farmers having continuous access to the 
investment support for biogas production;

Or. en

Amendment 108
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions; and increase circularity in the 
agricultural sector; stresses the role of 
permanent grassland for carbon 
sequestration and points out that the rate 
of grassland in Europe is tightly linked to 
livestock numbers;

Or. en

Amendment 109
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions and encourages Member States 
to include in their National Strategic 
Plans support measures for the purchase 
of biogas production facilities using 
agricultural waste ;

Or. ro

Amendment 110
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that the utilisation of 
agricultural residues and other by-products 
can be a driver of the circular economy if 
stringent sustainability criteria are 
applied, so that only genuine waste and 
residues, for which no more sustainable 
alternative use exists, are considered as 
potential sources of feed for the biogas 
plants, following a cascading principle of 
use; calls for the development of on-farm, 
small biogas plants, fed with agriculture 
waste only;

Or. en

Amendment 111
Sylvia Limmer

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European gas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions; stresses that this should not 
endanger animal welfare and that food 
production should remain the main 
source of income for farmers;

Or. de

Amendment 112
Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy;

Or. pl

Amendment 113
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 4. Considers that value-added 
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utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions while contributing to the 
production of green energy;

Or. fr

Amendment 114
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and 
other by-products is an important driver 
of the circular economy and bio-economy; 
calls for the acceleration of European 
biogas production from agriculture waste, 
as an important tool for reducing 
methane emissions;

4. Stresses that agricultural residues 
play a key role in maintaining and 
restoring soil health and circularity and 
should not be regarded as parts of the so-
called bio-economy; underlines that 
biogas production from agriculture waste 
frustrate efforts to recirculate nutrients in 
the natural cycles and should not be 
promoted nor subsidised;

Or. en

Amendment 115
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
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emissions; emissions, whilst also being a source of 
renewable energy;

Or. en

Amendment 116
Tom Vandenkendelaere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration and support of 
European biogas production from 
agriculture waste, such as on-farm pocket 
digesters, as an important tool for reducing 
methane emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 117
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products is an important driver of the 
circular economy and bio-economy; calls 
for the acceleration of European biogas 
production from agriculture waste, as an 
important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

4. Considers that value-added 
utilisation of agricultural residues and other 
by-products could be an important driver 
of the circular economy and bio-economy; 
calls for the acceleration of European 
biogas production from agriculture waste, 
as an important tool for reducing methane 
emissions;

Or. en
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Amendment 118
Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Calls for the acceleration of 
European biogas production from 
agriculture waste as an important tool for 
reducing methane emissions; stresses that 
agricultural biogas plants, which are built 
predominantly in rural areas, also 
contribute to eradicating the energy 
poverty that these areas often face; 
furthermore, by providing energy to local 
customers and reducing energy 
transmission and distribution losses, they 
both contribute to the improvement of the 
national energy system and reduce its 
operating costs;

Or. pl

Amendment 119
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Having regard for the upcoming 
revision of Directive 2009/73/EU 
concerning common rules in the market 
for natural gas and Regulation 
715/2009/EU on conditions for access to 
the natural gas transmission networks, 
calls on the Commission to ensure the 
appropriate financial incentives are made 
available to farmers to encourage the 
instillation of anaerobic digestion 
technology on farms and ensure access to 
national energy networks, in order to 
better facilitate the market entry of 
renewable and low carbon gases;
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Or. en

Amendment 120
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara 
Aguilera, Isabel Carvalhais, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Highlights the active engagement 
of the agricultural sector in climate action 
and recognizes the full potential of 
woodlands and grasslands; calls for the 
development of nutrient management 
systems and innovative dietary solutions 
to reduce methane emissions in the 
livestock sector and for methods to 
calculate the true impact of methane on 
the environment to be developed in light 
of more recent research on the lifecycle of 
methane;

Or. en

Amendment 121
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Calls for better coordination and 
improved infrastructure between farmers 
and renewable energy producers in order 
to enable the uptake of locally connected 
production of biogas; furthermore 
highlights the importance of returning 
high quality natural fertilizer, which is the 
by-product of biogas production, to the 
farms again;

Or. en
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Amendment 122
Jan Huitema, Asger Christensen, Ulrike Müller, Elsi Katainen, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, 
Emma Wiesner, Alin Mituța, Hilde Vautmans, Jérémy Decerle

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Notes that measures to reduce 
methane emissions are not always 
beneficial for other aspects of 
sustainability; Calls on the Commission to 
take into account all aspects of 
sustainability when proposing best 
practises and promoting mitigation 
technologies;

Or. en

Amendment 123
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Recalls that circularity first means 
less waste, slowing the consumption of 
resources and energy, and implementing 
long-term waste prevention solutions, and 
that the role of biogas shall therefore be 
limited;

Or. en

Amendment 124
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls on the Member States to 
promote the establishment of community 
manure and slurry management centres, 
for both composting and biogas, and to 
support the transfer of the energy 
generated to the electricity grid;

Or. es

Amendment 125
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Recalls that Article 13 TFEU 
states that when formulating and 
implementing the Union's policies, full 
regard should be paid to the welfare 
requirements of animals, since animals 
are sentient beings;

Or. en

Amendment 126
Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Considers, therefore, that action in 
this field should be an important part of 
the long-term vision of rural areas and 
that it supports the Commission’s efforts 
to review the regulatory framework in 
order to facilitate the introduction into the 
gas system of gaseous fuels derived from 
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renewable energy sources, as fuel injected 
into gas distribution networks as well as 
local distribution networks;

Or. pl

Amendment 127
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Finds that renewable energy 
obtained through agricultural residues 
have significant potential and should be 
explored with further research, 
Investment and a supportive policy 
framework;

Or. en

Amendment 128
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Rejects any attempts to genetically 
alter animals in order to artificially try to 
lower emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 129
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Elsi Katainen, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4 c. Notes that the development of the 
circular economy and bio-economy will 
create more jobs in the primary 
production and stresses that the bio 
economy requires new skills, new 
knowledge and new disciplines be 
developed and/or integrated further in 
training and education in this sector in 
order to tackle bio economy-related 
societal changes, promote 
competitiveness, growth and job creation, 
meet the needs of the sector and ensure 
that skills and jobs are better matched;

Or. en

Amendment 130
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 c. Emphasises the need to ensure 
that animal welfare does not suffer under 
new measures for the agricultural sector, 
including regarding methane; stresses 
that no measures, targets, or incentives 
should lead to a restriction of livestock 
animals to indoor confinements; 
emphasises that animals must be able to 
graze outdoors and should not be 
prevented from exhibiting their natural 
behaviour;

Or. en

Amendment 131
Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4 c. Supports the Commission’s 
proposal to set up a pilot project to 
support rural areas and farmers in 
building biogas installations and to 
facilitate access to funding to support 
their development;

Or. pl

Amendment 132
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 d. Stresses that an agricultural 
system which imports millions of tons of 
soy and maize each year, feeds that to 
animals, and uses the huge amounts of 
excess manure this system creates to 
produce so-called biogas is inherently 
unsustainable;

Or. en

Amendment 133
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 e. Points out that incentivising 
biogas production from animal waste 
streams is further increasing the 
dependency of the imports of protein from 
third countries, which exacerbates 
deforestation and ecosystem degradations 
in countries such as Brazil, Argentina and 
Indonesia;
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Or. en

Amendment 134
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 f. Expresses the opinion that biogas 
produced from animal manure or crops is 
not sustainable and should not be 
incentivised nor facilitated;

Or. en

Amendment 135
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 g. Emphasises that biogas production 
from agricultural waste is an end-of-pipe 
solution that allows intensive livestock 
farming to continue business as usual; 
highlights that the promotion of biogas 
incentivises industrial livestock farming 
and thereby harms the environment, 
biodiversity, public health, animal welfare 
and small farmers;

Or. en

Amendment 136
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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4 h. Stresses that promoting biogas as a 
"solution" risks locking in unsustainable 
forms of animal production that further 
contribute to the root causes of harmful 
methane emissions in agriculture;

Or. en

Amendment 137
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 i (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 i. Stresses that energy and climate 
policies' incentives aiming at achieving 
climate neutrality should not support the 
use of food crops for energy generation 
purposes or any unsustainable use of 
biomass, such as use of virgin biomass for 
energy generation purposes;

Or. en

Amendment 138
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 j (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 j. Calls for regulatory measure to 
ban the practice of co-digestion of 
manure and food crops which is 
inherently unsustainable;

Or. en

Amendment 139
Anja Hazekamp
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 k (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 k. Urges against bioeconomy that is 
not based on the principle of 
sustainability; stresses that further 
research is needed on the environmental 
impact of energy produced from biomass 
and biofuels in order to draw the line 
between sustainable and unsustainable 
amounts of residues being taken away 
from the field for the energy generation 
purpose;

Or. en

Amendment 140
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara 
Aguilera, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Welcomes the announcement of 
the European Commission to set up an 
expert group with the aim of analysing the 
life-cycle methane emissions matrix; 
considers that farm level certification 
schemes for climate effective farming, 
including common measurement and 
verification data for methane reductions, 
will be an important tool for monitoring 
and incentivising methane reductions at 
farm level; highlights the need to assess 
not just the impact on methane emissions 
of specific livestock management and 
animal welfare choices, imported or 
domestic feeds and intensive or pastoral 
farming choices, but also of the impact of 
supplementing the animal diet with feed 
additives on animal health, pest resilience, 
food safety(toxicity), productivity, product 
quality, environmental impact;
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Or. en

Amendment 141
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level; stresses the need 
for a simple and transparent system for 
the collection of agricultural methane 
emissions data using state-of-the-art data 
collection technologies; stresses the 
importance of publishing a common set of 
data that do not mislead European 
consumers regarding the adverse effects 
of agricultural methane emissions;

Or. ro

Amendment 142
Ivan David, Mara Bizzotto

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, would, if introduced, 
necessitate significant expenditure by 
farms, adversely impacting the 
competitiveness of European agriculture, 
and therefore calls on the Commission, in 
he event of their adoption, to provide 
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100% subsidies to farmers for the 
purchase of the relevant equipment; 
subsidies for this purpose should be paid 
out from a different section of the EU 
budget than the common agricultural 
policy, and optimally from climate policy 
spending;

Or. cs

Amendment 143
Benoît Lutgen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level; stresses that 
obstacles such as insufficient knowledge 
and expertise preventing wider 
application should be addressed; urges 
the Commission to publish an inventory 
of best practices and available 
technologies by the end of 2021;

Or. fr

Amendment 144
Sylvia Limmer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
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reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

reductions, could be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level; points out that 
livestock farming is part of a fiercely 
competitive agricultural sector and that 
livestock farmers in particular should 
therefore not be exposed to increasing 
burdens and excessive bureaucracy, but, 
rather, should have the burdens on them 
reduced and should be supported;

Or. de

Amendment 145
Asger Christensen, Emma Wiesner, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jan Huitema, Ulrike Müller, 
Jérémy Decerle, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level; calls on the 
Commission to submit a report on 
measures to support climate-efficient 
farming and food production by means of 
third party certification schemes by 30 
September 2023;

Or. en

Amendment 146
Petri Sarvamaa

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 5. Considers that voluntary farm level 
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certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level; acknowledges the 
differences between Member States in 
livestock manure handling practices; 
highlights the need for advisory services 
and exchange of best practices;

Or. en

Amendment 147
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level, stresses that 
effective climate measures have to be 
taken, and that voluntary and market 
based measures will be utterly insufficient 
to tackle the climate crisis;

Or. en

Amendment 148
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 

5. Considers that farm level action 
must be taken to mitigate the impact of 
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farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

our food system on climate, which 
includes methane reductions;

Or. en

Amendment 149
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that minimal-level 
bureaucracy farm level certification 
schemes for climate effective farming, 
including common measurement and 
verification data for methane reductions, 
will be an important tool for monitoring 
and incentivising methane reductions at 
farm level;

Or. en

Amendment 150
Emmanouil Fragkos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that fair and functional 
farm level certification schemes for climate 
effective farming, including common 
measurement and verification data for 
methane reductions, will be an important 
tool for monitoring and incentivising 
methane reductions at farm level;

Or. el
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Amendment 151
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, will be an important tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

5. Considers that optional farm level 
certification schemes for climate effective 
farming, including common measurement 
and verification data for methane 
reductions, could be a possible tool for 
monitoring and incentivising methane 
reductions at farm level;

Or. de

Amendment 152
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Adrian-
Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Acknowledges that animal 
production is the only possible activity on 
permanent grassland, allowing the 
survival, economic stability and existence 
of rural farms in hill and mountain 
regions, thus preventing the overgrowth 
of such areas and the excessive 
reproduction of large carnivores (bears, 
wolves), the promotion of animal 
production therefore being essential in 
such areas; underlines that carbon 
storage by grasslands compensates up to 
45% of GHG emissions (almost all of the 
enteric fermentation produced by 
ruminants); stresses the need to integrate 
the carbon stored by grasslands and their 
capacity not to release carbon in order to 
better assess the mitigation potential of 
agriculture;

Or. en
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Amendment 153
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Believes this regulatory framework 
should be built on the basis of best 
available science and ensure no negative 
impacts on the environment, in particular 
biodiversity; reminds of the importance of 
nature-based solutions, such as 
agroecology or ecosystem restoration, 
especially peatland restoration, for 
increasing natural carbon sinks in 
accordance with the EU Climate Law;

Or. en

Amendment 154
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Calls on the Commission to re-
focus its climate policy on global warming 
outcomes and to increase financial 
incentives within the agricultural sector to 
reduce methane emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 155
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Urges the Commission to support 
Member States in the collection of data 
regarding the carbon sequestration 
potential of grassland in order to allow for 
a more targeted approach to climate 
policy;

Or. en

Amendment 156
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 c. Recognises that livestock grazing 
can play a central role in the mitigation of 
GHGs;

Or. en

Amendment 157
Tom Vandenkendelaere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 

6. Emphasizes the importance of 
agriculture in capturing and storing 
carbon; notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised whilst avoiding additional 
pressure on the price of agricultural land, 
to the detriment of young farmers; calls on 
the Commission, in accordance with the 
EU Climate Law, to explore the 
development of a regulatory framework for 
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authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts.

the certification of carbon removals on the 
basis of robust and transparent carbon 
accounting that takes into account the 
differences between the greenhouse gases, 
and to verify the authenticity of carbon 
removals and reward farmers for their 
mitigation efforts; notes that farmers can 
be supported through the CAP, but should 
be able to rely on other sources of support 
too;

Or. en

Amendment 158
Emmanouil Fragkos

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts.

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts; 
considers that the replacement of more 
costly domestic products (that are 
nevertheless compatible with climate 
targets) with cheaper imports (that are 
not) cancels out the green transition 
under the Common Agricultural Policy.

Or. el

Amendment 159
Benoît Lutgen
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts.

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts; calls 
on the Member States to promote the 
uptake of mitigation technologies through 
a wider deployment of carbon farming in 
their national strategic plans;

Or. fr

Amendment 160
Sylvia Limmer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, 
to explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and 
reward farmers for their mitigation 
efforts.

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon could 
be incentivised; calls on Member States to 
demonstrate, by means of evidence-based 
studies, the possible effectiveness of such 
incentives, taking into account a clear 
cost-benefit analysis.
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Or. de

Amendment 161
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts.

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of progressive carbon 
dioxide emissions removals and increased 
circularity of carbon should be 
incentivised; calls on the Commission, in 
accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers with incentives for their mitigation 
efforts.

Or. ro

Amendment 162
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon 
should be incentivised; calls on the 
Commission, in accordance with the EU 
Climate Law, to explore the development 
of a regulatory framework for the 
certification of carbon removals on the 
basis of robust and transparent carbon 

6. Notes the important role of a wider 
circular economy in reducing GHG 
emissions; takes note of the work of the 
Commission in exploring the development 
of a regulatory framework for the 
certification of carbon removals on the 
basis of robust and transparent carbon 
accounting that takes into account the 
differences between the greenhouse gases, 
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accounting that takes into account the 
differences between the greenhouse gases, 
and to verify the authenticity of carbon 
removals and reward farmers for their 
mitigation efforts.

and to verify the authenticity of carbon 
removals and reward farmers for their 
mitigation efforts;

Or. en

Amendment 163
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts.

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 
explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and 
support and reward farmers for their 
mitigation efforts;

Or. fr

Amendment 164
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and increased circularity of carbon should 
be incentivised; calls on the Commission, 
in accordance with the EU Climate Law, to 

6. Notes that within the wider circular 
economy, the uptake of carbon removals 
and sequestration should be incentivised; 
calls on the Commission, in accordance 
with the EU Climate Law, to explore the 



PE693.670v01-00 80/90 AM\1232904EN.docx

EN

explore the development of a regulatory 
framework for the certification of carbon 
removals on the basis of robust and 
transparent carbon accounting that takes 
into account the differences between the 
greenhouse gases, and to verify the 
authenticity of carbon removals and reward 
farmers for their mitigation efforts.

development of a regulatory framework for 
the certification of carbon removals on the 
basis of robust and transparent carbon 
accounting that takes into account the 
differences between the greenhouse gases, 
and to verify the authenticity of carbon 
removals and reward farmers for their 
mitigation efforts.

Or. en

Amendment 165
Anja Hazekamp

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Highlights that peatlands are the 
worlds largest terrestrial carbon store; 
underscores that the draining of peatlands 
for agriculture converts them from a 
carbon sink to a significant carbon source 
and makes them more susceptible to 
damaging wildfires; calls on the 
Commission to swiftly present an 
ambitious and concrete action plan to halt 
the conversion, draining and burning of 
peatlands and urgently stimulate their 
restoration and rewetting;

Or. en

Amendment 166
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
Anja Hazekamp
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Believes this regulatory framework 
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should be built on the basis of best 
available science and ensure no negative 
impacts on the environment, in particular 
biodiversity; reminds of the importance of 
nature-based solutions, such as 
agroecology or ecosystem restoration, 
especially peatland restoration, for 
increasing natural carbon sinks in 
accordance with the EU Climate Law;

Or. en

Amendment 167
Carmen Avram, Ivo Hristov, Attila Ara-Kovács, Juozas Olekas, Paolo De Castro, Clara 
Aguilera, Adrian-Dragoş Benea

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Calls on the Commission to 
include in its forthcoming Long Term 
Vision for Rural Areas cross-sector 
cooperative approaches with and amongst 
farmers and local communities in order to 
develop and promote circularity also in 
the field of sustainable biogas production, 
aiming at reducing methane emissions;

Or. en

Amendment 168
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Urges the Commission to make a 
distinction between fossil and biogenic 
methane sources; states that fossil 
methane places an additional burden on 
the carbon cycle, while methane from 
biogenic sources is a natural component 
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of the carbon system;

Or. de

Amendment 169
Tom Vandenkendelaere

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Notes the biogenic origin of 
methane emissions from the agricultural 
sector; stresses that biogenic methane 
sources in comparison to fossil resource 
combustion, do not add new carbon 
dioxide to the atmosphere after 
decomposition, as it stems from carbon 
dioxide that is already in the atmosphere;

Or. en

Amendment 170
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Stresses the importance of 
international cooperation for reducing 
methane emissions; stresses that our trade 
policy must be consistent with our 
environmental objectives in order to 
ensure that our efforts are not in vain;

Or. fr

Amendment 171
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Recognises the importance of 
voluntary industry initiatives aimed at 
reducing methane emissions and 
considers that any regulatory initiatives 
should build upon best practices from 
existing voluntary actions and must be 
duly preceded by thorough impact 
assessments;

Or. en

Amendment 172
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Highlights the fact that the overall 
strategy for reducing emissions from 
livestock farming must also take into 
account possible effects on international 
agricultural trade and the possible 
transfer of emissions to third countries;

Or. de

Amendment 173
Clara Aguilera, Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro, Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De 
Castro, Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Takes the view that technical 
mitigation measures will complement 
other significant advances in the livestock 
sector in rural areas, in keeping with the 
EU's farm to fork strategy;
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Or. es

Amendment 174
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Points out that in agriculture a 
significant share of global methane 
emissions originates outside the EU and 
that the share of non-EU emissions is 
expected to further increase; stresses that 
EU action must be embedded in a global 
approach;

Or. en

Amendment 175
Ivan David

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Points out that defects in the 
Ukrainian section of the Brotherhood 
pipeline, caused by neglect in carrying out 
maintenance by the operator, cause an 
order of magnitude more leakage of 
methane and other harmful gases into the 
air than the entire EU agricultural 
complex;

Or. cs

Amendment 176
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that food continues to be produced in the 
most environmentally sustainable 
locations;

Or. en

Amendment 177
Pär Holmgren
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Highlights that the sink strength 
from forest soils is large, and that the 
global methane budget is sensitive to 
disturbances of forests; Highlights that 
certain forestry practices, like forest 
management operations that involve 
clear-cutting and waterlogging, cause 
significant methane emissions from the 
soil; Calls on the Commission to 
introduce a phase-out of these practices 
and to consider the effects of all 
greenhouse gases on the climate for any 
forest management policy;

Or. en

Amendment 178
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Emphasises that GHG emissions 
from European agriculture have not 
caused any additional global warming 
since 2005;notes that European 
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agriculture is the most efficient in the 
world regarding the quantity of carbon 
produced per unit and that any reduction 
in European productivity could result in 
increased imports from third countries 
with lower sustainability standards and 
higher carbon footprint;

Or. en

Amendment 179
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Notes that the extraction, 
processing and use of fossil raw materials 
is a major source of methane and that 
their continued intensive use makes it 
difficult to achieve both the Green Deal 
and Paris climate accord targets;

Or. de

Amendment 180
Ivan David

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Calls on the Commission to make 
the disbursement of any funds from the 
EU budget to Ukraine conditional on the 
repair of defects in the Brotherhood 
pipeline that result in gas leaks into the 
atmosphere, with a view to ensuring that 
the Brotherhood pipeline is in proper 
technical order by 2024 at the latest;

Or. cs
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Amendment 181
Norbert Lins, Marlene Mortler, Christine Schneider, Peter Jahr

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Calls on the Commission to take 
account of the difference between 
biogenic and fossil methane emissions in 
the design and implementation of the 
methane strategy;

Or. de

Amendment 182
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Urges that measures taken must 
not result in hampering EU 
competitiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 183
Veronika Vrecionová

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. Considers that dairy products, as 
well as meat, and especially beef, 
constitutes an important part of a human 
diet. Therefore rejects attempts to lower its 
consumption by means other than by an 
own will of consumers;
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Or. en

Amendment 184
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. Recognises the food security 
challenge associated with an increasing 
global population; Highlights that 
meeting this challenge will require the 
sustainable production of both plant- and 
animal-based food;

Or. en

Amendment 185
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6c. Notes that one-off and irreversible 
methane emissions in particular, such as 
from thawing Siberian permafrost, are of 
fundamental importance;

Or. de

Amendment 186
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6d. Highlights the fact that the use of 
grasslands by farm animals is an integral 
feature of a closed methane cycle, which 
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must be taken into account in the 
calculation of their methane emissions; 
states that ruminants account for a 
proportion of atmospheric methane, 
though only ruminants digesting grasses 
can preserve grasslands as habitats and 
CO2 sinks;

Or. de

Amendment 187
Colm Markey

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 d. Calls on the Commission to 
explore the development of a methane 
efficiency index that compares kilos of 
methane generated per unit of output 
produced for different agricultural 
products;

Or. en

Amendment 188
Simone Schmiedtbauer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6e. Points out that methane is 
relatively short-lived and, after about 12 
years, decomposes into CO2 that was 
previously removed from the atmosphere 
through plant growth; states that, 
therefore, a scientific reassessment and 
adjustment of the emission targets for 
agriculture appear necessary;

Or. de
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