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Amendment 1
Dimitrios Papadimoulis
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic;

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic; underlines that 
several middle-income and less developed 
regions, especially in the southern EU, 
have suffered from economic stagnation 
or decline, suggesting that they are in a 
development trap, also given that many 
were hit by the economic and financial 
crisis in 2008 and have struggled to 
recover since;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Victor Negrescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 



PE731.802v01-00 4/26 AM\1255697EN.docx

EN

COVID-19 pandemic; COVID-19 pandemic; is concerned by the 
impact of the war in Ukraine on the 
implementation of cohesion policy, the 
social and economic situation of Member 
States and the development perspectives of 
local and regional actors;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Vlad Gheorghe, Olivier Chastel, Martin Hojsík, Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic;

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic; highlights that 
the current influx of Ukrainian refugees 
disproportionately affects the bordering 
Member States, leading to the risk of 
further deepening the divide in socio-
economic disparities among Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
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policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic;

policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic; notes with concern 
the severe drop in recent years of an 
adequate level of national funding of 
Member States' towards their poorer 
regions; recalls the importance of 
respecting the EU rule on additionality;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Hélène Laporte

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic;

1. Stresses the key role of cohesion 
policy in fostering economic, social and 
territorial convergence across the EU; 
expresses concern, however, about 
persistent inequalities, socio-economic 
disparities and uneven demographic 
decline, with many less developed regions 
falling behind and getting caught in a 
‘development trap’ in the wake of the 
COVID-19 pandemic; cohesion policy 
must nevertheless address all the regions 
of Europe given that it must remain a 
European investment policy;

Or. fr

Amendment 6
Nils Ušakovs

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Recalls that in accordance with the 
horizontal principles of cohesion policy, 
the Member States and the Commission 
should ensure respect for fundamental 
rights and compliance with the Charter of 
Fundamental Rights of the European 
Union; that gender equality and the 
integration of a gender perspective are 
taken into account and promoted; and 
that they take appropriate steps to prevent 
any discrimination based on gender, 
racial or ethnic origin, religion or belief, 
disability, age or sexual orientation 
throughout the lifecycle of programmes;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Nils Ušakovs

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion AmendmentAmendment

1 b. Underlines that the objectives 
of cohesion policy should be pursued in 
line with EU objectives and notably by 
promoting sustainable development, 
taking into account the UN Sustainable 
Development Goals, the Paris Agreement 
and the "do no significant harm" 
principle, as well as, the implementation 
of the European Pillar of Social Rights;

Or. en

Amendment 8
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that cohesion policy, with a 
budget of EUR 392 billion between 2021 
and 2027, remains the EU’s primary 
investment tool and notes that its share of 
public investment in Member States 
increased considerably over the 2014-2020 
period;

2. Recalls that cohesion policy, with a 
budget of EUR 392 billion between 2021 
and 2027, remains the EU’s primary 
investment tool and notes that its share of 
public investment in Member States 
increased considerably over the 2014-2020 
period; is convinced that cohesion policy 
can only continue to play its present role 
as a vector for investment and job 
creation and a solidarity mechanism for 
all EU regions if it has solid funding and 
is guided by a strategic approach; 
underlines that the current cohesion 
policy is just enough to halt the further 
economic separation of European 
regions, but that it is not able to reverse 
the trend;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Victor Negrescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that cohesion policy, with a 
budget of EUR 392 billion between 2021 
and 2027, remains the EU’s primary 
investment tool and notes that its share of 
public investment in Member States 
increased considerably over the 2014-2020 
period;

2. Recalls that cohesion policy, with a 
budget of EUR 392 billion between 2021 
and 2027, remains the EU’s primary 
investment tool and notes that its share of 
public investment in Member States 
increased considerably over the 2014-2020 
period; underlines the negative impact of 
the pandemic and of the war in Ukraine 
on the implementation of the 2014-2020 
projects and calls for the extension of the 
period of the use of European funds from 
that MFF by 1 year;

Or. en
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Amendment 10
Dimitrios Papadimoulis
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that cohesion policy, with a 
budget of EUR 392 billion between 2021 
and 2027, remains the EU’s primary 
investment tool and notes that its share of 
public investment in Member States 
increased considerably over the 2014-2020 
period;

2. Recalls that cohesion policy, with a 
budget of EUR 392 billion between 2021 
and 2027, remains the EU’s primary 
investment tool and notes that its share of 
public investment in Member States 
increased considerably over the 2014-2020 
period, given the contraction of national 
public investments due to the economic 
and financial crisis;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Recalls that climate change affects 
underdeveloped regions disproportionally, 
mainly those located in the southern and 
eastern parts of Europe, and that climate 
change is thus the biggest external threat 
to Europe’s cohesion in the future; 
therefore highlights the need to increase 
efforts to fight climate change and 
enhance climate mitigation, particularly 
in those regions, to enhance cohesion and 
mitigate climate risks; emphasises that 
cohesion policy must support a strong 
climate mainstreaming in all sectors and 
ensure that all EU funding programmes 
and projects are embedded in strategies 
that support the Union's climate, energy 
and environmental objectives and actively 
contribute to reaching the relevant 
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targets, while ensuring that the "do no 
significant harm" principle is fully 
respected; highlights the importance of 
linking regional environmental strategies 
with ambitious energy, climate and 
environmental policies and in particular 
the implementation of the Paris 
Agreement to keep 1.5 degree within 
reach, the FitFor55 package and the EU 
2030 biodiversity strategy, aiming at 
achieving a climate neutral EU as soon as 
possible and by 2050 at the latest; recalls 
the importance of programmes to be 
based on the energy efficiency first 
principle and on prioritising local 
production and consumption, both for 
energy, but also for food and feed 
products; is of the opinion that in the 
coming years we will need more resources 
in order to mitigate the social and 
economic consequences for European 
regions from natural disasters that are 
caused by climate change and that this 
will mean adjustments to the European 
Union Solidarity Fund (EUSF), both in 
terms of procedure and resources;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Stresses that the goal of a carbon-
neutral Europe by 2050 at the latest 
should be coupled with the goal of a fair 
and just transition; stresses that particular 
attention should be paid to reduce air and 
water pollution, as they are preconditions 
to good living conditions, as well as to 
energy poverty which remain too high in 
many less developed regions; stresses that 
housing and energy prices are rising, and 
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reiterates that cohesion funding should be 
dedicated to social housing and to 
improving the quality of the housing 
stock, in particular its energy efficiency,

Or. en

Amendment 13
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 c. Is of the opinion that less 
developed regions will need a new 
strategic framework at EU level to boost 
education and training, increase 
investments in research and innovation, 
and improve the quality of their 
institutions in order to overcome the 
development trap that is affecting their 
recovery; stresses that infrastructure 
quality differs vastly between urban and 
rural regions as well as from the East to 
West or from South to North of the EU 
and that brain drain disproportionately 
affects less developed regions and, if left 
unaddressed, the phenomenon will have 
long-term effects on the future of the 
European Union;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 d. Recalls the importance of a 
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stronger gender mainstreaming in 
cohesion policy in light of the 
Interinstitutional Agreement (IIA) and 
highlights the specific role of women, in 
particular in remote areas, as they play a 
major role in civil society and sustainable 
economic growth as well as the care 
economy and at the same time face 
difficulties in accessing the labour 
market, as well as gender pay gap and 
access to public services such as health 
and childcare; emphasizes the role of 
young women in particular in rural areas 
and their precarious role in rural 
societies;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 e. Welcomes the Commission’s view 
that horizontal policies in cohesion policy 
should incorporate regional proofing, to 
ensure they respect the principle of "do 
no harm to cohesion"; is looking forward 
to the upcoming publication of specific 
guidelines on how to implement and 
enforce this principle across EU policies;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3



PE731.802v01-00 12/26 AM\1255697EN.docx

EN

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is concerned by the significant 
delay in cohesion policy implementation 
for the 2021-2027 period; urges the 
Commission and the Member States to 
speed up the adoption of partnership 
agreements and operational programmes; 
stresses that the prolonged under-
implementation of cohesion funds could 
lead to an abnormal backlog in payments in 
the second part of the current multiannual 
financial framework (MFF), putting 
additional pressure on payments during the 
negotiations on the post-2027 MFF;

3. Is concerned by the significant 
delay in cohesion policy implementation 
for the 2021-2027 period; calls on the 
Commission to ensure that national 
authorities duly take into account internal 
cohesion while drafting and implementing 
Structural and Investment Funds’ 
projects; urges the Commission and the 
Member States to speed up the adoption of 
partnership agreements and operational 
programmes without jeopardizing 
compliance with the Charter of 
Fundamental rights, rule of law, and the 
European code of conduct on 
partnership; stresses that the European 
Commission should diligently implement 
the guidance on "do no significant harm" 
in the negotiation of the programmes as 
well as through the entire implementation 
process and should monitor carefully all 
projects in this respect; stresses that the 
prolonged under-implementation of 
cohesion funds could lead to an abnormal 
backlog in payments and in the "Reste à 
liquider" (RAL) in the second part of the 
current multiannual financial framework 
(MFF), putting additional pressure on 
payments during the negotiations on the 
post-2027 MFF;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Victor Negrescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is concerned by the significant 
delay in cohesion policy implementation 
for the 2021-2027 period; urges the 
Commission and the Member States to 
speed up the adoption of partnership 
agreements and operational programmes; 

3. Is concerned by the significant 
delay in cohesion policy implementation 
for the 2021-2027 period; urges the 
Commission and the Member States to 
speed up the adoption of partnership 
agreements and operational programmes; 
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stresses that the prolonged under-
implementation of cohesion funds could 
lead to an abnormal backlog in payments in 
the second part of the current multiannual 
financial framework (MFF), putting 
additional pressure on payments during the 
negotiations on the post-2027 MFF;

stresses that the prolonged under-
implementation of cohesion funds could 
lead to an abnormal backlog in payments in 
the second part of the current multiannual 
financial framework (MFF), putting 
additional pressure on payments during the 
negotiations on the post-2027 MFF; calls 
upon the Commission to support and 
assist Member States in the neighbouring 
regions of Ukraine in order to adopt the 
partnership agreements and operational 
programmes as fast as possible;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Nils Ušakovs

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is concerned by the significant 
delay in cohesion policy implementation 
for the 2021-2027 period; urges the 
Commission and the Member States to 
speed up the adoption of partnership 
agreements and operational programmes; 
stresses that the prolonged under-
implementation of cohesion funds could 
lead to an abnormal backlog in payments in 
the second part of the current multiannual 
financial framework (MFF), putting 
additional pressure on payments during the 
negotiations on the post-2027 MFF;

3. Is concerned by the significant 
delay in cohesion policy implementation 
for the 2021-2027 period; urges the 
Commission and the Member States to 
speed up the adoption of partnership 
agreements and operational programmes 
and that it should be followed by an 
accelerated implementation to catch-up 
the delays; stresses that the prolonged 
under-implementation of cohesion funds 
could lead to an abnormal backlog in 
payments in the second part of the current 
multiannual financial framework (MFF), 
putting additional pressure on payments 
during the negotiations on the post-2027 
MFF;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Calls for an in-depth assessment of 
the use of retrospective projects, that is 
projects or operations which have 
incurred expenditure or are completed 
before EU co-financing has been formally 
applied for or awarded, i.e. which are 
financed retrospectively in less developed 
regions across the EU, and their risk in 
hampering the added value and the 
strategic vision of cohesion policy 
objectives; recalls that retrospective 
projects are another means that have been 
used by Member States, especially in the 
context of 2007-2013 cohesion policy 
programming, of absorbing funding by 
creating additional new expenditure or by 
substituting eligible expenditure;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Andrey Novakov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Recalls that due to delayed 
implementation in 2021 the Member 
States have not committed EUR 46.4 
billion under Sub-heading 2a of the EU 
budget; calls, therefore, for the 
establishment of "ConstructEU" to 
mobilise EUR 11.6 billion of the 2022 
cohesion appropriations, transferred from 
2021, to cover retroactively inflation costs 
for EU-financed infrastructure projects 
(transport, energy, digital etc.); underlines 
the voluntary nature of such flexibility as 
well as the fact that the amounts per 
Member State respect the country 
envelopes;
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Or. en

Amendment 21
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Stresses that the Rule of Law 
Conditionality Mechanism should be 
applied to both the Union budget and to 
NextGenerationEU; stresses further that 
approval of the national plans under the 
Recovery and Resilience Facility should 
be made conditional on the fulfilment of 
all 11 criteria set out in Article 19 and in 
Annex V to the regulation on the 
Recovery and Resilience Facility; expects 
the Commission to exclude all risks of 
programmes under cohesion policy 
contributing to the misuse of EU funds or 
to breaches of the rule of law before 
approving the partnership agreements 
and cohesion policy programmes; calls on 
the Commission to apply the Common 
Provisions Regulation and the Financial 
Regulation more stringently in order to 
tackle the discriminatory use of EU funds, 
in particular any use of a politically 
motivated nature; requires that the 
Commission analyses whether the draft 
documents already submitted or expected 
to be sent in the future are in full 
compliance with the enabling conditions 
on the effective application and 
implementation of the Charter of 
Fundamental Rights as outlined in Annex 
III of the Common Provisions Regulation, 
and not to approve any partnership 
agreement or programme before these in-
depth analysis on these specific aspects 
lead to a high level of assurance of no 
risks;

Or. en
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Amendment 22
Andrey Novakov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 b. Welcomes the Commission's 
REPowerEU proposal; regrets, however, 
the proposed transfer from cohesion 
policy allocations to the Recovery and 
Resilience facility; underlines that over 
EUR 100 billion of cohesion policy 
resources will be invested in energy 
transition, decarbonisation and 
renewables by 2030; calls, therefore, for 
an accelerated implementation of 
cohesion policy;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 c. Is concerned about the lack of 
genuine implementation of the 
Partnership Principle and is of the 
opinion that local and regional 
authorities, other stakeholders, including 
civil society organisations as well as 
citizens, should be more included in the 
decision-making and funding process to 
ensure the needs are addressed properly 
and have the possibility to monitor 
implementation; stresses that this process 
should take into account the gender 
perspective; emphasizes that one of the 
lessons learned from the preparation of 
the Recovery and Resilience Plans (RRPs) 
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is that the potential that exists at local 
level could be better mobilised and 
investments in regional development 
could be made more efficient by 
strengthening and facilitating citizens 
participation and community-led local 
development (CLLD) and similar bottom-
up tools;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 d. Calls for a specific focus on the 
Union’s low growth and poorer regions 
that are diverging both internally and 
externally from the EU average with the 
current framework of Cohesion Policy, 
building on the lessons learned from the 
Catching Up initiative;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Vlad Gheorghe, Olivier Chastel, Martin Hojsík, Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Regrets that the time-limited nature 
of the Recovery and Resilience Facility 
(RRF) has prompted Member States to 
prioritise the implementation of the 
national recovery and resilience plans; 
highlights the need to ensure 
complementarities and synergies between 
cohesion policy, the RRF and other policy 

4. Regrets that the time-limited nature 
of the Recovery and Resilience Facility 
(RRF) has prompted Member States to 
prioritise the implementation of the 
national recovery and resilience plans; 
highlights the need to ensure 
complementarities and synergies between 
cohesion policy, the RRF and other policy 
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instruments, to ensure maximum impact; instruments, to ensure maximum impact; 
underlines that technical assistance 
remains crucial for the implementation of 
cohesion funds; calls therefore on the 
Commission to increase its presence on 
the ground and prioritise technical 
assistance in cases where the project 
implementation is delayed;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Hélène Laporte

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Regrets that the time-limited nature 
of the Recovery and Resilience Facility 
(RRF) has prompted Member States to 
prioritise the implementation of the 
national recovery and resilience plans; 
highlights the need to ensure 
complementarities and synergies between 
cohesion policy, the RRF and other policy 
instruments, to ensure maximum impact;

4. Regrets that the time-limited nature 
of the Recovery and Resilience Facility 
(RRF) has prompted Member States to 
prioritise the implementation of the 
national recovery and resilience plans; 
highlights the need to ensure 
complementarities and synergies between 
cohesion policy, the RRF and other policy 
instruments, to ensure maximum impact; a 
thought process must be embarked upon 
on how better to combine cohesion policy 
with the Recovery and Resilience Facility 
(RRF).

Or. fr

Amendment 27
Nils Ušakovs

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Regrets that the time-limited nature 
of the Recovery and Resilience Facility 
(RRF) has prompted Member States to 

4. Takes note that the time-limited 
nature of the Recovery and Resilience 
Facility (RRF) has prompted Member 
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prioritise the implementation of the 
national recovery and resilience plans; 
highlights the need to ensure 
complementarities and synergies between 
cohesion policy, the RRF and other policy 
instruments, to ensure maximum impact;

States to prioritise the implementation of 
the national recovery and resilience plans 
and is concerned that it could affect the 
speed of implementation cohesion policy; 
highlights the need to ensure 
complementarities and synergies between 
cohesion policy, the RRF and other policy 
instruments, to ensure maximum impact;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Dimitrios Papadimoulis
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Welcomes the principle of “do no 
harm to cohesion”, meaning no action 
should hamper the convergence process 
or contribute to regional disparities, 
highlighted in the 8th Cohesion Report; 
supports its further development and its 
integration in policy making; stresses that 
territorial impact assessments and rural 
proofing should be strengthened in order 
for the needs and specificities of different 
EU territories to be better taken into 
account;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Vlad Gheorghe, Olivier Chastel, Martin Hojsík, Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Highlights that cohesion policy 
spending is still subject to irregular 
activities, linked to corruption and fraud; 
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calls on the Commission to reinforce 
financial and personnel resources of the 
European Public Prosecutor’s Office 
(EPPO), in order to complete the 
investigations and the recovery of misused 
funds;

Or. en

Amendment 30
Dimitrios Papadimoulis
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Calls for a fair distribution of 
cohesion funding to support 
entrepreneurship, employment, education, 
training and innovation and for an end to 
its over-concentration in the more 
developed regions, especially in capital 
regions, in order to avoid any 
development trap, especially in the less 
developed regions;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Vlad Gheorghe, Olivier Chastel, Martin Hojsík, Fabienne Keller

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the flexibility introduced 
through the Cohesion’s Action for 
Refugees in Europe (CARE) proposals to 
help Member States deal with the impact of 
the war in Ukraine, following the model of 
the Coronavirus Response Investment 
Initiatives, CRII and CRII+; underlines, 
however, that cohesion policy funding 

5. Welcomes the flexibility introduced 
through the Cohesion’s Action for 
Refugees in Europe (CARE) proposals to 
help Member States deal with the impact of 
the war in Ukraine, following the model of 
the Coronavirus Response Investment 
Initiatives, CRII and CRII+; underlines, 
however, that cohesion policy funding 
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must primarily serve its long-term policy 
objectives and not become a source of 
financing to make up for shortcomings in 
budgetary flexibility or crisis response 
mechanisms within the MFF.

must primarily serve its long-term policy 
objectives and not become a source of 
financing to make up for shortcomings in 
budgetary flexibility or crisis response 
mechanisms within the MFF; calls 
therefore on the Commission to establish, 
as a matter of urgency, a dedicated new 
fund for the financial assistance to the 
responsible authorities and NGOs dealing 
with Ukrainian refugees in the EU 
Member States, with a specific focus on 
the Member States absorbing the biggest 
part of the refugees flow, such as Poland, 
Romania, Slovakia; highlights that a co-
financing rate of 100% should be 
maintained for the support to the hosting 
entities and families, so as to alleviate the 
burden for the households hosting the 
refugees;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Victor Negrescu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the flexibility introduced 
through the Cohesion’s Action for 
Refugees in Europe (CARE) proposals to 
help Member States deal with the impact of 
the war in Ukraine, following the model of 
the Coronavirus Response Investment 
Initiatives, CRII and CRII+; underlines, 
however, that cohesion policy funding 
must primarily serve its long-term policy 
objectives and not become a source of 
financing to make up for shortcomings in 
budgetary flexibility or crisis response 
mechanisms within the MFF.

5. Welcomes the flexibility introduced 
through the Cohesion’s Action for 
Refugees in Europe (CARE) proposals to 
help Member States deal with the impact of 
the war in Ukraine, and especially the 
countries on the border with Ukraine, 
following the model of the Coronavirus 
Response Investment Initiatives, CRII and 
CRII+; calls for further simplification and 
flexibility on the use of EU funds for the 
period 2014-2020 and underlines the need 
for an extension of the period for the 
implementation of the projects impacted 
by the war and the pandemic and the need 
to facilitate the transfer of projects from 
that MFF to the new financial 
programming; underlines, however, that 
cohesion policy funding must primarily 
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serve its long-term policy objectives and 
not become a source of financing to make 
up for shortcomings in budgetary 
flexibility or crisis response mechanisms 
within the MFF.

Or. en

Amendment 33
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Welcomes the flexibility introduced 
through the Cohesion’s Action for 
Refugees in Europe (CARE) proposals to 
help Member States deal with the impact of 
the war in Ukraine, following the model of 
the Coronavirus Response Investment 
Initiatives, CRII and CRII+; underlines, 
however, that cohesion policy funding 
must primarily serve its long-term policy 
objectives and not become a source of 
financing to make up for shortcomings in 
budgetary flexibility or crisis response 
mechanisms within the MFF.

5. Welcomes the flexibility introduced 
through the Cohesion’s Action for 
Refugees in Europe (CARE) proposals to 
help Member States deal with the impact of 
the war in Ukraine, following the model of 
the Coronavirus Response Investment 
Initiatives, CRII and CRII+; highlights 
that this flexibility undermines the 
strategic approach of cohesion policy that 
aims to tackle regional disparities across 
the EU in the long-run, with a dedicated 
budget for climate and a thematic 
concentration for specific policy 
objectives and, in particular, 
strengthening resilience, and that 
cohesion policy must not become a source 
of financing to make up for shortcomings 
in budgetary flexibility or crisis response 
mechanisms within the MFF.

Or. en

Amendment 34
Dimitrios Papadimoulis
on behalf of the The Left Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Notes that, following the outbreak 
of the war in Ukraine, the EU’s growth 
outlook has been revised downwards and 
the forecast for inflation upwards, as 
depicted in the Spring 2022 Economic 
Forecast; underlines that the invasion of 
Ukraine has posed new challenges and 
has increased uncertainty; stresses, in this 
context, the need to maintain a supportive 
fiscal stance and expects the general 
escape clause to remain activated as long 
as necessary; considers that returning to 
the existing fiscal rules in the current 
circumstances is not a viable solution and 
calls, therefore, for their thorough 
revision before the deactivation of the 
general escape clause;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Hélène Laporte

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Is concerned about the misuse of 
new budget lines created to deal with 
immediate crises, whereas cohesion policy 
should be part of long-term policies, and 
therefore wonders whether the objectives 
of cohesion policy should be redefined;

Or. fr

Amendment 36
Karlo Ressler

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses that, while financial 
instruments could play a greater role in 
unlocking investments from the private 
sector, they should be complementary to 
and by no means replace direct grants and 
aid;

Or. en

Amendment 37
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Believes that direct access to 
cohesion funds should be granted to 
regional and local authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Is of the opinion that the role of 
small cities, towns and villages should be 
bolstered in order to support local 
economies and address demographic and 
climate challenges and to limit 
urbanization; urges, therefore, to extract 
the European Agricultural Fund for 
Rural Development (EAFRD) from the 
Common Agricultural Policy and 
integrate it into the Common Provisions 
Regulation (CPR) to ensure a maximum 
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of synergies and complementarities 
between the different funding 
programmes;

Or. en

Amendment 39
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 c. Highlights that the pandemic and 
the current geopolitical tensions have 
confirmed the need to work towards a 
renewed Economic Governance 
Framework, including the revision of the 
Stability and Growth Pact and stresses the 
need to introduce a golden rule for green 
investments in cohesion policy;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 d. Emphasizes the importance of 
cross-border projects in bringing people 
together and in that way opening new 
potentials for sustainable local 
development and cross-border 
cooperation; stresses the importance of 
cross-border investments to enhance 
innovations, technology transfer, common 
solutions and synergies and in that way 
increase territorial cohesion beyond 
borders and strengthen European 
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solidarity; therefore urges the 
Commission to develop funding 
possibilities that bring actors from 
different regions closer together in bigger 
projects (INTERREG +) and to promote 
best practices in the area;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Rosa D'Amato
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 e. Recalls the need for minimizing 
administrative burden for local and 
regional authorities to the extent possible 
under applicable legislation, in particular 
for small beneficiaries; calls especially for 
easier funding applications and processes 
in order to ensure projects needed in the 
regions are being realized and supported 
adequately, also in a financial manner; 
calls on the Commission to draw up 
regional guides to support citizens in 
applying for EU cohesion funds; stresses 
that the Commission should evaluate and, 
if needed, oblige Member States to 
simplify their respective application and 
funding process while ensuring the full 
protection of the financial interest of the 
EU;

Or. en


