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Amendment 1
Henri Weber, Peter Skinner, Richard Howitt

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead to 
substantial programme cuts, shrinkages or 
delays for almost all Member States, 
which could adversely affect the European 
defence industry;

1. Points out that the contraction of 
investment due to the economic crisis, 
ferocious international competition, the 
volatility of exchange rates, euro/dollar 
parity and the austerity policies 
introduced by the Member States have 
already led to job losses and substantial 
cuts, shrinkages or delays for some 
Member States, and could adversely affect 
the European defence industry in the 
medium and long term;

Or. fr

Amendment 2
Krišjānis Kariņš, Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead to 
substantial programme cuts, shrinkages or 
delays for almost all Member States, which 
could adversely affect the European 
defence industry;

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead to 
substantial programme cuts, shrinkages or 
delays for almost all Member States, which 
could adversely affect the European 
defence industry; notes that this is an 
opportunity to consolidate military 
research programmes in order to increase 
their effectiveness;

Or. en
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Amendment 3
Jean-Pierre Audy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead to 
substantial programme cuts, shrinkages or 
delays for almost all Member States, which 
could adversely affect the European 
defence industry;

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead, 
through unprecedented cuts in most 
States' defence budgets, to substantial 
programme cuts, shrinkages or delays for 
almost all Member States, which could 
adversely affect the European defence 
industry  and the European Union’s 
position at the cutting edge of scientific 
progress in this field;

Or. fr

Amendment 4
Vladko Todorov Panayotov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead to 
substantial programme cuts, shrinkages or 
delays for almost all Member States, which 
could adversely affect the European 
defence industry;

1. Points out that the ongoing fiscal 
consolidation across the EU may lead to 
substantial programme cuts, shrinkages or 
delays for almost all Member States, which 
could adversely affect the entire European 
defence industry;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)



AM\880078EN.doc 5/27 PE473.899v01-00

EN

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Notes that no major programme has 
been launched at European level since the 
1980s;

Or. fr

Amendment 6
Krišjānis Kariņš

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Stresses that closer cooperation 
between the member states in the defence 
sector is possible only if and when it is 
based on the principle of solidarity; 
unilateral decisions of one member state 
that harm security of another are still 
occurring, thus blocking ways for joint 
action in defence spending.

Or. en

Amendment 7
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by too wide a 
diversity of national policies and 
programmes, which will exacerbate the 
probable impact of the crisis;   stresses 
therefore that the EU needs to pursue a 
European defence policy –  based on 
cooperation, reciprocity, and security of 
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supply, and geared towards striking an 
overall balance – which will foster a solid 
manufacturing and technological base 
capable of increasing the resilience and 
competitiveness of this industrial sector;

Or. fr

Amendment 8
Andreas Mölzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which sometimes result 
in distortion of competition  and could 
further aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased by 
privatisation, European cooperation in 
research and the removal of subsidies  to 
minimise the adverse effects;

Or. de

Amendment 9
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
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defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects; calls on the 
EU institutions and Member States to 
radically review, and improve the 
coordination of, the EU’s defence 
strategies and defence-related 
instruments, to improve cooperation 
between the relevant stakeholders and to 
ensure all participants in the European 
Union’s defence market enjoy equal 
rights;

Or. lt

Amendment 10
Vladko Todorov Panayotov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased, 
through coordination of national defence 
policies, to minimise the adverse effects 
created by the financial crisis;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Ioan Enciu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 2. Underlines that the European defence 
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industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
convergence, competitiveness and 
resilience of the defence industry need to 
be increased to minimise the adverse 
effects;

Or. ro

Amendment 12
Krišjānis Kariņš, Bendt Bendtsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased 
through cooperation to minimise the 
adverse effects;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 

2. Underlines that the European defence 
industry is characterised by varying 
national policies, which could further 
aggravate the adverse effects on the 
industry; stresses therefore that the 
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competitiveness and resilience of the 
defence industry need to be increased to 
minimise the adverse effects;

competitiveness, differentiation, potential 
and resilience of the defence industry of 
the EU need to be increased to minimise 
the adverse effects;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Niki Tzavela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 – point a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(a) Notes the disparities existing between 
Member States on defence expenditure, 
and calls on Member States to make 
efforts to increase cost efficiency 
throughout the EU and increase 
cooperation on EU defence planning and 
harmonisation of military requirements;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 – point 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(1) Stresses that there is a tendency to use 
information and communication 
technologies to achieve political, 
economic and military supremacy, 
including through offensive capabilities, 
as in the case of ‘cyber-warfare’ and 
‘cyber-terrorism’; calls on the 
Commission and Member States to 
cooperate with one another to ensure 
cyber-security, as an integral facet of the 
defence sector;
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Or. ro

Amendment 16
Jean-Pierre Audy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Stresses, particularly in view of 
present circumstances, the importance of 
the ‘security’ component of the 
Framework Programme for Research and 
Development, and calls for security 
research to continue to form a separate 
component of the next framework 
programme;

Or. fr

Amendment 17
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. points out the importance of research 
and innovation in the security and 
defence sector and welcomes the efforts 
that are made towards this direction in the 
framework of the FP7, such as the calls 
for Security Research published on 
CORDIS,

Or. en

Amendment 18
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Notes, however, that currently a little 
over 1% of Europe's total defence 
expenditure was invested in R&T and 
only around 10 % of that R&T 
expenditure was spent through European 
collaborations, so the need to enhance the 
effectiveness of European efforts in this 
domain is particularly urgent;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2c. Notes that European Ministers of 
Defence agreed in November 2007 
collective benchmarks to increase 
Defence R&T spending to 2% of all 
defence expenditure and to bring 
European collaborative Defence R&T 
spending to a level of 20%;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2d. Notes the necessity for innovation and 
technology transfer between the civil and 



PE473.899v01-00 12/27 AM\880078EN.doc

EN

the defence industry and calls for a new 
strategic vision for a European defence 
industrial policy based on collaboration, 
innovation, development of human skills 
and better interconnection with civil 
industry;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2e. Notes the shift in recent years of 
traditional military operations towards 
peace operations, counter-terrorism, 
humanitarian assistance and support to 
civil authorities, as well as the increased 
need for civil protection applications (e.g. 
in cases of natural or manmade disasters) 
therefore calls for increased adaptation 
and diversification of the European 
defence sector; Notes that still the 
European defence industry does not 
produce firefighting aircrafts despite the 
significant demand by many Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to  
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deeper fragmentation of the defence 
market in terms of demand, regulations, 
standards and supply; recognises that a 
common defence industrial policy makes 
sense economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

considerable fragmentation of the defence 
market, both in terms of supply and 
demand and in terms of standards and 
regulations; stresses that, to avert the risk 
of Europe falling behind in terms of 
technological capacity, and in view of the 
impact of the sector on the economy and – 
directly and indirectly – on employment in 
the Member States, a common defence 
industrial policy is now indispensable; is 
concerned by the consolidation of 
strategic partnerships with third countries 
at the expense of intra-European 
partnership; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
involve multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, and that its main 
industrial objectives should be outlined, 
mapping the comparative advantages and 
strategic industrial sectors,  in cooperation 
with the European Defence Agency.

Or. fr

Amendment 23
Jean-Pierre Audy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically with a view to enhancing the 
European Union’s international role, 
while recognising the sovereignty of the 
Member States; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
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industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the European Defence Agency (EDA), 
which plays a leading part in defining a 
European industrial policy, and the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO);

Or. fr

Amendment 24
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, taking into account 
the specificities of the Member States, 
outlining the main industrial objectives, 
mapping the comparative advantages and 
strategic industrial sectors and emphasising 
the role of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States; notes that competition between 
cross-border and Transatlantic industrial 
consortia can facilitate access to new 
technologies, encourages the development 
of innovative products  and provides 
incentives to seek efficiency gains that 
enable costs and cycle times to be 
reduced;

Or. lt

Amendment 26
Andreas Mölzer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
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undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state, which should retain full 
control over its core defence-related 
technical capabilities; believes therefore 
that European defence industrial policy 
should promote multidimensional 
cooperation for the benefit of the EU, 
outlining the main industrial objectives, 
mapping the comparative advantages and 
strategic industrial sectors and emphasising 
the role of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

Or. de

Amendment 27
Reinhard Bütikofer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation and duplication of 
the defence market in terms of demand, 
regulations, standards and supply; believes 
that the European industrial defence policy 
should promote multidimensional 
cooperation for the benefit of the EU; 
outlining the main industrial objectives, 
mapping the comparative advantages and 
strategic industrial sectors; emphasis the 
role of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting the cooperation among member 
states;

Or. en
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Amendment 28
Vladko Todorov Panayotov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States; further recognizes the need of the 
Defence Industrial Headline Goal 2030 in 
coordinating defence policies of Member 
States;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Ioan Enciu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy may have 
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economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy should 
promote multidimensional cooperation for 
the benefit of the EU, outlining the main 
industrial objectives, mapping the 
comparative advantages and strategic 
industrial sectors and emphasising the role 
of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

economic and social benefits; believes 
therefore that European defence industrial 
policy should promote multidimensional 
cooperation for the benefit of the EU, 
outlining the main industrial objectives, 
mapping the comparative advantages and 
strategic industrial sectors and emphasising 
the role of the EDA and NATO bodies in 
supporting cooperation among Member 
States;

Or. ro

Amendment 30
Niki Tzavela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically, but also threatens to 
undermine the sovereignty of the 
individual state; believes therefore that 
European defence industrial policy 
should promote multidimensional 
cooperation for the benefit of the EU, 
outlining the main industrial objectives, 
mapping the comparative advantages and 
strategic industrial sectors and 
emphasising the role of the EDA and 
NATO bodies in supporting cooperation 
among Member States;

3. Notes that the absence of a common 
defence industrial policy has led to a 
deeper fragmentation of the defence market 
in terms of demand, regulations, standards 
and supply; recognises that a common 
defence industrial policy makes sense 
economically; Notes that due to the 
financial crisis no EU defence industry 
can be viable on a national basis and that 
pursuing consolidation of the EU defence 
industry will lead to decreasing defence 
budgets;

Or. en
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Amendment 31
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Notes that an integrated European 
defence policy would make it possible to 
rationalise spending, avoid duplication, 
decompartmentalise the sector and ensure 
research spending was not spread too 
thin, as well as to  pool technical 
resources and expertise where that would 
be advantageous;  argues that research 
must be encouraged so as to enhance 
Europe’s industrial and technological 
capacity in the defence field; suggests 
promoting links between civil and military 
research in line with successful current 
practice in the communications and space 
research sectors, in view of the significant 
impact of defence-related research on the 
civil sector;

Or. fr

Amendment 32
Zigmantas Balčytis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Highlights the importance of 
improving the long-term competitiveness 
of the European defence industry with a 
view to ensuring greater access to third-
country markets, and emerging markets 
in particular;

Or. lt
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Amendment 33
Niki Tzavela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification; 
Indicates the evolution of new industrial 
markets of the defence industry, such as 
combating mega natural disasters;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Stresses the need for cooperation in 
the field of research and technological 
development and calls on the Commission 
and Member States to step up efforts to 
invest in research and the development of 
advanced technologies;

Or. ro

Amendment 35
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Calls on the Commission to take 
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measures to strengthen Europe’s 
technological and industrial base and 
promote the cross-border consolidation of 
the defence industry – including 
Transatlantic connections – and thereby 
prevent the European defence industry 
from further shrinking and declining in 
importance, as well as reducing the 
financial burden imposed by developing 
and producing new systems, and helping 
to develop defence-related employment;

Or. lt

Amendment 36
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Considers that  the absence of any 
proactive restructuring of our defence 
apparatus will seriously jeopardise not 
only our technological know-how and our 
defence industry, but also our strategic 
autonomy;  stresses the vulnerable 
position of SMEs and SMIs operating in 
the defence sector, which are the 
breeding-ground of innovative 
technologies and play an important role 
in job creation;

Or. fr

Amendment 37
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3c. Suggests, also, the setting up of a 
European monitoring and economic 
intelligence unit tasked with providing the 
necessary tools to confront international 
competition and maintain Europe’s 
international competitiveness;

Or. fr

Amendment 38
Henri Weber

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation 
of defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 
demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry; notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification, 
although some degree of supply 
consolidation is unavoidable.

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and technology transfers, which aim to 
boost European defence markets by 
decompartmentalising them, and to 
introduce greater transparency and more 
healthy competition into the defence 
equipment purchasing process; 
encourages by way of accompaniment, 
and on the basis of joint initiatives, greater 
consolidation of demand through joint 
trans-European R&T projects or through 
optimising and bundling demand for 
shared capabilities; notes that on the supply 
side, the least competitive companies that 
cannot implement an export-led growth 
strategy should pursue portfolio 
diversification.

Or. fr

Amendment 39
Jean-Pierre Audy
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 
demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry; notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification, 
although some degree of supply 
consolidation is unavoidable.

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; calls on the 
Commission to support the defence 
industry’s manufacturing and 
technological base by introducing a 
Community preference procedure in view 
of the specificities of certain types of 
defence equipment in relation to which it 
is essential to maintain strategic 
autonomy and operational sovereignty; 
encourages, based on pooling and sharing 
initiatives, greater consolidation of demand 
through joint R&T projects or through 
bundling demand for shared capabilities 
taking into account the concerns of the 
defence industry; notes that on the supply 
side, less competitive companies that 
cannot implement an export-led growth 
strategy should pursue portfolio 
diversification, although some degree of 
supply consolidation is unavoidable.

Or. fr

Amendment 40
Vladko Todorov Panayotov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 
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demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry; notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification, 
although some degree of supply 
consolidation is unavoidable.

demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry and recognizing that it is not 
always economically efficient or feasible 
for the defence industries of each Member 
State to act entirely on their own; notes 
that on the supply side, less competitive 
companies that cannot implement an 
export-led growth strategy should pursue 
portfolio diversification, although some 
degree of supply consolidation is 
unavoidable.

Or. en

Amendment 41
Ioannis A. Tsoukalas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 
demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry; notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification, 
although some degree of supply 
consolidation is unavoidable.

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects, which will coordinate 
the European and international security 
research efforts in the areas of civil, 
security and defence research, or through 
bundling demand for shared capabilities 
taking into account the concerns of the 
defence industry; notes that on the supply 
side, less competitive companies that 
cannot implement an export-led growth 
strategy should pursue portfolio 
diversification, although some degree of 
supply consolidation is unavoidable.

Or. en
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Amendment 42
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 
demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry; notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification, 
although some degree of supply 
consolidation is unavoidable.

4. Welcomes the directives on procurement 
and transfers, which aim to increase 
competition and facilitate the circulation of 
defence-related products; encourages, 
based on pooling and sharing initiatives, 
greater consolidation of demand through 
joint R&T projects or through bundling 
demand for shared capabilities taking into 
account the concerns of the defence 
industry; notes that on the supply side, less 
competitive companies that cannot 
implement an export-led growth strategy 
should pursue portfolio diversification, 
although some degree of supply 
consolidation is unavoidable; notes that 
the fragmentation of the market is 
detrimental not only to big arms 
companies and countries with huge 
defence budgets, but also to countries with 
small defence industries; .

Or. lt

Amendment 43
Reinhard Bütikofer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Rejects the idea that funding under 
the current FP7 and the future EU 
Research and Innovation Programmes 
should be expanded to finance 
development of military equipment, 
technology and services; strongly believes 
that civilian security and defence research 
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should be clearly separated and that 
security research under the current and 
future EU Framework Programmes 
should exclusively be aimed at civilian 
applications;

Or. en

Amendment 44
Niki Tzavela

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. (new point 5.) Calls on the EU and the 
Member States to explore the potential of 
defence agreements with other external 
partners;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Reinhard Bütikofer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4b. Recalls that, as specified in the FP7 
legal basis, research activities supported 
by the FP7 should respect fundamental 
ethical principles, including those 
reflected in the Charter of Fundamental 
Rights of the European Union; calls on 
the European Commission to improve the 
way it enforces ethical principles in the 
evaluation of eligibility criteria for 
participation in the FP7 research 
programmes in the area of "Security"; 
also calls on the Commission to make an 
ethic and societal impact assessment as 
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standard element of each project to be 
financed under FP7 and future research 
programs;

Or. en


