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Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 1
Paragraph 1

1. Considers that European regional policy is an indispensable tool for promoting social 
and economic cohesion, permitting the Union to undertake actions to reduce regional 
disparities, promote genuine convergence, stimulate growth and employment as well as 
to develop and promote its concept of a tolerant, fair, caring society with a shared interest 
in solidarity. Is convinced that joint action at European level is cost effective since it 
permits the realisation of economies of scale, the rationalisation of procedures, and the 
pooling of resources, particularly in the context of cross border co-operation, and also 
serves to redistribute and compensate for the costs of the internal market in the case of 
less-developed regions. The existence of a strong, well financed European regional 
policy is a condition sine qua non of the Union's ability to deal with successive 
enlargements and to create social, economic and geographical cohesion in an enlarged 
EU;

Or. pt

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 2
Paragraph 1

1. Considers that European regional policy is an indispensable tool permitting the Union 
to undertake actions to reduce regional disparities, stimulate the sustainable 
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development of the regions, their growth and competitiveness as well as to develop 
and promote its concept of a tolerant caring society with a shared interest in solidarity; 
is convinced that joint action at European level is cost-effective since it permits the 
realisation of economies of scale, the rationalisation of procedures, and the pooling of 
resources, particularly in the context of cross-border cooperation; considers that the 
existence of a strong, well financed European regional policy is a condition sine qua 
non of the Union’s ability to deal with successive enlargements; notes furthermore 
that, as the Union grows together, the other Union policies cannot substitute for the 
role of regional policy, but, rather, can bolster it appropriately;

Or. de

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 3
Paragraph 1

1. Considers that European regional policy is an indispensable tool permitting the Union 
to undertake actions to reduce regional disparities, stimulate growth and 
competitiveness as well as to develop and promote its concept of a tolerant caring 
society with a shared interest in solidarity; is convinced that joint action at European 
level is cost-effective since it permits the realisation of economies of scale, the 
rationalisation of procedures, and the pooling of resources, whether in the area of 
cross-border, transnational or interregional cooperation; considers that the existence 
of a strong, well financed European regional policy is a condition sine qua non of the 
Union’s ability to deal with successive enlargements;

Or. fr

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 4
Paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Considers the Commission proposal for the next Financial Perspective to be clearly 
inadequate as a response to the social, economic and environmental challenges 
posed by an enlarged EU and in particular to the greater need for cohesion and the 
high levels of unemployment, poverty and income inequality;

Or. pt

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 5
Paragraph 1 b (new)

1b. Opposes the strategy put forward by the signatories to the ‘Letter from the Six’, the 
intention behind which is to influence the debate on the next Financial Perspective 
by proposing that the Community budget be restricted to a maximum of 1% of 
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Community GNI, and regrets the fact that such a strategy has received support from 
the Council;

Or. pt

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 6
Paragraph 1 c (new)

1c. Rejects the proposal that the average level of expenditure under the next Financial 
Perspective should be set somewhere between the 1.14% of Community GNI 
suggested in the Commission proposal and the proposal put forward by the 
signatories to the ‘Letter from the Six’; points out that there is a margin of 0.10 
percentage points by comparison with the ceiling imposed on own resources 
(namely, 1.24% of Community GNI);

Or. pt

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 7
Paragraph 1 d (new)

1d. Points out that in the Commission proposal for the next 2007-2013 political and 
financial framework, an average real annual budget of 1.09% of Community GNI is 
set, which is lower than the Agenda 2000 average of 1.10% (as stated by the former 
Commissioner Mrs Schreyer at the April 2004 informal Council meeting of 
ministers responsible for regional policy);

Or. pt

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 8
Paragraph 1 e (new)

1e. Is concerned at the excessive emphasis placed in the Commission proposal on 
competitiveness and entrepreneurship at the expense of cohesion and convergence; 
states once again that it will not accept any undermining of the Cohesion Policy’s 
objectives or of its instruments (the Structural Funds);

Or. pt
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Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 9
Paragraph 2

2. Recalls the suggestions made by the Committee on Regional Policy, Transport and 
Tourism in its opinion of the 18 March 2004 on the Commission's communication 
Building our common future: policy challenges and budgetary means of the enlarged 
Union, and considers that:
– (deletion) the levels of investment in material and human capital which the 

Commission proposes in its communication. ‘Building our common future: policy 
challenges and budgetary means of the enlarged Union 2007-2013’ are not 
sufficient in the context of cohesion for growth and employment, and particularly 
welcomes the Commission's emphasis on strengthening human resources in order to 
improve the potential for growth and productivity, but considers that such 
objectives will not be achieved by means of a revision of the EU’s employment 
strategy which is designed to ensure that employment in all its forms is of high 
quality;

– (deletion) the Commission should in conjunction with the Member States establish
development targets and indicators corresponding to the specificities and the level 
of development of each Member State. These targets and indicators should be 
measurable and concrete, cover the economic, social and environmental dimensions, 
and be full part of both Structural Funds' regional and national programmes;

– an assessment needs to be carried out as to whether or not setting the upper limit 
for the Financial Perspective (deletion) at 1.24%. of GNI, as proposed by the 
Commission, will be sufficient in order to ensure that sufficient resources are 
available for the Regional and Structural Funds as well as for a sustainable 
employment policy; points out, for example, that the German institute DIW 
indicates that values in excess of 1.24% are required;

Or. pt

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 10
Paragraph 2, indent 3

– calls, therefore, for the upper limit for the Financial Perspective to be established at 
1.24 % of gross national income (GNI), as proposed by the Commission, in order to 
ensure that sufficient resources are available for the Regional and Structural Funds as 
well as for the Commission's growth initiative, particular account being taken of its 
innovative components and soft location factors;

Or. de
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Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 11
Paragraph 2, indent 2

− asks the Commission to develop development targets and indicators following the lines of 
the conclusions of the Lisbon and Gothenburg European Councils and the Kok report’s 
conclusions concerning innovation. These targets and indicators should be measurable,
concrete and practicable, cover the economic, social and environmental dimensions, and 
be full part of regional and national action programmes under the European Regional 
Development Fund and the European Social Fund;

Or. nl

Amendement by Vladimír Železný

Amendement 12
Paragraphe 2, tiret 3

- calls, therefore, for the upper limit for the Financial Perspectives to be established at 
1.24% of the gross national income (GNI), as proposed by the Commission, in order to 
ensure that sufficient resources are available for the Regional and Structural Funds as 
well as for vital trans-European transport projects; resources for Regional and 
Structural Funds should be kept at the present level, even if total resources provided 
by Member States are capped at 1% of their GNI. In such a case, it is  recommended 
that savings in expenditure be achieved by lowering subsidies for the EU common 
agricultural policy, which represents the biggest single item in the overall EU 
budget;

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 13
Paragraph 2, indent 3 a (new)

- Calls, however, on the Commission not to forget that if the Lisbon Agenda is to be 
carried out there must be convergence between the EU’s regions and Member 
States, and that not all the Lisbon policies are focused on the Cohesion Policy 
objectives or are conducted by means of the same instruments. Most Lisbon Process 
policies require public funding but there is little or no evidence of them in the 
Community budget (by comparison with the EMS budgets); calls, therefore, for the 
allocation of resources to those policies not to involve any reduction in the 
percentages allocated to cohesion;

Or. es
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Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 14
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Stresses that the cohesion policy in an enlarged European Union will be required to 
meet enormous needs and that, therefore, the amount of 0.41% of the Union's gross 
national income is the minimum level of funding, below which that policy would 
completely lose its credibility;

Or. el

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes

Amendment 15
Paragraph 3 

3. Appreciates the financial effort made in favour of ultra-peripheral regions, aimed at 
promoting their development, enabling them to become fully integrated within the 
internal market and granting them access to the benefits of Community policies, 
with due regard to the specific characteristics of, and the determining factors in, 
those regions; urges that the financial effort should continue in the future in respect 
of the strategy to develop the ultra-peripheral regions;

Or. pt

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 16
Paragraph 3

3. Values the main components of the future development strategy for the outermost 
regions, which has been presented in the form of a stronger partnership and is 
based in particular on a specific programme to compensate for the handicaps 
affecting their economies and populations;

Or. fr

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Fernando Fernández Martín

Amendment 17
Paragraph 3

3. Appreciates the financial effort made in favour of ultra-peripheral regions but 
considers that in order to compensate for the difficulties which those regions
encounter in accessing the internal market, it must be borne in mind that ultra-
peripherality is a constant which does not vary as a function of income; hopes that 
the financial effort established in Berlin will continue to be the minimum for all the 
regions concerned; 
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Or. es

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 18
Paragraph 3

3. Appreciates the financial effort made in favour of ultra-peripheral regions, aimed at 
compensating the difficulties they encounter in accessing the internal market and the 
permanent limitations imposed by their endogenous development factors;

Or. pt

Amendment by Jean Marie Beaupuy, Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Mojca Drcar Murko, 
Eugenijus Gentvilas, Marian Harkin and Toomas Savi

Amendment 19
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Considers that, in order to fund regional and cohesion policy, a guaranteed 
minimum of 0.41% of GNI is needed for the policy during the next financial 
perspective period;

Or. fr

Amendment by István Pálfi

Amendment 20
Paragraph 4

4. Draws attention to the importance of supporting sparsely populated regions and 
regions with external land borders, and of the special situations of island and 
mountain regions;

Or. hu

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bárbara Dührkop Dührkop, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 21
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Stresses the importance of providing aid to areas which suffer from structural 
disadvantages such as depopulation, an ageing population or difficult access; points 
out that the needs of regions affected by structural problems of this nature should be 
addressed by means of enhanced cooperation and ad hoc measures;

Or. es
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 22
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes the mainstreaming of URBAN and Equal, resulting in increased funding for 
small and large cities and urban areas and enhancing the possibilities of interregional 
cooperation between town and regional authorities;

Or. de

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 23
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Expresses its concern at the proposal that Natura 2000 should be funded virtually 
exclusively from the Structural Funds and the Rural Development Fund, since this 
will require nature-conservation activities to compete with other socio-economic 
sectoral activities for the same funding (at national and regional level) and will 
establish a hierarchy between the EU’s bio-diversity objectives and those in other 
sectors, thereby jeopardising such funding; for this reason, calls upon the 
Commission either to create a separate financial instrument for Natura 2000 or to 
increase the funding for LIFE +, with the inclusion of a bio-diversity fund which 
will enable the Natura 2000 objectives to be achieved;

Or. es

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 24
Paragraph 6

6. Notes that the Commission proposes that the ceiling on resources should remain at 
1.24 % of GNI (as was previously the case with Agenda 2000), but considers that an 
analysis should be carried out in order to establish whether or not such a level is 
sufficient in order to meet the additional cohesion of requirements of a 25-Member 
European Union, if the Union is to meet commitments and avoid further public 
disillusionment with Europe; points out that as part of the Delors I and Delors II 
packages the figure was increased from 1.15 to 1.27% of Community GDP (1.24% 
of Community GNI) and the value of the Structural Funds was doubled;

Or. pt
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Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bárbara Dührkop Dührkop, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 25
Paragraph 6

6. Notes that the Commission now accepts that the ceiling on resources should remain at 
1.24 % of GNI and agrees with the Commission that the proposed increase in the use 
of those resources within the ceiling is indispensable if the Union is to meet 
commitments and avoid further public disillusionment with Europe;

Or. es

Amendment by Brigitte Douay

Amendment 26
Paragraph 6

6. Notes that the Commission proposes that the ceiling on resources should remain at 
1.24 % of GNI and agrees with the Commission that the proposed increase in the use 
of those resources within the ceiling is indispensable if the Union is to meet 
commitments and avoid increased public disappointment with Europe;

Or. fr

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 27
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6α. Notes that enlargement is an historic event of which we are all proud; stresses the 
need, however, for the financial cost of enlargement to be shared among the old 
Member States in a fair and balanced manner in order to avoid the risk of the cost 
being borne only by the cohesion countries and the disadvantaged regions of the EU 
which have not yet completed the convergence process themselves;

Or. el

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bárbara Dührkop Dührkop, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
Pleguezuelos Aguila

Amendment 28
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Accepts the technical explanations given by the Commission in order to propose aid 
to the ten new Member States at a level corresponding to approximately 3.3% of 
GNI, but considers that such aid would have to be increased to 4% in terms of 
commitment appropriations, even if the aid is not ultimately implemented;
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Or. es

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 29
Paragraph 7

7. Is aware that financial resources must be spent efficiently, but at the same time points 
out that the EU’s cohesion and structural policy has in past years made clear the 
European added value achieved and has always helped to acquire further financial 
resources in the regions; considers, therefore, that revision of the Stability Pact is 
essential (with particular regard to investment expenditure), in view of the 
detrimental effect which the Pact has on the proper application of the Structural 
Funds under the current financial framework;

Or. pt

Amendment by István Pálfi and László Surján

Amendment 30
Paragraph 7

7. Is aware that financial resources must be spent efficiently, but at the same time points 
out that the EU’s cohesion and structural policy has in past years made clear the 
European added value achieved and has always helped to acquire further financial 
resources in the regions; is aware, furthermore, that the accession to the EU of the 
ten new Member States in 2004 presents a new challenge to cohesion policy as a 
whole, which at the same time marks the beginning of a long process of cohesion; 
considers that, for this reason, regional development and cohesion policy will have 
an enhanced role to play in the period 2007-2013, as this will be the period when 
these new Member States will actually - and not only legally - become integrated 
into the community of the Union; observes, therefore, that in future cohesion policy 
must concentrate more on the regions, so as to prevent any conflict of interests from 
arising between the less developed regions of the old Member States and the new 
Member States;

Or. hu

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 31
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Considers it essential to back the Commission's proposal to plan the financial 
perspective for a seven-year period, until 2013, because of foreseeable teething 
troubles in the new financing period and the inadequate experience of the new 
Member States, in particular Bulgaria and Romania, which will not be admitted into 
the Union until 2007;
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Or. de

Amendement by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith

Amendement 32
Paragraphe 8

8. Welcomes the fact that both IPA and ENPI will include a specific component 
to promote cross-border cooperation with a view to increasing sustainable 
development, strict respect for environmental safeguard mechanisms and the 
development of environmental legislation, and the promotion of democracy;

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 33
Paragraph 8

8. Welcomes the fact that both IPA and ENPI will include a specific component to 
promote cross-border cooperation with a view to increasing sustainable economic 
development, strict respect for environmental constraints and the promotion of 
democracy, and welcomes the intention to implement cross-border cooperation 
programmes in all border regions, including along the 'old' internal borders', in 
particular since the present INTERREG programmes have made very good progress 
and this build-up must continue in order to prevent the emergence of a vacuum;

Or. de

Amendment by István Pálfi and László Surján

Amendment 34
Paragraph 8

8. Welcomes the fact that both IPA and ENPI will include a specific component to 
promote cross-border cooperation with a view to increasing sustainable economic 
development, strict respect for environmental constraints and the promotion of 
democracy; observes that more intensive EU support will bring about cooperation 
between Member States, which will promote social cohesion; recommends, 
therefore, that, in the event of cross-border regional cooperation, both across 
internal borders and across the EU's external borders, the EU should provide 
support not only for technical assistance but also for the implementation of the 
substantive part of the programmes;

Or. hu
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 35
Paragraph 9

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Carlos José Iturgaiz Angulo

Amendment 36
Paragraph 9

9. Requires the Commission to (deletion) monitor in particular the progress or 
regression of the regions affected by the statistical effect and give a detailed annual 
report to Parliament concerning the situation in those regions; 

Or. es

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 37
Paragraph 9

9. Requires the Commission to closely monitor the progress or regression of the regions 
affected by the statistical effect and give a detailed annual report to Parliament 
concerning the situation in those regions; considers that the eligibility of the regions 
concerned must not be affected by an increase in ‘virtual’ wealth and calls upon the 
Commission to ensure that this is the case;

Or. pt

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 38
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Notes that the more prosperous EU Member States in particular are likely to derive 
major economic benefits from enlargement and that the cohesion countries 
(especially Portugal and Greece) will be most affected by the costs of enlargement, 
and therefore calls on the Commission to analyse the impact which enlargement will 
have on the latter countries and to propose specific tailored programmes designed to 
develop and modernise their economies in an enlarged EU;

Or. pt
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 39
Paragraph 10

10. Points out that regions which have seemingly become richer for statistical reasons 
only, i.e. because average GDP has fallen as a result of enlargement to include 
countries with very much poorer regions, should be assessed on the basis of their 
actual development difficulties and considers that those regions should continue to 
come under the convergence objective and need, and must receive, suitable support 
from the EU which reflects their actual problems; points out that, if that purely 
statistical effect is not taken into account, those regions would lose out as a result of 
enlargement;

Or. de

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 40
Paragraph 10

10. Points out that regions and Member States affected by the statistical effect still need, 
and must receive, suitable support from the EU, and that no region or Member State 
should feel it is a loser as a result of enlargement;

Or. es

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 41
Paragraph 10

10. Points out that regions affected by the statistical effect (deletion) must continue to 
receive the support from the EU which they would have if the eligibility reference 
point were a 15-Member EU, since no region should feel it is a loser as a result of 
enlargement;

Or. pt
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Amendment by Elmar Brok, Albert Deß, Karl-Heinz Florenz, Ingo Friedrich, Michael Gahler, 
Ingeborg Gräßle, Daniel Gaspary, Karsten Friedrich Hoppenstedt, Dieter-Lebrecht Koch, 
Werner Langen, Kurt Joachim Lauk, Klaus-Heiner Lehne, Peter Liese, Angelika Niebler, 
Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper, Bernd Posselt, Ingo Schmitt, Andreas Schwab, 
Renate Sommer, Thomas Ulmer, Manfred Weber, Anja Weisgerber and Joachim Wuermeling

Amendment 42
Paragraph 10 a (new)

10a. Welcomes the possibility, in particular under new priority 2, of encouraging 
innovative capacities in the regions, which represent a key factor for realisation of 
the Lisbon objectives and for the European Union to progress;  

Or. de

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bárbara Dührkop Dührkop, Iratxe García Pérez and 
Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 43
Paragraph 10 a (new)

10a. Believes that regions which lose their status on account of non-statistical growth 
should enjoy exactly the same compensation as the regions which found themselves 
in the same situation when the current Financial Perspective came into force;

Or. es

Amendement by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith

Amendement 44
Paragraphe 10 bis (nouveau)

10a. Calls upon the Commission to recognise the interplay of regional policy with 
competition policy in regions affected by the statistical effect and to include in its 
analysis the impact of the current and prospective State aid rules within regions 
affected by the statistical effect;

Or. en

Amendment by István Pálfi and László Surján

Amendment 45
Paragraph 10 a (new)

10a. Proposes that consideration be given to the possibility that, in the case of regions 
where mean income is significantly lower than in the EU as a whole, rather than 
introducing an absolute n+2 rule for the Cohesion Fund, the rules could be 
relaxed and permit a longer period by extending the time limit, so that n+3 or 
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possibly n+4 could be the rule applicable during the first three years; stresses, 
moreover, that, if any funds remain unused because of the application of the n+2 
rule, it must at all events only be possible to use them for cohesion purposes;

Or. hu

Amendment by Carlos José Iturgaiz Angulo

Amendment 46
Paragraph 11

Deleted

Or. es

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 47
Paragraph11

11. Welcomes the creation of a Growth Adjustment Fund, which should permit the Union 
to take speedy and effective action to accelerate progress in objectives running behind 
schedule; supports the Commission's view that in particular the Community's 
European commitment can make European value-added visible for the regions 
concerned in their special problematic circumstances (deletion); and further insists 
that decisions to reallocate be subject to the codecision procedure, in so far as they 
affect priorities previously laid down by Parliament and Council, and that, for the 
deployment of funding, rules governing participation be applied in full and in good 
time;

Or. de

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 48
Paragraph 11

11. Notes the creation of a Growth Adjustment Fund, which should permit the Union to 
take speedy and effective action to accelerate progress in objectives running behind 
schedule; considers in any event that it will not be possible for that fund to be 
financed through the reallocation of expenditure (in particular from the Structural 
Funds), since that would constitute a dangerous precedent; should it occur, asks the 
Commission when proposing any reallocation of resources to take particular account 
of regions suffering from the statistical effect; and further insists on being consulted 
on all decisions to reallocate (deletion), in so far as they affect priorities previously 
laid down by Parliament and Council;

Or. pt
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Amendment by Carlos José Iturgaiz Angulo

Amendment 49
Paragraph 11 a (new)

11a. Recognises that there is a need for certain flexibility mechanisms, but the latter 
must not have any effect on the political and quantitative priorities agreed in the 
Financial Perspective and they must enable unexpected crises to be dealt with - for 
which reason they must be highly specialised in nature; calls upon the Commission 
to ensure that whenever it proposes any reallocation of resources, the Member 
States’ economic policies will not be affected;

Or. es

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 50
Paragraph 12

12. Notes that, in future, financial management of the Structural Funds will be more 
proportional and decentralised, thus shifting more of the responsibility for good 
financial management to the Member States and regions; encourages the Commission 
in its efforts to rationalise procedures, reduce administrative costs - albeit not at the 
expense of decentralisation - and speed up decisions; requires the Commission, 
however, to make sure by means of suitable instruments, such as the efficiency 
reserve, that European funding is used in accordance with Community guidelines 
and, in order to ensure transparency, to inform the Parliament of any inadequacy 
identified in national or regional financial control procedures as well as of the 
measures it has taken to rectify the situation;

Or. de

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 51
Paragraph 12

12. Notes that, in future, financial management of the Structural Funds will be more 
proportional and decentralised, thus shifting more of the financial responsibility for 
good financial management to the Member States, regions and municipalities; 

Or. nl



AM\552602EN.doc 17/21 PE 353.366v01-00

EN

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 52
Paragraph 12 a (new)

12a. Calls on the Commission not to authorise the use of European funding unless plans 
have been verified on the basis of, and are in line with, Parliament's resolution of 3 
July 2003 on gender budgeting1;

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter and Alyn Smith

Amendment 53
Paragraph 12 b (new)

12b. Points out that, from a regional policy perspective, the multiannual nature of 
financial planning and hence planning certainty are indispensable for the regions 
and that the financial perspective instrument must not be thoughtlessly called into 
question by any European institution; admonishes the Council to work intensively 
with Parliament towards taking a decision on the financial perspective which 
benefits the enlarged Union and the integration thereof;

Or. de

Amendment by Jean Marie Beaupuy

Amendment 54
Paragraph 13

deleted

Or. fr

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 55
Paragraph 13

deleted

Or. nl

  
1 OJ C 74 E, 24.3.2004, p. 746.
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Amendement by Vladimír Železný

Amendement 56
Paragraphe 13

13. Encourages the Commission to undertake specific actions, within the context of the 
revised European Social Fund, to reinforce the social integration of migrants and 
increase their access to employment, thus enabling third-country nationals of different 
cultural, religious and linguistic and ethnic backgrounds to participate in all aspects of 
European society, provided that these migrants respect and hold in esteem the 
language, the culture, the traditions, and especially the rule of law of the host 
country, and on condition that such specific actions do not endanger the rights and 
job opportunities of citizens of the host country;

Or. en

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bárbara Dührkop Dührkop, Iratxe García Pérez and 
Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 57
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls upon the Commission to quantify the applications submitted earlier and upon 
the Temporary Committee on the enlarged EU’s political challenges and budgetary 
resources to take enlargement into account in its final report;

Or. es

Amendement by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith

Amendement 58
Paragraphe 13 bis (nouveau)

13a . Calls on Member States to demonstrate how they will provide the financial support 
necessary to achieve sustainable development as agreed at the summit of 
Gothenburg,  in particular with regard to the management of the Natura 2000 
network, the resources required for the implementation of the Water Framework 
Directive and contributing to the achievement of the Kyoto targets;

Or. en

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 59
Paragraph 14

14. Calls on the Commission to take steps to ensure that the cohesion and structural policy 
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is not cut back (deletion) in favour of other policies and rejects the idea that the 
Structural Funds should act as a variable to be adjusted in response to budget 
constraints;

Or. pt

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 60
Paragraph 14

14. Urges the Commission to ensure that any measures adopted do not cause the 
cohesion policy to be cut back in favour of other policies and to be aware that, 
although cohesion expenditure should be used in order to achieve sustainable 
development, competitiveness cannot be a substitute for convergence in the Member 
States;

Or. es

Amendement by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith

Amendement 61
Paragraph 14

14. Calls on the Commission to take steps to ensure that the cohesion and structural policy 
is not cut back more strongly in favour of other policies and condemns those Member 
States which have sought to reduce the European ideal to a sterile discussion of 
"money in/money out", while advancing positions that will disadvantage other 
Member States and areas within themselves;

Or. en

Amendment by Sérgio Ribeiro

Amendment 62
Paragraph 15

15. Calls on the Commission to ensure that the schedule is maintained and the new 
programmes for the cohesion and structural policy can begin in 2007 on schedule; 
supports the Commission proposal that the next Financial Perspective should cover 
a seven-year period (2007-2013).

Or. pt


