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Amendment by Dimitrios Papadimoulis

Amendment 1
Paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Takes note that the Commission has proposed a total budget capped at 1.24% of 
gross national income to implement adopted policies; considers this percentage to be 
the minimum acceptable financing and opposes the strategy of the signatories of the 
so-called ‘letter of the Six’ demanding a lowering of the ceiling on resources to 1% 
of EU GNI, which would render it impossible to implement fully the necessary 
environmental policies;

Or. en

Amendment by Dimitrios Papadimoulis

Amendment 2
Paragraph 3

3. Is strongly in favour of mainstreaming environment and health policies into other 
policy areas, such as transport, energy, agriculture, fisheries and regional policy, but 
stresses that this should not be used as an excuse to reduce the funding of the 
necessary individual environment and health programmes;
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Or. en

Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 3
Paragraph 3

3. Is strongly in favour of mainstreaming environment and health policies into other 
policy areas, such as agriculture, fisheries and regional policy, but stresses that this 
should not be used as an excuse to reduce the funding of the necessary individual 
environment and health programmes;

Or. en

Amendment by Marcello Vernola

Amendment 4
Paragraph 3

3. Is strongly in favour of mainstreaming environment and health policies into other policy 
areas but stresses that this should not be used as an excuse to reduce the funding of the 
necessary individual environment and health programmes, and must not distort the 
specific objectives of such programmes;

Or. it

Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 5
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Considers that in view of further enlargement, the level of financing provided by the 
current Financial Perspectives for the environment, public health and food safety 
will not be sufficient for the future term 2007-2013; points out that in these policy 
areas in the further enlarged EU, common objectives will not be attained without 
substantial financial support for new Member States;

Or. en
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Amendment by Margrete Auken

Amendment 6
Paragraph 4

4. Supports the creation of a single financial instrument for the environment (LIFE+) but 
calls for a careful assessment of the future financial needs, especially taking into 
account that the proposal incorporates financing of regular preparatory work into 
the framework of LIFE +; further considers that minimum shares of funding for 
environmental organisations and project activities, including in the area of nature 
conservation, should be earmarked;

Or. en

Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 7
Paragraph 4

4. Supports the creation of a single financial instrument for the environment (LIFE+) but 
calls for a careful assessment of future financial needs; emphasises the need to closely 
follow up and evaluate the implementation of the new programme and use the 
results of the evaluation for a later revision of the programme;

Or. en

Amendment by Dimitrios Papadimoulis

Amendment 8
Paragraph 4

4. Supports the creation of a single financial instrument for the environment (LIFE+), 
asks for a substantial increase in its budget and the addition of a nature protection 
component and calls for a careful assessment of the future financial needs; draws 
attention to the increasing international commitments of the European Union in the 
field of the environment; therefore calls on the Commission to ensure sufficient 
funding for international co-operation and support for third countries in the field of the 
environment within the instruments for external actions;

Or. en
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Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 9
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Draws attention to the increasing international commitments of the European 
Union in the field of the environment; calls on the Commission, therefore, to ensure 
sufficient funding for international cooperation and support for third countries in 
achieving commonly agreed goals in the field of the environment within the 
instruments for external actions; calls for the necessary financial support to carry 
out environmental cross-border cooperation both within the EU and with the 
neighbouring countries; calls for a financial instrument to help developing 
countries to implement the goals of the Montreal Protocol;

Or. en

Amendment by Margrete Auken

Amendment 10
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Draws attention to the increasing international commitments of the European 
Union in the field of the environment; calls on the Commission, therefore, to ensure 
sufficient funding for international cooperation and support for third countries in 
achieving commonly agreed goals in the field of the environment within the 
instruments for external actions; recommends the addition of a thematic instrument 
on Environmental External Action to provide funding linked to EU environmental 
diplomacy priorities, for example as regards climate policy efforts and multinational 
environmental agreements;

Or. en

Amendment by Christofer Fjellner 

Amendment 11
Paragraph 5

deleted

Or. en
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Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Dorette Corbey

Amendment 12
Paragraph 5

5. Is concerned about the plans to finance Natura 2000 almost exclusively through the 
structural and rural development and fisheries funds, because that would leave the 
final decisions on the funding of individual networks to Member States; fears that this 
proposal (deletion) would leave Natura 2000 areas underfinanced; calls for 
guarantees, such as earmarking, to be put in place to ensure adequate availability of 
funding from rural development, structural and fisheries funds; recognises that 
significant gaps in funding the management of the Natura 2000 network will arise 
for actions ineligible for funding from rural development and structural 
programmes and calls for a guarantee that these activities will be eligible for 
funding under LIFE+ and that the available budget is appropriate for this; 

Or. en

Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 13
Paragraph 5

5. Is concerned about the plans to finance Natura 2000 almost exclusively through the 
structural and rural development funds, because that would leave the final decisions 
on the funding of individual networks to Member States; demands a separate financial 
instrument for Natura 2000; is of the opinion that not even the ringfencing of the 
structural funds or the rural development fund will provide the best solution;

Or. en

Amendment by Margrete Auken

Amendment 14
Paragraph 5

5. Is concerned about the plans to finance Natura 2000 almost exclusively through the 
structural and rural development funds, because that would leave the final decisions 
on the funding of individual networks to Member States; fears that this proposal, 
unless accompanied by effective earmarking, would leave Natura 2000 areas 
underfinanced; calls for either a separate financial instrument for Natura 2000 or a 
substantial increase for LIFE+, with the inclusion of a dedicated biodiversity fund, so 
that the objectives of Natura 2000 can be achieved; considers that necessary 
adjustments to the proposed regulations on rural development, structural and 
fisheries funds include inter alia provisions to make the release of structural 
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funding conditional upon adequate national Natura 2000 financing plans;

Or. en

Amendment by Marcello Vernola

Amendment 15
Paragraph 5

5. Is concerned about the plans to finance Natura 2000 almost exclusively through the 
structural and rural development funds, because that would leave the final decisions on 
the funding of individual networks to Member States; fears that this proposal, unless 
accompanied by effective earmarking, would leave Natura 2000 areas underfinanced; 
fears also that important ecosystems that are neither agricultural nor forestry-related 
(for example marine sites) would not receive adequate funding; calls for either a 
separate financial instrument for Natura 2000 or a substantial increase for LIFE+, with 
the inclusion of a dedicated fund for biodiversity and for measures to conserve species 
and high-priority natural habitats, so that the objectives of Natura 2000 can be 
achieved;

Or. it

Amendment by Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 16
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Welcomes the Commission statement that the EU rural development and structural 
funds should make a substantial contribution towards co-financing the Natura 2000 
network; further welcomes the enabling of financing for Natura 2000 from rural 
development and structural funds; considers however that such adjustments should 
include inter alia provisions to:
- make the release of structural funding conditional upon adequate national 

Natura 2000 financing plans, as stipulated in the Communication on the 
Financial Perspectives;

- include an objective under the rural development fund dedicated only to Natura 
2000, accompanied by a minimum percentage to be spent on this objective, as has 
been done for other objectives under rural development; and to reflect this 
additional priority with additional funding for rural development;

Or. en
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Amendment by Gyula Hegyi 

Amendment 17
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Strongly recommends that Natura 2000 is clearly earmarked in the rural 
development, structural, fisheries and LIFE+ funds, failing which implementation 
of the Gothenburg strategy will be put at risk and stakeholders will remain in 
uncertainty;

Or. en

Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 18
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Stresses the importance of environmental NGOs in the development and 
implementation of environment policy, in particular in new Member States and 
third countries, and demands financial support for them;

Or. en

Amendment by Dimitrios Papadimoulis

Amendment 19
Paragraph 6

6. Is concerned that the proposed EU competitiveness and innovation framework 
programme will not ensure appropriate support for environmental technologies and 
therefore supports the idea of creating an additional action programme to promote and 
support environmental technologies to enhance innovation in terms of the Lisbon and 
Gothenburg strategy;

Or. en

Amendment by Jutta D. Haug

Amendment 20
Paragraph 6

6. Supports the idea of creating an additional action programme (deletion) to enhance 
innovation in terms of the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategies in areas such as new 
environmental technologies, environmental research and the development of new 
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antibiotics and/or other pharmaceuticals;

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 21
Paragraph 6

6. Supports the idea of creating an additional action programme to promote and support 
environmental technologies and research in the environmental area to enhance and 
support innovation in terms of the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategy;

Or. fr

Amendment by Dimitrios Papadimoulis

Amendment 22
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Expresses its concern about the flexibility within Heading 3 being deployed to the 
detriment of the expenditure foreseen for the policy areas of public health, and 
advocates some sort of earmarking, either through the setting of amounts within the 
regulations establishing the programmes or by setting up sub-Headings 
corresponding to the broad objectives under this Heading;

Or. en

Amendment by Chris Davies

Amendment 23
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Believes that the agreement reached at the European Council in Brussels in October 
2002 on the first pillar of the CAP budget (market expenditure and direct payments) 
should be renegotiated, with a view to speeding up the transfer of payments to the 
second pillar (rural development); considers that as soon as is feasible after 2013, 
both pillars should be merged into one simplified funding mechanism for rural 
Europe supporting environmentally friendly farming practices and other rural 
activities;

Or. en
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Amendment by Chris Davies

Amendment 24
Paragraph 6 b (new)

6b. Calls on Member States to demonstrate how they will provide financial support 
towards achieving the environmental objectives of the Union, in particular with 
regard to the management of the Natura 2000 network, implementation of the 
Water Framework Directive and achievement of the Kyoto targets, as a 
pre-condition for the approval of national strategic frameworks and operational 
programmes for structural funding;

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 25
Paragraph 7

7. Welcomes the plans to increase the funding of the Health Action Programme so that it 
can better address the concerns and wishes of citizens and (deletion) new or 
re-emerging health scourges (deletion); calls also for this Health Action Programme 
to provide funding for medical research, including research into new drugs, 
including those for rare, orphan and tropical diseases, in order to encourage and 
support the innovation objective in accordance with the Lisbon strategy;

Or. fr

Amendment by Françoise Grossetête

Amendment 26
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Insists that the health-related agencies should have the budget needed to carry out 
the tasks assigned to them by the EU;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Françoise Grossetête

Amendment 27
Paragraph 7 b (new)

7b. Considers it essential that budgetary resources should be earmarked for supporting 
medical research, in order both to encourage innovation and to develop new 
antibiotics against known diseases such as influenza that can combat the new 
resistances of these pathogens;

Or. fr

Amendment by Jutta Haug

Amendment 28
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Calls for an additional heading or a sub-heading for the decentralised agencies; 
points out that the funding of the agencies should be consistent with the tasks 
assigned to them and put into effect in the work programme; consequently, the 
agencies need to have sufficient funding in order to implement their work 
programmes;

Or. en

Amendment by Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 29
Paragraph 9

9. Supports the idea of pooling resources and expertise at EU level in order to get real 
value for money, for example in prevention and preparedness plans for various crisis 
situations; suggests that the new solidarity and rapid reaction instrument should cover 
natural disasters, such as floods, as well as prevention and minimisation of the effects 
of disease pandemics and bioterrorism through the European Centre for Disease 
Control;

Or. en
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Amendment by Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 30
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Considers that the public gives priority to those activities that protect them and 
therefore expects funding to be sufficient, especially as regards the European 
Medicines Agency (EMEA), the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) and the 
European Centre for Disease Control (ECDC);

Or. en


