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Motion for a resolution
___________________________________________________________________________

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 1
Citation 1 a (new)

- having regard to Directives 79/409/EEC, 92/43/EEC, 2000/60/EC, 2001/42/EC, 
85/337/EEC (97/11/EC) and 90/313/EEC, Council Decision 2002/358/EC and the 
Communication from the Commission - A framework for target-based tripartite 
contracts and agreements between the Community, the States and regional and local 
authorities (COM(2002)0709),

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 2
Citation 1 b (new)

- having regard to Article 13 of the Treaty establishing the European Community on 
combating discrimination based on sex, racial or ethnic origin, religion or belief, 
disability, age or sexual orientation,

Or. de
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 3
Citation 1 c (new)

- having regard to its report on gender budgeting- building public budgets from a 
gender perspective (2002/2198(INI)),

Or. de

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 4
Paragraph -1 (new)

-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 real convergence, and stimulate growth and 
employment, and also serving 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 sine qua non for the Union's ability to deal 
with successive enlargements and to create social, economic and geographical 
cohesion in an enlarged European Union;

Or. en

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 5
Paragraph 1

1. Considers the draft regulation to be in overall accordance with its resolution of 22 
April, but considers  the financial resources proposed for the cohesion policy to be 
insufficient to address cohesion needs and the high levels of unemployment, 
poverty, and income inequalities in an enlarged European Union; calls (deletion), 
with particular reference to the debate in the Council, on the Commission and the 
Council to take account of the following specific recommendations;

Or. en
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Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Iratxe García Pérez, and Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 6
Paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Requests that during the new period, whenever referring to economic and social 
cohesion, reference be made in addition to the concept of territorial cohesion and 
that special attention be brought to bear with a view to developing this new concept;

Or. es

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 7
Paragraph 2

2. Supports any amendment to the Commission proposal which improves the efficiency 
and effectiveness of regional policy in the Community or has a positive impact on 
regional development;

Or. nl

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 8
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Calls for the extension of eligibility of the phasing-in regions also to apply to 
'convergence' objective actions, without any corresponding increase in Community 
funds intended for these regions (Article 6, paragraph 2);

Or. el

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Brigitte Douay

Amendment 9
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Calls for interregional cooperation to be possible under the ‘European territorial 
cooperation’ objective because if, as envisaged, it is decided solely by the joint 
management of programmes under the ‘Convergence’ and ‘Regional cooperation 
and employment’ objectives, regions that are not eligible under these objectives will 
not be able to engage in interregional cooperation; calls, moreover, for 
interregional cooperation not to be limited to urban areas but also to be possible for 
rural areas, fisheries-dependent areas, areas with natural handicaps and the 
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outermost regions;

Or. fr

Amendment by Josu Ortuondo Larrea

Amendment 10
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Requests that, to make their gradual exclusion easier, previous Cohesion Fund 
recipient Member States whose per capita GDP, measured in purchasing power 
parities and calculated on the basis of the figures for the last three years available to 
the Community on [date], has risen above 90% of the Community average, not 
because they have increased their wealth in constant absolute terms, but purely on 
account of the statistical effect resulting from the fact that new Member States have 
joined the Union, be entitled to receive transitional Cohesion Fund aid, payable in 
decreasing annual amounts until it has ceased to exist altogether, in the 
programming period following the one in which they exceeded to above-mentioned 
figure of 90% of average income;

Or. es

Amendment by Ewa Hedkvist Petersen

Amendment 11
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Calls for a balanced and fair financial solution aiming at reducing disparities 
between the levels of development of the various regions and the backwardness of 
the least-favoured regions, paying particular attention to areas affected by industrial 
transition and areas suffering from severe and permanent natural or demographic 
handicaps, such as regions with very low population density and island, cross-
border and mountain regions (Title 1);

Or. en

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 12
Paragraph  2 a (new)

2a. Calls for a balanced and fair financial solution aiming at reducing disparities 
between the levels of development of the various regions and the backwardness of 
the least-favoured regions, paying particular attention to areas affected by industrial 
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transition and areas suffering from severe and permanent natural or demographic 
handicaps, such as the regions with very low population density and island, cross-
border and mountain regions;

Or. en

Amendment by Catherine Stihler, Eluned Morgan

Amendment 13
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Demands a funding level of 85% of the resources provided for 'classical' areas 
assisted by the convergence objective at the beginning of the funding period, which 
will be reduced to 60% of the financial level by the end of the funding period;

Or. en

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 15
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Reformulates its commitment to the three dimensions contained in the Lisbon and 
Gothenburg strategies and recommends, therefore, that the second objective under 
the ‘Regional competitiveness, employment and social inclusion’ objective should be 
recast to give greater consideration to improving access to services of general 
interest, enhancing the social inclusion of people at a disadvantage and combating 
discrimination (Article 3);

Or. fr

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 16
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Is concerned at the excessive emphasis placed in the Commission proposal on 
competitiveness, adaptability and entrepreneurship at the expense of cohesion and 
convergence; warns that, although cohesion expenditure should be used in order to 
achieve sustainable development, competitiveness cannot be a substitute for 
convergence in the Member States and regions which are lagging behind (Article 
3);

Or. en
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Amendment by Rolf Berend, Markus Pieper, Manfred Weber

Amendment 17
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Calls for the 'competition and employment' objective to be given a strong focus 
within the Structural Funds, and also to be closely coordinated with programmes 
for promoting research (Article 3(2)(b));

Or. de

Amendment by Alfonso Andria

Amendment 18
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Calls, as regards the territorial cooperation objective, for Union-backed 
interregional cooperation to be intensified, not only because it is known to speed up 
territorial development in backward regions, networking, and the delivery of 
technical assistance, but also because it helps to raise the Union’s profile and hence 
encourage citizens to become more widely involved in European integration (Article 
3(2)(c));

Or. it

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Maria Berger, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 19
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Welcomes, in the context of the Funds' overall assistance objectives, the particular 
focus on areas affected by geographical or natural handicaps which aggravate the 
problems of development, but in the light of Article III-220 of the Treaty 
establishing a Constitution for Europe calls for a reference, in addition, to the areas 
which constituted the Community's external borders until 30 April 2004 and which 
no longer have that status (Article 3(3));

Or. de
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Amendment by Alfonso Andria and Jean Marie Beaupuy

Amendment 20
Paragraph 2 b (new)

2b. Calls for the reference to the urban dimension to be retained and greater attention 
focused on the Union’s small and medium-sized towns and cities with a view to 
promoting their development and development of the surrounding rural areas 
(Article 3(3));

Or. it

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Markus Pieper, Maria Berger

Amendment 21
Paragraph 2 b (new)

2b. Welcomes, in the context of the Funds' overall objectives for assistance, the 
particular focus on areas affected by geographical or natural handicaps which 
aggravate the problems of development, but in the light of Article III-220 of the 
Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe calls for a reference, in addition, to 
specific border regions (Article 3(3));

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 22
Paragraph 2 b (new)

2b. Calls for efforts, both in rural and urban areas, to build on the success achieved, 
particularly as regards employment, by promoting cultural development, improving 
the quality of the physical and cultural environment and the qualitative and cultural 
aspects of the conditions in which people live, and developing tourism, and calls for 
the importance of these factors in enhancing the attractive power of regions to 
continue to be taken into account (Article 3(3));

Or. de

Amendment by Sérgio Marques and Fernando Fernández Martín

Amendment 23
Paragraph 2 b (new)

2b. Calls for full practical expression to be given to the requirement laid down in Article 
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299(2) of the EC Treaty for the outermost regions to be treated as a special case as 
regards their access to the Structural Funds, including those regions whose GDP 
has already risen or subsequently rises above 75% of the Community average;

Or. pt

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes, Jean-Claude Fruteau, Manuel Medina Ortega, 
and Paulo Casaca

Amendment 24
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Calls, pursuant to Article 299(2) of the EC Treaty, for the outermost regions as such 
to be deemed eligible for Structural Fund financing in connection with the 
convergence objective, bearing in mind their structural economic and social 
situation (Article 5);

Or. pt

Amendment by Jan Christian Ehler, Jürgen Schröder

Amendment 25
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Calls, with regard to the assessment of eligibility for assistance from the Structural 
Funds, for it to be admissible to assess the regions of Brandenburg on the basis of 
level I of the classification of territorial units for statistics (DE 4; Regulation (EC) 
No 1059/2003 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 May 2003) 
(Article 5);

Or. de

Amendment by Sérgio Marques and Fernando Fernández Martín

Amendment 26
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Calls, pursuant to Article 299(2) of the EC Treaty, for the outermost regions as a 
whole to be automatically eligible under the convergence objective, regardless of 
their GDP (Article 5(1));

Or. pt
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Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 27
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Calls for the following figures to be fixed for eligibility for the convergence 
objective: the NUTS level II regions whose per capita GDP, measured in purchasing 
power parities and calculated on the basis of Community figures for 2000-2002, 
is less than 75% of the Community average (Article 5(1));

Or. en

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 28
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Calls for the following figures to be fixed for eligibility for phasing-out under the 
convergence objective: the NUTS level II regions whose per capita GDP, measured 
in purchasing power parities and calculated on the basis of Community figures for 
2000-2002, is between 75% and 85% of the Community average (Article 5(2));

Or. en

Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 29
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Emphasises the urgent need to concentrate resources on the least-developed regions 
of the enlarged Union while taking into account the needs of the regions suffering 
from severe and permanent handicaps based on the Union acquis; calls for specific 
measures and additional funding to offset the handicaps faced by the outermost 
regions resulting from the factors referred to in Article 299(2) of the Treaty in order 
to facilitate their integration into the internal market and compensate for their 
constraints; calls for appropriate funding from the ERDF for integrating the 
northernmost areas of the Union into the internal market and for compensating for 
their specific permanent handicaps based on their remoteness, difficult climate and 
very sparse population, according to Article 2 of Protocol 6 to the Accession Treaty 
of Austria, Finland and Sweden (Article 5(12));

Or. en
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Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 30
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Considers that the eligibility of the regions affected by the so-called 'statistical 
effect' must not be affected by an increase in 'virtual' wealth attributable to a drop 
in EU GDP per capita of an enlarged European Union; points out that regions 
affected by the 'statistical effect' must continue to receive the same support from the 
European Union as they would have had if the eligibility reference point were the 
EU-15, since no region should feel that it is poorer as a result of enlargement; 
considers that the financial resources should increase accordingly (about € 6 billion 
for the period 2007-2013) (Articles 5, 15 and 16);

Or. en

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 31
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Points out that national State aid is an important financial instrument for economic 
and social cohesion (Recital 1), must therefore be incorporated into the national 
reference framework and must be approved as part of the multiannual national 
programme; calls for the fundamental rules on aid associated with the Structural 
Funds to be incorporated into the 'General provisions';

Or. de

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 32
Paragraph 2 c (new)

2c. Considers that, following the conclusions of the European Spring Council of 22 and 
23 March concerning the revision of the Stability and Growth Pact, in which it is 
stated that 'the purpose of the excessive deficit procedure is to assist rather than to 
punish', the conditions applying to access to Cohesion Fund assistance should be 
deleted so that the cohesion countries can cope better with the need for heavy 
investment, in particular in infrastructure, so as to ensure real convergence (Article 
5(3));

Or. en
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 33
Paragraph 2 d (new)

2d. Draws particular attention to the fact that all EU policies must be required to 
contribute to the objective of economic and social cohesion and that international 
trade policy is also committed to this objective and must not be regarded as an 
exception; calls for trade policy to be designed to avoid producing shock effects on 
regions and draws particular attention to the fact that the relocation of firms or 
production units represents a serious threat to regional development (Recital 48);

Or. de

Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 34
Paragraph 3

3. Opposes the imposition of an arbitrary 150 km limit for defining maritime regions 
eligible for cross-border cooperation programmes and calls, moreover, for special 
measures to be taken to ensure that regions at the periphery of EU territory can 
participate in these programmes;

Or. en

Amendment by Arlene McCarthy

Amendment 35
Paragraph 3

3. Rejects the need for a 150 km limit for the definition of a maritime border eligible 
for cross-border cooperation programmes, as unnecessary discrimination vis-à-vis 
island Member States;

Or. en

Amendment by Ewa Hedkvist Petersen

Amendment 36
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for a considerable degree of flexibility concerning the implementation of 
cross-border cooperation across maritime borders; relevant factors are 
functionality, trade patterns, previous cooperation and mutual problems;
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Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 37
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the retention of 150 km as the maximum distance permitted between the 
maritime borders of NUTS level III regions, as areas outside these parameters can 
apply for alternative sources of funding referred to in Article 7(2) and (3) of the 
general regulation on European territorial cooperation; calls, however, for 
flexibility where demonstrable historic, cultural links or practical connections such 
as trade, tourism and transport links exist; calls moreover for a reference to be 
inserted on the need to take into account the importance of providing for the 
connectivity of peripheral areas (Article 7); calls for the deletion of Article 36(4)(a) 
of the general regulation in order to ensure that all interregional cooperation is 
included as a separate strand in the new territorial cooperation objective similar to 
the current INTEREG IIIc programme, in order to share knowledge and experience 
between all the regions;

Or. en

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Markus Pieper, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 38
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to approximately 150 kilometres of the maximum distance 
permitted between the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community 
for the purpose of eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; calls, 
moreover, for a reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the 
importance of providing for the connectivity of peripheral areas (Article7), and calls 
for the inclusion of inter-regional cooperation as an independent component of the 
new 'territorial cooperation' objective, comparable to the current INTERREG III C 
programme;

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 39
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
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the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation, encompassing all internal 
and external borders; calls, moreover, for a reference to be inserted on the need to 
take into account the importance of providing for the connectivity of peripheral areas 
(Article7); considers it appropriate for inter-regional cooperation to be an 
independent component under the 'territorial cooperation' objective, thereby 
building on the successes of the INTERREG III C programme and continuing with 
its content;

Or. de

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 40
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for (deletion) the maximum distance permitted between the maritime borders of 
NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of eligibility for financing 
under cross-border cooperation - which as a rule are, at most, 150 km apart - to be 
applied flexibly in order to permit worthwhile cross-border cooperation between 
regions which are more than 150 km apart;

Or. nl

Amendment by Yiannakis Matsis

Amendment 41
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; regions located beyond the 
200 kilometre limit, such as Cyprus, Scotland and/or remote areas may be included 
in this category, on the basis of the principle of equal treatment; calls, moreover, for 
a reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the importance of providing 
for the connectivity of peripheral areas (Article7);

Or. el
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Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Eugenijus Gentvilas, Marian Harkin, 
Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 42
Paragraph 3

3. Calls, for the purposes of eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation, 
for the inclusion of maritime borders of NUTS level III regions where these borders 
establish direct contiguity between the Member States in which the regions are 
located and, in other cases, for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum 
distance permitted (deletion); calls, moreover, for a reference to be inserted on the 
need to take into account the importance of providing for the connectivity of 
peripheral areas (Article 7);

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 43
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community and, in any event, 
for groups of islands to be encompassed at the very least within NUTS level III, for 
the purpose of eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; calls, 
moreover, for a reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the 
importance of providing for the connectivity of peripheral areas (Article 7);

Or. es

Amendment by Giovanni Claudio Fava

Amendment 44
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; believes that this distance 
criterion should be waived when the NUTS level III regions in question border the 
same sea (the Mediterranean, the Baltic, or the Black Sea); calls, moreover, for a 
reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the importance of providing 
for the connectivity of peripheral areas (Article 7);

Or. it
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Amendment by Francesco Musotto

Amendment 45
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; believes that this distance 
criterion should be waived when the NUTS level III regions in question border the 
same sea (the Mediterranean, the Baltic, or the Black Sea); calls, moreover, for a 
reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the importance of providing 
for the connectivity of peripheral areas (Article 7);

Or. it

Amendment by Richard Howitt

Amendment 46
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation, and for flexibility where 
demonstrable historic, cultural links or practical connections such as trade, tourism, 
and transport links exist; calls, moreover, for a reference to be inserted on the need to 
take into account the importance of providing for the connectivity of peripheral areas
(Article 7(1));

Or. en

Amendment by Tunne Kelam

Amendment 47
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for abolition of the maximum distance permitted between the maritime borders 
of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of eligibility for 
financing under cross-border cooperation involving a 150 km stretch of the Baltic 
maritime border; calls, moreover, for a reference to be inserted on the need to take 
into account the importance of providing for the connectivity of peripheral areas 
(Article 7);

Or. et
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Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 48
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; calls, moreover, for a 
reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the importance of providing 
for the connectivity of the outermost regions (Article7); calls for operations under 
cross-border cooperation to be possible with NUTS II regions bordering eligible 
territories;

Or. fr

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 49
Paragraph 3

3. Calls for the extension to 200 kilometres of the maximum distance permitted between 
the maritime borders of NUTS level III regions of the Community for the purpose of 
eligibility for financing under cross-border cooperation; calls, moreover, for a 
reference to be inserted on the need to take into account the importance of providing 
for the connectivity of peripheral areas and the outermost regions (Article7);

Or. fr

Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 50
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls for coherence with the procedures of the Structural Funds when transforming 
the current cross-border programmes into programmes under the new European 
Neighbourhood Policy (ENPI and IPA);

Or. en
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Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 51
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Supports a funding level of 85% of the resources provided for 'classical' areas 
assisted by the convergence objective at the beginning of the funding period, which 
will be reduced to 60% of the financial level by the end of the funding period;

Or. en

Amendment by Alfonso Andria

Amendment 52
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls for a methodology to be devised and used by Member States and regions alike 
to systematically identify, uniformly present, assess the applicability of, and 
exchange, best development practices so as to help those areas wishing to benefit 
from them (Article 7(3));

Or. it

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 53
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls for the term 'transnational cooperation' to be changed to 'transregional 
cooperation' and points out that with regard to 'integrated territorial development', 
too, the focus must be on the development of the participating regions and that this 
must be expressed accordingly (Article 7 et seq.);

Or. de

Amendment by Richard Howitt

Amendment 54
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls for interregional cooperation to be a strand of the territorial cooperation 
objective, and not integrated into regional programmes, to ensure that integration 
does not exclude some regions from any participation at all under this objective;

Or. en
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Amendment by Sérgio Marques

Amendment 55
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls for the cross-border component of the European territorial cooperation 
objective to be opened up to the outermost regions, notwithstanding the distance 
criterion (Article 7);

Or. pt

Amendment by István Pálfi, László Surján

Amendment 56
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls on the Commission to report to Parliament immediately, on the basis of a 
concrete numerical analysis, concerning the effects of the accession of Bulgaria and 
Romania on the classification of regions by GDP;

Or. hu

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Markus Pieper, Manfred Weber, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 57
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Calls for all internal borders to be eligible for assistance, irrespective of national 
priorities, as part of the promotion of the (third) new 'territorial cooperation' 
objective, and, to that end, for the eligibility of all internal borders to be included in 
the Community's strategic cohesion guidelines for 2007-2103 (Article 7) as a 
mandatory element;

Or. de

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper

Amendment 58
Paragraph 3 b (new)

3b. Takes the view that the case of cross-border cooperation should also be treated in 
the general provisions proposal, and thus invites the Commission and Council to 
add a new provision (Article 7a) on the subject, drawing on the logic and content of 
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the Commission's proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament  and of the 
Council establishing a European grouping of cross-border cooperation (EGCC);

Or. en

Amendment by László Surján, István Pálfi

Amendment 59
Paragraph 3 b (new)

3b. Considers that the final financial agreement must ensure that we can meet the 
political challenges of our age, chief among which is the reform of the cohesion 
policy; considers that, to that end, 0.41% of the EU’s GNI is the appropriate level;

Or. hu

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 60
Paragraph 3 c (new)

3c. For the purpose of cross-border cooperation, all NUTS III level regions and 
therefore all land or sea borders shall be eligible for cross-border cooperation and 
shall be eligible for financing;

Or. en

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 61
Paragraph 3 d (new)

3d. Supports the meaning of territorial cooperation and underlines the necessity for a 
stronger role for local and regional authorities; supports interregional cooperation 
in the exchange of information and experiences and in making project development 
possible (programmatic or on project basis); underlines, moreover, the synergy 
between the new neighbourhood instrument and the rules for territorial cooperation 
(Draft Constitution, Article III-220);

Or. en



PE 355.799v01-00 20 AM\562138EN.doc

EN

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 62
Paragraph 4

4. Rejects any weakening of the principle of partnership as envisaged in the original 
proposal, especially in terms of strategic planning and monitoring of the 
programmes and calls for the maintenance of a list of appropriate bodies; considers 
that such a list should be indicative but not exclusive, and should include local and 
regional authorities and an environmental organisation; considers that consultation 
must take place with representative organisations covered by Article 13 of the 
Treaty, in addition to voluntary and community groups who should be referred to 
during the mid-term evaluation;

Or. en

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 63
Paragraph 4

4. Rejects any weakening of the principle of partnership as envisaged in the original 
proposal and calls for a reference to target-based tripartite contracts and agreements 
between the Community, the Member States and regional and local authorities as a 
possible instrument for partnership and for the maintenance of the list of appropriate 
bodies which should also include environmental NGOs, bodies representing the 
disabled and NGOs which promote non-discrimination, in accordance with Article 
13 of the Treaty; partners have to be fully informed, their position has to be part of 
the evaluation documents and training measures necessary for performing their 
tasks have to be placed at their disposal at an early stage in the context of technical 
assistance (Articles 10, 43 and 44); 

Or. en

Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 64
Paragraph 4

4. Rejects any weakening of the principle of partnership as envisaged in the original 
proposal and calls for the maintenance of the list of appropriate bodies which should 
continue to include local and regional authorities, environmental NGOs, bodies 
representing (deletion) disabled people, and other voluntary groups (Article 10);

Or. en
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Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 65
Paragraph 4

4. Rejects any weakening of the principle of partnership as envisaged in the original 
proposal and calls for a broadening of the list of appropriate bodies which should 
include not only environmental NGOs and bodies representing the disabled but also 
organisations combating all forms of discrimination and social exclusion (Article 
10);

Or. en

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 66
Paragraph 4

4. Rejects any weakening of the principle of partnership as envisaged in the original 
proposal and calls for the maintenance of the list of appropriate bodies which should 
also include environmental NGOs, urban operators, NGOs pursuing gender equality 
as a social objective, universities, social housing associations and bodies 
representing the disabled (Article 10);

Or. fr

Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 67
Paragraph 4

4. Rejects any weakening of the principle of partnership as envisaged in the original 
proposal and calls for the maintenance of the list of appropriate bodies which should 
also include environmental NGOs, (deletion) bodies representing the disabled and 
intermediate bodies representing the different categories of undertakings (Article 
10);

Or. fr
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Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 68
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Calls on the Member States to strengthen links with regional, local and urban 
partners in order to make optimum use of their specific knowledge both in the 
preparation of programmes and in their implementation; advocates in this context, 
moreover, maximum decentralisation of powers in order to avoid excessive 
administrative work (Article 10);

Or. nl

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 69
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Invites the Commission and the Council to include in the provisions on partnership  
(Article 10) public-private partnerships (PPP), which should be used after 
examining the legal and economic implications of the operational programme, and 
should cover the preparation, implementation and financing of the operational 
programmes subject to a PPP contract;

Or. en

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

Amendment 70
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Calls for Article 50 of the regulation to include the following new point ca): ‘the 
contribution to major European mobility and logistics projects, for example the 
Galileo project, and the promotion of European R & D excellence to help reduce the 
technology gap’;

Or. es

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 71
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Asks the Commission to provide Community strategic guidelines on partnership for 
fostering effective consultation and genuine participation as well as equality among 
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the different partners; asks the Commission, moreover, to ensure that Member 
States report appropriately on how partnership has been established and on the 
operation thereof (Article 10);

Or. en

Amendment by István Pálfi, László Surján

Amendment 72
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Draws attention to the fact that conscious efforts are needed to prevent tension 
developing between those regions which are able to participate in the Cohesion 
Fund following enlargement, and those which, owing to the statistical effect, may 
suddenly have been deprived of subsidies; 

Or. hu

Amendment by Elly de Groen-Kouwenhoven

Amendment 73
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Rejects the practice of 'representatives' of civil society being appointed by 
governments, as this is pseudo-democratic; calls for every representative of civil 
society participating in advisory bodies and committees relating to the preparation 
and monitoring of the national strategic reference framework, as well as the 
preparation, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of the operational 
programmes, to be elected through nominations and voting, organised among 
CSOs, operating in the appropriate sector and at the appropriate level, whether 
national, regional or local (Article 10);

Or. en

Amendment by Mirosław Mariusz Piotrowski

Amendment 74
Paragraph 5

5. Calls for an assurance that accessibility for disabled persons will be a condition of 
benefiting from the Funds and will be monitored during the various stages of 
implementing the Funds (Article 14);

Or. en
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Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 75
Paragraph 5

5. Calls for the application of the principle of equality between men and women so as to 
ensure non-discrimination on the grounds of sex, racial or ethnic origin, religion or 
belief, disability, age or sexual orientation, and that, in particular, accessibility for 
disabled persons is a condition of benefiting from the Funds and is monitored during 
the various stages of implementing the Funds (Article 14);

Or. nl

Amendment by Catherine Stihler, Eluned Morgan

Amendment 76
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Calls for the cohesion policy to be firmly bound at all stages by the objectives of 
sustainable development and compliance with environmental legislation; 
recommends that Member States should demonstrate how they intend to respect and 
enhance the environment, in particular through supporting the Natura 2000 
network, implementing the Water Framework Directive and achieving Kyoto targets 
as a condition for the Commission's approval of national strategic reference 
frameworks and operational programmes for Structural Funds;

Or. en

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

Amendment 77
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Calls for the following to be added at the end of Article 52(b)(iv) of the regulation: 
‘and internal borders whose geographical handicap entails a constant access 
difficulty leadingincreasingly  to depopulation’;

Or. es
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 78
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Calls on the Commission to incorporate Parliament's resolution on gender 
budgeting (P5_TA(2003)0323), and in particular paragraphs 8, 14 and 20 thereof, 
into Article 14 in full;

Or. de

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 79
Paragraph 5 b (new)

5b. Calls for the cohesion policy to give full consideration to how to maximise 
participation in and create synergies between the EU framework programme and 
cohesion funds, and requires demonstration of this to be a condition of the 
Commission's approval of national strategic frameworks and operational 
programmes for the Structural Funds;

Or. en

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Bernadette Bourzai

Amendment 80
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for the European Union to show ambition and solidarity by allocating the 
funds necessary to meet the challenges of economic, social and territorial cohesion 
confronting an enlarged Europe;

Or. fr

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 81
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for all attempts to adjust the proposed financial framework, including both 
global resources and the breakdown of resources between the various objectives 
(deletion), to be rejected most vigorously, except for the breakdown of resources for 
the European territorial cooperation objective which, since the flexibility clause of 
Article 19 does not suffice by itself, needs to be prioritised as follows : 63.64% for 
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the financing of cross-border cooperation, 31.82% for the financing of 
transnational cooperation and 4.54% for the financing of cooperation networks and 
exchange of experience (Articles 15-22) ;

Or. en

Amendment by Garrelt Duin

Amendment 82
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for all attempts to adjust the proposed financial framework, including both 
global resources and the breakdown of resources between the various objectives and 
their components, to be rejected most vigorously and, irrespective of this point, 
considers that the amounts proposed by the Commission for the allocation of 
resources between the various objectives represent a fair balance of interests 
(Articles 15-22);

Or. de

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 83
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for all attempts to adjust the proposed financial framework, including both 
global resources and the breakdown of resources between the various objectives and 
their components, to be supported so long as they have a positive impact on regional 
development (Articles 15 – 22);

Or. nl

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Maria Berger

Amendment 84
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for all attempts to adjust the proposed financial framework, including both 
global resources and the breakdown of resources between the various objectives 
(deletion), to be rejected most vigorously (Articles 15-22);

Or. de
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 85
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for all attempts to adjust the proposed financial framework, including both 
global resources and the breakdown of resources between the various objectives 
(deletion), to be rejected most vigorously (Articles 15-22);

Or. de

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 86
Paragraph 6

6. Calls for all attempts to adjust the proposed financial framework downwards, 
including both global resources and the breakdown of resources between the various 
objectives and their components, to be reject most vigorously (Articles 15-22);

Or. en

Amendment by Arlene McCarthy

Amendment 87
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for interregional and intraregional disparities to be added to the list of 
measures used to calculate the breakdown of the 16.56% transitional and specific 
support in Article 6(2);

Or. en

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 88
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for a separate article on the Structural and Cohesion Funds' contribution to 
the protection and improvement of the environment, similar to the article on gender 
equality (Article 14);

Or. en
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Amendment by Jim Higgins, Marian Harkin, Tunne Kelam, Catherine Stihler, Gábor 
Harangozó, Alfonso Andria

Amendment 89
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for the natural effect regions to be subject to a 'phasing-out' arrangement 
from the convergence objective, using the proposed financial resources provided for 
these regions within the competitiveness and employment objective, without the need 
for any resources in addition to the proposed financial framework (Articles 16-17);

Or. en

Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 90
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for the natural effect regions to be subject to a 'phasing-out' arrangement 
from the convergence objective, using the proposed financial resources provided for 
these regions within the competitiveness and employment objective, without the need 
for any resources in addition to the proposed financial framework (Articles 16-17);

Or. en

Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 91
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for the natural effect regions to be subject to a 'phasing-out' arrangement 
from the convergence objective, using the proposed financial resources provided for 
these regions within the competitiveness and employment objective, without the need 
for any resources in addition to the proposed financial framework (Articles 16-17);

Or. en

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 92
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for the distribution of ERDF and ESF funds for the objective 'regional 
competitiveness and employment' to be geared more fully to the needs of a Member 
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State, so that the best possible account can be taken of the specific features and 
needs of each Member State and thus the effectiveness of the appropriations can be 
increased (Article 17);

Or. nl

Amendment by Thijs Berman

Amendment 93
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Advocates that, as regards the distribution of the appropriations among the 
programmes financed from the ERDF and those financed from the ESF, a flexible 
allocation formula should be applied in order to take account of the varying 
problems in the Member States and regions;

Or. nl

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper

Amendment 94
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls, in the event of a more limited budget for objective 2 after the financial 
perspective for 2007-2013 is finalised, for the possibilities for the innovative use of 
public-private (forms of ) co-financing to be worked out to safeguard the 
contribution to the central goals of competition, innovation and employment;

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Howitt, Zita Gurmai

Amendment 95
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Recognises the vital role played by global grants in supporting some of the smallest 
voluntary and community groups, and the specification of 1% of ESF funding in the 
current programme, in particular; calls on the Commission to allocate 2% of 
available resources in the future, to enable the sectors to build on the success of 
these projects (Article 17);

Or. en
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 96
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Calls for the employment rate to be inserted in Article 17(1)(b) on resources for the 
'regional competitiveness and employment' objective, to ensure consistency with 
Article 17(1)(a) and because we are dealing here with employment as an objective;

Or. en

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Maria Berger, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 97
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Supports the allocation of resources for the 'regional competitiveness and 
employment' objective and, in the context of that allocation. calls for regions with a 
geographical or natural handicap within the meaning of Article 52(1)(b) to be 
included as criteria, alongside eligible population, regional prosperity, 
unemployment and the employment rate (Article 17(1)(a));

Or. de

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Markus Pieper, Maria Berger, Lambert van 
Nistelrooij

Amendment 98
Paragraph 6 b (new)

6b. Stresses the importance of the 'European territorial cooperation' objective and, with 
regard to the allocation of resources, calls for a substantial shift in priorities 
towards cross-border cooperation (Article 18(a));

Or. de

Amendment by Manfred Weber, Maria Berger

Amendment 99
Paragraph 6 c (new)

6c. Stresses the importance of the 'European territorial cooperation' objective and, with 
regard to the relationship between transnational and cross-border cooperation, calls 
for priority to be given to the latter, with 80% of the resources to be allocated 
(Article 18);
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Or. de

Amendment by Manfred Weber

Amendment 100
Paragraph 6 d (new)

6d. Stresses the importance of the 'European territorial cooperation' objective and, with 
regard to the relationship between transnational and cross-border cooperation, calls 
for priority to be given to the latter, with 66% of the resources to be allocated 
(Article 18);

Or. de

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 101
Paragraph 7

7. Calls for the maintenance of clear and binding Community strategic guidelines on 
cohesion which must be adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down in 
Article 161 of the Treaty; calls moreover for any mid-term review to be carried out 
under the same procedure unless the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe has 
come into force, in which case Article III-223 must be used so as to allow for the full 
legislative codecision of the European Parliament (Article 23 – 24);·

Or. el

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 102
Paragraph 7

7. Calls for the maintenance of clear and binding Community strategic guidelines on 
cohesion which must be adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down in 
Article 161 of the Treaty establishing the European Community; calls moreover for 
any mid-term review to be carried out under the same procedure unless the Treaty 
establishing a Constitution for Europe has come into force, in which case, Article III-
223 must be used so as to allow for the full legislative codecision of the European 
Parliament; considers, to that effect, that a transitional provision on the entry into 
force of the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe should be added to Title 
II, Chapter I of the Regulation (Articles 23-24);

Or. en
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Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 103
Paragraph 7

7. Calls for the maintenance of clear (deletion) Community strategic guidelines on 
cohesion which must be adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down in 
Article 161 of the Treaty; calls moreover for any mid-term review to be carried out 
under the same procedure unless the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe has 
come into force, in which case Article III-119 must be used so as to allow for the full 
legislative codecision of the European Parliament (Article 23–24);

Or. en

Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 104
Paragraph 7

7. Calls for the maintenance of clear and comprehensive Community strategic guidelines 
on cohesion which must be adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down in 
Article 161 of the Treaty; calls moreover for any mid-term review to be carried out 
under the same procedure unless the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe has 
come into force, in which case Article III-119 must be used so as to allow for the full 
legislative codecision of the European Parliament (Article 23 – 24);

Or. de

Amendment by Ambroise Guellec

Amendment 105
Paragraph 7

7. Calls for the maintenance of clear (deletion) Community strategic guidelines on 
cohesion, which must be adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down in 
Article 161 of the Treaty; calls moreover for any mid-term review to be carried out 
under the same procedure unless the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe has 
come into force, in which case Article III-119 must be used so as to allow for the full 
legislative codecision of the European Parliament (Article 23 – 24);

Or. fr
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Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 106
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Calls for the general Regulation to include a stronger link to the European 
sustainable development strategy (Article 23); calls, in this context, for Member 
States to demonstrate in the national strategic framework how they intend to finance 
the needs of the environment, in particular supporting the Natura 2000 network, 
implementing the Water Framework Directive and achieving Kyoto targets, from 
Community resources or from own resources (Article 25);

Or. en

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 107
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Calls for the general Regulation to include a stronger link to the European 
sustainable development strategy (Article 23); calls, in this context, for Member 
States to demonstrate in the national strategic framework how they intend to finance 
the needs of the environment, in particular supporting the Natura 2000 network, 
implementing the Water Framework Directive and achieving Kyoto targets, from the 
Community resources or from own resources (Article 25);

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 108
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Calls for offsetting mechanisms to be put in place to avert sudden changes in 
cohesion policy and for transitional periods to be gradual and long enough for the 
territories subject to the statistical effect of successive EU enlargements, especially 
when these entail disproportionate falls in their net balances;

Or. es
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Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo and Fernando Fernández Martín

Amendment 109
Paragraph 7 b (new)

7b. Points to the financial effort to date in favour of the outermost regions, but 
considers that, to provide the necessary counterweight to the permanent structural 
handicaps which those regions have to overcome in order to gain access to the
internal market, they should continue to have the status of regions covered by the 
new convergence objective, regardless of their income level;

Or. es

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Markus Pieper, Maria Berger

Amendment 110
Paragraph 8

8. Calls, in the context of the thematic and territorial priorities of the national strategic 
reference framework, for the inclusion of  a reference to areas affected by 
geographical and natural handicaps which need particular attention, i.e. to island, 
sparsely populated and mountainous areas and specific border regions (Article 25(3));

Or. de

Amendment by István Pálfi, László Surján

Amendment 111
Paragraph 8

8. Calls for the inclusion of  a reference to island, sparsely populated and mountainous 
areas, EU land border areas and landlocked regions under the thematic and territorial 
priorities to be specified in the strategic section of the national strategic reference 
framework (Article 25);

Or. hu

Amendment by Yiannakis Matsis

Amendment 112
Paragraph 8

8. Calls for the inclusion of a reference to island (including Malta and Cyprus), sparsely 
populated and mountainous areas under the thematic and territorial priorities to be 
specified in the strategic section of the national strategic reference framework (Article 
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25);·

Or. el

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 113
Paragraph 8

8. Calls for the inclusion of a specific reference to the outermost regions and to island, 
sparsely populated and mountainous areas under the thematic and territorial priorities 
to be specified in the strategic section of the national strategic reference framework 
(Article 25);

Or. fr

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper

Amendment 114
Paragraph 8

8. Calls for the inclusion of a reference to island, sparsely populated, mountainous areas 
and border regions under the thematic and territorial priorities to be specified in the 
strategic section of the national strategic reference framework (article 25);

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo and Salvador Garriga Polledo

Amendment 115
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Calls for the regions subject to the statistical effect of enlargement to be fully 
eligible under the new convergence objective, given that their financial possibilities 
must not be diminished (European funds are to be cut by a third according to the 
Commission proposal) on account of a purely statistical effect which in no way 
implies that real income and welfare levels have improved in the regions concerned;

Or. es
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 116
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Calls for operational rural development programmes to be an integral part of each 
national strategic reference framework, for them also to be structured on a 
multiannual basis, for consistency with the other Funds to be ensured and for all 
structural assistance to contribute to successful and sustainable rural development 
(Recital 7 and Article 25);

Or. de

Amendment by Markus Pieper, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 117
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Calls, with reference to the Lisbon Strategy and to the results of the Kok report, for 
indicators of weaknesses regarding innovation to be included in the thematic and 
territorial priorities in the strategic section of the national strategic reference 
framework;

Or. de

Amendment by Arlene McCarthy

Amendment 118
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Emphasises the need to prioritise among the thematic and territorial priorities, 
including the reduction of interregional and intraregional disparities, sustainable 
urban development and the diversification of rural economies and/or areas 
dependent on fisheries (Article 25(3)(a));

Or. en

Amendment by Elly de Groen-Kouwenhoven

Amendment 119
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Calls for the inclusion of a provision that not only the operational programmes, but 
also each national strategic reference framework, should contain indicators on 
implementation, results and impact; considers that the indicators should provide a 
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measurement of progress in relation to the baseline situation and of the 
effectiveness of the implementation of the national strategic reference framework 
(Article 25);

Or. en

Amendment by Yiannakis Matsis

Amendment 120
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Calls for new Member States which are small islands on the periphery of the 
European Union (Malta and Cyprus) which face particular problems to receive 
support within the framework of the convergence objective on the basis of the 
principle of equal treatment, as occurs in ultra-peripheral regions;

Or. el

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 121
Paragraph 8 b (new)

8b. Points out that regional development depends on multiannual programme planning 
and programme funding, and therefore calls for this to be taken into account in the 
financial perspective and in the interim review (Articles 25-29);

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 122
Paragraph 8 c (new)

8c. Stresses that the European Structural Funds, the Cohesion Fund and also the funds 
allocated to rural development must be deployed in a manner that is consistent with 
achieving the objectives of the national strategic reference framework, and 
consequently that the objectives of rural development must be incorporated into that 
reference framework; calls for the national reference framework to incorporate the 
results of forums on independent regional development and for them to be provided 
with funds under the technical assistance budget before the reference framework is 
drawn up (Articles 21, 43 and 44);

Or. de
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 123
Paragraph 8 d (new)

8d. Calls for the national strategic reference framework to be subject to a strategic 
environmental impact assessment in accordance with Directive 2001/42/EC (Article 
25);

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 124
Paragraph 8 e (new)

8e. Calls for the national strategic reference framework to have the goal of 
comprehensive, sustainable, self-determined regional development (Article 25);

Or. de

Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 125
Paragraph 9

9. Calls for the (deletion) national strategic reference frameworks to be developed 
separately for each objective in each Member State, to be prepared in close 
cooperation with the partners referred to in Article 10 and to remain the subject of a 
Commission decision negotiated in the framework of the partnership (Article 26);

Or. de

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 126
Paragraph 9

9. Calls for the maintenance of a national strategic reference framework which is 
prepared in close cooperation with the partners referred to in Article 10 (deletion)
(Article 26);

Or. de
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Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 127
Paragraph 9

9. Calls for the maintenance of a national strategic reference framework which is 
prepared in close cooperation with the partners referred to in Article 10 (deletion)
(Article 26);

Or. de

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 128
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Recommends that Member States, acting in close cooperation with regional and 
local authorities, should work out the link between the national strategic framework 
and the projects financed by the Seventh  Framework Programme for R&D;

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 129
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Believes that each Member State should submit a national strategic reference 
framework to ensure that Community structural assistance is consistent with the 
Community’s strategy guidelines and link Community priorities to the national, 
regional, and urban priorities intended to promote sustainable development and to 
the national employment action plan;

Or. es

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 130
Paragraph 9 b (new)

9b. Calls for the general regulation to include a stronger link to the European 
sustainable development strategy (Article 23); calls in this context for Member 
States to demonstrate in the national strategic framework how they intend to finance 
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the needs of the environment, in particular, supporting the Natura 2000 network, 
implementing the Water Framework Directive and achieving Kyoto targets, from the 
Community resources or from own resources (Article 25);

Or. en

Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 131
Paragraph 10

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 132
Paragraph 10

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Elly de Groen-Kouwenhoven

Amendment 133
Paragraph 10 a (new)

10a. Calls for the publication of each national strategic reference framework before the 
start of implementation and for the regular publication, on a monthly basis, of 
information about its progress in the light of its indicators on implementation, 
results and impact (Article 26);

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 134
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of  the strategic follow-up, bearing in mind, however, that 
the outcome of cohesion policy will become apparent only in the long term; calls for 
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annual reporting by the Member States and the Commission (Articles 27 and 28); 
calls in this context for a biannual debate in a strategic forum involving the European 
Parliament, the Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 29);

Or. es

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 135
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of the strategic follow-up so that (deletion) the Member 
States submit reports every three years in accordance with the schedule established 
by the Commission for the cohesion report (Articles 27 and 28); calls in this context 
for a biannual debate in a strategic forum involving the European Parliament, the 
Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 29);

Or. fr

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 136
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of the strategic follow-up so that (deletion) the Member 
States submit reports every three years in accordance with the schedule established 
by the Commission for the cohesion report (Articles 27 and 28); calls in this context 
for a biannual debate in a strategic forum involving the European Parliament, the 
Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 29);

Or. fr

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 137
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for the simplification of the strategic follow up so that there is (deletion)
reporting every three years by the Member States and the Commission in alignment 
with the mid-term review; calls in this context for a (deletion) debate every three 
years in a strategic forum involving the European Parliament, the Commission, the 
Member States and the regions (Article 29).

Or. en
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Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 138
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of the strategic follow-up so that there is (deletion) reporting 
by the Member States and the Commission every two years (Articles 27 and 28); calls 
in this context for a (deletion) debate in a strategic forum involving the European 
Parliament, the Commission, the Committee of the Regions, the Member States and 
local authorities (Article 29);

Or. fr

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 139
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of the strategic follow-up so that there is (deletion) reporting 
every two years by the Member States and the Commission (Articles 27 and 28); calls 
in this context for a (deletion) debate every two years in a strategic forum involving 
the European Parliament, the Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 
29);

Or. en

Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 140
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of the strategic follow-up so that there is biennial reporting 
by the Member States and the Commission (Articles 27 and 28); calls in this context 
for a biennial debate in a strategic forum involving the European Parliament, the 
Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 29);

Or. en



AM\562138EN.doc 43 PE 355.799v01-00

EN

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 141
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of the strategic follow-up so that there is biennial reporting 
by the Member States and the Commission (Articles 27 and 28); calls in this context 
for a biennial debate in a strategic forum involving the European Parliament, the 
Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 29);

Or. en

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 142
Paragraph 11

11. Calls for a simplification of strategic reporting so that there is biennial reporting by 
the Member States and the Commission (Articles 27 and 28); calls in this context for a 
biennial debate in a strategic forum involving the European Parliament, the 
Commission, the Member States and the regions (Article 29);

Or. pl

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 143
Paragraph 12

12. Calls, in the context of the single fund per programme approach, for an increase from 
5% to 25%, as the limit up to which either the ESF or the ERDF may fund measures 
falling within the scope of the other fund (deletion); calls, in the context of the single-
fund approach, not only for an increase in the ceilings for cross-financing but also, 
along the same lines, for the strategic implementation of the programmes, for cross-
financing to be allowed between the EAFRD and the ESF as well as between the 
ERDF and the EAFRD (Article 33);

Or. en
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Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 144
Paragraph 12

12. Calls in the context of the single fund per programme approach, for an increase from 
5% to 10% as a limit up to which either the ESF or the ERDF may fund measures 
falling within the scope of the other fund (Article 33); however, suggests that in 
certain circumstances the Commission may grant approval for the same 
management authority to preside over more than one intervention, but that the 10% 
limit should still apply;

Or. en

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 145
Paragraph 12

12. Calls in the context of the single fund per programme approach, for an increase from 
5% to 10%, as the limit up to which either ESF or the ERDF may fund measures 
falling within the scope of the other fund (Article 33), and also recommends that 
Member States, acting in cooperation with the regions, should make a link between 
national action programmes for objective 2 of the structural policy and projects that 
seek funding provided by the framework programme;

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 146
Paragraph 12

12. Calls, in the context of the single fund per programme approach, for an increase from 
5% to 10%, as the limit up to which either the ESF or the ERDF may fund measures 
falling within the scope of the other fund (Article 33); calls at the same time for it to 
be left up to the Member States to choose how to fund operational programmes, i.e. 
to implement monofund programmes or multifund programmes;

Or. pl
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Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 147
Paragraph 12

12. Calls, in the context of the single fund per programme approach, for an increase from 
5% to 10%, as the limit up to which either the ESF or the ERDF may fund measures 
falling within the scope of the other fund (Article 33); calls at the same time for it to 
be left up to the Member States to choose how to fund operational programmes, i.e. 
to implement monofund programmes or multifund programmes;

Or. pl

Amendment by István Pálfi, László Surján

Amendment 148
Paragraph 12

12. Calls, in the context of the single fund per programme approach, for an increase from 
5% to 10%, or possibly even a higher percentage, as the limit up to which either the 
ESF or the ERDF may fund measures falling within the scope of the other fund; also 
calls on the Commission to draw up a framework of conditions in the event of 
which, in justified cases,  the subsidy may even reach 15% (Article 33);

Or. hu

Amendment by Simon Busuttil

Amendment 149
Paragraph 12 a (new)

12a. Calls for account to be taken of the special needs of island Member States eligible 
under the Cohesion Fund, which also suffer from severe and permanent natural 
and demographic handicaps resulting in a disparity in their level of development 
and in difficulties in integrating themselves fully into the internal market;

Or. en

Amendment by Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 150
Paragraph 12 a (new)

12a. Calls for territorial criteria to be used alongside economic and social criteria to 
determine the eligibility of regions within each objective and to distribute financial 



PE 355.799v01-00 46 AM\562138EN.doc

EN

resources between the Member States (Article 3);·

Or. el

Amendment by Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 151
Paragraph 12 b (new)

12b. Calls for the smaller island Member States, with a population below one million 
inhabitants located on the periphery of the Union, which suffer from particular 
geographic and territorial disadvantages, to receive equal or similar treatment 
under the ‘convergence’ objective as ultra-peripheral regions (Article 5);

Or. el

Amendment by Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 152
Paragraph 12 c (new)

12c. Calls on third countries having borders with Member States to be able to work 
together with the closest Member State with which they share maritime borders 
(Article 7);·

Or. el

Amendment by Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 153
Paragraph 12 d (new)

12d. Calls for the largest contribution from the funds which are increased to 85% of 
public spending for operational programmes within the framework of the 
‘convergence’ and ‘regional competitiveness and employment’ objectives for ultra-
remote regions to be extended to include Cyprus and Malta (Article 51);·

Or. el
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Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 154
Paragraph 13

13. Calls, in order to highlight the urban dimension, for the national strategic reference 
frameworks to provide for the inclusion of sustainable urban development 
programmes and for the operational programmes under the Convergence and 
Regional competitiveness, employment and social inclusion objectives to be eligible 
for a level of funding at least equivalent to that to which cities were eligible under 
the old regulation and the URBAN Community Initiative; calls for the requirement 
for information to be submitted on the approach to the urban issue, including the list of 
cities chosen and the procedures for sub-delegation, to be maintained; calls for such 
procedures to be placed in the context of regional partnership (Article 36);

Or. fr

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 155
Paragraph 13

13. Calls, in order to highlight the urban dimension, for ERDF financed operational 
programmes under the Convergence and Regional competitiveness and employment 
objectives to maintain the requirement for information to be submitted on the 
approach to the urban issue, including the list of cities chosen and the procedures for 
sub-delegation; calls for such procedures to be placed in the context of regional 
partnership for ensuring that urban zones and cities are  involved more in the 
decision-making process (Article 36); calls, while addressing the urban dimension, 
for the notion of 'sustainable urban development' to replace 'urban revitalisation';

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 156
Paragraph 13

13. Calls, in order to highlight the urban dimension, for ERDF financed operational 
programmes under the Convergence and Regional competitiveness and employment 
objectives to maintain the requirement for information to be submitted where 
appropriate on the approach to the urban issue; however, in order to give regions the 
flexibility to determine their own priorities, it should be for Member States and 
regions to decide whether or not to include a list of cities chosen and (deletion)
procedures for sub-delegation to urban authorities within an operational programme 
(Article 36);
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Or. en

Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 157
Paragraph 13

13. Calls, in order to highlight the urban dimension, i.e. sustainable urban development,
for ERDF financed operational programmes under the Convergence and Regional 
competitiveness and employment objectives to maintain the requirement for 
information to be submitted on the approach to the urban issue, including the list of 
cities chosen and the procedures for sub-delegation; calls for such procedures to be 
placed in the context of regional partnership (Article 36);

Or. fr

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 158
Paragraph 13

13. Calls, in order to highlight the urban dimension, for ERDF financed operational 
programmes under the Convergence and Regional competitiveness and employment 
objectives to maintain the requirement for information to be submitted on the approach 
to the urban issue, including the list of cities chosen and the procedures for sub-
delegation; calls for such procedures to be placed in the context of regional and local
partnership (Article 36);

Or. de

Amendment by Brigitte Douay

Amendment 159
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls for the three Funds to take account of the priorities of small and micro 
enterprises, particularly craft enterprises, given their importance to cohesion and 
regional development and their contribution to growth and employment, and to 
support the implementation of the principles and action lines of the European 
Charter for Small Enterprises adopted by the Feira European Council in 2000;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper

Amendment 160
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Proposes that, for the operational programmes financed by the ERDF (Article 
36(3)), the justification should be based on an extra criterion, i.e. the research 
criterion: a mechanism of assistance to SMEs, taking the form of free use of any 
results of research which are not yet patented but which are financed wholly by 
public funds, on condition that the beneficiary SMEs would convert such research 
into innovation leading to an industrial product or service;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 161
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls for future operational programmes submitted under the 'regional 
competitiveness and employment' objective to be drawn up at regional NUTS I or 
NUTS II level, in accordance with the institutional system specific to the Member 
State, taking into account the role of local and regional authorities in these regions 
when taking partnership decisions relating to geographic and thematic 
concentration under the emerging strategies for this strand; programmes shall be 
drawn up by the Member State with due consideration for the delivery of ESF, 
EARDF and EFF arrangements in the same territory;

Or. en

Amendment by Arlene McCarthy

Amendment 162
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Stresses the contribution of towns and cities to regional development and 
emphasises the need to take greater account of their role in promoting sustainable 
development, strengthening competitiveness, employment and social cohesion and 
improving the environment;

Or. en
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Amendment by Richard Howitt, Catherine Stihler, Zita Gurmai

Amendment 163
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Urges that civil society organisations working with the excluded be supported, so as 
to play a full part in designing, planning, delivering, implementing, evaluating and 
monitoring the Structural Funds. (Article 44);

Or. en

Amendment by Mirosław Mariusz Piotrowski

Amendment 164
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls for an assurance that sufficient financial assistance will be provided from the 
Funds, under the three priority objectives, to support urban regeneration, and in 
particular resources for housing associations, housing communities and council 
housing, which are very common types of housing in the new Member States;

Or. en

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 165
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls for a coherent approach and the maintenance of Structural Funds procedures 
when the current neighbourhood programmes are transformed into programmes 
under the new cooperation instruments for the external borders of the Union (ENPI 
and IPA);

Or. en

Amendment by Elly de Groen-Kouwenhoven

Amendment 166
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls for the publication of each operational programme before the start of 
implementation, and for the regular publication, on a monthly basis, of information 
about its progress, in the light of its indicators on implementation, results and 
impact; this information must include the amounts of money provided by the 
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programme, the names of the contractors, the targets, and the results expected from 
each contract (Article 36);

Or. en

Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 167
Paragraph 14

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 168
Paragraph 14

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 169
Paragraph 14

14. Calls for the abolition of the (deletion) Community reserve for (deletion)
performance, since it has failed to achieve its purpose and has resulted only in 
increased administrative expenditure;

Or. de

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 170
Paragraph 14

14. Is concerned by the proposal for a Community reserve for quality and performance as 
a mechanism for rewarding progress; considers that fairer, more objective and more 
generally acceptable criteria should be in place to ensure that it (deletion) achieves 
this purpose without penalising the convergence efforts of the cohesion countries;
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Or. en

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 171
Paragraph 14

14. Calls for Member States which so wish to be able to make provision for a (deletion)
reserve for quality and performance as a mechanism for rewarding progress, (deletion) 
with fair and objective criteria (deletion) so as to ensure that it genuinely achieves 
this purpose (Article 48);

Or. fr

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 172
Paragraph 14

14. Calls for the establishment of a Community reserve for quality and performance as a 
mechanism for rewarding progress, (deletion) with fair, (deletion) objective and 
jointly adopted criteria so as to ensure that it genuinely achieves this purpose (Article 
48);

Or. pl

Amendment by Alfonso Andria

Amendment 173
Paragraph 14

14. Calls for (deletion) the proposal for a Community reserve for quality and performance 
as a mechanism for rewarding progress to encompass the Cohesion Fund as well 
(Article 20); calls, however, for fairer, more objective and more generally acceptable 
criteria to be applied so as to ensure that it genuinely achieves this purpose (Article 
48);

Or. it
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Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 174
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Calls for the removal of a requirement for operational programmes financed by the 
ERDF to contain 'actions for interregional cooperation with at least one region of 
another Member State' (Article 36(4)(a));

Or. en

Amendment by Alfonso Andria

Amendment 175
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Calls for the additional criterion of environmental sustainability to be explicitly 
mentioned on the list of criteria determining how the quality and performance 
reserve is to be allocated among the Member States (Article 48(1));

Or. it

Amendment by Catherine Stihler, Richard Howitt

Amendment 176
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Calls for an explicit requirement and recognition of the principle and practice of 
accessibility for disabled persons in the strategic guidelines and in the evaluation 
process required by the strategic guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment by Miroslav Mikolášik

Amendment 177
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Calls for an explicit requirement and recognition of the principle and practice of 
accessibility for disabled persons in the strategic guidelines and in the evaluation 
process required by the strategic guidelines;

Or. en
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Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 178
Paragraph 15

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 179
Paragraph 15

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 180
Paragraph 15

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 181
Paragraph 15

15. Calls for the (deletion) principle of (deletion) national contingency reserves to be 
optional and recommends (deletion) flexibility in their implementation (Article 49);

Or. en

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 182
Paragraph 15

15. Calls for the retention of the principle of mandatory national contingency reserves, but 
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recommends that greater flexibility be introduced into the means of their 
implementation (Article 49), and that in particular specific operational programmes 
be made ready in case crisis situations should arise, with it also being possible for 
use to be made of those resources if such situations do not arise;

Or. pl

Amendment by Bernard Poignant

Amendment 183
Paragraph 15

15. Calls for Member States which so wish to be able to make provision for a national 
contingency reserve and recommends that greater flexibility be introduced into the 
means of its implementation (Article 49);

Or. fr

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 184
Paragraph 15

15. Calls for Member States which so wish to be able to make provision for a national 
contingency reserve and recommends that greater flexibility be introduced into the 
means of its implementation (Article 49);

Or. fr

Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 185
Paragraph 15

15. Calls for the retention of the principle of (deletion) national contingency reserves, but 
recommends that greater flexibility be introduced into the means of their 
implementation (Article 49);

Or. en
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Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 186
Paragraph 15 a (new)

15a. Calls, in connection with the contribution from the Funds that is to be modulated in 
the light of the rate of mobilisation of private financing, in particular under public-
private partnerships, in the fields concerned (Article 50 (d)), for the modulation 
criterion not be used for regions where the standard of living is abnormally low or 
regions where there is serious underemployment; in connection with aid for 
companies, a minimum contribution from the beneficiary is necessary;

Or. pl

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 187
Paragraph 16

deleted

Or. nl

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 188
Paragraph 16

16. (deletion) Calls for an increase from 80% to 85% of the Community contribution for 
programmes in cohesion countries under the convergence objective; such an 
increase should make it possible, on the basis of an agreement between the Member 
States and the Commission, to grant appropriate levels of intervention, taking into 
account the specificities of the cohesion countries, their low level of socioeconomic 
development and their significant needs in terms of basic infrastructure (Article 51);

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Březina

Amendment 189
Paragraph 16

16. (deletion) Calls for an increase in the (deletion) co-financing rate for the regions 
covered by objective 1 programmes from cohesion countries to 85% as it is in the 
case of the outermost regions; considers, in this context, that higher co-financing 
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should be provided with regard not only to the geographical but also to the 
economic criteria;

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Falbr

Amendment 190
Paragraph 16

16. (deletion) Calls for an increase in the (deletion) co-financing rate for the regions 
covered by objective 1 programmes in cohesion countries to 85% in duly justified 
cases;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 191
Paragraph 16

16. Rejects pressure to change the proposed co-financing rates and demands that 
definitions of co-financing continue to facilitate the use of volunteer time as 
matching funding (Article 51) (deletion);

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Howitt, Catherine Stihler, Zita Gurmai

Amendment 192
Paragraph 16

16. Rejects pressure to change the proposed co-financing rates and urges that definitions 
of co-financing continue to facilitate the use of volunteer time as matching funding
(Article 51), but calls for a doubling of the permitted increase to 10 percentage points 
for those areas suffering from more than one of the geographical or natural handicaps 
defined in the proposal (Article 52);

Or. en
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Amendment by Alyn Smith

Amendment 193
Paragraph 16

16. Calls for a ceiling of 60% of the public expenditure co-financed by the ERDF or the 
ESF under operational programmes under the 'regional competitiveness and 
employment' objective (Article 51(3)(c)) and for a doubling of the permitted increase 
to 10 percentage points for those areas suffering from more than one of the 
geographical or natural handicaps defined in the proposal (Article 52);

Or. en

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 194
Paragraph 16

16. Rejects pressure to change the proposed co-financing rates (Article 51), but calls for a 
doubling of the permitted increase to 10 percentage points for those areas suffering 
from more than one of the geographical or natural handicaps defined in the proposal; 
calls also for the introduction of an increase of 10 percentage points for urban areas
(Article 52);

Or. fr

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 195
Paragraph 16

16. Accepts, in special cases, a change in the proposed co-financing rates (Article 51), 
and calls for a doubling of the permitted increase to 10 percentage points for those 
areas suffering from more than one of the geographical or natural handicaps defined in 
the proposal (Article 52);

Or. pl

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 196
Paragraph 16

16. Accepts, only in cases where this is duly warranted, a change in the proposed co-
financing rates (Article 51), and calls for a doubling of the permitted increase to 10 
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percentage points for those areas suffering from more than one of the geographical or 
natural handicaps defined in the proposal (Article 52);

Or. pl

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 197
Paragraph 16

16. Rejects pressure to change the proposed co-financing rates downwards (Article 51), 
but calls for a doubling of the permitted increase to 10 percentage points for those 
areas suffering from more than one of the geographical or natural handicaps defined in 
the proposal (Article 52);

Or. es

Amendment by Giovanni Claudio Fava

Amendment 198
Paragraph 16 a (new)

16a. Calls, as regards the territorial dimension of cohesion policy, for the handicaps 
affecting all island regions to be recognised as provided for in Article III-220 of the 
European Constitution (Articles 52 and 3);

Or. it

Amendment by Francesco Musotto, Luigi Cocilovo, and Alfonso Andria

Amendment 199
Paragraph 16 a (new)

16a. Calls, as regards the territorial dimension of cohesion policy, for the handicaps 
affecting all island regions to be recognised as provided for in Article III-220 of the 
European Constitution (Articles 52 and 3);

Or. it
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Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 200
Paragraph 16 a (new)

16a. Calls on the Commission, in connection with increasing Community funding under 
the 'Convergence' objective (Article52), to take due account of old industrial regions 
and to make them eligible for the specified increase in funding, which is essential in 
order to mitigate the effects of economic restructuring;

Or. pl

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 201
Paragraph 16 a (new)

16a. Calls for the EU share of financing in principle not to exceed 75%, in order to 
ensure the effectiveness and sustainability of assistance for the region; 'technical 
assistance' shall constitute an exception; for additional innovative or inter-regional 
measures the EU share of financing may be up to 85% (Articles 50-53);

Or. de

Amendment by Alyn Smith

Amendment 202
Paragraph 16 b (new)

16b. Calls for operational programmes for outlying islands at the European Union's 
northern Atlantic periphery to be added to Article 51(4) under the 'convergence' or 
'regional competitiveness and employment' objectives;

Or. en

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Markus Pieper, Manfred Weber, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 203
Paragraph 17

17. Rejects the Commission proposals to limit co-financing (deletion) to (deletion) public 
expenditure only, in order to avoid creating an additional burden on budgets in the 
development regions, and in order to create incentives for mobilising private 
resources, and calls instead for the current rules to be retained;
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Or. de

Amendment by Garrelt Duin

Amendment 204
Paragraph 17

17. Rejects the (deletion) proposal limiting the Community co-financing rate to a 
percentage of declared public expenditure only, since this runs counter to efforts 
(including those by the Commission) to mobilise private-sector resources in the 
context of public-private partnerships;

Or. de

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Brigitte Douay

Amendment 205
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for the proposal to calculate the Funds’ contribution in relation to public 
expenditure only to be reconsidered; calls, instead, for total public and private 
expenditure to be taken into account but for private expenditure only to be taken 
into account when it accompanies public expenditure, thereby encouraging a 
positive approach from public-private partnerships and preventing the possibility of 
Community Funds co-financing wholly private investments;

Or. fr

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 206
Paragraph 17

17. Strongly supports all the incentives that are given for the mobilisation of private 
capital and the promotion of public private partnerships in the new programming 
period (Articles 50d and 54); considers that satisfactory exploitation of the 
opportunities afforded by regional policy requires the maximum effort by all parties 
concerned within the Member States; calls therefore for the participation of private 
capital to be encouraged by cofinancing private investment using Community funds 
(Articles 51 and 76); 

Or. xm
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Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Markus Pieper

Amendment 207
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for the retention of the simplifying proposal limiting the Community co-
financing rate to a percentage of declared public expenditure only (deletion) (Articles 
51 and 76); however, if a public-private partnership (PPP) contract is agreed by the 
public authorities designated and the beneficiary private partner(s) concerned, the 
private investment therein may partly be treated for co-financing, on the basis of the 
assigned PPP contract;

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Březina

Amendment 208
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for reconsideration of the proposal limiting the Community co-financing rate 
to a percentage of declared public expenditure only; considers that the Member 
States should be given the choice of calculating the contribution from the Funds  in 
relation to either the total eligible costs or the total public expenditure; stresses, in 
this connection, the importance of making the private sector more responsible and 
more participative in regional development;

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Falbr

Amendment 209
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for the retention of the principle that the contribution from the Funds should 
be calculated in relation to either the total eligible costs or the total public or similar 
eligible expenditure (national, regional or local, and Community) under each 
assistance operation;

Or. en
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Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 210
Paragraph 17

17. Strongly supports all the incentives that are given for the mobilisation of private 
capital and the promotion of public-private partnerships in the new programming 
period (Articles 50(d) and 54); rejects the proposals made by the Commission to 
limit co-financing to public expenditure only; suggests that Member States should 
be able to choose, within a set limit, to what extent private finance can contribute to 
the calculations of co-financing for each measure;

Or. en

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 211
Paragraph 17

17. Strongly supports all the incentives that are given for the mobilisation of private 
capital and the promotion of public-private partnerships in the new programming 
period (Articles 50(d) and 54); calls for the retention of the current practice under 
the existing Council Regulation (EC) No 1260/1999 on general provisions on the 
Structural Funds (Article 29(2)), which allows Member States to calculate 
Community intervention either only on declared public expenditure or on the total 
eligible costs, including private sources; keeping the current total eligible costs 
method should help diminish the demands for co-financing from public budgets
(Articles 51 and 76);

Or. en

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 212
Paragraph 17

17. Strongly supports all the incentives that are given for the mobilisation of private 
capital and the promotion of public-private partnerships in the new programming 
period (Articles 50(d) and 54); considers that the calculation of the Community co-
financing rate as a percentage of only the declared public expenditure constitutes an 
important simplifying proposal of this Regulation and better ensures the application 
of the principle of additionality; calls, at the same time, for the maintenance of the 
flexibility provided by the calculation of the co-financing rate for each priority and 
not for each measure (Articles 51 and 76);

Or. en
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Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 213
Paragraph 17

17. Strongly supports all the incentives that are given for the mobilisation of private 
capital and the promotion of public private partnerships in the new programming 
period (Articles 50(d) and 54); considers that the calculation of the co-financing 
rate as a percentage of only the declared public expenditure constitutes an 
important simplifying proposal of this Regulation and better ensures the application 
of the principle of additionality; calls, at the same time, for the maintenance of the 
flexibility provided by the calculation of the co-financing rate for each priority and 
not for each measure (Articles 51 and 76); stresses, however, that the calculation of 
the co-financing rate should not be such as to prejudice the participation of NGOs 
and other not-for-profit organisations in Structural Fund activities;

Or. en

Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 214
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for the retention of the simplifying proposal limiting the Community co-
financing rate to a percentage of declared public expenditure only; rejects therefore 
any notion of Community funds part-financing purely private investments but stresses 
that NGOs and other non-profit-making organisations should continue to be able to 
receive assistance from the Funds as appropriate;

Or. en

Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 215
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for the retention of the simplifying proposal limiting the Community co-
financing rate to a percentage of declared public expenditure only; rejects therefore 
any notion of Community funds alone part-financing private investment (Articles 51 
and 76);

Or. de
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Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 216
Paragraph 17

17. Calls for the retention of the simplifying proposal limiting the Community co-
financing rate to a percentage of declared public expenditure only; rejects therefore 
any notion of Community funds alone part-financing private investment (Articles 51 
and 76);

Or. de

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 217
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Considers that the Commission proposal to impose penalties on undertakings that 
relocate their activities is an indispensable measure, but that it should be 
strengthened given that such relocations cause massive job losses and are therefore 
liable seriously to jeopardise the consolidation of economic, social and territorial 
cohesion in the affected region; considers it necessary, for example, also to target 
the phenomenon of reverse relocation by extending such penalties to undertakings 
that threaten to relocate their activities in order to persuade their employees to 
accept worse working conditions or increased working hours for the same wages for 
the purpose of making substantial wage savings (Article 56);

Or. fr

Amendment by Garrelt Duin

Amendment 218
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Calls for the inclusion in the Regulation of an additional provision to prohibit the 
provision of support for projects which would result in substantial job losses or the 
closing down of a plant at its existing location; 

Or. de
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 219
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Calls for firms which receive funding to be prohibited from relocating or partially 
relocating to another development region for at least 15 years, depending on the 
contribution, on pain of paying back the contribution (Article 55);

Or. de

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 220
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Calls on the Commission, in connection with the calculation of public expenditure 
on revenue-generating projects (Article 54(2)) to waive the 'normal' profitability and 
to introduce a calculation system that takes due account of the type of region and its 
level of development; calls furthermore on the Commission, in connection with the 
calculation taking account of the principle of equity, for the link to the relative 
prosperity of the Member State concerned to be mandatory, rather than it being 
optional and used if necessary;

Or. pl

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 221
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Calls for Member States to be given the opportunity to present their operational 
programmes for all projects - large-scale and smaller - for appraisal by the 
Commission before 1 January 2007, as this is very important for project preparation 
and performance of the OP implementation; the current rule, in force since 1988, 
should therefore be maintained (Article 55);

Or. en
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Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 222
Paragraph 17 b (new)

17b. Rejects the extension of the five-year period for the duration of operations, which 
applies in the programming period 2000-2006, to the seven years proposed in the 
draft Regulation, as the provision has no real added value (Article 56);

Or. en

Amendment by Catherine Stihler, Eluned Morgan

Amendment 223
Paragraph 18

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 224
Paragraph 18 a (new)

18a. Calls for the proportionality principle to be applied effectively to programming 
(Articles 31 to 37), evaluation (Article 45) and management, monitoring and 
controls (Articles 57 to 73) in accordance with the size of the programmes; 
considers, moreover, that in these areas the principle of simplification must be 
applied to all programmes;

Or. fr

Amendment by Bernard Poignant

Amendment 225
Paragraph 18 a (new)

18a. Calls for the proportionality principle to be applied effectively to programming 
(Articles 31 to 37), evaluation (Article 45) and management, monitoring and 
controls (Articles 57 to 73) in accordance with the size of the programmes; 
considers, moreover, that in these areas the principle of simplification must be 
applied to all programmes in the interests of all the Member States;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 226
Paragraph 18 a (new)

18a. Notes that the Commission and the Member States have joint responsibility for the 
Structural Funds; calls on the Member States to make annual declarations of 
assurance that EU taxpayers' money has been spent in a regular, legal and 
transparent manner; calls for these declarations to be signed by the finance minister 
of each Member State;

Or. en

Amendment by Elly de Groen-Kouwenhoven

Amendment 227
Paragraph 18 a (new)

18a. Calls for the adoption of new Community guidelines on transparency of the Funds, 
containing clear rules and procedures for information and publicity at Community 
and national level (Article 68);

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 228
Paragraph 19

19. Supports the proposal for proportional control arrangements, but calls for 
proportionality provisions, whereby no systematic controls are undertaken, to apply to 
all programmes where the EU co-financing rate is below 50% of the total value of 
the operational programme;

Or. en

Amendment by István Pálfi, László Surján

Amendment 229
Paragraph 19

19. Supports the simplification principle with a view to the reduction of administrative 
burdens, but stresses that every euro handed out by the EU in subsidies must be 
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subject to the same rules of control (Article 73);  

Or. hu

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 230
Paragraph 19

19. Calls for (deletion) the proposed limits in respect of proportional control arrangements  
(33% co-financing and EUR 250 m cost) below which no systematic controls are 
undertaken by the Commission to be raised; calls nevertheless for the specific 
characteristics of the different funds to be taken into account (Article 73);

Or. fi

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 231
Paragraph 20

20. Calls for an increase in the proposed pre-financing amounts for the Structural Funds 
from 7% to 10.5% (Article 81);

Or. en

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 232
Paragraph 20

20. Rejects any change to the proposed pre-financing amounts downwards and considers 
that they should be increased for the Structural Funds and the Cohesion Fund 
(Article 81);

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Falbr

Amendment 233
Paragraph 20 a (new)

20a. Calls for the Member States to be given the possibility of submitting major projects, 
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as defined by Article 38, before 1 January 2007; in such cases, expenditure shall be 
eligible for a contribution from the Funds when the application for assistance 
reaches the Commission; that date shall constitute the starting-point for the 
eligibility of expenditure;

Or. en

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 234
Paragraph 20 a (new)

20a. Calls for payments to be suspended in the event of irregularities and infringements 
of Community law during the implementation of operational programmes (Article 
91);

Or. en

Amendment by Vladimír Železný

Amendment 235
Paragraph 21

21. Calls for more flexibility in applying the N+2 rule in relation to projects carried out 
at regional level in the 10 new EU Member States, because it considers it 
appropriate to provide these new Member States with a temporary exemption from 
the strict implementation of this rule so as to enable them to acquire the necessary 
skills and experience to implement it fully and unconditionally in the next 
programming periods;

Or. en

Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 236
Paragraph 21

21. Endorses the retention of the N+2 principle, since its benefits (deletion) have been 
demonstrated through its impact in accelerating financial implementation during the 
current programming period; welcomes the greater flexibility being proposed by the 
Commission in applying this rule and recommends that, for operational 
programmes approved after 1 January 2007, the first date for automatic 
decommitment shall be calculated from 1 January of the year following the date of 
programme approval;
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Or. en

Amendment by Richard Falbr

Amendment 237
Paragraph 21

21. In general, rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule (deletion), since the benefits 
of this rule have been demonstrated through its effectiveness in improving the efficient 
implementation of funds over the current programming period (Article 93); calls, 
however, for greater flexibility to be allowed for major projects, since the full and 
immediate application of this rule to the Cohesion Fund is not without risk for the 
Cohesion Fund countries;

Or. en

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 238
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule other than the flexibility already 
proposed for major projects and the introduction of flexibility where programmes are 
subject to delayed starts due to late approval, since the benefits of this rule have been 
demonstrated through its effectiveness in improving the efficient implementation of 
funds over the current programming period (Article 93);

Or. en

Amendment by Alfonso Andria, Elspeth Attwooll, Jean Marie Beaupuy, Eugenijus Gentvilas, 
Marian Harkin, Paavo Väyrynen

Amendment 239
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule other than the flexibility already 
proposed for major projects, since the benefits of this rule have been demonstrated 
through its effectiveness in improving the efficient implementation of funds over the 
current programming period (Article 93); believes, nonetheless, that for operational 
programmes approved after 1 January 2007 the first automatic decommitment, as 
referred to in Article 92(1), should be extended to 31 December of the year two years 
from the date of programme approval (Article 92(3));

Or. en
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Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 240
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects (deletion) further weakening of the N+2 rule other than the flexibility in its 
implementation during the first three years of the programming period proposed for 
major projects, since the benefits of this rule have been demonstrated through its 
effectiveness in improving the efficient implementation of funds over the current 
programming period (Article 93);

Or. pl

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 241
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule other than the flexibility already
proposed for major projects, since the benefits of this rule have been demonstrated 
through its effectiveness in improving the efficient implementation of funds over the 
current programming period (Article 93); believes, however, that there should be an 
extension of the time period to (N+3) relating to commitments under the territorial 
cooperation objective, owing to the transnational dimension of the programme;

Or. en

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 242
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule other than the flexibility already 
proposed for major projects, since the benefits of this rule have been demonstrated 
through its effectiveness in improving the efficient implementation of funds over the 
current programming period; considers, however, that in the context of a programme 
for the implementation of a structural project involving infrastructure, buildings or 
land, the Commission, notified by the Member State, region or city responsible for 
the programme, could grant an extension of one year, based on precise criteria, to 
the deadline referred to in the preceding subparagraph for the first two years of 
programming (Article 93);

Or. fr
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Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 243
Paragraph 21

21. Reiterates that the financial resources for the Structural Funds should be 
considered as an expenditure target and considers that the N+2 rule should be 
evaluated in this context, granting more flexibility, in particular for the initial years 
of programming, as already proposed for major projects, since the benefits of this rule 
have yet to be demonstrated (deletion); rejects the extension of the N+2 rule to the 
Cohesion Fund;

Or. en

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 244
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule for the Structural Funds other than the 
flexibility already proposed for major projects, since the benefits of this rule have been 
demonstrated through its effectiveness in improving the efficient implementation of 
funds over the current programming period (Article 93); calls for the N+2 rule not to 
be applied to the Cohesion Fund, since it would be a major restriction which may 
cause serious deficiencies in both planning and implementation; in order to avoid 
the risk of large decommitments of substantial amounts of the allocations, the 
present rules regarding the Cohesion Fund should therefore continue to be applied;

Or. en

Amendment by László Surján, István Pálfi

Amendment 245
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule in connection with the Structural 
Funds, since the benefits of this rule have been demonstrated through its effectiveness 
in improving the efficient implementation of funds over the current programming 
period; while maintaining financial discipline and in the interest of achieving 
regional cohesion, calls for the application, for a transitional but limited period, of 
the N+3 rule to projects supported by the Cohesion Fund; at the same time, urges 
that a detailed analysis be carried out on the application of the N+2 rule from the 
point of view of economic expediency (Article 93);
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Or. hu

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 246
Paragraph 21

21. Rejects any further weakening of the N+2 rule other than the exceptions which have 
been formulated and the flexibility already proposed for major projects, since the 
benefits of this rule have been demonstrated through its effectiveness in improving the 
efficient implementation of funds over the current programming period (Articles 93 
and 95);

Or. nl

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 247
Paragraph 22 a (new)

22a. Calls, in the case of the ESF, for it also to be possible for the requisite national co-
financing to be substantiated on the basis of a flat-rate payment of up to 25% of co-
financing at programme level, instead of requiring substantiation in each individual 
case, provided that the calculation is made on the basis of recognised and on-the-
record procedures such as random sampling, in order to avoid unnecessary 
bureaucracy and simultaneously optimise the instruments for promoting 
employment (Article 66); 

Or. de

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 248
Paragraph 23

deleted

Or. en
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Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Amendment 249
Paragraph 23

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 250
Paragraph 23

deleted

Or. pl

Amendment by Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 251
Paragraph 23

23. Calls for the inclusion, within eligible expenditure, of non-reimbursable VAT and 
housing costs under the convergence objective for socially relevant operations such 
as rehabilitation of the built environment and the renovation, demolition and 
replacement of housing in permanent public ownership in run-down areas;

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Březina

Amendment 252
Paragraph 23

23. Calls for the retention of the eligibility of the non-reimbursable VAT,  as it 
represents an indispensable potion of investment for beneficiaries who are not VAT 
payers;

Or. en
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Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 253
Paragraph 23

23. Rejects any attempt to introduce expenses which do not relate to investment such as 
VAT receipts or housing construction, as eligible expenditure for the purposes of 
calculating Community co-financing; considers, however, that expenses which relate 
to renovation of social housing with a view to saving energy, protecting the 
environment and meeting the social cohesion objective should be included within 
eligible expenditure;

Or. fr

Amendment by Tunne Kelam

Amendment 254
Paragraph 23

23. Rejects any attempt to introduce expenses which do not relate to investment such as 
(deletion) lodging costs, as eligible expenditure for the purposes of calculating 
Community co-financing; proposes, however, that VAT receipts be made eligible for 
assistance purposes under the European Regional Development Fund and the 
Cohesion Fund;

Or. et

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski and Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 255
Paragraph 23

23. Rejects any attempt to introduce expenses which do not relate to investment, such as 
revenue from refundable VAT and housing costs, with the exception of social 
housing and the cost of installing utility services on land intended for housing as 
eligible expenditure for the purposes of calculating Community co-financing;

Or. pl
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Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 256
Paragraph 23

23. Rejects any attempt to introduce expenses which do not relate to investment such as 
reclaimable VAT (deletion) or lodging costs, as eligible expenditure for the purposes 
of calculating Community co-financing;

Or. en

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 257
Paragraph 23

23. Rejects any attempt to introduce expenses which do not relate to investment such as 
VAT receipts for organisations required to submit VAT returns or lodging costs, as 
eligible expenditure for the purposes of calculating Community co-financing;

Or. nl

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 258
Paragraph 23

23. Rejects any attempt to introduce expenses which do not relate to investment such as 
VAT receipts or housing costs as eligible expenditure for the purposes of calculating 
Community co-financing;

Or. en

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Markus Pieper, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 259
Paragraph 23 a (new) 

23a. Calls for uniformity between the draft Regulation laying down general provisions 
and the draft Regulation on the European Social Fund with regard to the provision 
that only reclaimable VAT is not eligible for funding;

Or. de
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Amendment by Manfred Weber

Amendment 260
Paragraph 23 a (new)

23a. Calls for a provision whereby there may not be any differences in funding of more 
than 20% along NUTS 3 borders; this must not lead to the under-developed regions 
being disadvantaged and should facilitate harmonious development along borders; 

Or. de

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 261
Paragraph 23 a (new) 

23a. Calls for a transparent and simple approach to defining eligible expenditure to be 
co-funded by the Union; VAT costs should be eligible only when they are 
definitively borne by the final recipient;

Or. en

Amendment by Mirosław Mariusz Piotrowski, Vladimír Železný

Amendment 262
Paragraph 23 a (new)

23a. Calls for the introduction of VAT receipts as eligible expenditure for the purpose of 
calculating Community co-financing;

Or. en

Amendment by Bastiaan Belder

Amendment 263
Paragraph 24 

deleted

Or. nl
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Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 264
Paragraph 24

24. Recognises that national schemes of regional aid are an essential complement to 
Structural Fund interventions and that the level of aid needs to be set at levels 
which reflect economic circumstances and, in this connection, calls for regions 
(deletion) subject to the statistical effect to have full Article 87(3)(a) status - in 
addition to which Member States need to have discretion in applying regional state 
aids in underperforming areas outside (deletion) convergence regions, including, but 
not limited to, zones subject to natural or geographical handicaps;

Or. en

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll, Marian Harkin

Amendment 265
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for all regions of the convergence objective 
to fall under Article 87(3)(a) of the EC Treaty with regard to competition policy;
calls for the maintenance of territorial differentiation, with particular regard to natural 
or geographical handicaps, in the application of state aids to regions outside of the 
convergence objective; also calls for Member States to be able to apply regional state 
aids in other underperforming areas outside the convergence regions;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 266
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect: calls for all regions of the convergence objective 
to fall under Article 87(3)(a) of the EC Treaty in relation to competition policy; calls 
for the maintenance of territorial differentiation, with particular regard to natural or 
geographical handicaps, in the application of state aids to regions outside (deletion) 
the convergence objective if these are considered poor areas;

Or. en
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter, Alyn Smith, Gisela Kallenbach, Jillian Evans

Amendment 267
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for all regions covered by the 
'convergence' objective also to be given equal treatment in terms of aid rules and to 
come under Article 87(3)(a) of the EC Treaty; calls for the maintenance of territorial 
differentiation, with particular regard to natural or geographical handicaps, in the 
application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective;

Or. de

Amendment by Christa Prets

Amendment 268
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for a gradual transition in ceilings for the 
natural effect regions within the convergence objective; calls for the maintenance of 
territorial differentiation, with particular regard to natural or geographical handicaps, 
in the application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective; in 
order to prevent unwanted company relocations the difference in funding ceilings 
between neighbouring regions should be limited to 20% at most;

Or. xm

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 269
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for the maintenance of territorial 
differentiation, with particular regard to natural or geographical handicaps, in the 
application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective; in order to 
prevent unwanted company relocations the difference in funding ceilings between 
neighbouring regions should be limited to 20% at most;  

Or. de
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Amendment by Jamila Madeira

Amendment 270
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for the maintenance of territorial 
differentiation, with particular regard to natural or geographical handicaps, in the 
application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective; as regards 
the use of funds under heading 1(b), ‘Cohesion for growth and employment’, 
proposes that a new ‘human capital’ objective be introduced within the scope of 
Structural Funds Objective 1 to cover regions where those who have completed 
higher education, expressed as a percentage of the population, are equivalent to less 
than 75% of the Community average; believes that this new indicator should apply 
alongside the present indicator, relating to regions whose per capita GDP is less 
than 75% of the Community average, and would be an additional means to employ 
in order to take effective steps to attain the Lisbon policy goals for 2010;

Or. pt

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 271
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for a gradual transition in aid ceilings for 
regions affected by the natural process; calls for the maintenance of territorial 
differentiation, with particular regard to natural or geographical handicaps, in the 
application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective;

Or. es

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 272
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for the maintenance of territorial 
differentiation, with particular regard to the specific problems encountered in urban 
areas and to natural or geographical handicaps, in the application of state aids to 
regions outside of the convergence objective;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Jim Higgins, Tunne Kelam, Marian Harkin, Alfonso Andria, Catherine 
Stihler, Gábor Harangozó

Amendment 273
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect; calls for a gradual transition in ceilings for the
natural effect regions within the convergence objective; calls for the maintenance of 
territorial differentiation, with particular regard to natural or geographical handicaps, 
in the application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective;

Or. en

Amendment by Riitta Myller

Amendment 274
Paragraph 24

24. Rejects any reduction in the ceilings for state aids to convergence regions, including 
those subject to the statistical effect and those eligible for state aids on account of 
their very low population density and permanent natural handicaps, in the 
application of state aids to regions outside of the convergence objective;

Or. fi

Amendment by Rolf Berend, Manfred Weber, Markus Pieper, Maria Berger

Amendment 275
Paragraph 24 a (new)

24a. Calls for a provision whereby co-financing of operations which result in substantial 
job losses or the closure of plants in their existing locations will be ruled out; only 
operations which bring the creation of 'new jobs' with them may be financed;

Or. de



AM\562138EN.doc 83 PE 355.799v01-00

EN

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro

Amendment 276
Paragraph 24 a (new)

24a. Considers that, in order to ensure that public aid does not give incentives for 
business relocations within the European Union, public aid should be conditional 
on long-term contracts with business concerning location, duration and 
employment;

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 277
Paragraph 24 a (new)

24a. Calls, in order to ease the transition for regions falling outside Objective 1 as a 
result of the natural process, for those regions to be covered by the new convergence 
objective for the purposes of eligibility of measures to be financed under the 
Structural Funds, thus avoiding any additional financial cost;

Or. es

Amendment by Jan Březina

Amendment 278
Paragraph 24 a (new)

24a. Rejects the proposal to penalise the transfer of undertakings within the European 
Union; calls, on the other hand, for specific proceedings in the event of  
beneficiaries transferring their productive activity outside the European Union;

Or. en
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