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Motion for a resolution

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 1
Citation 4 a (new)

- having regard to Article 299(2) of the EC Treaty,

Or. pt

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

Amendment 2
Citation 6 a (new)

- having regard to its resolution of 12 April 2005 on the proposal for a Regulation of 
the European Parliament and the Council amending Regulation (EC)N° 
1059/2003of the European Parliament and of the Council on the establishment of 
a common classification of territorial units for statistics (NUTS),

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

Amendment 3
Citation 6 b (new)

- having regard to its resolution of 6 July 2005 on the proposal for a Council 
regulation laying down general provisions on the European Regional Development 
Fund, the European Social Fund and the Cohesion Fund,

Or. en

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

Amendment 4
Citation 7

- having regard to the objectives of the Lisbon and Gothenburg Strategies,

Or. en

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 5
Citation 7

- having regard to the objectives of the Lisbon Strategy and the European Employment 
Strategy,

Or. pt

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo and Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 6
Recital A

A. whereas cohesion policies and State aid policies are complementary and whereas the 
latter have proved to be an effective means of enabling progress to be made towards 
achieving genuine convergence of incomes in the various parts of the EU and are at 
the same time consistent with structural fund regulations (deletion),

Or. es

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bernadette Bourzai, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
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Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 7
Recital A

A whereas cohesion policies and State aid policies are complementary and structural 
fund regulations and regional aid guidelines should be as consistent as possible, 
especially in the definition of geographic areas to benefit from support,

Or. en

Amendment by Bairbre de Brún

Amendment 8
Recital A

A whereas cohesion policies and State aid policies are complementary and structural 
fund regulations and regional aid guidelines should be as consistent as possible, 
especially in the definition of geographic areas to benefit from support,

Or. en

Amendment by Marian Harkin

Amendment 9
Recital A

A whereas cohesion policies and State aid policies are complementary and structural 
fund regulations and regional aid guidelines should be as consistent as possible, 
especially in the definition of geographic areas to benefit from support,

Or. en

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 10
Recital A a (new)

Aa. whereas direct State aid in its key function as an instrument of regional 
development is a major tool for achieving the priority cohesion objective and 
whereas a variable approach must therefore be taken to such aid in the general 
treatment applicable to State aid in the context of a market economy,

Or. es
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Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 11
Recital Aa (new)

Aa. whereas under Article III-220 of the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe, 
the cohesion objective is strengthened through the introduction of the territorial 
dimension,

Or. pt

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 12
Recital Ab (new)

Ab. whereas the fact that certain regions with economic difficulties experience special 
constraints is acknowledged in Article III-424 of the Treaty establishing a 
Constitution for Europe,

Or. pt

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Gilles Savary 

Amendment 13
Recital Ba (new)

Ba. whereas the reduction in zoning is not the consequence of an improvement in the 
socioeconomic situation of the areas in question, but results principally from the 
reduction in the European ceiling for the number of people eligible and the 
broadening of statistical bases,

Or. fr

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 14
Recital D

D. whereas the cohesion objective should be strengthened by reinforcing the territorial 
dimension and by increasing the amount of budget funding,

Or. pt
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Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij 

Amendment 15
Recital E

E. Whereas regional state aid oriented to promoting the economic development of certain 
disadvantaged regions and economic growth areas take into account the need for 
relevant increase of strategic economic competitiveness of the region concerned. (art 
87, 3C),

Or. en

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij 

Amendment 16
Recital H

H. Whereas the grant of State aid should be allocated fully transparent so as to constitute 
an equitable instrument for balanced regional development and strengthening of 
economic and social cohesion and offer a means of conducting State aid impact 
analyses and thereby allowing the application of the "better value for money" 
principle,

Or. en

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 17
Recital H

H. whereas the grant of State aid should be fully transparent so as to constitute an 
equitable instrument for balanced sustainable regional development and offer a means 
of conducting State aid impact analyses and thereby allowing the application -
whenever possible -of the "better value for money" principle,

Or. pt

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

Amendment 18
Recital H

H. whereas the grant of State aid should be fully transparent so as to constitute an 
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equitable instrument for balanced and sustainable regional development and offer a 
means of conducting State aid impact analyses and thereby allowing the application of 
the "better value for money" principle,

Or. en

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bernadette Bourzai, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 19
Recital Ia (new)

Ia. whereas there is a need to bring together certain concepts, such as those that apply 
in reference to low population density regions, used in regional development policy 
and competition policy, in order to achieve the necessary coherence,

Or. fr

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij 

Amendment 20
Recital Ja (new)

Ja. Supports the further ´Lisbonisation´ of the Structural funds and the flexibility for 
Member States to develop aid measures that fasten the execution of the Lisbon 
process. Supports the seventh framework program for scientific research and the 
reference to `centres of excellence´, the regional, cross-border and inter-sectoral 
cooperation. Underlines that these cooperations contribute to the competitiveness 
and the industrial development of the European Union. Calls for the new 
parameters for state-aid to take this into account. (Article 87 (3) (c)),

Or. en

Amendment by Marian Harkin 

Amendment 21
Recital J a (new)

Ja. Whereas the promotion of equality and non-discrimination on the grounds listed in 
Article 13 of the Treaty should also be the guiding principles of the application of 
Regional Aid,

Or. en
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Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 22
Paragraph 1

1. Welcomes the Commission's draft communication on the guidelines on national 
regional aid for 2007-2013 (deletion);

Or. de

Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 23
Paragraph 1a (new)

1a. Welcomes the fact that it has been possible in various regions to eliminate 
retrograde steps in development in comparison with the Community average; notes 
that the Member States want to continue to allow such economic development 
regions to receive limited regional aid during a transitional period; supports the 
view, however, that the Member States concerned enjoy this advantage through the 
distribution key available to them and that consideration of these regions should not 
lead to a reduction in the total aid ceiling to the detriment of other Member States;

Or. de

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Gilles Savary 

Amendment 24
Paragraph 1a (new)

1a. Calls on the Commission not to adopt a communication on regional state aid until 
the Financial Perspective for the European Union has been set by the Member 
States and the regional and cohesion policy budget has been decided;

Or. fr

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Brigitte Douay, Bernard Poignant, Gilles Savary

Amendment 25
Paragraph 1a (new)

1a. Calls on the European Commission not to adopt a communication on regional state 
aid until the Financial Perspective for the European Union has been set by the 
Member States and the regional and cohesion policy budget has been decided;
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Or. fr

Amendment by Rolf Berend 

Amendment 26
Paragraph 2

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Stavros Arnaoutakis  

Amendment 27
Paragraph 2

2. Believes that, based on the principle of fairness, the ceilings of aid intensities in each 
category of Article 87 (3)(a) should remain the same in the new programming period 
as in the previous 2000-2006 period;

Or. el

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis, Nikolaos Vakalis  

Amendment 28
Paragraph 2

2. Believes that, based on the principle of fairness, the ceilings of aid intensities in all 
three categories of Article 87 (3)(a) should remain the same in the new programming 
period as in the previous 2000-2006 period;

Or. el

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo 

Amendment 29
Paragraph 2

2. Believes that, based on the principle of fairness, the ceilings of aid intensities in all 
the categories of Article 87 (3)(a) should remain the same in the new programming 
period as in the previous 2000-2006 period;
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Or. es

Amendment by Margie Sudre 

Amendment 30
Paragraph 2

2. Believes that, based on the principle of fairness, the ceilings of aid intensities 
applicable to the first two categories of Article 87(3)(a) and to outermost regions 
should remain the same in the new programming period as in the previous 2000-2006 
period;

Or. fr

Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 31
Paragraph 2

2. Believes that, based on the principle of fairness, the ceilings of aid intensities in the 
first two categories of Article 87 (3)(a) should be reduced, with a view to preventing 
the  unfair relocation of companies, to a level that should not exceed the level 
absolutely required for the removal of regional disparities; supports in this respect 
the earlier thinking of the Commission as expressed in the proposal of 17 December 
2004 and reaffirms that aid of an intensity greater than 50 % gives rise to the 
danger of inappropriate allocations and should be avoided as a matter of principle;

Or. de

Amendment by Francesco Musotto, Salvatore Tatarella, Alfonso Andria, Giovanni Claudio 
Fava

Amendment 32
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Calls for lower aid-intensity ceilings to be set (and for there to be a related 
reduction in the differential between the ceilings for the two extreme categories of 
assisted region) with a view to preventing relocations and consequent destructive 
competition between the Member States' Article 87(3)(a) disadvantaged areas; the 
differential should not exceed 10 percentage points; 

Or. it
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Amendment by Marian Harkin 

Amendment 33
Paragaraph 3

3. Welcomes that the outermost regions should automatically receive Article 87 (3) (a) 
status (deletion);

Or. en

Amendment by Simon Busuttil

Amendment 34
Paragaraph 3

3. Welcomes that the outermost regions should automatically receive Article 87 (3)(a) 
status, and by the same token suggests that the same consideration is given for 
regions suffering from severe and permanent natural, geographic or demographic 
handicaps;

Or. en

Amendment by Stavros Arnaoutakis 

Amendment 35
Paragraph 3

3. Welcomes the proposal concerning the outermost regions and considers that small 
remote islands such as the islands of the Aegean should also automatically receive 
Article 87 (3) (a) status, while special consideration should be given to the particular 
regional circumstances;

Or. el

Amendment by Markus Pieper  

Amendment 36
Paragraph 3

3. Welcomes that the outermost regions should automatically receive Article 87(3)(a) 
status, while special consideration should be given to the particular regional
circumstances, without increasing the aid intensity proposed by the Commission;

Or. de
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Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis 

Amendment 37
Paragraph 3

3. Welcomes that the outermost regions should automatically receive Article 87 (3) (a) 
status, while special consideration should be given to the particular regional 
circumstances; calls for the corresponding status for islands with fewer than 5000 
inhabitants;

Or. el

Amendment by Margie Sudre  

Amendment 38
Paragaraph 3

3. Welcomes that the outermost regions should automatically receive Article 87(3)(a) 
status, while special consideration should be given to the particular regional 
circumstances; calls for increases in the intensity of investment aid approved in these 
regions to be completely independent of their level of development in order to take 
into account the permanent nature of their handicaps;

Or. fr

Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 39
Paragraph 4

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Brigitte Douay, Bernard Poignant  

Amendment 40
Paragaraph 4

4. Stresses importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that subsidised rates of 
assistance are granted to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition, and 
regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps 
such as the northernmost regions with very low population density and island, cross 
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border and mountain regions;

Or. fr

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 41
Paragraph 4

4. Stresses the importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that appropriate 
attention is paid to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition (including 
mining areas) and regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or 
demographic handicaps such as (deletion) regions with very low population density 
and island, cross border and mountain regions;

Or. es

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Antonio López-Istúriz White, Cristobal Montoro 
Romero

Amendment 42
Paragraph 4

4. Stresses the importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that appropriate 
attention is paid to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition, and regions 
which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps such as 
(deletion) regions with very low population density, cross-border regions, islands and 
mountain regions;

Or. es

Amendment by Adam Jerzy Bielan, Mieczysław Edmund Janowski

Amendment 43
Paragraph 4

4. Stresses the importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that appropriate 
attention is paid to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition, and regions 
which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps such as the 
northernmost regions with very low population density and island, cross border and 
mountain regions; calls on the Commission, however, to consider drawing up 
specific criteria that will make it possible to identify the abovementioned regions and 
provide them with a level of aid commensurate with the scale of the problems they 
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face; 

Or. pl

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg 

Amendment 44
Paragraph 4

4. Stresses the importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that appropriate 
attention is paid to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition, and regions 
which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps such as the 
northernmost regions with very low population density and island, cross border and 
mountain regions; calls on the Commission, however, to consider drawing up 
specific criteria that  will make it possible to identify the abovementioned regions 
and provide them with a level of aid commensurate with the scale of the problems 
they face; 

Or. pl

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht 

Amendment 45
Paragraph 4

4. Stresses the importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that appropriate 
attention is paid to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition, and regions 
which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps such as the 
northernmost regions with very low population density and island, cross border and 
mountain regions; calls on the Commission, however, to consider drawing up 
specific criteria that will make it possible to identify the abovementioned regions and 
provide them with a level of aid commensurate with the scale of the problems they 
face; 

Or. pl

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska 

Amendment 46
Paragraph 4

4. Stresses importance of all dimensions of cohesion and requests that appropriate 
attention is paid to rural areas, areas affected by industrial transition, and regions 
which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps such as the 
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northernmost regions with very low population density and island, cross border and 
mountain regions. However, asks the European Commission to elaborate detailed 
criteria, which would enable both the identification of the above mentioned regions 
as well as granting them amounts of aid according to problems they have;

Or. en

Amendment by Jana Bobošíková

Amendment 47
Paragraph 5

5. Proposes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Article 87(3)(a) 
areas as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
Economic and Social Cohesion (deletion). At the same time proposes that aid 
intensity be differentiated between regions under Article 87(3)(a), for which aid 
intensity of 30 % is proposed, and regions affected by the statistical effect, with a 
view to increasing aid intensity for regions under Article 87(3)(a); the difference in 
aid intensity should be at least 10 %;

Or. cs

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 48
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) 
areas as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
Economic and Social Cohesion granting them the same treatment as applied to 
convergence objective regions by the general provisions for Structural Funds and 
Cohesion Funds;  calls, however, for the maintenance of the relevant provisions in 
respect of the statistical effect regions until the end of the programming period, i.e. 
until 2013, without a review of their situation in 2009;

Or. el

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

Amendment 49
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) 
areas as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
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Economic and Social Cohesion granting them the same treatment as applied to 
convergence objective regions by the general provisions for Structural Funds and 
Cohesion Funds, but urges that this improved arrangement would apply to the full 
2007-2013 period;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 50
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) areas 
as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
Economic and Social Cohesion granting them the same treatment as applied to 
convergence objective regions by the general provisions for Structural Funds and 
Cohesion Funds until at least 30.12.2013;

Or. en

Amendment by Jamila Madeira

Amendment 51
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) 
areas as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
Economic and Social Cohesion granting them the same treatment as applied to 
convergence objective regions by the general provisions for Structural Funds and 
Cohesion Funds at least until 30.12.2013;

Or. en

Amendment by Constanze Angela Krehl, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 52
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) 
areas as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
Economic and Social Cohesion granting them the same treatment as applied to 
convergence objective regions by the general provisions for Structural Funds and 
Cohesion Funds at least until 31 December 2013;
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Or. de

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 53
Paragraph 5

5. Welcomes that the statistical effect regions maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) 
areas as already requested in its above-mentioned resolution on the Third Report on 
Economic and Social Cohesion granting them the same treatment as applied to 
convergence objective regions by the general provisions for Structural Funds and 
Cohesion Funds (deletion); considers that, since such aid constitutes a basic tool for 
achieving the priority cohesion objective, the regions in question should be able to 
opt for that aid throughout the period during which the future Guidelines on State 
Aid will be in force; this would prevent any penalties from being imposed on regions 
which have demonstrated that they make good use of the aid which they have 
received;

Or. es

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 54
Paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Calls - in order to prevent a sudden fall in the aid intensities which might 
compromise the development of the regions concerned - for Article 87(3)(a) regions 
which become Article 87(3)(c) regions on account of their economic growth to be 
granted a transitional period during which aid will be progressively reduced, in 
accordance with the current Regional Aid Guidelines (RAGs) and the Third Report 
on social and economic cohesion;

Or. es

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 55
Paragraph 5 b (new)

5b. Calls for the current Article 87(3)(c) regions which under paragraph 5(7) of the 
current RAGs are allowed a transitional progressive-aid-reduction period to retain 
their Article 87(3)(c) status throughout the period during which the future RAGs 
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will apply;

Or. es

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 56
Paragraph 5 c (new)

5c. Calls upon the Commission to introduce a transitional aid-reduction period for 
current Article 87(3)(c) regions which under the new proposal would become 
unassisted regions;

Or. es

Amendment by Marian Harkin

Amendment 57
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 58
Paragraph 6

Delete

Or. es

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 59
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. el
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Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski, Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 60
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. pl

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Amendment 61
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. pl

Amendment by Constanze Angela Krehl, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 62
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 63
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 64
Paragraph 6

deleted
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Or. pl

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska

Amendment 65
Paragraph 6

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 66
Paragraph 6

6. Supports the intention of the Commission reviewing the situation of the statistical 
effect regions in 2009 and requests that they remain subject to Art. 87 (3) (a) if their 
relative wealth has declined below its level on 1 January 2007; 

Or. en

Amendment by Nikolaos Vakalis

Amendment 67
Paragraph 6

6. Supports the intention of the Commission reviewing the situation of the statistical 
effect regions in 2009 and requests to maintain their status as Art. 87 (3) (a) region, if 
their economic situation has not improved in terms EU-15 average GDP in 
comparison to 2006;

Or. el

Amendment by Salvatore Tatarella, Francesco Musotto, Alfonso Andria, Giovanni Claudio 
Fava

Amendment 68
Paragraph 6

6. Supports the intention of the Commission reviewing the situation of the statistical 
effect regions in 2009 and requests to maintain their status as Article 87(3)(a) region, 
if their economic situation has not improved in terms EU average GDP in comparison 
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to 2006; calls upon the Commission to state clearly that following the revision, any 
change in a region's status - from Article 87(3)(a) status to Article 87(3)(c) status -
may not on any account cause the population ceiling assigned to each Member State 
under Article 87(3)(c) to be reduced;

Or. it

Amendment by Marian Harkin

Amendment 69
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Believes that the statistical effect regions should maintain their status as Art. 87.3(a) 
regions for the duration of the programming period;

Or. en

Amendment by Oldřich Vlasák

Amendment 70
Paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. Expects that the statistical effect regions principle will be considered as a precedent 
for reshaping the future structural policy in line with the continuous enlargement 
process and that special attention will thus be given to the present cohesion regions 
in the programming period 2014 – 2021;

Or. en

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Brigitte Douay, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 71
Paragraph 7

7. Appreciates that the Commission is making new proposals regarding selection 
criteria for regions eligible for aid for companies under Article 87(3)(c) and is 
allowing Member States a degree of flexibility;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 72
Paragraph 7

7. Appreciates that the Commission intends to use the employment rate as a supportive 
indicator for eligible areas to be defined by Member States under Article 87 (3) (c) 
and suggests that the indicators and the distribution key also be brought into line 
with the objectives of the Lisbon Strategy (innovation, competitiveness);

Or. de

Amendment by Salvatore Tatarella, Francesco Musotto, Alfonso Andria, Giovanni Claudio 
Fava

Amendment 73
Paragraph 7

7. Appreciates that the Commission intends to use the employment rate as a supportive 
indicator for eligible areas to be defined by Member States under Article 87(3)(c), but 
stresses the need for indicators to be introduced which will highlight the various 
differences in regional development, thereby enabling the Member States to 
measure more accurately the areas' relative degree of prosperity and consequently 
their eligibility for support; for this purpose, calls upon the Commission to use 
additional indicators such as the per-capita GDP growth rate (which is better suited 
to the demands of transition during a period of territorial rebalancing following 
external competitiveness shocks) and a different weighting of the unemployment 
parameter, which also constitutes an indicator of territories' relative critical state in 
economic terms; stresses, furthermore, that all the indicators used must be 
compared with the EU average;

Or. it

Amendment by Marian Harkin

Amendment 74
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Believes that the economic development - natural effect - regions should in their 
entirety automatically enjoy 87.3(c) status;

Or. en
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Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 75
Paragraph 8

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 76
Paragraph 8

8. Welcomes the additional allocation of eligible areas for designation of Art. 87 (3) (c) 
status covering 6.7% of the EU-25 population according to the country ceilings 
determined by the Commission, which takes also into account (deletion) variations in 
unemployment between the regions and asks that adjacency to Article 87 (3) (a) 
areas may also be considered as an eligibility criteria;

Or. en

Amendment by Salvatore Tatarella, Francesco Musotto, Alfonso Andria, Giovanni Claudio 
Fava

Amendment 77
Paragraph 8

8. Notes the additional allocation of eligible areas for designation of Art. 87 (3) (c) status 
according to the country ceilings determined by the Commission, which takes into 
account also variations in unemployment between the regions; as regards the total 
population ceiling, calls nonetheless on the Commission to adopt distribution 
criteria which take into consideration the relative disadvantage of certain Member 
States so as not to impose stiff penalties on the ones which still display significant 
and objective internal differences due in part to the existence of underdeveloped 
regions with Article 87(3(a) status; calls, therefore, for adoption of the same 
distribution criteria and the same correctives laid down in the current guidelines 
and for authorisation of the requisite modest increase in the total EU-25 population 
ceiling which is eligible for regional aid;

Or. it
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Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 78
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Considers that economic-development regions should be entitled to the maximum 
levels of aid intensity laid down in Article 87(3)(c), in order to prevent a sudden 
change in aid level from hindering their consolidation of the progress they have 
made; 

Or. es

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 79
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Proposes that the Commission pay particular attention to urban areas in decline and 
to areas undergoing or planning to undergo industrial reconversion that were 
formerly eligible under Article 7(3)(c) and suggests, from now on, that it allow 
Member States room for manoeuvre to intervene in these areas;

Or. fr

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

Amendment 80
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Cautions that the selection of Article 87 (3) (c) areas as indicated in Paragraph 18 
of the draft RAG (“disadvantaged in relation to the national average”) should be 
based on indicators at a national rather than EU level and that the hybrid proposed 
by the Commission in Paragraph 26 of the draft RAG is illogical. The real mapping 
exercise should be done at the second stage where it will be possible to make proper 
comparisons of economic performance according to national indicators for which 
reliable information is available at the appropriate spatial level; 

Or. en

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

Amendment 81
Paragraph 8 b (new)

8b. Proposes that all areas within NUTS-II regions meeting either the GDP or 
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unemployment criteria should be automatically considered as being potentially 
eligible for assisted area status and that to these should be added NUTS-III areas 
located in “ineligible” NUTS-II regions but which meet either of these criteria; 

Or. en

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 82
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Believes that the economic development regions should always be eligible for the 
maximum aid intensity under Article 87(3)(c), in order to ensure that the past 
progress of these regions is not undermined by the shock of too rapid a change;

Or. en

Amendment by Bairbre de Brún

Amendment 83
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Believes that the economic development regions should always be eligible for the 
maximum aid intensity under Article 87(3)(c), in order to ensure that the past 
progress of these regions is not undermined by the shock of too rapid a change;

Or. en

Amendment by Marian Harkin

Amendment 84
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Believes that the economic development regions should always be eligible for the 
maximum aid intensity under Article 87(3)(c), in order to ensure that the past 
economic progress of these regions is not undermined by such a rapid change in aid 
levels;

Or. en
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Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 85
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Asks the Commission to urge Member States to outline in a transparent manner 
both the economic principles and statistical criteria they intend to use to define the 
final 87 (3) (c) regions. Reminds Member States that in the process of defining 87 
(3) (c) regions at national level, local and regional government should be consulted;

Or. en

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Marie-Arlette Carlotti

Amendment 86
Paragraph 10 a (new)

10a. Asks that those islands not eligible under Article 87(3)(a) automatically be granted 
the status laid down in Article 87(3)(c);

Or. fr

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 87
Paragraph 11

11. Calls upon the Commission to ensure that the additional safety net applies not to the 
total assisted population but only to the current population in Article 87(3)(c) areas;

Or. es

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Gilles Savary

Amendment 88
Paragraph 11

11. Urges the Commission to apply a safety net guaranteeing that the reduction in 
zoning does not exceed 25 % of the previous coverage of each Member State, as was 
the case when previous guidelines were drawn up;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Amendment 89
Paragraph 11

11. Welcomes the intention of the European Commission to apply the additional safety 
net. However, the proposed by the European Commission ceiling (50% of the 
population covered during the period 2000-2006) seems to be too high;

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 90
Paragraph 11

11. Welcomes the intention of the European Commission to apply the additional safety 
net. However, the proposed by the European Commission ceiling (50% of the 
population covered during the period 2000-2006) seems to be too high;

Or. en

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski, Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 91
Paragraph 11

11. Welcomes the intention of the European Commission to apply an additional safety net.
However, the proposed by the European Commission ceiling (50% of the population 
covered during the period 2000-2006) seems to be too high;

Or. en

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska

Amendment 92
Paragraph 11

11. Welcomes the intention of the European Commission to apply the additional safety 
net. However, the proposed by the European Commission ceiling (50% of the 
population covered during the period 2000-2006) seems to be too high;

Or. en



AM\587557EN.doc 27/61 PE 364.904v01-00

EN

Amendment by Ambroise Guellec, Margie Sudre

Amendment 93
Paragraph 11

11. Welcomes the intention of the European Commission to apply an additional safety net, 
in order to ensure that no Member State loses more than 25 % of the population 
covered during the period 2000-2006;

Or. fr

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

Amendment 94
Paragraph 11

11. Welcomes the intention of the European Commission to apply an additional safety net, 
in order to ensure that no Member State loses more than 50% of the population 
covered during the period 2000-2006, but recommends raising the level of the safety 
net, e.g. to a maximum 25% reduction (the figures used in the 1998 RAG) since this 
would enable more effective coverage of areas of economic need and allow more 
areas in economic transition to benefit from state aids; 

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 95
Paragraph 11 a (new)

11a. Asks that inactivity rates be considered as a criteria for determining the level of 
State aid awarded;

Or. en

Amendment by Jamila Madeira

Amendment 96
Paragraph 12

deleted

Or. en
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Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 97
Paragraph 12

Delete

Or. es

Amendment by Constanze Angela Krehl, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar

Amendment 98
Paragraph 12

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 99
Paragraph 12

deleted

Or. el

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 100
Paragraph 12

12. Notes, (deletion) for phasing-out of statistical effect regions purposes, that regional 
economic indicators be reviewed after three years, once the new RAG have entered 
into force and, on the basis of such review, that the regions be reclassified, if 
necessary, into different categories in terms of aid intensity; 

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

Amendment 101
Paragraph 12

12. Notes, (deletion) for phasing-out of statistical effect regions purposes, that regional 
economic indicators be reviewed after three years, once the new Regional Aid 
Guidelines (RAG) have entered into force and, on the basis of such review, that the 
regions be reclassified, if necessary, into different categories in terms of aid intensity;

Or. en

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska

Amendment 102
Paragraph 12

12. Notes, (deletion) for phasing-out of statistical effect regions purposes, that regional 
economic indicators be reviewed after three years, once the new RAG have entered 
into force and, on the basis of such review, that the regions be reclassified, if 
necessary, into different categories in terms of aid intensity; 

Or. en

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Amendment 103
Paragraph 12

12. Notes, (deletion) for phasing-out of statistical effect regions purposes, that regional 
economic indicators be reviewed after three years, once the new Regional Aid 
Guidelines (RAG) have entered into force and, on the basis of such review, that the 
regions be reclassified, if necessary, into different categories in terms of aid intensity;

Or. pl

Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 104
Paragraph 12 a (new)

12a. Suggests that the regional economic indicators also be brought into line with the 
objectives of the Lisbon Strategy (innovation, competitiveness);

Or. de
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Amendment by Catherine Stihler

Amendment 105
Paragraph 12 a (new)

12a. Calls for the maximum aid intensity for large firms to be set at 20% in all types of 
Article 87 (3) c) areas, so maintaining a proper differential between those areas and 
those designated under Article 87 (3) a);

Or. en

Amendment by Bernard Poignant

Amendment 106
Paragraph 12 a (new)

12a. Calls, in order to avoid too severe a reduction in the population covered, for a 
transitional system for areas under Article 87(3)(c) similar to the transitional 
mechanism set up for regions eligible under Article 87(3)(a);

Or. fr

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

Amendment 107
Paragraph 13

13. Expresses satisfaction with the proposal of the Commission to make special 
provision for Article 87 (3) (c) status to be granted to small areas below the NUTS 
III level where economic disadvantage is very localised since this potentially is a 
very useful tool in the economic development of small, relatively isolated labour 
markets such as island communities. Welcomes in this context applying relevant 
bonuses for SMEs;

Or. en

Amendment by Eugenijus Gentvilas 

Amendment 108
Paragraph 13

13. Expresses satisfaction with the proposal of the Commission to allow Member States 
to use regional State aid to address particular economic problems, including localized 
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regional disparities below the NUTS III level, expressed by lower GDP, higher 
unemployment or other recognized economic indicators by giving them the 
possibility of granting State aid also to large companies. Welcomes in this context 
applying relevant bonuses for SMEs. Recommends that the Commission allow 
Member States to use State aid (in non-eligible regions) to regional enterprises that 
suffer losses due to increased competition with enterprises from non-EU states;

Or. en

Amendment by Margie Sudre 

Amendment 109
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Calls on the Commission to provide for an increase in aid intensity for 
microenterprises, particularly when they are situated in distant markets;

Or. fr

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll 

Amendment 110
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Emphasises in this respect the importance of ensuring a strong synergy between any 
future Globalisation Fund, designed to address particular economic problems 
caused by restructuring, and Guidelines on Regional Aid;  

Or. en

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bernadette Bourzai, Brigitte Douay, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 111
Paragraph 13 a (new)

13a. Emphasises, however, the usefulness of other indicators allowing for better 
evaluation of the difficulties of development experienced by certain regions, 
particularly regions undergoing desertification, such as the evolution of 
employment structure, ageing populations and net migration;.

Or. fr
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Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Bernard Poignant 

Amendment 112
Paragraph 14

14. Understands that adequate operating aid for regions suffering from structural
handicaps is an appropriate way to supplement investment aid in those regions and 
welcomes the Commission’s desire to grant flexibility to Member States in this area;

Or. fr

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Bernard Poignant 

Amendment 113
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Regrets, however, that only the structural handicaps of outermost regions and of 
low population density regions are recognised, although research clearly shows the 
additional costs borne by mountainous regions in their economic activities;

Or. fr

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Gilles Savary  

Amendment 114
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Asks that, in areas undergoing serious economic difficulties relating to point 27 of 
the Commission’s draft communication, aid also be authorised for large companies;

Or. fr

Amendment by Marian Harkin 

Amendment 115
Paragraph 14 a (new)

14a. Considers that there should be flexibility in the regional state aid guidelines to 
provide for some aid to be granted where only one EU Member State is being 
considered for a project and is competing against non-EU regions for foreign (non-
EU) investment projects. Such flexibility would assist a region in securing these 
projects and at the same time ensure that the regional state aid guidelines better 
reflect business reality in an open globalised economy;

Or. en
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Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 116
Paragraph 15

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Francesco Musotto, Salvatore Tatarella, Alfonso Andria, Giovanni Claudio 
Fava

Amendment 117
Paragraph 15

15. Expects that the Commission will consider authorising operating aid for areas which 
from 2007 onwards will lose Article 87(3)(a) status and  allowing appropriate 
additional amounts of operating aid to regions suffering from natural, geographic or 
demographic disadvantages;

Or. it

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bernadette Bourzai, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 118
Paragraph 15

15. Expects that the Commission will consider allowing appropriate additional amounts of 
operating aid, in view of the additional costs produced by serious and permanent 
natural or demographic handicaps, to regions suffering from natural, geographic or 
demographic disadvantages;

Or. fr

Amendment by Bernadette Bourzai, Bernard Poignant 

Amendment 119
Paragraph 15

15. Expects that the Commission will consider allowing appropriate additional amounts of 
operating aid to regions suffering from natural, geomorphic, geographic or 
demographic disadvantages;
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Or. fr

Amendment by Jana Bobošíková 

Amendment 120
Paragraph 16

deleted

Or. cs

Amendment by Stavros Arnaoutakis 

Amendment 121
Paragraph 16

16. Welcomes that the Commission set an effective maximum aid differential for lower 
assisted regions sharing a land border and recommends that that provision should 
also apply to regions sharing a sea border with a higher assisted region without 
lowering aid ceilings in higher assisted areas;

Or. el

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis, Nikolaos Vakalis 

Amendment 122
Paragraph 16

16. Welcomes that the Commission set an effective maximum aid differential for lower 
assisted regions sharing a land border with a higher assisted region without lowering 
aid ceilings in higher assisted areas; calls for a corresponding provision for regions 
sharing a sea border;

Or. el

Amendment by Rolf Berend 

Amendment 123
Paragraph 17

17. Appreciates that the Commission gives Member States the possibility to grant (deletion)
regional State Aid to SMEs;
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Or. de

Amendment by Francesco Musotto, Salvatore Tatarella, Alfonso Andria, Giovanni Claudio 
Fava

Amendment 124
Paragraph 17

17. Appreciates that the Commission gives Member States the possibility to grant 
substantial additional amounts of regional State Aid to SMEs; proposes that the 
increase be adjusted upwards through the setting of a single 20% figure for both 
small and medium-sized business, so as not to discourage growth amongst small 
business;

Or. it

Amendment by Manfred Weber 

Amendment 125
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Calls on the Commission to examine whether the maximum aid levels of up to 50 %, 
while possible in principle, are not too high from a market point of view; is of the 
opinion that it would be possible to set up a company at such high cofinancing rates 
without own capital, which goes against the principle of entrepreneurial 
responsibility in a market economy;

Or. de

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 126
Paragraph 17 a (new)

17a. Urges the Commission to allow aid to be increased in the areas of innovation, 
research and development, the conversion of current production models into 
sustainable knowledge-based models, new businesses and investment, with a view to 
producing a more skilled workforce as called for under the Lisbon Strategy; 

Or. pt
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Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 127
Paragraph 17 b (new)

17b. Urges the Commission to take greater action with a view to preventing the flight of 
private initiative as a result of market-mechanism failings stemming from 
ineffective State aid; 

Or. pt

Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 128
Paragraph 18

18. Believes that the horizontal guidelines should provide Member States and regions 
with greater room for manoeuvre in order to enhance, through targeted measures, 
the international competitiveness of the EU economic area in line with the Lisbon 
Strategy;

Or. de

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo 

Amendment 129
Paragraph 18

18. Believes that also the Horizontal Aid Guidelines must take due account of territorial 
differences, in order not to jeopardise cohesion objectives - for which reason they 
should be kept in their current proportion;

Or. es

Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 130
Paragraph 19

deleted

Or. de
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Amendment by Rolf Berend 

Amendment 131
Paragraph 19

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Eugenijus Gentvilas  

Amendment 132
Paragraph 19

19. Urges therefore the Commission to raise additionally the ceiling of State aid intensity 
to include a regional component for the benefit of poorer regions, taking into account 
that the enterprises of these regions suffer economic losses due to increased 
competition with enterprises from non-EU states, in case of State aid granted on the 
basis of the new horizontal aid guidelines. This aid bonus for horizontal aid should be 
differentiated corresponding to the catagorisation of intensity of regional aid outlined 
in § 41 to 46 of the draft guidelines on regional aid;

Or. en

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

Amendment 133
Paragraph 19 a (new)

19a. Cautions that the reduction in aid intensities for Article 87 (3) (c) from 15%/20% to 
10%/15% may prove to be too low to act as an incentive to businesses to set up or 
develop in rural areas where the costs of operating a business can be higher than in 
metropolitan areas and recommends that a maximum aid intensity of 20% should be 
set at EU level for assistance within Article 87 (3) (c) areas, irrespective of the route 
by which this designation was achieved, with the Member States having the 
flexibility to vary aid intensities if they so wished;

Or. en

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll 

Amendment 134
Paragraph 19 a (new)

19a. Welcomes the Commission proposals in Paragraph 41 of its draft Guidelines on 
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national regional aid 2007-13 for the intensity of regional aid in the poorest regions 
and in Paragraph 42 for the outermost regions but urges it to raise by 5% each of 
the intensities referred to in Paragraphs 43, 44 and 45 for the regions identified in 
them;

Or. en

Amendment by Margie Sudre 

Amendment 135
Paragraph 20

20. Supports the definition of initial investment suggested by the Commission and, in 
particular the differentiation of eligible expenses between SME and large companies 
as outlined in § 31 ff. to of the draft guidelines on regional aid, but hopes for greater 
flexibility allowing, where appropriate, for specific situations, when these are 
justified;

Or. fr

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg 

Amendment 136
Paragraph 20

20. Supports the definition of initial investment suggested by the Commission and, in 
particular the differentiation of eligible expenses between SME and large companies 
as outlined in § 31 ff. to of the draft guidelines on regional aid; calls on the 
Commission, however, to clarify whether, on the basis of the proposed guidelines, 
the provision of services will be eligible for aid, as well as products.

Furthermore, considers that, when defining initial investment, the current 
requirement that the investment should lead to fundamental changes in terms of the 
rationalisation, diversification or modernisation of the product or production 
process should continue to be used, since it seems less restrictive than the 
requirement to bring a completely new product onto the market.

Requests the Commission to clarify whether the concept of 'diversification into 
completely new product markets', referred to in the third indent of point 31 of the 
proposed guidelines, applies to companies (where an entrepreneur starts to produce 
a new product which existed on the market but was not part of the activity of that 
company), or whether it also concerns the production of innovatory products not 
previously present on the market;

Or. pl
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Amendment by Jan Olbrycht 

Amendment 137
Paragraph 20

20. Supports the definition of initial investment suggested by the Commission and, in 
particular the differentiation of eligible expenses between SME and large companies 
as outlined in § 31 ff. to of the draft guidelines on regional aid; calls on the 
Commission, however, to clarify whether, on the basis of the proposed guidelines, 
the provision of services will be eligible for aid, as well as products.

Furthermore, considers that, when defining initial investment, the current 
requirement that the investment should lead to fundamental changes in terms of the 
rationalisation, diversification or modernisation of the product or production 
process should continue to be used, since it seems less restrictive than the 
requirement to bring a completely new product onto the market.

Requests the Commission to clarify whether the concept of 'diversification into 
completely new product markets', referred to in the third indent of point 31 of the 
proposed guidelines, applies to companies (where an entrepreneur starts to produce 
a new product which existed on the market but was not part of the activity of that 
company), or whether it also concerns the production of innovatory products not 
previously present on the market;

Or. pl

Amendment by Jana Bobošíková 

Amendment 138
Paragraph 20 a (new)

20a. Recommends that the Commission remove the provision laying down deadlines for 
a decision to be reached of within 12 months of the submission of an application 
and within six months of the start of work on the project, and retain the previous 
arrangement, whereby work on the project may not start before submission of the 
application;

Or. cs
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Amendment by Jana Bobošíková 

Amendment 139
Paragraph 20 b (new)

20b. Recommends that the Commission remove the provision requiring submission of 
notification for projects with eligible expenditure exceeding EUR 100 million, 
regardless of the level of aid provided, and retain the previous arrangement, under 
which notification is required if the level of aid provided exceeds a set limit;

Or. cs

Amendment by Jana Bobošíková 

Amendment 140
Paragraph 20 c (new)

20c. Recommends that the Commission remove the time limit for eligible expenditure in 
the form of leasing, because it is not economically effective or appropriate to limit 
the leasing period to five years simply for the reason that property should be 
maintained for five years, as the obligation to retain property is dealt with by other 
provisions;

Or. cs

Amendment by Jana Bobošíková 

Amendment 141
Paragraph 20 d (new)

20d. Proposes that, in the light of current practice, the Commission allow Member States 
that have not adopted the single currency to be able to apply the exchange rate ‘on 
the date when the application for aid is received’ for projects forming part of 
adopted programmes, because the specific level of aid already needs to be known 
when assessing the project, not only on the day when the decision is made;

Or. cs

Amendment by Jana Bobošíková 

Amendment 142
Paragraph 20 e (new)

20e. Calls on the Commission to specify more precisely what constitutes eligible 
expenditure in order to allow categories thereof to be set more accurately and in 
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order that decision-making on the eligibility of expenditure can be left to the 
Member States;

Or. cs

Amendment by Bernard Poignant, Gilles Savary 

Amendment 143
Paragraph 21 a (new)

21a. Asks that the definition of initial investment explicitly include increases in 
companies’ production capacities, which should be supported as extensions;

Or. fr

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes 

Amendment 144
Paragraph 21 a (new)

21a. Urges the Commission to use formative assessments (both ex-ante and ex-post) and 
to take into account various positive and negative external factors for the purpose of 
analysing the effect which State aid has on different sectors of the market;

Or. pt

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo 

Amendment 145
Paragraph 21 a (new)

21a. Calls upon the Commission to cease insisting upon a 12-month period within which 
to deal with Member States’ applications for aid (a period which is reduced to six 
months if the beneficiary begins work on the project), since it may cause serious 
aid-management difficulties and may even prompt Member States to grant aid 
before a proper study has been carried out, for the sole purpose of meeting the latter 
deadline - a state of affairs which runs counter to the objective of granting less but 
better aid;

Or. es
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Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska 

Amendment 146
Paragraph 22

22. Welcomes the Commission’s intention to require that eligible intangible assets will have 
to remain within the eligible region, which will be ensured by a number of conditions 
laid out in § 53 of the draft guidelines 2007-2013. However, stresses the need to clarify 
whether the transfer of the undertaking from one eligible region to the other eligible 
region also constitutes the violation of condition admitting aid designed for financing 
of a given investment or is it only the transfer of investment to the non- eligible area 
that causes specified sanctions;

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht 

Amendment 147
Paragraph 22

22. Welcomes the Commission's intention to require that eligible intangible assets will 
have to remain within the eligible region, which will be ensured by a number of 
conditions laid out in § 53 of the draft guidelines 2007- 2013; requests clarification, 
however, as to whether the transfer of an undertaking from one eligible region to 
another also represents a breach of the condition allowing aid intended to finance a 
particular investment or whether it is only the transfer of an investment to a non-
eligible area that would give rise to the sanctions laid down;

Or. pl

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg 

Amendment 148
Paragraph 22

22. Welcomes the Commission's intention to require that eligible intangible assets will 
have to remain within the eligible region, which will be ensured by a number of 
conditions laid out in § 53 of the draft guidelines 2007- 2013; requests clarification, , 
however, as to whether the transfer of an undertaking from one eligible region to 
another also represents a breach of the condition allowing aid intended to finance a 
particular investment or whether it is only the transfer of an investment to a non-
eligible area that would give rise to the sanctions laid down;

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

Amendment 149
Paragraph 22

22. Welcomes the Commission's intention to require that eligible intangible assets will 
have to remain within the eligible region, which will be ensured by a number of 
conditions laid out in § 53 of the draft guidelines 2007- 2013; requests clarification, 
however, as to whether the transfer of an undertaking from one eligible region to 
another also represents a breach of the condition allowing aid intended to finance a 
particular investment or whether it is only the transfer of an investment to a non-
eligible area that would give rise to the sanctions laid down;

Or. pl

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 150
Paragraph 23

23. Welcomes the fact that temporary (deletion) operating aid will continue to be allowed;
however, calls for the transition of regions from area (a) to area (c) and of regions 
from area (c) to unassisted status to take place gradually, in order to prevent any 
discrimination or the deepening of existing structural gulfs on account of the 
withdrawal of aid which has proved effective;

Or. es

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg 

Amendment 151
Paragraph 23

23. Welcomes the fact that temporary and decreasing operating aid will continue to be 
allowed for Article 87 (3) (a) regions provided it addresses clearly defined problems in 
regional development and is proportionate; urges the Commission, however, to 
provide a more precise definition of the eligibility criteria for operational aid; 

Or. pl



PE 364.904v01-00 44/61 AM\587557EN.doc

EN

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht 

Amendment 152
Paragraph 23

23. Welcomes the fact that temporary and decreasing operating aid will continue to be 
allowed for Article 87 (3) (a) regions provided it addresses clearly defined problems in 
regional development and is proportionate; urges the Commission, however, to 
provide a more precise definition of the eligibility criteria for operational aid;

Or. pl

Amendment by Adam Jerzy Bielan, Mieczysław Edmund Janowski

Amendment 153
Paragraph 23

23. Welcomes the fact that temporary and decreasing operating aid will continue to be 
allowed for Article 87 (3) (a) regions provided it addresses clearly defined problems in 
regional development and is proportionate; urges the Commission, however, to 
provide a more precise definition of the eligibility criteria for operational aid; 

Or. pl

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska 

Amendment 154
Paragraph 23

23. Welcomes the fact that temporary and decreasing operating aid will continue to be 
allowed for art. 87(3)(a) regions provided it addresses clearly defined problems in 
regional development and is proportional. However urges the European Commission 
to define the eligibility criteria for operational aid more precisely;

Or. en

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 155
Paragraph 23 a (new)

23a. Welcomes the fact that operating aid that is neither degressive nor subject to a time 
limit will continue to be authorised in regions suffering from permanent handicaps;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 156
Paragraph 24

24. Welcomes the fact that (deletion) operating aid covering the additional costs of 
transport will continue to be allowed in the outermost regions and low population 
density regions (deletion), but emphasises the importance of going beyond the 
strictly national framework and of not limiting aid to the compensation of additional 
transport costs brought about by transporting goods within the national borders of 
the country concerned;

Or. fr

Amendment by Simon Busuttil 

Amendment 157
Paragraph 24

24. Welcomes the fact that transport operating aid will continue to be allowed in the 
outermost regions and low population density regions and urges the Commission to 
similarly allow transport operating aid for regions suffering from severe and 
permanent natural, geographic or demographic handicaps;

Or. en

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

Amendment 158
Paragraph 24

24. Welcomes the fact that transport operating aid will continue to be allowed in the 
outermost regions and low population density regions, if it complies with certain 
objective criteria as defined in § 79 of the draft guidelines and provided that the 
public procurement rules guarantee fair price-setting by the companies receiving 
state aid;

Or. en



PE 364.904v01-00 46/61 AM\587557EN.doc

EN

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis 

Amendment 159
Paragraph 24

24. Welcomes the fact that transport operating aid will continue to be allowed in the 
outermost regions and low population density regions, if it complies with certain 
objective criteria as defined in § 79 of the draft guidelines; calls, however, for 
transport operating aid also to be granted to island regions owing to the equivalent 
problems created by their geographical position;

Or. el

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Antonio López-Istúriz White, Cristobal Montoro 
Romero

Amendment 160
Paragraph 24

24. Welcomes the fact that transport operating aid will continue to be allowed in the 
outermost regions and low population density regions, if it complies with certain 
objective critieria as defined in § 79 of the draft guidelines; also welcomes the fact 
that the granting of aid to the above sector will be permitted (provided that the aid 
serves to promote a consistent regional-development strategy) in other parts of the 
EU which are constrained by the existence of a natural boundary such as the sea, 
since such aid helps to bring about better economic integration into the Community 
area;

Or. es

Amendment by Margie Sudre 

Amendment 161
Paragraph 24 a (new)

24a. Calls on the Commission to allow operating aid covering additional costs of 
transport between the regions concerned, between them and the countries to which 
they belong and other countries, even outside the EU, particularly within the same 
geographical area;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Margie Sudre 

Amendment 162
Paragraph 24 b (new)

24b. Expects that the Commission will take into account the fact that additional transport 
costs also relate to primary materials and intermediary products;

Or. fr

Amendment by Markus Pieper 

Amendment 163
Paragraph 25

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Inés Ayala Sender, Bernadette Bourzai, Iratxe García Pérez, Francisca 
Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 164
Paragraph 25

25. Suggests that operating aid also be selectively allowed under certain conditions, in 
view of identified additional costs, to regions which suffer from severe and permanent 
natural or demographic handicaps, such as the (deletion) regions with very low 
population density, regions undergoing depopulation and island, cross-border and 
mountain regions;

Or. fr

Amendment by Simon Busuttil 

Amendment 165
Paragraph 25

25. Suggests that operating aid which is not temporary or digressive also be selectively 
allowed under certain conditions for regions which suffer from severe and permanent 
natural or demographic handicaps such as the northernmost regions with very low 
population density and island, cross-border and mountain regions;

Or. en
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Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Antonio López-Istúriz White, Cristobal Montoro 
Romero

Amendment 166
Paragraph 25

25. Suggests that operating aid also be selectively allowed under certain conditions  
regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps, 
such as (deletion) regions with very low population density, cross-border regions, 
islands and mountain regions;

Or. es

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska 

Amendment 167
Paragraph 25

25. Suggest that operating aid also be selectively allowed under certain conditions in 
regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps, 
such as the northernmost regions with very low population density and island, cross-
border and mountain regions. However, urges the European Commission to 
precisely define the eligibility criteria for operational aid in the above mentioned 
regions;

Or. en

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg 

Amendment 168
Paragraph 25

25. Suggests that operating aid also be selectively allowed under certain conditions 
regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps, 
such as the northermost regions with very low population density and island, cross-
border and mountain regions; urges the Commission, however, to provide a more 
precise definition of the eligibility criteria for operational aid in the abovementioned 
regions; 

Or. pl
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Amendment by Jan Olbrycht 

Amendment 169
Paragraph 25

25. Suggests that operating aid also be selectively allowed under certain conditions 
regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps, 
such as the northermost regions with very low population density and island, cross-
border and mountain regions; urges the Commission, however, to provide a more 
precise definition of the eligibility criteria for operational aid in the abovementioned 
regions; 

Or. pl

Amendment by Adam Jerzy Bielan, Mieczysław Edmund Janowski

Amendment 170
Paragraph 25

25. Suggests that operating aid also be selectively allowed under certain conditions 
regions which suffer from severe and permanent natural or demographic handicaps, 
such as the northermost regions with very low population density and island, cross-
border and mountain regions; urges the Commission, however, to provide a more 
precise definition of the eligibility criteria for operational aid in the abovementioned 
regions; 

Or. pl

Amendment by Guy Bono, Marie-Arlette Carlotti, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 171
Paragraph 25 a (new)

25a. Asks that operating aid authorised in the area of transports in island regions should 
not be either reduced or time-limited;

Or. fr

Amendment by Guy Bono, Marie-Arlette Carlotti, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 172
Paragraph 25 b (new)

25b. Calls for recognition of the fact that direct aid for transport can contribute to 
greater economic integration of island regions within the Community and allow 
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them to take advantage of their geographical position in the maritime areas 
surrounding Europe;

Or. fr

Amendment by Guy Bono, Marie-Arlette Carlotti, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 173
Paragraph 25 c (new)

25c. Calls on the Commission to retain the concept of ‘positive discrimination’, which is 
simply an act of fairness and rebalancing in relation to permanent structural 
constraints, positive discrimination being all the more justified when the island has 
a number of handicaps (mountain island, archipelago island, demographic 
handicap, for example);

Or. fr

Amendment by Guy Bono, Marie-Arlette Carlotti, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 174
Paragraph 25 d (new)

25d. Calls for island businesses to be able, thanks to regional state aid, among other 
things, to have access to the wider European market under the same conditions of 
equality of opportunity as continental businesses, to use regional state aid to 
encourage their diversification, increase their productivity, reduce noticeably the 
negative management differentials caused by the fact of being on an island and 
encourage the strengthening of environmentally friendly practices;

Or. fr

Amendment by Guy Bono, Marie-Arlette Carlotti, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 175
Paragraph 25 e (new)

25e. Calls for the establishment of a list of authorised regional state aid for islands, 
which might include:

- direct aid for certain businesses or service providers responsible for carrying out 
public services in rural island areas,

- preferential prices for residents on maritime or air transport,
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- the existence of quality, local public services provided by private operators, with the 
help of aid,

- in general terms, a reduction of excess costs caused by the transport of materials 
used in the manufacture of products for sale on the European or international 
market, through direct aid for companies,

- measures aimed at counterbalancing the narrowness of the local market and at 
encouraging exports,

- tax measures or tax exemptions likely to encourage productive investment by 
companies and diversification of activities… ;

Or. fr

Amendment by Oldřich Vlasák 

Amendment 176
Paragraph 27

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg 

Amendment 177
Paragraph 27

deleted

Or. pl

Amendment by Adam Jerzy Bielan, Mieczysław Edmund Janowski

Amendment 178
Paragraph 27

deleted

Or. pl
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Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska

Amendment 179
Paragraph 27

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht 

Amendment 180
Paragraph 27

deleted

Or. pl

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij  

Amendment 181
Paragraph 27 a (new)

27a. Emphasises that in the eye of the EU Lisbon and Barcelona goals the further 
modernisation of the state-aid rules for Research and Development in relation with 
regional state-aid should come into force;

Or. en

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

Amendment 182
Paragraph 28

28. Stresses that enterprises should be obliged to maintain investment financed by State 
aids within the region for at least 10 years;

Or. en
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Amendment by Oldřich Vlasák 

Amendment 183
Paragraph 28

28. Recognizes that obligation to maintain investment within the regions has been fixed on 
a general level for maximum of 5 years; further calls to handle this rule with some 
flexibility by not preventing the innovation through replacement of plant or 
equipment which has become out-dated within this 5 years period due to rapid 
technological change;

Or. en

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 184
Paragraph 28 a (new)

28a. Calls, however, on the Commission not to allow state aid to be awarded to 
companies that relocate their activities from one European region to another and to 
request reimbursement of state aid received by a company wishing to relocate all or 
part of its activities to another EU Member State or outside the EU;

Or. fr

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

Amendment 185
Paragraph 29

deleted

Or. en

Amendment by Oldřich Vlasák

Amendment 186
Paragraph 29

29. Welcomes the opportunity of Member States in case of SMEs to reduce these five year 
period for the maintenance of an investment or jobs created to a minimum of three 
years; 

Or. en
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Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 187
Paragraph 30

deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 188
Paragraph 30

30. Urges the Commission to define common guidelines for the recovery of aid, in the 
event of such obligations not being respected;

Or. es

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes

Amendment 189
Paragraph 30

30. Urges the Commission to define detailed rules (in accordance with the 
proportionality principle) for the recovery of aid, in the event of such obligations not 
being respected;

Or. pt

Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 190
Paragraph 30

30. Urges the Commission to define detailed rules for the recovery of aid, in the event of 
such obligations not being respected and emphasises that EU aid for company 
relocations does not provide any European added value and must, therefore, be 
avoided;

Or. de
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Amendment by Gilles Savary, Bernard Poignant

Amendment 191
Paragraph 30 a (new)

30a. Calls on the Commission, given the objectives of European integration and its 
cohesion policy aimed at achieving economic and social convergence by bringing 
Europe’s regions up to the same level, to ensure that the accumulation of zoning of 
regional state aid and that the objective of competitiveness and employment of the 
new generation of regional policy should not lead to distortions of competition 
between Member States and should not finance relocations within Europe, which 
lead, in particular, to the loss of jobs in one region to the benefit of another;

Or. fr

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes

Amendment 192
Paragraph 30 a (new)

30a. Urges the Member States to adhere strictly to the guidelines relating to State aid, 
with a view to preventing inefficiency in the market;

Or. pt

Amendment by Constanze Angela Krehl

Amendment 193
Paragraph 31

31. Emphasises that all economic sectors should be treated equally, unless the economic 
sectors in question suffer from regional overcapacity, and that coherency between all 
relevant legal instruments is duly maintained;

Or. de

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes

Amendment 194
Paragraph 31

31. Emphasises that all economic sectors should be treated equally and that coherency 
between all relevant legal instruments is duly maintained, in order to ensure that no 
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sector is excluded from the new RAG;

Or. pt

Amendment by Rolf Berend

Amendment 195
Paragraph 32

32. Welcomes on principle that the Commission intends for the sake of simplification and 
transparency to integrate the provisions of the 2002 Multisectoral Framework (MSF-
2002) into the Regional aid guidelines for the period 2007-2013;

Or. de

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 196
Paragraph 32

32. Welcomes the Commission’s intention to integrate the multi-sectoral framework 
into the new RAGs without reducing the intensities indicated therein;

Or. es

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Cristobal Montoro Romero

Amendment 197
Paragraph 32 a (new)

32a. Notes with concern that the reduction in ceilings for the purpose of establishing the 
maximum aid intensity (GDP per inhabitant) combined with the change in the 
calculation method (gross instead of net subsidy) results in practice in a very severe 
cutback in aid with no regard for the effectiveness thereof as an instrument of 
convergence and cohesion; calls, therefore, upon the Commission to provide - in the 
interests of aid-management transparency - an objective justification of the need for 
such a change;

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

Amendment 198
Paragraph 33 a (new)

33a. Recommends an increase in the de minimis threshold above € 100,000 as this would 
enable smaller non-distortive measures to be implemented more quickly and a 
reform of the burdensome cumulation rule;

Or. en

Amendment by Francisca Pleguezuelos Aguilar, Iratxe García Pérez, Inés Ayala Sender, 
Antolín Sánchez Presedo

Amendment 199
Paragraph 34

34. Supports the Commission as it strives to encourage transparency in direct-aid 
monitoring policy and consequently urges it to continue using the NGE formula in 
order to calculate the actual impact of State aid on regional development;

Or. es

Amendment by Alain Hutchinson

Amendment 200
Paragraph 34 a (new)

34a. Recalls that the funding of services of general interest (such as education, security, 
public hospitals and social housing) does not fall within the scope of rules relating 
to state aid, given that it is within the competence of the Member States to define, 
finance and organise their services of general interest;

Or. fr

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 201
Paragraph 34 a (new)

34a. Welcomes the new form of aid for small businesses in assisted regions, as well as the 
specific measures concerning low density population regions and small islands in 
the context of the compatibility criteria for this aid; expects from the Commission 
that specific measures will be introduced for the other regions with permanent 
handicaps recognised in the Treaty;
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Or. fr

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes

Amendment 202
Paragraph 35

35. Welcomes the Commission's intention to extend block exemptions from prior 
notification for transparent forms of regional investment aid and recommends that the 
ceilings for block exemptions take account of inflation and severe fluctuations in the 
economic cycle, especially when the latter is influenced by negative external factors;

Or. pt

Amendment by Margie Sudre

Amendment 203
Paragraph 35 a (new)

35a. Emphasises that rules on exemption should explicitly include the possibility for 
Member States to notify aid projects and for the Commission to evaluate their 
compatibility using more flexible criteria, in order to be able to take into account 
any specific regional or sectoral characteristics, as well as innovative approaches;

Or. fr

Amendment by Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Amendment 204
Paragraph 36

36. Expects that the Commission will make the rules for block exemptions simple and 
transparent (deletion);

Or. pl

Amendment by Grażyna Staniszewska

Amendment 205
Paragraph 36

36. Expect that the Commission will make the rules for block exemptions simple and 
transparent (deletion);
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Or. en

Amendment by Jan Olbrycht

Amendment 206
Paragraph 36

36. Expects that the Commission will make the rules for block exemptions simple and 
transparent (deletion);

Or. pl

Amendment by Mieczysław Edmund Janowski, Adam Jerzy Bielan

Amendment 207
Paragraph 36

36. Expects that the Commission will make the rules for block exemptions simple and 
transparent (deletion), while ensuring appropriate controls;

Or. pl

Amendment by Bairbre de Brún, Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 208
Paragraph 36

36. Expects that the Commission will make the rules for block exemptions simple and 
transparent, but will introduce an appropriate control mechanism to prevent abuse of 
the block exemptions and notes that in the past exceptional cases of national 
reunification have necessitated exemptions from state aid regulations and that any 
future national reunifications may also require such exemptions;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 209
Paragraph 36 a (new)

36a. Requests that a significant impact test be introduced where support of up to 30% of 
€1 mil will need to be notified, but only on the simplified procedure, and will be 
considered and included as a part of the block exemption;
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Or. en

Amendment by Manfred Weber

Amendment 210
Paragraph 36 a (new)

36a. Calls on the Commission to examine whether the de minimis threshold, currently set 
at EUR 100 000, can be raised, which would provide relief, and cut down on 
bureaucracy, for SMEs and new businesses;

Or. en

Amendment by Emanuel Jardim Fernandes

Amendment 211
Paragraph 36 a (new)

36a. Urges the Commission to propose measures which will lead to increased 
transparency in the use of State aid for public-private partnerships;

Or. pt

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

Amendment 212
Paragraph 36 a (new)

36a. Points out that national State aid is an important financial instrument for economic, 
social and territorial cohesion, and must therefore be incorporated into the national 
reference framework and be approved as part of the multiannual national 
programme;

Or. en

Amendment by Eluned Morgan

Amendment 213
Paragraph 36 b (new)

36b. Urges the Commission to increase the amount of deminimus aid from the current 
€100 000;
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Or. en

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

Amendment 214
Paragraph 37 a (new)

37a. Calls for the fundamental rules on state aid associated with the Structural Funds to 
be incorporated into the regulation laying down general provisions on the European 
Regional Development Fund, the European Social Fund and the Cohesion Fund;

Or. en

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

Amendment 215
Paragraph 38 a (new)

38a. Calls for a revision of Articles 88, par. 1 and 89 of the EC Treaty (Articles III-168, 
par. 1 and III-169 of the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe ) providing 
for the adoption of guidelines on state aid in accordance with the ordinary 
legislative procedure, while the Commission remains competent to keep under 
constant review the systems of aid existing in the Member States and to propose the 
latter any appropriate measures required by these guidelines; 

Or. en


