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Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 1
Paragraph 1

1. Welcomes the fact that the European Council reached agreement on the Financial 
Perspective 2007-2013, but deplores the fact that the projected resources are 
insufficient to meet the needs of the Union (deletion);

Or. es

Amendment by Jean Marie Beaupuy

Amendment 2
Paragraph 1

1 Welcomes the fact that the European Council reached agreement on the Financial 
Perspective 2007-2013, but deplores the fact that the projected resources are 
insufficient to meet the needs of the Union, and of regional development especially, 
over the period concerned; points out that Parliament had called for 0.41% of Union 
GNI to be allocated to cohesion but the European Council cut that percentage to the 
significantly lower figure of 0.37%;

Or. fr
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Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro, Bairbre de Brún, and Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 3
Paragraph 1

1. Welcomes the fact that the European Council reached agreement on the Financial 
Perspective 2007-2013, but deplores the fact that the projected resources are woefully
insufficient to meet the needs of economic and social cohesion and the economic, 
social, and environmental challenges posed for an enlarged European Union, and for
regional development especially, over the period concerned;

Or. pt

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 4
Paragraph 2

2 Considers in particular that the budgets allocated under heading 1b (deletion) are 
manifestly insufficient and therefore requires that the credits concerned be re-established 
at the level proposed by Parliament in its resolution on Policy Challenges and Budgetary 
Means of the enlarged Union 2007-2013; regrets, in particular, the substantial
reduction in resources for the "European Territorial Cooperation Objective"; stresses 
that this objective has a clear European added value, since it promotes the cooperation 
of Member States and regional authorities; asks, therefore, for the allocation of
substantial additional funding for this objective; notes also the  disproportionate 
reduction in the budget allocated to the competitiveness objective; 

Or. en

Amendment by Marian Harkin, Jean Marie Beaupuy

Amendment 5
Paragraph 2

2 Considers, in particular, that the budgets allocated under heading 1b, and in particular 
those concerning the competitiveness and the territorial cohesion objectives, and notably 
that for territorial cooperation, which has been reduced by almost 50% of the amount 
stipulated in the original Commission proposal, are manifestly insufficient and therefore 
urges that the credits concerned be re-established at the level proposed by Parliament in 
its resolution of 8 June 2005 on Policy Challenges and Budgetary Means of the enlarged 
Union 2007-2013; ask for a more balanced budget for the objective of territorial 
cooperation, with the percentage of the budget allocation for interregional cooperation 
remaining as it is in the present period, that is, to foresee a budget of 6.57% (or EUR 
493 000 000).
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Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro, Bairbre de Brún, and Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 6
Paragraph 2

2. Considers, in particular, that the budgets allocated under heading 1b to the Structural 
Funds and the Cohesion Fund are manifestly insufficient and therefore urges that the 
credits concerned be re-established at the level proposed by Parliament in its resolution of 
8 June 2005 on Policy Challenges and Budgetary Means of the enlarged Union 2007-
2013, that is to say, 0.41% of Community GNI;

Or. pt

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 7
Paragraph 2

2 Considers, in particular, that the budgets allocated under heading 1b, and in particular 
those concerning the competitiveness and the territorial co-operation objectives, are 
manifestly insufficient and therefore urges that the credits concerned be re-established 
at the level proposed by Parliament in its resolution of 8 June 2005 on Policy 
Challenges and Budgetary Means of the enlarged Union 2007-2013;

Or. en

Amendment by Elspeth Attwooll

Amendment 8
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a Recalls the importance placed by Member States on the success of the Lisbon 
Strategy and emphasises the crucial role that a strong, sufficiently financed, 
cohesion policy can have in delivering the economic, social and environmental 
objectives laid down in Lisbon and Gothenburg;

Or. en
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Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo, Salvador Garriga Polledo, and Cristina Gutiérrez-
Cortines

Amendment 9
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Considers it necessary to correct the territorial inequalities resulting from the 
December 2005 European Council agreement, especially where regions subject to 
the statistical effect are concerned, given that these forms of unequal treatment 
infringe one of the fundamental principles observed by the Union, namely 
promoting harmonious, balanced development throughout the Community;

Or. es

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro, Bairbre de Brún, and Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 10
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Deplores the fact that the December 2005 European Council failed to provide full 
compensation for the ‘statistical effect’ regions, which will consequently have to 
endure 20% cuts starting immediately in 2007 and continuing in stages until 2013; 
believes that the negotiations in progress with the Council must serve to enable the 
above regions to receive the same level of aid as the convergence regions;

Or. pt

Amendment by Marian Harkin

Amendment 11
Paragraph 2 a (new)

2a Regrets the cut in the Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD), which 
represents a 21.3% decrease from the amount stipulated in the original Commission 
proposal; emphasises the importance of this fund, since over 50% of the EU-25 
population live in rural areas, and these areas cover 90% of EU territory;

Or. en

Amendment by Vladimír Železný, Mirosław Mariusz Piotrowski

Amendment 12
Paragraph 3

3 Notes that the Council's proposal for the financial perspective affects the draft legislation 
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at present before Parliament and stresses the need to find, in co-decision with the 
Council, a mutually acceptable compromise;

Or. en

Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 13
Paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Criticises in this connection the proposal put forward in the financial negotiations 
to apply various standards for calculating the participation by EU funds and for the 
eligibility of VAT for funding; calls for the extension of private co-financing and 
the eligibility of VAT for funding to all Member States;

Or. de

Amendment by Gerardo Galeote Quecedo

Amendment 14
Paragraph 4

4. Welcomes the creation of a Globalisation Adjustment Fund, which should help the 
workers in the Union’s regions affected by delocalisation and globalisation;

Or. es

Amendment by Vladimír Železný, Mirosław Mariusz Piotrowski

Amendment 15
Paragraph 4

4 Welcomes the creation of a Globalisation Adjustment Fund, which should help the 
populations of all EU regions (deletion) face the changes engendered by the side effects 
of globalisation, such as the "jobs drain" and increased foreign competition;

Or. en
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Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter

Amendment 16
Paragraph 4

4. Welcomes the creation of a Globalisation Adjustment Fund, which should help the 
populations of the regions to face the changes engendered by delocalisation and 
globalisation; but criticises the fact that in the proposed regulation the Commission 
is creating parallel intervention structures for the global subsidy and has thus gone 
back on its proposal to use the ESF’s existing structures for intervention by this 
fund; fears that such parallel structures are likely to create additional bureaucracy 
and problems of consistency in employment policy, and that the principles of 
decentralisation may be cut out;

Or. de

Amendment by Jean Marie Beaupuy

Amendment 17
Paragraph 4

4 Welcomes the creation of a Globalisation Adjustment Fund, which should help the 
populations of the regions to face the changes engendered by delocalisation and 
globalisation; given that the Globalisation Adjustment Fund is intended to assist 
workers and that such globalisation adjustment assistance could most usefully be 
provided at regional level, calls for the provisions set out in point 12 of the Brussels 
agreement of 19 December 2005 to be moved to become a point 59a under sub-
heading 1B (‘Cohesion for growth and employment’);

Or. fr

Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro, Bairbre de Brún, and Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 18
Paragraph 4

4. Welcomes the creation of a Globalisation Adjustment Fund, which should help the 
populations of the regions to face the changes engendered by delocalisation, company 
closures, and globalisation;

Or. pt
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Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 19
Paragraph 4

4. Acknowledges the creation of a Globalisation Adjustment Fund, which should help the 
populations of the regions to face the changes engendered by delocalisation and 
globalisation;

Or. de

Amendment by Markus Pieper

Amendment 20
Paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Takes the view that EU assistance for delocalisation should be prevented as a matter 
of principle and calls on the Commission and the European Council to find a 
solution to ensure that in future only the creation of new jobs is funded with 
European assistance;

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter

Amendment 21
Paragraph 6

6. Requires that the mechanisms and procedures for calling on these reserves be adapted 
to existing structures to ensure their speedy, unbureaucratic and effective use;

Or. de

Amendment by Konstantinos Hatzidakis

Amendment 22
Paragraph 7

7 Requires that any resources not spent because of the N+2 (or N+3) rule should 
remain in the "cohesion budget" and be allocated for structural interventions in 
other European regions in need; furthermore, asks the Commission to present a 
proposal to Parliament and the Council outlining the implementation of a recycling 
mechanism;

Or. en
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Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro, Bairbre de Brún, and Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 23
Paragraph 7

7. Requires that resources de-committed under heading 1b, not least under the n+2/n+3
rule, be available for reuse under that heading only and that the possibility of doing so
be explicitly described in the Interinstitutional Agreement; (deletion) asks the 
Commission to present a proposal to Parliament and the Council outlining the 
implementation of a recycling mechanism of this type;

Or. pt

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter

Amendment 24
Paragraph 7

7. Requires that resources de-committed under the n+2 rule be put back into a reserve for 
quality and performance and that this reserve be explicitly described in the 
Interinstitutional Agreement; furthermore, asks the Commission to present a proposal to 
Parliament and the Council outlining the implementation of a recycling mechanism in 
accordance with objective and transparent criteria and providing for Parliament’s 
codecision;

Or. de

Amendment by Elisabeth Schroedter

Amendment 25
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Maintains in this connection its call for a Community reserve, committed to quality 
and performance, to be set up as an instrument for rewarding progress, for the 
Cohesion Fund as well.

Or. de
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Amendment by Pedro Guerreiro, Bairbre de Brún, and Kyriacos Triantaphyllides

Amendment 26
Paragraph 7 a (new)

7a. Maintains that the negotiations under way on the IIA must ensure full compliance with 
the spending target for the Structural Funds and the Cohesion Fund, whereby 
implementation of the Funds will be guaranteed and no margin left under heading 1b;

Or. pt

Amendment by Jamila Madeira

Amendment 27
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Considers that the agreement must be such as to remove the artificial distinction 
between rich and poor statistical effect regions created by a notional barrier 
equivalent to one third of the total population of the regions fully eligible under 
Objective 1; notes that because of this barrier, what in itself amounts to no more 
than pure arithmetic resulting from one thing only, namely the drop in average 
Community GDP brought about by enlargement, translates into clear discrimination 
against certain regions penalised by the statistical effect, which, given that they 
likewise constitute the most thinly populated and remote areas, consequently have to 
bear a further additional burden contrary to the purpose of convergence; calls, 
therefore, for all the statistical effect regions to be treated in the same way;

Or. pt

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 28
Paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Takes a positive view of recognition by the Commission and Council of the need to 
make the various instruments for external action more efficient. The European 
Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument (ENPI) for cross-border cooperation 
(CBC) will be partly funded by the regional funds (European Fund for Regional 
Development – ERDF) and the funds for external action. The extent and content of 
regional CBC should be protected by transnational regulations with a maximum of 
four years.

Or. nl
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Amendment by Jean Marie Beaupuy

Amendment 29
Paragraph 9 a (new)

9a. Points out that the financial perspective is not an end in itself, but a means of 
pursuing what should be a far-sighted and ambitious European policy.

Or. fr


