
AM\758300EN.doc PE416.641v01-00

EN EN

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT
2004 










 2009

Committee on Regional Development

2008/2055(INI)

11.12.2008

AMENDMENTS
1 - 42

Draft opinion
Rumiana Jeleva
(PE415.347v01-00)

on the Mid-term Review of the 2007-2013 Financial Framework
(2008/2055(INI))



PE416.641v01-00 2/26 AM\758300EN.doc

EN

AM_Com_NonLegOpinion



AM\758300EN.doc 3/26 PE416.641v01-00

EN

Amendment 1
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph -1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

-1. whereas EU cohesion policy remains 
a crucial pillar in the process of European 
integration, and plays an active role in 
reducing inequalities and development 
deficits;

Or. es

Amendment 2
Bart Staes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Considers that, for many years, EU 
regional policy has demonstrated to the 
European public its unique European 
added-value by effectively promoting 
economic and social cohesion across the 
EU, whilst at the same time contributing to 
the achievement of the objectives of the 
Lisbon Strategy for growth and jobs; 
opposes, therefore, any attempt to re-
nationalise this Community policy; 
reiterates its long-standing position that 
cohesion policy should relate to the whole 
of the territory of the EU and that the larger 
part of the financial resources available 
should be concentrated on the needs of 
less-developed regions;

1. Considers that, for many years, EU 
regional policy has demonstrated to the 
European public its unique European 
added-value by effectively promoting 
economic and social cohesion across the 
EU, whilst at the same time contributing to 
the achievement of the objectives of the 
Lisbon Strategy for growth and jobs; 
opposes, therefore, any attempt to re-
nationalise this Community policy; 
reiterates its long-standing position that 
cohesion policy should relate to the whole 
of the territory of the EU and that the larger 
part of the financial resources available 
should be concentrated on the needs of 
less-developed regions; calls upon the 
Commission to evaluate the  extent to 
which Structural Funds programmes can 
help in the achievement of specific 
objectives of Community legislation, such 
as those laid down in the Community's 
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climate change and energy legislation and 
in the biodiversity action plan;

Or. en

Amendment 3
Jean Marie Beaupuy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Considers that, for many years, EU 
regional policy has demonstrated to the 
European public its unique European 
added-value by effectively promoting 
economic and social cohesion across the 
EU, whilst at the same time contributing to 
the achievement of the objectives of the 
Lisbon Strategy for growth and jobs; 
opposes, therefore, any attempt to re-
nationalise this Community policy; 
reiterates its long-standing position that 
cohesion policy should relate to the whole 
of the territory of the EU and that the larger 
part of the financial resources available 
should be concentrated on the needs of 
less-developed regions;

1. Considers that, for many years, EU 
regional policy has demonstrated to the 
European public its unique European 
added-value by effectively promoting 
economic and social cohesion across the 
EU, whilst at the same time contributing to 
the achievement of the objectives of the 
Lisbon Strategy for growth and jobs and 
the Gothenburg objectives for sustainable 
development; opposes, therefore, any 
attempt to re-nationalise this Community 
policy; reiterates its long-standing position 
that cohesion policy should relate to the 
whole of the territory of the EU and that 
the larger part of the financial resources 
available should be concentrated on the 
needs of less-developed regions

Or. fr

Amendment 4
Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Considers that, for many years, EU 
regional policy has demonstrated to the 
European public its unique European 

1. Considers that, for many years, EU 
regional policy has demonstrated to the 
European public its unique European 
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added-value by effectively promoting 
economic and social cohesion across the 
EU, whilst at the same time contributing to 
the achievement of the objectives of the 
Lisbon Strategy for growth and jobs; 
opposes, therefore, any attempt to re-
nationalise this Community policy; 
reiterates its long-standing position that 
cohesion policy should relate to the whole 
of the territory of the EU and that the larger 
part of the financial resources available 
should be concentrated on the needs of 
less-developed regions;

added-value by effectively promoting 
economic and social cohesion across the 
EU, whilst at the same time contributing to 
the achievement of the objectives of the 
Lisbon Strategy for growth and jobs; 
opposes, therefore, any attempt to re-
nationalise this Community policy; 
reiterates its long-standing position that 
cohesion policy should relate to the whole 
of the territory of the EU and that the larger 
part of the financial resources available 
should be concentrated on the needs of the 
poorest regions;

Or. pl

Amendment 5
Jean Marie Beaupuy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Considers that cohesion policy still 
needs to be reinforced and that greater 
emphasis should be placed on the value 
added it creates; calls, therefore, for 
sufficient financial resources to be 
allocated to cohesion policy at Community 
level;

Or. fr

Amendment 6
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Stresses that, despite the progress 
achieved in convergence in the EU, 
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absolute inequalities remain high, and 
there are still enormous variations 
between Member States in terms of levels 
of prosperity, including cases of constant 
divergence over several years now;

Or. pt

Amendment 7
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Stresses that structural policy must 
have as its primary objectives the 
reduction of disparities in development 
level between regions, the promotion of 
real convergence, and the stimulation of 
growth and employment, and that it must 
be an instrument of redistribution and 
compensation for the increased costs 
arising from the single market, economic 
and monetary union and the liberalisation 
of international trade for the Union's less-
favoured Member States and regions; 

Or. pt

Amendment 8
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Is concerned at the fact that in some 
regions Community funding has not been 
sufficient to offset the adverse effects of 
the single market, economic and 
monetary union and the liberalisation of 
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international trade; calls on the 
Commission, therefore, to undertake an 
in-depth analysis of the effects of the 
Stability and Growth Pact, the 
introduction of the euro and the 
liberalisation of the internal and 
international markets on cohesion policy 
and convergence in the EU; 

Or. pt

Amendment 9
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it indispensable that adequate 
funding be guaranteed for the period after 
2013, so as to enable cohesion policy not 
only to continue carrying out successfully 
its traditional tasks, but also to deal with a 
number of new global challenges with 
significant territorial impact, such as 
climate and demographic change, energy 
efficiency and urban concentration, as 
detailed in the Commission's Fourth Report 
on Economic and Social Cohesion 
(COM(2007)0273); therefore takes the 
view that the allocation of 0.35% of the 
EU’s GDP will be insufficient to finance 
this policy;

2. Considers it indispensable that adequate 
funding be guaranteed for the period after 
2013, so as to enable cohesion policy not 
only to continue carrying out successfully 
its traditional tasks, but also to deal with a 
number of new global challenges with 
significant territorial impact, such as 
climate and demographic change, 
depopulation, adaptation to globalisation, 
rehabilitation of rural areas, energy 
efficiency and urban concentration, as 
detailed in the Commission's Fourth Report 
on Economic and Social Cohesion 
(COM(2007)0273); therefore takes the 
view that the allocation of 0.35% of the 
EU’s GDP will be insufficient to finance 
this policy;

Or. es

Amendment 10
Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it indispensable that adequate 
funding be guaranteed for the period after 
2013, so as to enable cohesion policy not 
only to continue carrying out successfully 
its traditional tasks, but also to deal with a 
number of new global challenges with 
significant territorial impact, such as 
climate and demographic change, energy 
efficiency and urban concentration, as 
detailed in the Commission's Fourth Report 
on Economic and Social Cohesion 
(COM(2007)0273); therefore takes the 
view that the allocation of 0.35% of the 
EU’s GDP will be insufficient to finance 
this policy;

2. Considers it indispensable that adequate 
funding be guaranteed under the new 
multiannual financial framework after 
2013, so as to enable cohesion policy not 
only to continue carrying out successfully 
its traditional tasks, but also to deal with a 
number of new global challenges with 
significant territorial impact, such as 
climate and demographic change, energy 
efficiency and urban concentration, as 
detailed in the Commission's Fourth Report 
on Economic and Social Cohesion 
(COM(2007)0273); therefore takes the 
view that the allocation of no more than 
0.35% of the EU’s GDP will be far from 
sufficient to finance this policy;

Or. pl

Amendment 11
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it indispensable that adequate 
funding be guaranteed for the period after 
2013, so as to enable cohesion policy not 
only to continue carrying out successfully 
its traditional tasks, but also to deal with a 
number of new global challenges with 
significant territorial impact, such as 
climate and demographic change, energy 
efficiency and urban concentration, as 
detailed in the Commission's Fourth Report 
on Economic and Social Cohesion 
(COM(2007)0273); therefore takes the 
view that the allocation of 0.35% of the 
EU’s GDP will be insufficient to finance 
this policy;

2. Considers it indispensable that adequate 
funding be guaranteed for the period after 
2013, so as to enable cohesion policy not 
only to continue carrying out successfully 
its traditional tasks, but also to deal with a 
number of new global challenges with 
significant territorial impact, such as 
climate and demographic change, energy 
efficiency and urban concentration, as 
detailed in the Commission's Fourth Report 
on Economic and Social Cohesion 
(COM(2007)0273);
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Or. cs

Amendment 12
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Stresses the importance of 
maintaining the transitional funding 
mechanisms for the phasing in / phasing 
out regions and for Member States 
leaving the Cohesion Fund, in order to 
consolidate the convergence levels 
achieved; 

Or. es

Amendment 13
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Considers that the existing 
Community financial resources for 
cohesion policy are insufficient to meet 
the needs of real convergence, regional 
inequalities, high levels of unemployment, 
income inequalities and poverty in the 
EU; reiterates, therefore, the need for an 
increase in the Community budget with 
the central and primary objective of 
promoting economic and social cohesion 
in the Union;  

Or. pt
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Amendment 14
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b . Stresses the need for sufficient 
funding for economic, social and 
territorial policy with a view to reducing 
the persisting regional inequalities in 
access and communication between 
centre and periphery which arise from 
geographical and structural 
disadvantages, insufficient investment in 
transport infrastructures, failure to 
diversify potential transport links, 
inadequate public services in such areas 
as education and health, etc; stresses, in 
particular, the substantial obstacles in 
terms of accessibility facing the mountain 
and island regions, the remote and most 
remote regions, isolated border towns, 
sparsely populated regions and regions 
suffering from depopulation;

Or. es

Amendment 15
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Believes that a solid and properly 
financed European regional policy is an 
essential condition for assimilating the 
successive enlargements and achieving 
social, economic and territorial cohesion 
in an enlarged Union; 

Or. pt



AM\758300EN.doc 11/26 PE416.641v01-00

EN

Amendment 16
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2c. Stresses the need for sufficient 
resources to reduce the substantial 
technological divide between the more 
developed and the less-favoured regions;

Or. es

Amendment 17
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2c. Considers that the existing 
Community funds for cohesion policy are 
not sufficient for dealing with the 
requirements of real convergence or 
tackling regional disparities, high 
unemployment, income inequalities and 
poverty in the EU; considers it essential, 
therefore, to increase Community 
spending by at least 1.24% of EU GNI, 
while exploring all possibilities existing 
under the interinstitutional agreement 
between Parliament, the Council and the 
Commission regarding budgetary 
discipline and sound financial 
management1 and ensuring its full 
implementation, the overriding objective 
being the promotion of economic and 
social cohesion; 

Or. pt
                                               
1 OJ C 331, 7.12.1993, p. 1.
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Amendment 18
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2d. Reiterates the need to maintain an EU 
cohesion policy backed up by appropriate 
budgetary funding, with a view to 
consolidating the progress made in 
convergence throughout the Union, 
recalling that convergence between 
Member States nonetheless conceals 
increasing disparities between the within 
regions; notes, further, that these regional 
and infraregional inequalities can be 
observed in various fields, such as 
employment, productivity, income, 
educational levels, innovative capacity, 
etc; stresses the role of territorial 
cooperation in tackling these problems, 
and therefore calls for a budgetary 
allocation sufficient to meet this goal; 

Or. es

Amendment 19
Jean Marie Beaupuy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 

3. Stresses the need, while taking action 
against fraud and irregularity, to simplify 
the procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
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to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately; 

available resources; welcomes the 
Commission's recent proposals for an 
early review of Union cohesion policy, to 
include concrete proposals for simplifying
relevant procedures which should be 
implemented immediately; 

Or. fr

Amendment 20
Bart Staes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 
to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately;

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems, whilst at 
the same time ensuring the adequacy of 
the financial control mechanisms and the 
implementation of the Action Plan to 
strengthen supervision under shared 
management for structural actions; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 
to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Iratxe García Pérez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 
to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately; 

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 
to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately, and also for ensuring a clear 
division of responsibilities and 
competences between the EU, the Member 
States and the regional and local 
authorities;

Or. es

Amendment 22
Lidia Joanna Geringer de Oedenberg

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems; notes 
that the complexity of the system is to a 
certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 
to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately;

3. Stresses the need to simplify the 
procedures for the implementation of 
Structural Funds, especially the 
management and control systems, 
including at national and regional level; 
notes that the complexity of the system is 
to a certain extent responsible for the poor 
absorption by the Member States of the 
available resources; urges the Commission 
to present without further delay concrete 
proposals for simplifying relevant 
procedures which should be implemented 
immediately;

Or. pl
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Amendment 23
Bart Staes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Notes that the Commission has for the 
first time engaged in a systematic 
evaluation of the effectiveness of the 2000-
2006 operational programmes; awaits with 
great interest the results of this evaluation, 
which is a serious attempt to measure the 
effectiveness of cohesion policy actions; 
notes, however, that it is extremely 
difficult to fully appreciate the positive 
effects that cohesion policy has had in 
reality, as they cannot be measured in 
purely economic terms;

4. Notes that the Commission has for the 
first time engaged in a systematic 
evaluation of the effectiveness of the 2000-
2006 operational programmes; awaits with 
great interest the results of this evaluation, 
which is a serious attempt to measure the 
effectiveness of cohesion policy actions; 
urges the Commission to make EU 
funding from the 2007-2013 financial 
framework conditional on achieving the 
specific objectives of Community 
legislation such as those laid down in the 
Community's climate change and energy 
legislation and in the Biodiversity Action 
Plan and to ensure the suspension of EU 
funding in the event of non-compliance 
with Community environmental law;

Or. en

Amendment 24
Jan Olbrycht

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Notes that the Commission has for the 
first time engaged in a systematic 
evaluation of the effectiveness of the 2000-
2006 operational programmes; awaits with 
great interest the results of this evaluation, 
which is a serious attempt to measure the 
effectiveness of cohesion policy actions; 
notes, however, that it is extremely 

4. Notes that the Commission has for the 
first time engaged in a systematic 
evaluation of the effectiveness of the 2000-
2006 operational programmes; awaits with 
great interest the results of this evaluation, 
which is a serious attempt to measure the 
effectiveness of cohesion policy actions; 
notes, however, that it is extremely 
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difficult to fully appreciate the positive 
effects that cohesion policy has had in 
reality, as they cannot be measured in 
purely economic terms;

difficult at this stage to fully appreciate the 
positive effects that cohesion policy has 
had in reality, as the full impact of the 
measures taken will not be discernable 
until later and cannot be measured in 
purely economic terms;

Or. pl

Amendment 25
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Believes that cohesion policy and the 
associated financial resources must be 
targeted on the promotion of economic, 
social and territorial development, and 
must therefore not be subordinated to the 
competition and deregulation criteria of 
the Lisbon strategy; considers that 
competitiveness must not be allowed to 
replace convergence as a goal in those 
Member States and regions where social 
and economic development is still lagging 
behind; 

Or. pt

Amendment 26
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4b. Stresses that cohesion policy must not 
be seen as merely an instrument for 
achieving the objectives of other sectoral 
policies, since it is a Community policy in 
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its own right offering substantial value 
added; 

Or. pt

Amendment 27
Emmanouil Angelakas, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Acknowledges that the current financial 
crisis has significantly changed the 
economic and financial situation in many 
Member States; notes that, as a result of 
this crisis, national investment priorities 
may change and, for that reason, several 
operational programmes might need to be 
adapted; underlines the fact that Member 
States may also face liquidity problems 
that prevent them from ensuring the 
payment of national contributions towards 
the implementation of structural actions 
and programmes; urges the Commission to 
work closely with the Member States in a 
joint effort to re-launch the European 
economy; also calls on the Commission to 
propose changes to the existing legislative 
framework for the Structural Funds 2007-
2013, where necessary;

5. Acknowledges that the current financial 
crisis has significantly changed the 
economic and financial situation in many 
Member States; notes that, as a result of 
this crisis, national investment priorities 
may change and, for that reason, several 
operational programmes might need to be 
adapted; underlines the fact that Member 
States may also face liquidity problems 
that prevent them from ensuring the 
payment of national contributions towards 
the implementation of structural actions 
and programmes; urges the Commission to 
work closely with the Member States in a 
joint effort to re-launch the European 
economy; also welcomes the Commission
proposals to amend the existing legislative 
framework for the Structural Funds 2007-
2013 with the aim of simplifying the 
system, as well as accelerating and 
facilitating payments to Member States; 
considers the proposals to be an important 
first step towards assisting Member States 
in their efforts to combat the negative 
effects of the current economic crisis;

Or. en
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Amendment 28
Bart Staes

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Acknowledges that the current financial 
crisis has significantly changed the 
economic and financial situation in many 
Member States; notes that, as a result of 
this crisis, national investment priorities 
may change and, for that reason, several 
operational programmes might need to be 
adapted; underlines the fact that Member 
States may also face liquidity problems 
that prevent them from ensuring the 
payment of national contributions towards 
the implementation of structural actions 
and programmes; urges the Commission to 
work closely with the Member States in a 
joint effort to re-launch the European 
economy; also calls on the Commission to 
propose changes to the existing legislative 
framework for the Structural Funds 2007-
2013, where necessary;

5. Acknowledges that the current financial 
crisis has significantly changed the 
economic and financial situation in many 
Member States; notes that, as a result of 
this crisis, national investment priorities 
may change and, for that reason, several 
operational programmes might need to be 
adapted; recommends that these 
adaptations be concentrated on the new 
challenges of climate and demographic 
change, energy efficiency and renewable 
energy sources and sustainable and 
inclusive cities; underlines the fact that 
Member States may also face liquidity 
problems that prevent them from ensuring 
the payment of national contributions 
towards the implementation of structural 
actions and programmes; urges the 
Commission to work closely with the 
Member States in a joint effort to re-launch 
the European economy; also calls on the 
Commission to propose changes to the 
existing legislative framework for the 
Structural Funds 2007-2013, where 
necessary;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Jan Olbrycht

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Acknowledges that the current financial 
crisis has significantly changed the 

5. Acknowledges that the current financial 
crisis has significantly changed the 
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economic and financial situation in many 
Member States; notes that, as a result of 
this crisis, national investment priorities 
may change and, for that reason, several 
operational programmes might need to be 
adapted; underlines the fact that Member 
States may also face liquidity problems 
that prevent them from ensuring the 
payment of national contributions towards 
the implementation of structural actions 
and programmes; urges the Commission to 
work closely with the Member States  in a 
joint effort to re-launch the European 
economy; also calls on the Commission to 
propose changes to the existing legislative 
framework for the Structural Funds 2007-
2013, where necessary;

economic and financial situation in many 
Member States; notes that, as a result of 
this crisis, national investment priorities 
may change and, for that reason, several 
operational programmes might need to be 
adapted; underlines the fact that Member 
States may also face liquidity problems 
that prevent them from ensuring the 
payment of national contributions towards 
the implementation of structural actions 
and programmes; welcomes, accordingly, 
the Commission's proposed changes to the 
existing legislative framework for the 
Structural Funds 2007-2013 and its 
willingness to extend the deadline for the 
settlement of the accounts for 
programmes cofinanced under the 
Structural Funds in the 2000-2006 
programming period; urges the 
Commission to work closely with the 
Member States  in a joint effort to re-
launch the European economy;

Or. pl

Amendment 30
Rumiana Jeleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses the fact that the ultimate 
purpose of EU funding is to improve the 
quality of life of Union citizens and thus 
calls upon the Member States to ensure 
optimal management of EU funds; with 
this in mind, recalls the need for good 
governance and the importance of 
combating fraud, corruption and 
organised crime, which directly violate the 
principles underpinning the EU budget; 
therefore welcomes the efforts of OLAF 
in this regard;
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Or. en

Amendment 31
Jan Olbrycht

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. In the context of territorial cohesion, 
recommends significant reinforcement of 
the European Territorial Cooperation 
Objective in both policy and financial 
terms and suggests that extra funding be 
ensured for the next programming period; 
welcomes the Commission's recent efforts 
to strengthen territorial cooperation by 
creating trans-national cooperation 
structures for countries that face similar 
problems; notes with great interest the 
Baltic Sea strategy, which shows that 
similar strategies might also be considered 
for other regions in the future;

6. In the context of territorial cohesion, 
recommends significant reinforcement of 
the European Territorial Cooperation 
Objective in both policy and financial 
terms and suggests that extra funding be 
ensured for the next programming period; 
welcomes the Commission's recent efforts 
to strengthen territorial cooperation by 
creating trans-national cooperation 
structures for countries that face similar 
problems; notes with great interest the 
Baltic Sea strategy, which shows that 
similar strategies might also be considered 
for other types of territorial unit in the 
future;

Or. pl

Amendment 32
Emmanouil Angelakas, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Urges the Commission to propose a
comprehensive system of transitional 
assistance for the period after 2013 for 
regions that will exceed the 75% GDP 
threshold; considers it of utmost 
importance to deal separately with these 
"transition regions" as they will still be in 
a transitional phase of their development 
and should, therefore, have the benefit of 
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a more clearly defined status, transparent 
rules and greater certainty as regards 
receiving transitional support from the 
Structural Funds during the next 
programming period;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Emphasises that the territorial 
dimension must not be counterposed to or 
be allowed to dilute the main objective of 
regional policy, which is the promotion of 
economic and social cohesion, i.e. the 
reduction of inequalities of development 
between the regions and of the lack of 
progress of the least-favoured regions;

Or. pt

Amendment 34
Emmanouil Angelakas, Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Notes with interest the debate on 
planning the next financial framework 
over a five-year period instead of the 
current seven-year period, so that it will 
coincide with the mandates of the 
European Commission and the European 
Parliament; is nevertheless aware of the 
great difficulties of implementing the 
multi-annual Structural Funds 
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programmes over such a short 
programming period; proposes that 
cohesion policy should then be planned 
over a ten-year period, with significant 
revision of the legislative and operational 
frameworks after the first five years;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Lambert van Nistelrooij

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. Emphasises the positive effects of the 
new initiatives Jessica, Jaspers and 
Jeremie that are financed by the 
European Investment Bank and other 
institutions and calls for the extension of 
these initiatives in the next financial 
framework;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Rumiana Jeleva

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Requests a significant reinforcement of 
the European Territorial Cooperation 
Objective both in policy and financial 
terms and requires that this be ensured for 
the next programming period; welcomes,
in that respect, recent efforts made by the 
Commission to strengthen territorial 
cooperation by means of creating trans-
national cooperation structures for 

7. Requests a significant reinforcement of 
the European Territorial Cooperation 
Objective both in policy and financial 
terms and requires that this be ensured for 
the next programming period; welcomes, 
in that respect, recent efforts made by the 
Commission to strengthen territorial 
cooperation by means of creating trans-
national cooperation structures for 



AM\758300EN.doc 23/26 PE416.641v01-00

EN

countries that face similar problems; notes 
with great interest the Baltic Sea strategy, 
which shows that similar strategies might 
also be considered for other regions in the 
future;

countries that face similar problems; notes 
with great interest the Baltic Sea strategy, 
which shows that similar strategies might 
also be considered for other regions, such 
as the Black Sea region, in the future; 

Or. en

Amendment 37
Jean Marie Beaupuy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. .Recalls that, during the negotiations for 
the Regulations on Structural Funds 2007-
2013, Parliament put forward in the context 
of an informal trilogue, a proposal for the 
reallocation of unspent resources that are 
lost because of the N+2 / N+3 rule to the 
Community cohesion budget (Heading 1b) 
and to other operational programmes with 
a better record of absorption; greatly 
regrets that this proposal was not 
considered at the time by the Council; calls 
on the Commission, in its forthcoming 
mid-term review, to respond to 
Parliament’s proposal and to make specific 
proposals for the reallocation of these 
resources.

7. Recalls that, during the negotiations for 
the Regulations on Structural Funds 2007-
2013, Parliament put forward in the context 
of an informal trilogue, a proposal for the 
reallocation of unspent resources that are 
lost because of the N+2 / N+3 rule to the 
Community cohesion budget (Heading 1b) 
and to other operational programmes with 
a better record of absorption and for the 
creation of a Community quality and 
performance reserve, which would be a 
mechanism for rewarding progress; 
greatly regrets that these proposals were
not considered at the time by the Council; 
calls on the Commission, in its 
forthcoming mid-term review, to respond 
to Parliament’s proposal and to make 
specific proposals for the reallocation of 
these resources.

Or. fr

Amendment 38
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7
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Draft opinion Amendment

7. Recalls that, during the negotiations for 
the Regulations on Structural Funds 2007-
2013, Parliament put forward in the context 
of an informal trilogue, a proposal for the 
reallocation of unspent resources that are 
lost because of the N+2 / N+3 rule to the 
Community cohesion budget (Heading 1b) 
and to other operational programmes with 
a better record of absorption; greatly 
regrets that this proposal was not 
considered at the time by the Council;
calls on the Commission, in its 
forthcoming mid-term review, to respond 
to Parliament’s proposal and to make 
specific proposals for the reallocation of 
these resources.

7. Recalls that, during the negotiations for 
the Regulations on Structural Funds 2007-
2013, Parliament put forward in the context 
of an informal trilogue, a proposal for the 
reallocation of unspent resources that are 
lost because of the N+2 / N+3 rule to the 
Community cohesion budget (Heading 1b) 
and to other operational programmes with 
a better record of absorption; calls on the 
Commission to make an analysis of the 
impact of applying this instrument in 
practice.

Or. cs

Amendment 39
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Recommends that the Union's 
cohesion policy, in its various facets, be 
adapted by means of specific measures to 
the most remote regions pursuant to 
Article 299(2) of the EC Treaty; calls on 
the Commission to propose policies and 
measures, of a permanent and flexible 
nature and suitably funded, that can be 
adjusted to the needs of each of the 
outlying regions and help them tackle the 
inbuilt constraints on development from 
which they suffer; 

Or. pt
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Amendment 40
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7b. Draws attention to the situation of 
those regions which, despite being among 
the least-favoured in the EU-15, are now 
excluded from the least-favoured group in 
the EU-27 purely for statistical reasons; 
recommends that attention be paid to 
these regions' predicament, recalling that 
they have suffered budget cuts under the 
present financial framework; believes that 
this framework must be revised so as to 
restore to the regions affected by the 
'statistical effect' the same levels of 
support as they would have under the EU-
15 eligibility criteria;

Or. pt

Amendment 41
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7c. Stresses that public aid granted under 
the Structural Funds must be conditional 
on the existence of long-term contracts 
with enterprises with provisions on 
duration and employment so as to ensure 
that relocation is not encouraged; 

Or. pt
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Amendment 42
Pedro Guerreiro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7d. Believes it is necessary to increase the 
Community cofinancing rates for the 
'convergence' regions, and especially for 
the least-favoured regions of the Cohesion 
Fund Member States and for regions 
characterised by permanent geographical 
or natural disadvantages, such as the 
most remote regions;

Or. pt


	758300en.doc

