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NAVRHY

Vybor pro kulturu a vzdélavani vyzyva Vybor pro rozpoctovou kontrolu jako ptislusny vybor,
aby do svého navrhu usneseni zaclenil tyto navrhy:

1. vitd kroky, které¢ Komise dosud provedla s cilem piekonat slabiny v podob¢ a fizeni
programtl, které zmarily prvni generaci programill Socrates a Youth; vitd zlepSeni
struktury a postupti fizeni obsazenych v nedavno schvalenych navrzich pro pfisti generaci
programu Lifelong Learing (celoZivotni vzdélavani) a Youth.

2. podotyka, ze Komise nyni ¢eli obtiznému tkolu ve snaze sladit pozadavek, aby
administrativni zatéz zadatelll o granty z programi tohoto druhu byla co nejnizsi, s
povinnostmi, které jim ukladaji provadéci pravidla finan¢niho natfizeni v zajmu zajisténi
fadného finan¢niho fizeni;

3. zduraziuje své presvédCeni, ze hlavni zasadou administrativnich a ucetnich pozadavku
ptisti generace programu Lifelong Learining (celozivotni vzdélavani) a Youth musi byt
proporcionalita; zdraziuje vyhody cilenych odchylek od provadécich pravidel
finan¢niho nafizeni, které umozni:

e v¢tsi vyuziti pausalnich granti dovolujicich jednodussi formulare a smlouvy;

e vyS$si uznani spolufinancovani pomoci piispévkil v naturaliich a méné€ naro¢né ucetni
povinnosti pro piijemce;

¢ jednodussi dokumentaci o finan¢ni a provozni kapacité piijemct

4. zdlraziuje vyznam, ktery bude pficitat v€asnému zvetejnéni zprav o prubézném

hodnoceni a nasledném hodnoceni novych programti Lifelong Learning (celozivotni
vzdélavani) a Youth.
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BACKGROUND NOTE

1.

Under Article 276 of the Treaty, implementation of the Community budget is approved
retrospectively by the Parliament - acting on a recommendation of the Council - through
the discharge procedure. In the words of one authority: 'Granting discharge is a formal
statement that Parliament is satisfied with the implementation of the budget by the
Commission. It is the political endorsement of the Commission's stewardship of the
Union's budget.'

The basis for the discharge procedure is the annual report by the Court of Auditors,
published in the November of the year following the budgetary year to which it refers.
The observations in the Court's report arise from its audit of revenue and expenditure,
following the submission of audited accounts by each of the European institutions . Each
report contains a Statement of Assurance as to the reliability of the accounts and the
legality and regularity of the transactions underlying the general budget. The annual
report also takes into account the special reports on particular areas which the Court has
adopted since the last discharge procedure; and comments on the adequacy of action
taken in response to earlier reports.

Special report n0.2/2002 focussed on the management system operated by DG EAC for

the 'Socrates' and 'Y outh for Europe' (1995-1999) programmes. It identified:

e weaknesses in the design of the programmes and their management systems;

e deficiencies in the implementation of the actions and projects covered by both
programmes, including delays due to complex administrative and financial procedures;

¢ inadequacies in the Commission's internal control system;

¢ shortcomings in the Commission's programme evaluation.

The Court's audit observations were explicitly supported in the Parliament's report on the
discharge for the general budget for the 2001 financial year.

In its follow-up of special report n0.2/2002, the Court concludes (paras. 6.46-6.59,
pp.246-250, of the annual report for 2003) that the Commission has addressed a number
of deficiencies identified by the Court in the Special Report. Further, it notes that, in
some areas, such as the programme design and its management structure, the
Commission has had only limited room for manoeuvre since the legal bases for the
current generation of programmes (2000-2006) were adopted before the Court drew up its
report.

In other areas, however, the follow-up of the special report revealed continuing

shortcomings. The Court argues that the Commission needs to:

o simplify programme design and management structure in future 'Socrates' or
"Youth' programmes;

e develop relevant and measurable indicators;

¢ simplify administrative procedures e.g. use an electronic system for the submission
and processing of proposals by National Agencies;

e give National Agencies better guidance on the audit work necessary for the audit
certificates they are required to submit, and a strategy to check that these certificates
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meet the minimum standards set;

e provide for evaluations on relevant administrative issues, in particular on attempts to
simplify administrative and financial aspects of the programmes, and to communicate
the results of these evaluations to the Parliament, Council and National Agencies so
that their findings may be taken into account when successor programmes are being
designed.

7. The Commission's replies to the comments of the Court are provided on pages 267-
268 of the Court's report. The key points are:

the architecture proposed for the next generation of programmes (2007-2013) is
simpler than that of the current generation, which in its turn is simpler than that of
the programmes which ran from 1995-1999;

it is continuing to develop measurable indicators;

it will continue to simplify the management of actions (e.g. greater use of flat-rate
grants);

it has already provided better guidance on audit certification to the National
Agencies and stepped-up its auditing of them (e.g. it did not initially accept most of
the audit certificates provided in respect of 2003);

it has stepped-up efforts with regard to programme evaluation and will provide final
evaluations assessing effectiveness (implementation and results) and efficiency
(administrative and financial aspects).

8. By and large, the draftswoman believes that the Commission has given convincing
answers to the points made by the Court. She believes that the Parliament should:

welcome the fact that, as evidenced by its proposals for the next generation of
Lifelong Learning and Youth programmes, the Commission has learned from the
programme design and management weaknesses which marred the first generation
of Socrates and Youth programmes;

note that the Commission faces a difficult task in trying to reconcile demands that
the programmes be as user-friendly and un-bureaucratic as possible with the
requirements imposed on it by the implementing rules of the Financial Regulation
for the sound management of public money;

underline its conviction that the guiding principle of grant administration should be
proportionality and call for: greater use of flat-rate grants; greater
acknowledgement of co-financing through contributions in kind and less onerous
accounting obligations on beneficiaries in such cases; simpler documentation on the
financial and operational capacity of beneficiaries;

emphasise the importance it attaches to punctual publication of interim and ex post
evaluation reports.
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