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NAVRHY

Vybor pro vnitini trh a ochranu spottebiteld vyzyva Vybor pro rozpoctovou kontrolu jako
ptislusny vybor, aby do svého navrhu usneseni zaclenil tyto navrhy:

1. vita kroky, které Komise dosud podnikla, aby pfedesla chybam pfti spravé grantli, coz
meélo za vysledek, ze akce na ochranu spotiebitelti nejsou uvedeny v pfipominkach
Ugetniho dvora; vita rovnéz to, Ze neexistuji kritické ptipominky k akcim politiky
vnitiniho trhu ani a k politice na ochranu spotiebiteli;

2. uznava praktické obtize, se kterymi se Komise setkdva pti snaze dosahnout toho, aby byla
administrativni zatéz pro zadatele o grant podle ptislusnych programi co nejmirné;jsi, a
sladit to s povinnosti zajistit fadnou finan¢ni spravu v souladu s provadécimi pravidly
finan¢niho nafizeni;

3. zduaraziuje, ze je nutno zajistit fadné provadéni kazdorocnich vyzev k predkladani navrhi
na konkrétni projekty na ochranu spotiebitelll; vyzyva Komisi, aby posoudila, jak 1ze
upravit strukturu programu, jestlize zkuSenosti z minulosti ukazaly, Ze alternativni
ptijemci by mohli byt 1épe vybaveni pro uskute¢néni planovanych akci;

4. zdirazinuje dilezitost, kterou priklada Ga€innym krokiim, v reakci na pfipominky Dvora
tykajicich se schopnosti vnitiniho auditu a neschopnosti splnit pfijaté normy; vyzyva

Komisi, aby poté, co obdrzi chybéjici zpravy, informovala Parlament o uvolnéni
zadrzenych plateb.
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STRUCNE ODUVODNENI

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. Thereby Parliament states formally and endorses politically
that it is satisfied with the implementation of the budget by the Commission.

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.

The observations of previous years have been followed up by appropriate action and
therefore can be seen as adequately controlled.

The main issue of observations were made in relation to the audit capabilities in the field
of DG SANCO's activities. Under point 6.8, 6.17, 6.32 and 6.34 such observations can be
found including the actions envisaged or taken by the Commission as presented by their
replies.

It should be noted that DG SANCO could not fully live up to Internal Control Standards
22 and 18 but is aiming to rectify this situation soon. Furthermore in the absence of
certain required reports in 6 cases payments to beneficiaries had to be withheld.

The observation under section 6.15 concerning the annual call for specific projects in the
area of consumer protection (framework decision allotting 72 M € for the years 2004 to
2007 for financing Community actions in support of Consumer Policy) is left without a
reply by the Commission. Therefore it is suggested to underline this point as provided for
in suggestion number 3.

By and large, the draftsman believes that the Commission has given convincing answers
to the points made by the Court. Therefore he believes that Parliament should:

e welcome the Commission's action to exclude risks of errors in grant management
as well as welcoming the absence of observations in relation to Internal Market
and Customs policy actions

e note the difficult task of the Commission in reconciling the need for adequately
light procedures for applicants of grants and proper implementation of the
Financial Regulation's requirements

e stress the need to implement annual calls for proposals appropriately or eventually
adapt the programme structure

e set out the importance of efficient audit capabilities and therefore effective
follow-up of respective observations.
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