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PASIŪLYMAI

Vidaus rinkos ir vartotojų apsaugos komitetas ragina atsakingą Biudžeto kontrolės komitetą į 
savo pasiūlymą dėl rezoliucijos įtraukti šiuos pasiūlymus:

1. džiaugiasi priemonėmis, kurių Komisija ėmėsi iki šiol siekdama išvengti klaidų rizikos 
teikiant subsidijas, ir dėl kurių su vartotojais susiję veiksmai nebėra Audito Rūmų 
stebėjimo objektas; taip pat džiaugiasi, kad nėra kritinių pastabų dėl vidaus rinkos 
politikos veiksmų ir muitų politikos;

2. pripažįsta, kad yra praktinių sunkumų, su kuriais susiduria Komisija bandydama suderinti 
reikalavimą sumažinti pareiškėjų, pageidaujančių gauti paramą pagal atitinkamas 
programas, administracinė naštą su įsipareigojimu užtikrinti patikimą finansų valdymą 
laikantis Finansinio reglamento įgyvendinimo nuostatų; 

3. pabrėžia, kad reikia užtikrinti tinkamą kasmetę konkursų dėl specialių vartotojų apsaugos 
projektų skelbimo procedūrą; ragina Komisiją apsvarstyti programų struktūros 
pertvarkymo būdus, jei patirtis parodė, kad alternatyvūs paramos gavėjai galėjo būti 
geriau pasirengę imtis nustatytų veiksmų;

4. pabrėžia efektyvių priemonių svarbą, kurių imamasi gavus Audito Rūmų stebėjimų 
išvadas, susijusias su vidaus audito galimybėmis ir nesugebėjimais laikytis priimtų 
standartų; ragina Komisiją pranešti Parlamentui apie sustabdytų mokėjimų atnaujinimą, 
gavus vėluojančias ataskaitas.
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TRUMPAS PAGRINDIMAS

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

2. 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.

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

4. 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.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

7. 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:

• 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

• 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

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

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


