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	Symbols for procedures

	
*
Consultation procedure



majority of the votes cast


**I
Cooperation procedure (first reading)



majority of the votes cast


**II
Cooperation procedure (second reading)



majority of the votes cast, to approve the common position



majority of Parliament’s component Members, to reject or amend the common position


***
Assent procedure



majority of Parliament’s component Members except in cases covered by Articles 105, 107, 161 and 300 of the EC Treaty and Article 7 of the EU Treaty


***I
Codecision procedure (first reading)



majority of the votes cast


***II
Codecision procedure (second reading)



majority of the votes cast, to approve the common position



majority of Parliament’s component Members, to reject or amend the common position


***III
Codecision procedure (third reading)



majority of the votes cast, to approve the joint text

(The type of procedure depends on the legal basis proposed by the Commission.)




	Amendments to a legislative text

	In amendments by Parliament, amended text is highlighted in bold italics. In the case of amending acts, passages in an existing provision that the Commission has left unchanged, but that Parliament wishes to amend, are highlighted in bold. Any deletions that Parliament wishes to make in passages of this kind are indicated thus: [...]. Highlighting in normal italics is an indication for the relevant departments showing parts of the legislative text for which a correction is proposed, to assist preparation of the final text (for instance, obvious errors or omissions in a given language version). Suggested corrections of this kind are subject to the agreement of the departments concerned.
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DRAFT EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTION
on the proposal for a Council regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 on support for rural development by the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD)
(COM(2008)0306 – C6‑0242/2008 – 2008/0105(CNS))
(Consultation procedure)
The European Parliament,
–
having regard to the Commission proposal to the Council (COM(2008)0306),
–
having regard to Articles 36 and 37 of the EC Treaty, pursuant to which the Council consulted Parliament (C6‑0242/2008),
–
having regard to Rule 51 of its Rules of Procedure,
–
having regard to the report of the Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development and the opinion of the Committee on Regional Development (A6‑0390/2008),
1.
Approves the Commission proposal as amended;
2.
Calls on the Commission to alter its proposal accordingly, pursuant to Article 250(2) of the EC Treaty;
3.
Calls on the Council to notify Parliament if it intends to depart from the text approved by Parliament;
4.
Asks the Council to consult Parliament again if it intends to amend the Commission proposal substantially;
5.
Instructs its President to forward its position to the Council and Commission.
<RepeatBlock-Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>1</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 1</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(1) In the context of the assessment of the implementation of the common agricultural policy (CAP) reform of 2003, climate change, renewable energies, water management and biodiversity were identified as crucial new challenges for European agriculture. 
	(1) In the context of the assessment of the implementation of the common agricultural policy (CAP) reform of 2003, climate change, renewable energies, water management, biodiversity and discontinuation of milk quotas were identified as crucial new challenges for European agriculture.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
A fifth priority should be added: discontinuation of milk quotas. In tandem with discontinuation of milk quotas, what is appropriate, above all, is action to increase competitiveness (in particular farming investment support), encourage alternative income sources (diversification) and preserve the countryside in unfavourable locations too (e.g. compensatory allowance or pasture premium).

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>2</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 5</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(5) It is important that operations related to these priorities are further strengthened in the rural development programmes approved in accordance with Council Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005.
	(5) Where Member States’ existing rural development programmes do not include sufficient and relevant measures as indicated in Annex II, it is important that operations related to these priorities are further strengthened in the rural development programmes approved in accordance with Council Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
It should be recognised that rural development programmes operating in some member states already take partial or sufficient account of the on-going challenges that are identified by the Commission. As such, these member states should not be compelled to amend their rural development programmes. This could have a detrimental impact on commitments that have already been entered into by farmers and service providers under existing schemes.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>3</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 5 a (new)</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	(5 a) The 2007 Eurobarometer survey entitled “Attitudes of EU citizens towards animal welfare” shows that a large majority (72%) of the EU public believes that farmers should be remunerated for the increased costs that can result from higher welfare standards. In addition, the protocol on protection and welfare of animals annexed to the Treaty establishing the European Community by the Amsterdam Treaty requires that, in formulating and implementing Community agriculture policies, the Community and the Member States must pay full regard to the welfare requirements of animals.


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>4</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 6</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(6) Given the importance of these Community priorities, the obligation for the Member States to provide in rural development programmes for operations related to the new challenges should be set out. 
	(6) Given the importance of these Community priorities, Member States should provide in rural development programmes for a greater proportion of operations related to the new challenges should be set out, but only if, to date, Member States have not yet attached sufficient importance to those Community priorities.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Member States already investing appropriately in Community priorities must be afforded flexibility. 

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>5</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 7</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(7) Article 10 of Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 provides that, with a view to taking account of major changes in the Community priorities in particular, the Community strategic guidelines for rural development (programming period 2007 to 2013) adopted by Council Decision 2006/144/EC may be subject to review. Therefore, a general obligation for the Member States to revise the national strategy plans following the review of the Community strategic guidelines should be set out in order to arrange the context for the programmes to be modified
	(7) Article 10 of Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 provides that, with a view to taking account of major changes in the Community priorities in particular, the Community strategic guidelines for rural development (programming period 2007 to 2013) adopted by Council Decision 2006/144/EC may be subject to review. Therefore, encouragement should be given to the Member States that have not already adopted relevant measures to revise the national strategy plans following the review of the Community strategic guidelines should be set out in order to arrange the context for the programmes to be modified.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
It should be recognised that rural development programmes operating in some member states already take partial or sufficient account of the on-going challenges that are identified by the Commission. As such, these member states should not be compelled to amend their rural development programmes. This could have a detrimental impact on commitments that have already been entered into by farmers and service providers under existing schemes.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>6</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 9</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(9) In view of the new obligations, the requirements on the content of the rural development programmes should be adapted. A non-exhaustive list of types of operations should be provided in order to help the Member States to identify the relevant operations related to the new challenges in the context of the legal framework for rural development.
	(9) In view of the new obligations, the requirements on the content of the rural development programmes should be adapted where necessary. A non-exhaustive list which can subsequently be extended, depending on Member States’ requirements, of types of operations should be provided in order to help the Member States to identify the relevant operations related to the new challenges in the context of the legal framework for rural development.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Member States already investing appropriately in Community priorities must be afforded flexibility. 

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>7</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 9 a (new)</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	(9a) It is also appropriate to adapt Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 with regard to natural handicap payments in mountain areas and payments in other areas with handicaps. The present scheme on the basis of Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999 of 17 May 1999 on support for rural development from the European Agricultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund (EAGGF)
, which is to apply during the new support period until 2009, should be continued until the end of the current support period.

	
	
 OJ L 160, 26.6.1999, p. 8.


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>8</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 10</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(10) In order to provide additional incentives to beneficiaries for the uptake of operations related to the new priorities, the possibility to establish higher amounts and rates of support for such operations should be given.
	(10) In order to provide additional incentives to beneficiaries for the uptake of operations related to the new priorities, the possibility to establish support for such operations without an additional national cofinancing should be given. The same option should be applicable by the Member States for the transfer of innovations resulting from applied research.


</Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>9</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 11</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(11) In accordance with Article 9(4) and Article 10(4) of Council Regulation (EC) No XXXX/XXXX of XX/XX/2008 [establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers] financial resources raised by way of the additional modulation are to be used for rural development support. It is appropriate to ensure that an amount equal to those financial resources should be used to support operations related to the new challenges.
	(11) In accordance with Article 9(4) and Article 10(4) of Council Regulation (EC) No XXXX/XXXX of XX/XX/2008 [establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers] financial resources raised by way of the additional modulation, where not already provided for by those Member States applying national voluntary modulation under Council Regulation EC 378/20071, are to be used for rural development support. It is appropriate to ensure that an amount equal to those financial resources should be used to support both existing and new operations related to the new challenges according to the decisions of each Member State. However, care must be taken not to deter farm production where its contribution to rural development is vital.
__________

1 Council Regulation (EC) No 378/2007 of 27 March 2007 laying down rules for voluntary modulation of direct payments provided for in Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers (OJ L 95, 5.4.2007, p.1).


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
The special case of those Member States that already apply higher rates of national voluntary modulation should be taken into account.

Besides the newly identified challenges, it has to be ensured that already existing measures and approved interventions dispose of sufficient funding for implementation.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>10</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 11 a (new)</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	(11a) Those operations should be congruent with operations funded from other Community resources, in particular from the Structural Funds (European Regional Development Fund, European Social Fund and Cohesion Fund).


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
An approach geared to other appropriate EU policy areas, such as cohesion policy, would help to coordinate intervention operations, avoid overlapping and increase the funds available.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>11</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 12</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(12) Given the additional, specific and binding use of these amounts equal to those financial resources, the established balance between objectives of the support for rural development should not be affected.
	(12) Given the additional and specific use of these equal amounts, the established balance between objectives of the support for rural development must not be affected; accordingly, when resources related to the new priorities are being used, the balance between objectives defined in Article 17 of Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 should be preserved.

	
	


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>12</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 12a (new)</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	(12a) In order to ensure adequate funding for rural development programmes, greater flexibility should be introduced to enable in addition, the use, within the same Member State, of unspent resources of the Structural Funds (Heading 1b) for this purpose.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
The possibility of re-using unspent resources from the Structural Funds (due to the N+2, N+3 rule - Heading 1b), in order to support other EU cohesion policy and rural development programmes, needs strongly to be envisaged. The limited resources available for structural operations on the ground call for a new system to be established to that effect. Greater flexibility should also be introduced, so as to allow for these resources to be also used for rural development (currently financed under Heading 2).

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>13</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 2</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 12 a – paragraph 1</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	Each Member State shall revise, in accordance with the procedure referred to in Article 12(1), its national strategy plan following the review of the Community strategic guidelines as referred to in Article 10.
	In consultation with its sub-national levels of government, each Member State shall be invited to revise, in accordance with the procedure referred to in Article 12(1), its national strategy plan following the review of the Community strategic guidelines as referred to in Article 10.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
In general, regional and municipal authorities are responsible for carrying out CAP measures. Measures should be applied within the internal context of each Member State and region, taking into account regional diversity. To achieve this, regional authorities should be consulted.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>14</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 3</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 16 a – paragraph 1 – subparagraph 1 – introductory section</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	1. From 1 January 2010, Member States shall provide in their rural development programmes, in accordance with their specific needs, for types of operations having the following priorities as described in the Community strategic guidelines and specified further in the national strategy plan:
	1. Where such provision is not already made Member States shall, from 1 January 2010, include in their rural development programmes, in accordance with their specific needs, for types of operations having the following priorities as described in the Community strategic guidelines and specified further in the national strategy plan:


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Wording reflects the fact that in some cases Member States may not need to make amendments to their rural development programmes to adequately address the new challenges, subject to the review of the Community strategic guidelines.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>15</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 3</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 16 a – paragraph 1 – subparagraph 1 (d)</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(d) biodiversity.
	(d) preservation and sustainable use of biodiversity.


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>16</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 3</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 16 a – paragraph 1 – subparagraph 2</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	Member States may base their choice on the indicative list of types of operations set out in Annex II of this Regulation and/or any other types of operations provided that those operations are linked to the priorities referred to in the first subparagraph and are aimed at achieving the potential effects specified in Annex II.
	In consultation with their sub-national levels of government, Member States may base their choice on the indicative list of types of operations set out in Annex II of this Regulation and/or any other types of operations, including those in the area of inland fisheries, provided that those operations are linked to the priorities referred to in the first subparagraph and are aimed at achieving the potential effects specified in Annex II.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Agri-environment measures in the area of inland fisheries used to be supported from rural-development resources; they are currently assigned to the EFF, which is causing considerable problems for the regions concerned and totally contradicts the objective of integrated rural development. This arbitrary decision by the Commission, for which the legislative text provides no justification, must be reversed.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>17</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 3</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 16 a – paragraph 1 – subparagraph 2a (new)</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	2a. Member States shall ensure that synergies are achieved with similar operations funded from other Community resources, in particular from the Structural Funds, and, where appropriate, shall develop integrated approaches with regard to strategies, measures and financing.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
An approach geared to other appropriate EU policy areas, such as cohesion policy, would help to coordinate intervention operations, avoid overlapping and increase the funds available.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>18</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 3 a (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 16 b (new)</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	3a. The following Article 16b shall be inserted:

“Article 16b

Innovation and transfer of knowledge from applied research

1. From 1 January 2010, the Member States shall provide in their rural development programmes, in the light of their specific needs, types of operation targeting the transfer of innovation from applied research to the rural economy.

2. From 1 January 2010, for types of operation referred to in paragraph 1, the aid intensity rates fixed in Annex I may be increased by 10 percentage points.”




<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
It is important to ensure that there is innovation in the rural world, first and foremost through applied research. Transfer of expertise from research to the agricultural industry and the rural economy must be stimulated by raising the ceiling amounts in Annex I.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>19</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 4 a (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 30</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	4a. Article 30 shall be replaced by the following text:

“Article 30

Infrastructure relating to the development and adjustment of the agriculture and forestry sectors

The aid provided for in Article 20(b)(v) may, inter alia, cover operations relating to access to agricultural areas and wooded land, reparcelling and improvement of land, provision of energy, access to information and communication technologies, and water management.”


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
According to the European Parliament’s resolution of 19 June 2007 on developing a European policy on broadband, the development and competitiveness of rural regions depends on innovative uses of information and communication technologies (ICT). These technologies should therefore be included in Article 30 of this regulation.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>20</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 4 b (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 36 – point (a) – introductory section</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	(4b) The introduction to Article 36(a) is replaced by the following:

	
	"(a) measures targeting the sustainable use of agricultural land, including inland fisheries, through:"


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Agri-environment measures in the area of inland fisheries used to be supported from rural-development resources; they are currently assigned to the EFF, which is causing considerable problems for the regions concerned and totally contradicts the objective of integrated rural development. This arbitrary decision by the Commission, for which the legislative text provides no justification, must be reversed. 

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>21</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 7</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 69 – paragraph 5 a</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(5a) An amount equal to the amounts resulting from the application of the compulsory modulation under Articles 9(4) and 10(4) of Regulation (EC) [No XXXX/2008 (new Regulation on direct support schemes)] shall be spent by Member States in the period from 1 January 2010 to 31 December 2015 as Community support under the current rural development programmes for operations of the types referred to in Article 16a of this Regulation approved after 1 January 2010.
	(5a) An amount equal to the amounts resulting from the application of the compulsory modulation under Articles 9(4) and 10(4) of Regulation (EC) [No XXXX/2008 (new Regulation on direct support schemes)] shall be allocated by Member States in the period from 1 January 2010 to 31 December 2015 as Community support under the current rural development programmes for both existing and new operations related to the new challenges in line with the respective Member State decision.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Alongside the new priorities laid down, it must be ensured that sufficient funding is available for implementing existing measures and authorised intervention operations.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>22</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 7 a (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) n° 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 70 – paragraph 4 b (new)</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	(7a) In Article 70, the following paragraph 4b is added: 

	
	"4b. Notwithstanding the ceilings set out in paragraph 3, an amount equal to the funds resulting from the application of the modulation under Articles 9(4) and 10(4) of Regulation (EC) [No XXXX/2008 (new Regulation on direct support schemes)] may be used without an additional national cofinancing." 


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>23</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 9 a (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 93</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	 
	(9a) Article 93 is replaced by the following:

	
	"Repeal

	
	[...] Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999 shall be repealed with effect from 1 January 2007 with the exception of Articles 13(a), 14(1) and the first two indents of Article 14(2), 15, 17 to 20, 51(3) and 55(4) and the part of Annex I which specifies the amounts under Article 15(3). 

	
	[...]

	
	References made to the repealed Regulation shall be construed as being made to this Regulation.

	
	The repealed Regulation shall continue to apply to actions approved by the Commission under that Regulation before 1 January 2007.

[...]"


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>24</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 – point 10 – point a a (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Annex</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	aa) Line 1 shall be replaced by the following text:

	
	22, paragraph 2
	Start-up aid (*)
	75 000

	
	(*) Start-up aid may be granted in the form of a single premium the amount of which shall not exceed EUR 50 000 or of an interest subsidy the capitalised value of which shall not exceed EUR 50 000. Where the two forms of aid are combined, the total amount shall not exceed EUR 75 000.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Given the difficulties young farmers face in setting up in business, the maximum amount of aid should be increased.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>25</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Annex – Priority: renewable energies – line 4 a (new)

Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005

Annex II

</Article>

Amendment
	Production and use of solar, wind and geothermic power and combined heat and power
	Article 26: modernisation of agricultural holdings

Article 53: diversification into non-agricultural activities

Article 54: support for business creation and development

Article 56: basic services for the rural economy and population
	Replacement of fossil fuels 


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
‘Non-agricultural’ renewable energies help to replace fossil fuels.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>26</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Annex – Priority: water management – line 1 a (new)

Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005

Annex II
</Article>

Amendment 

	Flood risk management 
	Article 39 : agri-environment payments

Article 41 : non-productive investments
	Improving capacity to manage water in the event of floods


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Water management should include preventive measures, including quantitative management ones.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>27</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Annex – New Priority</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005

</DocAmend2>

<Article2>Annexe II 

</Article2>
	Priority: Discontinuation of milk quotas

	Type of operation
	Measures
	Potential effects

	Modernisation and market-oriented production
	Multiannual programmes for milk quota discontinuation
	Increase in competitiveness


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
 A fifth priority should be added: discontinuation of milk quotas. In tandem with discontinuation of milk quotas, what is appropriate, above all, is action to increase competitiveness (in particular farming investment support), encourage alternative income sources (diversification) and preserve the countryside in unfavourable locations too (e.g. compensatory allowance or pasture premium).

</Amend>
</RepeatBlock-Amend>
<Date>{11/09/2008}11.9.2008</Date>
OPINION <CommissionResp>of the {REGI}Committee on Regional Development</CommissionResp>
<CommissionInt>for the {AGRI}Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development</CommissionInt>
<Titre>on the proposal for a Council regulation amending Regulation No 1698/2005 on support for rural development by the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD)</Titre>
<DocRef>(COM(2008)0306 – C6‑0242/2008 – 2008/0105(CNS))</DocRef>
Rapporteur: <Depute>Markus Pieper</Depute>
SHORT JUSTIFICATION

The rapporteur welcomes the proposal and takes the view that the Health Check of the CAP should provide a cutback of bureaucracy, simplification of procedures and better coordination of instruments.

Therefore, the rapporteur deems that there should be a coordinated approach between the funding of rural development and other relevant EU policies, like cohesion policy. This would help to coordinate interventions, avoid overlapping and increase available funding.

With the funding of rural development already under financial pressure it has to be ensured that existing measures and approved interventions dispose of sufficient funding for implementation. Therefore, Member States should be given the opportunity to design their rural development programmes in accordance with their specific needs.

Given the limited resources for rural development in general the rapporteur takes the view that it should be considered to interlink funding resources for structural and rural development. Therefore, the possibility of re-using unspent resources from the Structural Funds (due to the N+2, N+3 rule) should constitute an important measure that can lead to the support not only of cohesion policy but also of rural development programmes (even if currently financed under Heading 2) and greater flexibility should be introduced to that effect.

AMENDMENTS

The Committee on Regional Development calls on the Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following amendments in its report:

<RepeatBlock-Amend><Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>1</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 11</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(11) In accordance with Article 9(4) and Article 10(4) of Council Regulation (EC) No XXXX/XXXX of XX/XX/2008 [establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers] financial resources raised by way of the additional modulation are to be used for rural development support. It is appropriate to ensure that an amount equal to those financial resources should be used to support operations related to the new challenges.
	(11) In accordance with Article 9(4) and Article 10(4) of Council Regulation (EC) No XXXX/XXXX of XX/XX/2008 [establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers] financial resources raised by way of the additional modulation are to be used for rural development support. It is appropriate to ensure that an amount equal to those financial resources should be used to support both existing and new operations related to the new challenges according to the decisions of each Member State. However, care must be taken not to deter farm production where its contribution to rural development is vital. 


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Besides the newly identified challenges, it has to be ensured that already existing measures and approved interventions dispose of sufficient funding for implementation.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>2</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 11 a (new)</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	(11a) These operations should be consistent with operations funded by other Community funds and in particular the Structural Funds (European Regional Development Fund, European Social Fund and Cohesion Fund).


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
A coordinated approach with other relevant EU policies, like cohesion policy, would help to coordinate interventions, avoid overlapping and increase available funding. 

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>3</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Recital 12a (new)</Article>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	(12a) In order to ensure adequate funding for rural development programmes, greater flexibility should be introduced to enable in addition, the use, within the same Member State, of unspent resources of the Structural Funds (Heading 1b) for this purpose.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
The possibility of re-using unspent resources from the Structural Funds (due to the N+2, N+3 rule - Heading 1b), in order to support other EU cohesion policy and rural development programmes, needs strongly to be envisaged. The limited resources available for structural operations on the ground call for a new system to be established to that effect. Greater flexibility should also be introduced, so as to allow for these resources to be also used for rural development (currently financed under Heading 2).

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>4</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 ( point 3</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 16a ( paragraph 1 ( subparagraph 2 a (new)</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	2a. Member States shall ensure synergy with similar operations funded by other Community funds, in particular the Structural Funds, and shall develop integrated approaches to strategies, activities and funding, where appropriate.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Same justification as amendment 2

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>5</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 - point 6 a (new)</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 60</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	
	(6a) Article 60 shall be replaced by the following:

	
	Where a measure falling within this section targets operations eligible also under another Community support instrument, including the Structural Funds and the Community support instrument for fisheries, the Member State shall set in each programme the administrative controls for the operations supported by the EAFRD and those supported by the other Community support instrument.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
The establishment of ‘arbitrary’ limitation controls means in practice that certain operators in the fruit and vegetables, wine, olive oil, sheepmeat, beef and veal, beekeeping and sugar sectors will be prevented from accessing one of the two instruments (COM or RDP). It is possible to avoid ‘double financing’ by means of administrative controls, but not via arbitrary restrictions of an a priori nature and of the ‘ceiling’ type.

</Amend>

<Amend>Amendment

<NumAm>6</NumAm>
<DocAmend>Proposal for a regulation – amending act</DocAmend>
<Article>Article 1 ( point 7</Article>
<DocAmend2>Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005</DocAmend2>
<Article2>Article 69 ( paragraph 5a</Article2>
	

	Text proposed by the Commission
	Amendment

	(5a) An amount equal to the amounts resulting from the application of the compulsory modulation under Articles 9(4) and 10(4) of Regulation (EC) [No XXXX/2008 (new Regulation on direct support schemes)] shall be spent by Member States in the period from 1 January 2010 to 31 December 2015 as Community support under the current rural development programmes for operations of the types referred to in Article 16a of this Regulation approved after 1 January 2010.
	(5a) An amount equal to the amounts resulting from the application of the compulsory modulation under Articles 9(4) and 10(4) of Regulation (EC) [No XXXX/2008 (new Regulation on direct support schemes)] shall be spent by Member States in the period from 1 January 2010 to 31 December 2015 as Community support under the current rural development programmes for both existing and new operations related to the new challenges, according to the decisions of each Member State.


<TitreJust>Justification</TitreJust>
Same justification as amendment 1

</Amend>
</RepeatBlock-Amend>
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