EIROPAS PARLAMENTS

* X %

2004 £ 2009

* %k

Sesijas dokuments

GALIGAIS
A6-0131/2005
2.5.2005
**% I
ZINOJUMS
par priekslikumu Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes regulai par vides finansu
instrumentu (LIFE+)
(COM(2004)0621 — C6-0127/2004 — 2004/0218(COD))
Vides, sabiedribas veselibas un partikas nekaitiguma komiteja
Referente: Marie Anne Isler Béguin
RR\566001LV.doc PE 355.348v02-00

LV LV



PR _COD lam

*

**I

H*skk

***I
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Apspriezu procediira

nodoto balsu vairakums

Sadarbibas procediira (pirmais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums

Sadarbibas procediira (otrais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums, lai apstiprinatu kopejo
nostajuParlamenta deputatu vairakums, lai noraiditu vai grozitu
kopéjo nostaju

PiekriSanas procedtraParlamenta deputatu vairakums, iznemot
gadijumus, kas minéti EK Liguma 105., 107., 161. un 300. panta
un ES Liguma 7. panta

Koplémuma procedira (pirmais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums

Koplémuma procediira (otrais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums, lai apstiprindtu kopéjo
nostajuParlamenta deputatu vairakums, lai noraiditu vai grozitu
kopéjo nostaju

Koplémuma procedira (tresais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums, lai apstiprinatu kopigo projektu

(Noradito procediiru izvélas atkariba no Komisijas ierosinata juridiska
pamata)

Grozijumi normativa teksta

Parlamenta grozijumos izmainas ir trekna slipraksta. Teksts parasta
slipraksta tehniskajiem dienestiem norada tas normativa teksta dalas, kuras ir
ierosinati labojumi galigajam teksta variantam (piem&ram, neparprotami
kladainas teksta dalas vai to izlaidumi kada no valodam). Sie labojumu
ierosindjumi jaapstiprina attiecigajiem tehniskajiem dienestiem.
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EIROPAS PARLAMENTA NORMATIVAS REZOLUCIJAS PROJEKTS

par priekslikumu Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes regulai par vides finanSu
instrumentu (LIFE+)
(COM(2004)0621 — C6-0127/2004 — 2004/0218(COD))

(Kopléemuma procediira, pirmais lasijums)
Eiropas Parlaments,

- nemot véra Komisijas priekslikumu Eiropas Parlamentam un Padomei
(COM(2004)0621)!,

- nemot véra EK Liguma 251. panta 2. punktu un 175. pantu, saskana ar kuriem
Komisija Parlamentam iesniedz priekslikumu (C6-0127/2004),

- nemot véra Reglamenta 51. pantu,

- nemot véra Vides, sabiedribas veselibas un partikas nekaitiguma komitejas zinojumu
un Ieksgja tirgus un Budzeta komitejas atzinumu (A6-0131/2005),

1. apstiprina grozito Komisijas priekslikumu;
2. prasa Komisijai velreiz ar to apspriesties, ja ta ir paredz&jusi So priekslikumu butiski
grozit vai to aizstat ar citu tekstu;
3. uzdod ta priekSsédeétajam nosttit Parlamenta nostaju Padomei un Komisijai.
Komisijas ierosinatais teksts Parlamenta izdaritie grozijumi
Grozijums Nr. 1
2. apsverums
2) Sis Kopienas programmas neattiecas 2) Sis Kopienas programmas tikpat ka
uz visam vides finans€$anas vajadzibam, neattiecas uz visam vides finanséSanas
turklat jaatbalsta Kopienas vides politika vajadzibam, turklat jaatbalsta Kopienas
un tiesibu akti, konkreti, Sestas vides vides politika un tiesibu akti, konkréti,
ricibas programmas prioritates. Sestas vides ricibas programmas
prioritates, tadejadi veicinot ilgtspejigu
attistibu;
'OV vél nav publicéts
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Justification

As the programmes mentioned in recital 1 are not specifically concerned with protecting
the environment, it is necessary to clarify the extent of the lack of funding in relation to
needs. Furthermore, the importance of a concerted strategy aimed at sustainable
development, as defined by the Gothenburg European Council in 2001, should be
stressed.

Grozijums Nr. 2
2.a apsveérums (jauns)

2a) STs prioritates ietver biologiskas
daudzveidibas mazinaSanas apturéSanu
lidz 2010. gadam un nepieciesamibu
saglabat Kopienas interesu loka esoSas
dabas teritorijas. Lai istenotu centienus
apzinat un noteikt Natura 2000 vietas,
nepiecieSama parraudziba un pastavigs
atbalsts, jo 1pasi attiectba uz attiecigo
vietu parvaldibu, jo §is vietas ietilpst
iepriek$ minéto meérku realizacijas joma.
Natura 2000 tiklu regule 1979. gada

2. aprila Direktiva par savvalas putnu
aizsardzibu (Putnu direktiva ') un

1992. maija Direktiva par dabisko
dzivotnu, savvalas faunas un floras
aizsardzibu (Biotopu direktiva ), kuras
8. panta paredzéta daltbvalstu un Eiropas
Savientbas lidzfinansejuma iespeja;

Justification

1t is important to stress that Community environmental policy includes the management
as well as the identification of protected Natura 2000 sites. This network is essential for
the realisation of the objective of reducing the loss of biodiversity by 2010. The need to
guarantee that adequate funding can be found for the implementation of and follow-up to
Natura 2000 should, therefore, be specified in the new LIFE+ programme.

1OV L 103, 25.4.1979., 1. Ipp.
20V L 206, 22.7.1992., 7. Ipp.
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Grozijums Nr. 3
2.b apsverums (jauns)

2b) Dalibvalstis 2004. gada maija
Malahida vienojas, ka janosaka
pasakumi, kas nodroSina atbilstigu un
garantetu Kopienas lidzfinansejumu
Natura 200 tiklam. Komisija ir
aprekinajusi Natura 2000 tikla ikgadejas
parvaldibas izmaksas EUR 6,1 miljardu
apmeéra, kas neietver aizsargatds jiras
teritorijas. ST summa $kiet parak maza, lai
segtu visas izmaksas, un lidz ar to ta
Jjauzskata par minimalo nepiecieSamo
summu;

Justification

Justifies the amount of budget increase resulting from the inclusion of Natura 2000
management in the objectives of the Regulation.

Grozijums Nr. 4
3.a apsverums (jauns)

3a) Galigais zinojums par Natura 2000
finanséjumu, ko 2001. gada par Biotopu
direktivas 8. pantu sagatavoja ekspertu
darba grupa, iesaka, ka 1sa laika posma
“biitiski japalielina LIFE-Nature
finanséjums un $7 instrumenta vadiba
javienkarso, un japadara vieglak
piemerojama, lai atbalstitu
nepiecieSamibu pec kapitalieguldijumiem
daudzas Natura 2000 teritorijas”.

Grozijums Nr. 5
3.b apsveérums (jauns)

3.b) Sestas vides rictbas programmas 6.
pants nosaka prioritati izveidot Natura
2000 tiklu un nodroSinat tehniskus un
finansialus lidzek]us un pasakumus, kas
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vajadzigi, lai tas saktu darboties un biitu
iespejams Biotopu un Savvalas putnu
direktiva ieklautds sugas, ka ari Kopienas
intereSu loka esoSas teritorijas aizsargat ari
arpus Natura 2000 aptvertas teritorijas;

Justification

It is important to draw attention to the pre-existing legislative factors implying a need to
add a third component to LIFE+ to cover the Natura 2000 network. It should also be
pointed out that the Habitats and Birds directives are intended to protect animal species
that move about from place to place. The dangers to these species are very often greater
outside the protected areas. The pardel lynx is one species in that situation.

Grozijums Nr. 6
3.c apsverums (jauns)

3¢) Padome 2002. gada 11. jilija
secinajumos atzina, ka péc iespéjas atrak
jaisteno Biotopu direktivas tikla
parvaldibas noteikumi un jarisina
finansejuma jautajums, tostarp jautajums
par piendacigu bazi Kopienas
lidzfinansejumam, ka ari aicindja Komisiju
izmantot savu pazinojumu par Natura 2000
finanséeSanu, lai izveidotu daZadas iespéjas
atbilstigam un efektivam Kopienas
finansialajam pamatam, ko vajadzétu
ieklaut Kopienas nakotnes finansu
perspektivas, un atzit, ka Life-Nature ir
svariga loma Natura 2000 tikla izveidé un
Eiropas Savienibas biologiskas
daudzveidibas saglabasSana;

Justification

1t is important to draw attention to the pre-existing legislative and political factors
implying a need to add a further component to LIFE+ to cover the Natura 2000 network.

PE 355.348v02-00

Grozijums Nr. 7
4. apsverums
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4) Tadel atbalsts saskana ar So regulu 4) Tadel atbalsts saskana ar So regulu

jakoncentre uz vides politikas un tiestbu jakoncentr€ uz vides politikas un tiesibu
aktu attistibu, ievieSanu, uzraudzibu un aktu attistibu, ievieSanu, uzraudzibu un
noverteésanu, ka art tas komunikaciju un novertésanu visu ES politikas virzienu
popularizésanu visa ES. ietvaros, ka ar1 tas komunikaciju un

popularizésanu visa ES.

Justification

This amendment stresses the need to incorporate environmental concerns into all
Community sectoral policies across the board, as stipulated by the Cardiff European
Council in June 1998.

Grozijums Nr. 8
5.a apsvérums (jauns)

5a) Revizijas palatas specialaja zinojuma
Nr. 1172003, kura apliukota Vides finanSu
instrumenta (LIFE) koncepcija, vadiba un
istenoSana, un Padomes 2004. gada

2. marta secinajumos, kuros Padome
atzinigi verte So zinojumu, noradits, ka
LIFE ir kluvusi par nozimigu Kopienas
vides politikas instrumentu un vel aizvien ir
vienigais $is politikas atbalsta instruments;

Grozijums Nr. 9
8. apsverums

8) Tacu janodrosina ar1 vienmeriga pareja 8) Tacu janodrosina ar1 vienmeriga pareja
un jaturpina uzraudzit un parbaudit péc to un jaturpina uzraudzit, parbaudit un
beigSanas darbibas, kas finansé€tas saskana izvertet pec to beigsSanas darbibu kvalitati,
ar pasreiz€jam programmam. kas finans@tas saskana ar pasreizéjam
programmam.
Justification

A financial audit alone cannot ensure adequate visibility of the effectiveness of the
actions covered by the LIFE+ programme; a qualitative assessment will give a more
overall picture and a more complete analysis of the impact of the activities financed.
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Grozijums Nr. 10

12) Sestas vides ricibas programmu
mérkus, par ko panakta vienosanas
Kopienas Itmeni, dalibvalstis nevar
sasniegt, darbojoties atseviski, un tade]
Kopienas paltdziba ir pamatota, ja ta
neparsniedz So meérku sasniegSanai
nepiecieSamo;

12. apsveérums

12) Sestas vides ricibas programmu
mérkus, par ko panakta vienosanas
Kopienas Itmeni, dalibvalstis nevar
sasniegt, darbojoties atseviski, un tapec
Kopienas palidziba ir butiski
nepieciesama: Eiropas Savieniba biis
atbildiga par Kopienas politikas vides
jomd ievieSanu un veicinaSanu;

Justification

Environmental protection cannot stop at borders, because the environment is a
transnational matter. An effective and ambitious environment policy consequently needs,
above all, to be a Community policy. It is not just necessary or 'justified’ but vital and, for
this reason, the European Union must retain control over responsibility for its

implementation.

Grozijums Nr. 11

Ar $o tiek izveidots vides finan$u

instruments, Se turpmak saukts “LIFE+”.

LIFE+ vispargjais mérkis ir sniegt
ieguldijumu Kopienas vides politikas un
vides tiesibu aktu attTstiba un ievieSana,
tadgjadi veicinot ilgtspejigu attistibu.

1. pants

Ar So tiek izveidots vides finansu
instruments, Se turpmak saukts “LIFE+”.

LIFE+ vispargjais mérkis ir sniegt
ieguldijumu dabas un biologiskas
daudzveidibas saglabaSanda un jo ipasi
Natura 2000 tikla parvaldiba, ka art
Kopienas vides politikas un vides tiesibu

LIFE+ atbalstis Sestas vides ricibas
programmas stenosanu, un konkréti
palidzes

LV

sasniegt tadu vides kvalitati, lai
piesarnojuma Itmenis kaitigi neietekmétu
cilveka veselibu un vidi,

stabilizet siltumnicefekta gazu
koncentraciju atmosféru Iiment, kas
nepielautu bistamu antropogénu ietekmi

PE 355.348v02-00

aktu attistiba un ieviesana, tad€jadi veicinot
ilgtsp&jigu attistibu.

LIFE+ atbalstis Sestas vides ricibas
programmas stenosanu, un konkréti
palidzes
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sasniegt tadu vides kvalitati, lai
piesarnojuma limenis kaitigi neietekméetu
cilvéka veselibu un vidi,

biutiski samazinat siltumnicefekta gazu
koncentraciju atmosfera, lai tas
stabilizetu limeni, kas nepielautu
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uz klimata sistemu,

aizsargat, saglabat, atjaunot un veicinat
dabas sistemu darbibu, dabiskos
biotopus, savvalas floru un faunu, lai
aptur€tu partuksnesosanos un
biologiskas daudzveidibas izzuSanu,

veicinat labaku dabas resursu un
atkritumu parvaldi un sekmét pareju uz
ilgtsp&jiga pat€rina un razosanas
modeliem,

attistit strat€gisku pieeju politikas
attistibai, 1stenoSanai un integracijai,
tostarp uzlabojot vides parvaldi un
veidojot izpratni.

Justification

Specifies the general objectives of LIFE+.

bistamu antropogénu ietekmi uz klimata
sistemu, tadejadi noversot potencialas
ekonomiskas, socialas un vides
parmainas,

aizsargat, saglabat, parvaldit, atjaunot un
veicinat dabas vides darbibu, dabiskos
biotopus, savvalas floru un faunu, seviski
NATURA 2000 tikla aizsargatajas
teritorijas, lai apturétu partuksnesosanos
un biologiskas daudzveidibas izzuSanu,

aizsargat Eiropas mezZus kopuma ar
pasakumiem, kuru merkis ir uzraudzit
un noverst to stavokla pasliktinasanos
izraisoSos faktorus,

veicinat labaku dabas resursu un
atkritumu parvaldi un sekmét pareju uz
ilgtsp€jiga pat€rina un razosanas
modeliem,

attistit strat€gisku pieeju politikas
attistibai, 1stenoSanai un integracijai,
tostarp uzlabojot vides parvaldi, sniedzot
informdciju un veidojot izpratni, un
lielaka mera iepazistinot ar
argumentiem par tiestbam un
pienakumiem, izmaksam un
ieguvumiem, ka ari pievienoto veértibu,
kas vidi saista ar nozaru politiku,

pastiprinat Eiropas iedzivotaju
iesaistiSanu vides merku sasniegSana.

Grozijums Nr. 12
2. pants

Darbibas joma un konkreti mérki

RR\566001LV.doc

Darbibas joma, konkréti merki un visparigi
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1. Lai atbalstttu 1. panta noteikto vides
mérku sasniegSanu, LIFE+ sastaveés no
diviem komponentiem:

LIFE+ istenoSana un parvalde:

- dos ieguldijumu inovativu politikas
pieeju un instrumentu attistiba un
demonstré$ana,

- dos ieguldijumu zinaSanu apkopoSana
par vides politikas un tiesibu aktu
attistibu, analizi, uzraudzibu un
novertéSanu,

- atbalstis tadu pieeju izstradi un
1stenoSanu, kas laus uzraudzit un vertct
vides stavokli, tas virzitajspekus,
noslodzi un reakcijas, kas to ietekmg,

PE 355.348v02-00
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kriteriji
1. Lai atbalstitu 1. panta noteikto vides

mérku sasniegSanu, LIFE+ sastavés no
trijiem komponentiem:

Komponents "Daba un biologiska
daudzveidiba'':

- palidzes noteikt NATURA 2000 vietas
un izveidot tiklu, ka ari veicinds
attiecigu metozu un praktisko zinasanu
apmainu;

- veicinas NATURA 2000 vietu parvaldi
saskana ar direktivu 79/409/EKK un
direktivu 92/43/EKK un dabisko
biotopu un/vai sugu populaciju
saglabasSanu vai atjaunoSanu lidz
apmierino$a aizsardzibas statusa
sasniegSanai, tadejadi veicinot ari to
meérku sasniegSanu, kas noteikti, lai lidz
2010. gadam un péc ta apstadinatu
biologiskas daudzveidibas izzuSanu;

- palidzes aizsargat Natura 2000 tikla
ieklautas upju un juras gultnu
teritorijas un veicinds vispareju to
apsaimniekoSanu;

LIFE+ istenoSana un parvalde:

- dos ieguldijumu inovativu politikas pieeju
un instrumentu attistiba un demonstrésana,
padarot saprotamaku to pievienoto vertibu
saisttba ar vidi,

- dos ieguldijumu zinaSanu apkopoSana
par vides politikas un tiestbu aktu
attistibu, analizi, uzraudzibu un
novertésanu,

- atbalstis tadu pieeju un iniciativu
izstradi un TstenoSanu, kas laus uzraudzit
un vertét vides stavokli, tas
virzitajspekus, noslodzi un reakcijas, kas
to ietekmeg,
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veicinas Kopienas vides politikas
istenoSanu, 1pasi koncentrgjoties uz
IstenoSanu vietgja un regionalaja liment,

sniegs atbalstu labakai vides parvaldei,
plasakai intereSu grupu, tostarp
nevalstisko organizaciju, iesaistiSanai
politikas apsprieSana un 1stenoSana;

LIFE+ informacija un komunikacija:

izplatis informaciju un veidos izpratni
par vides jautajumiem,

sniegs atbalstu papildu pasakumiem
(informacija, komunikacijas darbibas un
kampanas, konferences utt.).

2. Indikativs saraksts ar tematiem un

RR\566001LV.doc

veicindas jauno tehnologiju izmantoSanu
vides parvaldiba, dabas vai cilveka
izraisitu katastrofu, tostarp meZu
ugunsgréeku noversand vai
samazinasand un piesarnotu upju un
Jjiiras gultnu teritoriju atfirisand,

laus izstradat parvaldes modelus meZu
biologiskas daudzveidibas saglabasanai
un palidzes meZos saglabat augsni,
noverst riskus un apkarot ugunsgrekus
meZa platibas,

atbalstis Kopienas vides politikas
istenoSanu, Tpasi koncentr&joties uz
stenoSanu vietgja un regionalaja liment,

sniegs atbalstu labakai vides parvaldei,
tai skaita ar neformalu tiklu un tadu
vides aizsardzibas iestaiu ka IMPEL
starpniecibu plasakai intereSu grupu,
tostarp nevalstisko organizaciju,
iesaistiSanai Eiropas Savienibas
politikas izstrade un 1stenosana;

LIFE+ informacija un komunikacija:

13/39

izplatis informaciju un veidos izpratni
par vides jautajumiem,

veicinds izpratni par ieguvumiem,
realizejot So pieeju nozaru politika,
padarot istenojamu ilgtspejigas
attistibas koncepciju,

sniegs atbalstu papildu pasakumiem
(informacija, komunikacijas darbibas un
kampanas, konferences utt.), kas radis
pievienoto vertibu Eiropas limeni.

sniegs atbalstu, kas vajadzigs, lai
izveidotu datubazes un izveidotu
lidzeklus un pakalpojumus, ar kuriem
uzlabot sabiedribas piek]uvi vides
informacijai.

. Indikativs saraksts ar tematiem un
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darbibam, kas var pretendét uz atbalstu, darbibam, kas var pretendét uz atbalstu,
sniegts 1. pielikuma. sniegts 1. pielikuma.

2.a LIFE+ finansetajiem projektiem ir
Jjaatbilst Sadiem kriterijiem:

a) tiem jaatbilst Kopienas interesém tada
zind, ka tie ieverojami veicina 1. panta
izvirzita merka sasniegSanu;

b) tos jaisteno tehniski un finansiali
uzticamam ieinteresétajam puséem;

¢) tiem jabiit tehniski un laika, budZeta un
logistiska zina iespéjamiem.

Projektus var uzskatit par prioritariem, ja
tie ir balstiti uz daudznacionalu pieeju un
pastay uzskats, ka tadejadi ar tiem
iespejams panakt labakus rezultatus,
sasniedzot merkus un ka to istenoSana biis
iespejamaka un tie biis ekonomiski
izdevigaki.

2.b Finansésanas kriteriji, kas piemerojami
komponenta “IstenoS$ana un parvalde”
projektiem, ir noteikti 1. pielikuma.

Justification

Aims to specify the scope of the programme and the funding criteria.

Grozijums Nr. 13
3. panta 2.a punkts (jauns)

2.a Kopienas dotacijas Natura 2000 vietu
parvaldei tiks pieSkirtas ka
lidzfinansejums. Lidzfinanséjums to
izmaksu segSanai, kas saistitas ar minéto
vietu parvaldi, biis vismaz 50 % apmera,
neparsniedzot 75 %. Ipasos kriterijus tam
vietam, kuras var pretendet uz finansialu
ieguldijumu, kas ir lielaks par 50 %,

PE 355.348v02-00 14/39 RR\566001LV.doc
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noteiks daudzgadigo programmu ietvaros.

Justification

Article 8 of the Habitats Directive, which governs the Natura 2000 network, provides for

cofinancing by Member States and the European Union. As with other funding, it is set at
a level of 50% and may not exceed 75%.

Grozijums Nr. 14
3. panta 3.a punkts (jauns)

3.a PriekSroku dos plaSaku teritoriju
aptveroSiem projektiem, kas laus vairaku
pasvaldibu grupam piedalities
starpregionalos vai parrobeZu projektos.

Justification

The aim is to encourage local authorities, which very often are the bodies that manage
the natural and urban environment, to participate and work together, as well as to foster
cooperation at regional level.

Grozijums Nr. 15
4. panta 1. punkts

Komisijas sagatavotajam daudzgadu Komisijas sagatavotajam daudzgadu
strategiskajam programmu atbalstam stratégiskajam programmu atbalstam
pieskirs finans&jumu. Sajas programmas pieskirs finansgjumu. Sajas programmas
janosaka Kopienas finans€juma galvenie janosaka galvenie mérki, 7pasi uzsverot
mérki, prioritaras darbibas jomas, darbibas vajadzibu nodroSinat pievienoto vertibu,
veidi un paredzgtie rezultati saistiba ar darbibas prioritaras jomas, darbibas veidus
mérkiem, kas noteikti 1. pielikuma, un, un prognozg&jamos rezultatus Kopienas
ciktal iespejams, jaietver paredzamas finans€jumam attieciba uz 1. panta
finansu tames. izklastitajiem mérkiem, kuros iespéju

robezas ieklautas paredzamas finansu

tames.

Justification

As the only Community body directly elected by European citizens, the European
Parliament should monitor and be able to intervene in decision-making relating to the
LIFE+ multiannual strategic programmes. Environmental Policy is an area where the
potential for added value when carried out at EU level is undeniable, but the greater the
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level of decentralization/localization the higher the risk that EU fund are used to replace,
rather than complement local funding. In order to ensure that the implementation of the
EU funds in the environmental field yields genuine value-for-money, the Commission's
strategic programme must clearly insist on the need to provide added value and this must

also be an evaluation criteria.

Grozijums Nr.. 16
4. panta 1.a punkts (jauns)

1.a Dalibvalstim jaspéj izveidot un pielagot

Eiropas Savienibas stratégisko planoSanu
savam vajadztbam un prioritatem.

Justification

Each Member State should be able to sift and evaluate in the light of its own needs and
set its own priorities.

Grozijums Nr. 17
4. panta 2.a punkts (jauns)

2.a Vairakgadu programmas pienem
saskana ar EK liguma 251. pantu.

Justification

As the only Community body directly elected by European citizens, the European
Parliament should monitor and be able to intervene in decision-making relating to the

LIFE+ multi-annual strategic programmes.

Grozijums Nr. 18
4. panta 3. punkts

Vairakgadu un gada programmas pienem Gada programmas pienem saskana ar
saskana ar 12. panta noteikto kartibu. Ja 12. panta noteikto kartibu. Ja nepieciesSams,
nepiecieSams, piem&rosanas laika piemérosanas laika vairakgadu un gada
vairakgadu un gada programmas var grozit, programmas var grozit, ievérojot to pasu
ieveérojot to pasu procediiru. procediiru.
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Justification

See Amendment to Article 4, paragraph 2a..

Grozijums Nr. 19
5. panta 2. punkts

2. Komisija var nolemt uzticet dalu budzeta 2. Komisija var nolemt uztic€t dalu budzeta
istenoSanas valsts sabiedriska sektora istenoSanas valsts sabiedriska sektora
iestadeém vai iestadém, ko regulé iestadeém vai iestadém, ko regulé
privattiesibas, bet kuras veic sabiedriska privattiesibas, bet kuras veic sabiedriska
pakalpojuma uzdevumus, pamatojoties uz pakalpojuma uzdevumus, pamatojoties uz
noteikumiem, kas izklastiti Finansu regulas noteikumiem, kas izklastiti Finansu regulas
54. panta 2. punkta c) apakSpunkta, 54. panta 2. punkta c) apakSpunkta,

saskana ar 3. pielikuma noteiktajiem saskana ar 3. pielikuma noteiktajiem
atlases kriterijiem. atlases kriterijiem. Tomér Komisija biis

atbildiga par $is istenoSanas parraudzibu,
apstiprinaSanu un izvértéSanu, kas
Jjaietver pazinojuma Eiropas
Parlamentam.

Justification

The Commission's role in following up the implementation should be emphasised.

Grozijums Nr. 20
5. panta 2.a punkts (jauns)

2.a Komisijai janodroSina, ka, istenojot
LIFE+ programmu, tiek raditas jaunas

darba vietas, jo 1pasi saskana ar Lisabonas
stratégiju.

Justification

1t is necessary to support the programme by expanding human resources and creating
new jobs which the European Union needs so much.

Grozijums Nr. 21
6. panta -1. ievilkums (jauns)
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— Natura 2000 vietu ipaSniekiem un
parvaldniekiem

Justification

By specifying that site managers and owners are also eligible to receive funding, this
amendment allows Natura 2000 funding to be reincorporated into the LIFE+

programme.

Grozijums Nr. 22
6. panta 4. ievilkums

- nevalstiskam organizacijam.

— nevalstiskam organizacijam, it ipasi, ja tas
ar savu darbibu attista vai isteno ES
politiku.

Justification

Life + funding should be clearly linked to EU policies, and should under no

circumstances replace national NGO funding.

Grozijums Nr. 23

Darbibas, uz kuram attiecas §1 regula,
nedrikst biit citu Kopienas finansu
instrumentu galvenaja darbibas joma vai
sanemt no tiem palidzibu taja pasa noluka.
Sis regulas sanéméji sniedz Komisijai
informaciju par finans€jumu, kas sanemts no
EK budZzeta, un par iesniegtajiem
finans€juma pieteikumiem. Merkis ir panakt
sinergiju un komplementaritati ar citiem
Kopienas instrumentiem.

8. pants

Darbibas, uz kuram attiecas 1 regula,
nedrikst bt citu Kopienas finansu
instrumentu galvenaja darbibas joma vai
saskand ar to atbilstibas kriterijiem, vai ari
sanemt no tiem palidzibu taja pasa nolika.
Sis regulas sanéméji sniedz vadoSajai
iestadei un Komisijai informaciju par
finans€jumu, kas sanemts no EK budzeta, un
par iesniegtajiem finans€juma pieteikumiem.
Merkis ir panakt sinergiju un
komplementaritati ar citiem Kopienas
instrumentiem.

Grozijums Nr. 24
8. panta 1.a punkts (jauns)
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Komisija nodroSina, ka tiek izveidots
piemerots mehanisms, lai no planoSanas
stadijas lidz istenoSanas stadijai
nodroSinatu koordinaciju starp darbibas
programmam un tadu fondu izlietojumu
ka LIFE+ fondi, struktiirfondi, Eiropas
Lauksaimniecibas attistibas fondi
(ELVGF) un Eiropas Zivsaimniecibas
fonds (EZF).

Justification

The Commission should ensure that assistance available under LIFE+ is coordinated
with assistance from other available structural funds. This is essential for avoiding the

duplication of tasks.

Grozijums Nr. 25
9. panta 1. punkta 2. dala

Finans€jums $3a instrumenta ievieSanai ir
noteikts EUR 2,790 miljonu apjoma
laikposmam no 2007. gada 1. janvara lidz
2013. gada 31. decembrim (septiniem
gadiem).

Finans€jums $3a instrumenta ievieSanai ir
noteikts EUR 23,7190 miljonu apjoma
laikposmam no 2007. gada 1. janvara lidz
2013. gada 31. decembrim (septiniem
gadiem).

Justification

In its communication 'Financing Natura 2000', the Commission estimated the needs of
the Natura 2000 network to be EUR 6.1 bn a year, which, with cofinancing, means
approximately EUR 3 bn. As the programming period for the new LIFE+ instrument is
seven years, Natura 2000 will therefore require EUR 21 bn for the 2007-2013 period. If
the present funding is added, the total budget will be EUR 23 190 m. Although this
estimated cost of running the Natura 2000 network is possibly far too low, the sum is
based on the needs indicated by the Commission for managing the sites protected under

Natura 2000.

Grozijums Nr. 26
9. panta 3. punkts

Finansiala atbalsta indikativais sadaltjums

starp abam LIFE+ komponentém ir
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izklastits 2. pielikuma.

izklastits 2. pielikuma.

Justification

See Amendment to Annex 2.

Grozijums Nr. 27
10. panta 1. punkts

Par visam darbibam, ko finansé LIFE+,
sanémgjs iesniedz tehnisko un progresa
zinojuma par darba gaitu. Tris meénesu laika
p&c darbibas pabeigSanas iesniedz ar1
nosléguma zinojumu. Komisija nosaka
zinojumu formu un saturu.

1. Par visam darbibam, ko finanseé LIFE+,
sanémgejs iesniedz vadoSajai iestadei
tehnisko un progresa zinojuma par darba
gaitu. Tr1s m&nesu laika p&c darbibas
pabeigSanas iesniedz ar1 nosleguma
zinojumu. Komisija nosaka zinojumu formu
un saturu saskand ar 12. panta noteikto
procediiru.

Grozijums Nr. 28
12. panta 1. punkts

1. Komisijai palidz komiteja — LIFE+
komiteja —, kura ir dalibvalstu parstavji un
kuras priekSsédetajs ir Komisijas parstavis.

1. Komisijai palidz komiteja — LIFE+
komiteja —, kura ir dalibvalstu parstavji un
to regionu parstavji, kam ir pilnvaras un
saistibas attiectba uz vidi, un kuras
priekSsedetajs ir Komisijas parstavis. LIFE+
Natura 2000 tikla vadibas nolitka mineta
komiteja ir ta, kas izveidota saskana ar
Direktivas 92/43/EEK 20. pantu.

Justification

The regions need to be represented because regional authorities are very often the bodies

that implement environment policy.

Grozijums Nr. 29
12. panta 2. punkts

2. Ja ir norade uz So punktu, tad pieméro
Lémuma 1999/468/EK 4. un 7. pantu,
nemot vera ta 8. panta noteikumus.

Lémuma 1999/468/EK 4. panta 2. punkta
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2. Ja ir norade uz So punktu, tad pieméro
Lémuma 1999/468/EK 5. un 7. pantu,
nemot vera ta 8. panta noteikumus.

Lémuma 1999/468/EK 5. panta 2. punkta
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paredzetais termins ir tris ménesi.

paredz€tais termins ir tris ménesi.

Justification

When the article is checked against the content of the provisions in question, the correct

reference here is to Article 5.

Grozijums Nr. 30
12. panta 2.a punkts (jauns)

2.a Papildus visparejiem noteikumiem, kas
izstradati saskana ar Lemuma 1999/468/EK
7. un 8. pantu, Komisija iesniedz Eiropas
Parlamentam priekslikumus par
pasakumiem, kas komitejai javeic, un jo
ipasi par pasakumiem saistiba ar ikgadejas
LIFE+ programmas budZeta lidzeklu
sadales un pieskir§anas planoSanu
(attieciba uz paSu LIFE+ regulu, vai
ikgadejam darba programmam).

Grozijums Nr. 31
12. panta 2.b punkts (jauns)

2.b Priekssedetajs aicina pilsoniskas
sabiedribas grupu ekspertus piedalities
komitejas sanaksmes ka noverotajiem, lai
apspriestos par LIFE+ programmas
budZeta lidzek[u sadali un piesSkirSanu
(attieciba uz pasu LIFE+ regulu, vai
ikgadejam darba programmam). Piemero
dokumentu publiskuma principus un
nosactjumus, kas piemerojami Komisijai.

Grozijums Nr. 32
13. panta 1. dala

Vairakgadu programmas tiks regulari
parraudzitas, lai sekotu, ka tiek 1stenoti
pasakumi, ko veic katra LIFE+ programmas
dala.
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Vairakgadu programmas tiks regulari
parraudzitas, lai sekotu, ka tiek istenoti
pasakumi, ko veic katra LIFE+ programmas
dala un lai novertetu to ietekmi.
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Justification

An evaluation report should include not only an assessment of the implementation of

activities but also of their impact.

Grozijums Nr. 33
13. panta 3. dala

Nosléguma veértesanu veic ne vélak ka
gadu pirms programmas nosléguma, un to
iesniedz Eiropas Parlamentam un Padomei.

Nosléguma verteésanu veic ne vélak ka
gadu pirms programmas nosléguma, un to
un starpposma novértejumu iesniedz
Eiropas Parlamentam un Padomei.

Justification

As the only Community body directly elected by European citizens, the European
Parliament should monitor and have a say in the evaluations under the LIFE+ strategic

programmes.

Grozijums Nr. 34
1. pielikums

. Temati

Nemot véra 1. panta noteiktos mérkus,
finans€jumu var sniegt, lai inter alia
atbalstitu Sestas VRP prioritaSu ievieSanu,
tas ir,

LV

klimata parmainas: Eiropas klimata
parmainu programma (un tas turpmakie
dokumenti);

dabas un biologiska daudzveidiba:
NATURA 2000 tikls (kas papildina, bet
neduble lauku attistibas un kohezijas
politikas instrumentus), piemeram,
inovativa pieeja razosSanas vietas vadibai
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1. Temati

Nemot véra 1. panta noteiktos mérkus,
finans€jumu sniedz, lai saglabatu dabu un
biologisko daudzveidibu, jo ipasi
NATURA 2000 vietu parvaldibai Eiropas
Savieniba, sekmetu to nevalstisko
organizaciju darbu, kas galvenokart
darbojas vides aizsardzibas joma Eiropas
meéroga, un atbalstitu Sestas VRP prioritasu
ievieSanu, tas ir,

- klimata parmainas: Eiropas klimata
parmainu programma (un tas turpmakie
dokumenti);

- dabas un biologiska daudzveidiba:
NATURA 2000 tikls, pieméram,
inovativa pieeja vietu parvaldibai un
planosanai, tostarp tadu tikla
izmantoSanas tirgus pasakumu un
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un planoSanai un parvaldes izmaksam
daZas vietas, tostarp jaunas vietas vai
vietas, uz kuram neattiecas ne
struktiirfondu, ne lauku attistibas fondu
noteikumi; biologiskas daudzveidibas
samazinasanas apveérsana lidz

2010. gadam un mezu un vides
mijiedarbibas uzraudziba Kopiena, ka
ar? mezu ugunsgréku noversanas
pasakumi;

vide un veseliba: tostarp Vides un
veselibas ricibas plans, Udens
pamatdirektiva, “Tiru gaisu Eiropa”
(CAFE) un juras, augsnes, pilsétu un
pesticidu tematiskas stratégijas;

ilgtsp€jiga resursu izmantoSana: resursu
un atkritumu profilakse un otrreizgjas
parstrades tematiska stratégija,
ilgtsp&jigas razoSanas un patérina
stratégijas;

strateégiska pieeja politikas attistibai,
istenoSanai un izpildei: ietverot ietekmes

uz vidi novertejumu un strat€gisko vides
novertéjumu;

Komisijas vides politikas pasakumu ex-
post verteéSana.

2. Darbibas

LIFE+ var finansét sadus darbibu veidus:
pétijumi, apsekojumi, modeléSana un
scenariju izstrade,

uzraudziba,

RR\566001LV.doc

veidu attistiba, kas ir savienojami ar
vietu saglabaSanu; saglabaSanas
procesa parraudziba; finansejums sugu
saglabaSanas ricibas planu attistibai un
istenoSanai; biologiskas daudzveidibas
samazinasanas noveérsana lidz

2010. gadam un mezu un vides
mijiedarbibas uzraudziba Kopiena, mezu
ugunsgréku noveérSanas pasakumi,
steidzami saglabasanas pasakumi
attieciba uz vismazak aizsargatajam
sugam un biotopiem, ka art sugu
saglabaSanas pasakumi un mitrzemju
(purvu un muklaju), piekrastes, jiras
un saldiidens biotopu apsaimniekoSana.

vide un veseliba: tostarp Vides un
veselibas ricibas plans, Udens
pamatdirektiva, “T1ru gaisu Eiropa”
(CAFE) un jiiras, augsnes, pilsétu un
pesticidu tematiskas stratégijas;

ilgtsp€jiga resursu izmantoSana: resursu
un atkritumu profilakse un otrreizg€jas
parstrades tematiska stratégija,
ilgtsp&jigas razoSanas un paterina
strategijas;

strateégiska pieeja politikas attistibai,
istenoSanai un izpildei: ietverot ietekmes
uz vidi novertejumu un stratégisko vides
novertgjumu,

dabas mantojums; darbibas ANO 1972.
gada 16. novembra Pasaules kultiiras

un dabas mantojuma aizsardzibas
konvencijas I dalas 2. panta izpratne

Komisijas vides politikas pasakumu ex-
post vertesana.

2. Darbibas

LIFE+ var finansét $adus darbibu veidus:
pétijumi, apsekojumi, modeléSana un
scenariju izstrade,

uzraudziba,
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palidziba resursu palielinasana, palidziba resursu palielinasana,

macibas, seminari un sanaksmes, macibas, seminari un sanaksmes,
tiklu veidoSana, tiklu veidoSana,

atbalsts IMPEL tiklam,
paraugprakses platformas, paraugprakses platformas,
izpratnes veicinaSanas kampanas, izpratnes veicinaSanas kampanas,
informacijas un komunikacijas darbibas, informacijas un komunikacijas darbibas,
politikas pieeju un instrumentu politikas pieeju un instrumentu
demonstracija. demonstracija.

— dabas aizsardzibas projekti, tostarp
NATURA 2000 tikla ieklautds zemes
pirksana.

2.a Ipasi kriteriji LIFE+ IstenoSana un
parvaldes projektu lidzfinansejumam

Finansialu atbalstu pieskir ka projektu
lidzfinansejumu.

Kopienas finansiala atbalsta ipatsvars
nedrikst parsniegt 50 % no projekta
pielaujamam izmaksam. Kopienas
finansiala atbalsta ipatsvars papildu
pasakumiem nedrikst parsniegt 100 % no
Stm izmaksam.

Priekslikumus finansiala atbalsta
sanemSanai izskata tikai tad, ja tie atbilst
Sadiem kriterijiem:

a) tajos jabiit paredzetiem veidiem, ka
risinat kdadu no Kopiena [oti bieZi
sastopamam problemam vai tadu, kas rada
bazZas vairakam dalibvalstim;

b) projektiem jabiit inovativiem izmantoto
tehnologiju vai metozu zina;

¢) tiem jabiit ka pieméeram un
Jjaunindjumam salidzinajuma ar esoSo

situdciju;

d) tos istenojot, jacenSas attistit un nodot
talak tadas zinatibas formas, ko var
izmantot tada pasa vai lidzigas situacijas;
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e) tiem jasekme sadarbiba vides
aizsardzibas joma;

f) to pamata jabiit vides aizsardzibai
atbilstigai izmaksu un guvumu attiecibai;

Attieciga gadijuma priek$likumi jaizverte
art no iespejamo darba vietu radiSanas
viedokla un apsverot, vai tas var veicinat
tadu noderigu tehnologiju vai produktu
izplatiSanu un visplasako iespéjamo
pielietoSanu, kas palidz saglabat vidi.

Justification

Aims to specify the thermes, actions and the criteria for financial support.

Grozijums Nr. 35
2. pielikums

Pieskirtas summas katrai no divam LIFE LIFE dalam pieskirtas summas
dalam provizoriski ir $adas: provizoriski ir $adas:
LIFE+Natura 2000 vietu parvaldiba:
90%
LIFE+ istenoSana un parvaldiba: 75-80% LIFE+ istenoSana un parvaldiba:
LIFE+ informacija un sazina: 20-25% LIFE+ informacija un sazina:
Justification

In view of the sum necessary to cover the management costs of the Natura 2000 network,
around 90% of available funding needs to be allocated to the 'Management of the Natura
2000 network' component. The rest would go to the two other components.

Grozijums Nr. 36
3.a pielikums (jauns)

3.a PIELIKUMS

Atbalsts nevalstiskajam organizacijam,
kuru galvena darbibas joma ir vides
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aizsardziba

No LIFE+ programmas lidzekliem pieSkir
lidzfinanséjumu vai darbibas atbalstu
nevalstiskam organizacijam, kuru galvena
darbibas joma ir vides aizsardziba un
saglabaSana Eiropas meéroga.

Lai biitu tiestbas sanemt atbalstu,
nevalstiskajai organizdcijai jaatbilst
Sadiem kriterijiem:

— tai jabiit neatkarigai un bezpelnas
Jjuridiskai personai, kuras galvena
darbibas joma ir vides aizsardziba un
saglabasSana kopéjas intereses un
ilgtspejigas attistibas veicinasana;

— tai aktivi jadarbojas Eiropas meroga vai
nu patstavigi vai sadarbiba ar kadu
struktiiru (ka dalibniecei) un janem
daltba darbibas, kas aptver vismaz tris
Eiropas valstis;

— tai jabiit iesaistitai ES politikas un
tiesibu aktu izstrade un pieméroSand.

Justification

Environmental NGOs play an essential role in making the connection between the EU
institutions and the general public, in this way contributing to good environmental
governance. In order to contribute to their efficiency and impact, the new regulation
should provide for a rather predictable multiannual framework for these organisations
(notwithstanding the right of the Commission to judge individual organisations on their
performance and the quality of their plans). NGO support should have a clear link with
EU policies, meaning that this type of activity does not lend itself for decentralisation.

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT
Life +: the new budgetary policy for the environment
The discussions about LIFE+ concern far more than the financial instrument itself. It

cannot be detached from the other policies under discussion, be it the proposed
regulations on the Rural Development Fund, the Cohesion Fund or Objective 2, the future
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financial instruments for innovative technologies, the New Neighbourhood Policy or, of
course, the next European Union budget.

At a time when the financial perspective is being redefined for a seven-year period (from
2007 to 2013), it is also appropriate to take an overall look at the share of the Community
budget dedicated to the environment. The approaches taken by the various committees
must therefore coincide to ensure the cohesion of the next budget and to achieve the
political goals the European Union has set itself. An overall view is all the more
important given the ambitiousness of the Union's objectives.

While the environment was for a long time in direct competition with other policies
(agriculture and regional development in particular) that were the cause of a significant
decline in resources, today the Union's sectoral policies incorporate or should incorporate
environmental policy. As a result, some environmental investment projects are financed
by the Structural Funds and the Cohesion Fund (water management etc.).

However, incorporating environmental policy is not enough: in order to respond to the
specific nature of the objectives targeted in the complex, wide-ranging and transversal
area of the environment, the financial instrument LIFE was created in 1992. It is
undoubtedly the main tool for promoting environmental projects, although some
environmental policies have benefited from specific programmes, equipped with low
budgets, such as Urban, support for NGOs, Forest Focus and marine pollution.

The LIFE instrument underwent three periods. The most recent, LIFE III, had three
components:

- LIFE-Nature covering nature conservation measures;
- LIFE-Environment covering innovative projects to improve the environment;
- LIFE-Third Countries supporting sustainable development projects in third countries.

In spite of the modest budgets, LIFE enabled remarkable projects to be set up at all
levels. Under LIFE-Environment, for example, pilot projects were launched to improve
environmental quality (energy conservation, waste management, innovative business
techniques etc.).

LIFE-Nature will prove to have yielded the most benefits, having served as the first step
towards the selection and management of the Natura 2000 sites. It should be remembered
that the designation of Natura 2000 sites was not an entirely smooth process. The delay in
setting up the network was due to the refusal by some Member States to acknowledge the
benefits of Natura 2000. Where projects have been completed, however, Natura 2000 has
proved that it makes a decisive contribution to sustainable development.

Outlook for LIFE + for the 2007-2013 period
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The issue of the day is the funding of EU environmental policies. In its proposal, the
Commission has retained the specifically environmental nature of the LIFE+ financial
instrument, which is to be welcomed. LIFE has been the only financial instrument so far
to contribute effectively to the implementation and development of EU environment
policy and legislation.

However, the objectives and content of LIFE+ as set out under the Commission's
proposal for a regulation are rather puzzling. The vagueness and lack of precision on
basic issues concerning the achievement of the environmental objectives under the
Gothenburg Sustainable Development Strategy and relating to the conservation of
biodiversity and the fight against climate change raise questions about the real ambitions
of the Commission proposal.

The integration question: what guarantees are there for the environment?

In order to implement environmental policy, the Commission has chosen to focus on
integration as a means of generating funds, leaving the responsibility for the selection and
completion of projects to others, who are not necessarily equipped with the requisite
environmental awareness and expertise.

The Commission's proposal for LIFE+ shows that it has relinquished responsibility at
European level for the implementation of environmental policy and delegated it to the
Member States. The Commission proposes an 'a la carte' European environment policy,
which means EU Member States are free to choose which projects will be carried out
with Union cofinancing.

This transfer of responsibility ignores the obvious: environmental policy must be drafted
at European level as the environment has no borders. This transfer is, therefore,
unacceptable and would result in the loss of the overall cohesion of the Union's
environmental policies.

LIFE+ will mainly concern measures to support environmental policy and will focus on
two areas: 'implementation and governance' and 'information and communication'. The
objectives listed are astonishing when you are aware of what it is needed to achieve the
objectives set by the Union (such as the major challenge of climate change and water
policy under the Framework Directive, which will require considerable investment).

Lacking the necessary funds, the Commission is counting on the strategy of incorporating
the environment into all policies. It hopes, by way of the Union's other, well-funded
policies, to ensure the implementation of the Sustainable Development Strategy and the
Lisbon Strategy, both with a strong environmental flavour, without putting forward any
kind of figure. Without any guarantees, this transversal proposal is doomed to failure.

Natura 2000
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The proposal's second shortcoming is undoubtedly the failure to make any mention of
funding for the management of the Natura 2000 network for the 2007-2013 period. This
is in spite of the fact that the Working Group on Article 8 of the Habitats Directive
stressed in its report that 'the Habitats Directive and Natura 2000 have assumed (...)
strategic importance [and] are now recognised as being the EU's principal tools for
achieving the new global and EU objective of halting the decline in biodiversity by 2010.'

The 'integrationist' approach the Commission is proposing for Natura 2000 would be
compatible with a Community policy that included responsibility for the management of
Natura 2000 sites in the text and the budget lines of the structural policies.

In its communication on financing Natura 2000, the Commission acknowledges the cost
of managing Natura 2000 to be EUR 6.1 bn, EUR 5 bn of which is to be allocated to the
15 'old' Member States and EUR 1 bn to the 10 new Member States. According to
environmental organisations, these estimates account for only half of the real investment
needed for site management. The sum of EUR 6.1 bn should, therefore, be considered the
absolute minimum.

These needs, half of which must be covered by the Member States, are not mentioned in
any budgetary line or as a percentage in the Structural Funds, which, according to the
Commission, are nevertheless intended to finance it. The Article 8 Working Group
confirms that 'the Commission has completely forgotten the essential condition for
choosing the Structural Funds, which is inserting the specific requirement in the EAFRD,
ERDF and ESF instruments that they should support the proper management of Natura
2000.'

Furthermore, to obtain assistance from the Structural Funds, it will have to be
demonstrated that the actions financed will be of benefit economically and socially,
meaning that the management of natural habitats, marshes, forests, calcareous grasslands
and the protection of species will not be eligible for funding.

It will be equally difficult to share aid earmarked for rural development with Natura
2000, as rural areas are also a priority. In fact, no sum has been mentioned for fear of
frightening either party. Without this transparency, however, Natura 2000 managers must
be prepared for a dirty battle. It is neither desirable nor acceptable that the protection of
biodiversity should have to compete with other Union policies.

It does not seem unlikely that the principle of integrating the environment into other
policies will prove to create rivalry and that the environment, the eternal poor relation in
the EU budget, and Natura 2000 in particular, will, in fact, be the recipient of a laughable

amount of funding.

It is the Commission, therefore, that must continue to be responsible for the
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implementation of Natura 2000 and the protection of biodiversity, which has been
acknowledged to be of European interest and a priority issue. By masking the issue of
cofinancing Natura 2000 in this way, the Commission is compromising its
implementation. Without European cofinancing, all that has been achieved so far, and not
without difficulty, is in jeopardy, which would make Natura 2000 a fine example of a
project over before it has begun.

Rapporteur's suggestions

It is because the options presented by the Commission do not guarantee this funding that
the cost of implementing Natura 2000 has been inserted into the LIFE+ instrument by
including the 'LIFE+ Management of the Natura 2000 network' component and
reminding the Commission and the Council of their responsibilities.

In view of the need to provide environmental organisations with a predictable
multiannual framework, measures have also been introduced to guarantee the level of
funding for environmental NGOs involved in developing European policy.

The rapporteur calls on the Commission to discuss in greater depth the need for specific

financial assistance for activities relating to nature and biodiversity, bearing in mind the
importance and success of the previous LIFE-Nature programme.
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20.4.2005

ATZINUMS SNIEGUSI BUDZETA KOMITEJA

Vides, sabiedribas veselibas un partikas nekaitiguma komitejai

par priekslikumu Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes regulai par vides finanSu instrumentu
(LIFE+)
(COM(2004)0621 — C6-0127/2004 — 2004/0218(COD))

Atzinumu sagatavoja: Anders Samuelsen
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ISS PAMATOJUMS

PAMATOJUMA INFORMACIJA

Saskana ar jauno finan$u planu Komisijas stratégiska pieeja ir attistit vides politiku,
padarot to par neatnemamu dalu citas prioritaras politikas jomas, lai lielaka dala ar vidi
saistito izdevumu atbilstu jaunajai 1. izdevumu kategorijai “Ilgtsp&jiga izaugsme”. Dazi
ar vidi saistitie izdevumi ir ieklauti arT izdevumos kopg€jai lauksaimniecibas politikai
(KLP), 1pasi izdevumi lauku attistibai, kas atbilst jaunajai 2. izdevumu kategorijai “Dabas
resursu saglabasana un parvaldiba”. Visbeidzot, 2. izdevumu kategorija ir paredzets
atsevisks instruments, lai atbalstitu ekologiskus pasakumus . Sis instruments ir LIFE+
programma, un tas $aja izdevumu kategorija aptver lielako dalu no izdevumiem, kas ir
saistiti vidi(paréja dala ir izlietota Eiropas Vides agenturai). Janorada, ka visi izdevumi
par vidi arpus Eiropas Savienibas ir ietverti jaunaja 4. izdevumu kategorija “Eiropa ka
globala partnere”.

KOMISIJAS PRIEKSLIKUMS

LIFE + programma ir paredzéta, lai vienkarSotu pasreiz€jo daudzgadu programmu
parvaldibu, apvienojot programmas vienota instrumenta. Tas galvenais mérkis ir sekméet
Kopienas vides politikas un tiesibu aktu izstradi, istenoSanu, uzraudzibu, izveértéSanu un
sazinu ar noliiku veicinat ilgtsp&jigu attistibu Eiropas Savieniba.

LIFE + programmai ir divas dalas, LIFE istenoSana un parvaldiba un LIFE informacija
un sazina.

Kopéja Komisijas ierosinata finansu shéma laika posmam no 2007. gada 1. janvara lidz
2013. gada 31. decembrim ir EUR 2190 miljoni. lerosinatais saistibu/maksajumu grafiks
(precizas summas, protams, ir janolemj ikgad&jas budzeta proceduras laika) ir $ads:

2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 2013 2014 Tot
Saistibas 231 | 252 275 294 314 336 359 2061
Maksajumi 90 220 240 250 270 296 320 375 2061
Paredzamais izdevumu sadalijums abam LIFE + programmas dalam ir attiecigi 75-80 %
un 20-25%.
PIEZIMES
Komisijas priekslikumu attieciba uz LIFE+ programmu var novertét atzinigi, ciktal tas ir
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vienots instruments tadu vides pasakumu finans€Sanai, kas palielina So pasakumu
uzskatamibu un vienkarso to parvaldibu, samazinot parvaldibas pieskaitamas izmaksas un
panakot procediiru augstaku parskatamibas Iimeni.

Pasakumu daudzgadu globala planoSana, izstradajot detaliz&tas ikgad€jas programmas art
ir pozitivs §1 priekSlikuma raditajs, kam janodroSina lielaka pasakumu efektivitate, jo
ilgtermina planoSana tiek pielauts zinams elastigums, kas lauj vajadzibas gadijuma tos
pielagot.

Tomeér Komisijas priekslikums izraisa bazas vairakos jautajumos:

Pirmkart, janorada, ka finanSu apjomu, kas minéts 9. panta, var uzskatit ka paredzamu
tikai $aja posma, jo par finansu planu vél nav pienemts nekads [emums. Tad&jadi ir
ierosinats grozijums 9. panta, izsvitrojot skaitliskos raditajus.

Turklat noteikti tritkst stkaka informacija par lidzeklu faktisko izmantosanu. Priekslikuma
ir ieklauti tikai visparjus skaitlus ar paredzamo sadalijumu abam LIFE programmas
dalam. Ka atzist pati Komisija, ta nesp&j sniegt precizu tami projektiem, kas paredzeti
katram gadam, vai katra pasakuma vid€jas izmaksas. Tas izvirza jautajumu par to, cik
liela méra par ticamiem var uzskatit tamju aprékinus.

Sados apstak]os 2. pielikuma derigums ir visai ap§aubams un jiisu referents ierosina So
pielikumu svitrot.

Attieciba uz konkréto LIFE+ programmas parvaldibu Komisija dalibvalstim ierosina
ieviest augsta Itmena decentralizaciju. Tas, protams, ir ieteicams daudzgjada zina, un tam
vismaz japaatrina pasakumu TstenoSana, bet nav skaidrs, vai no ta necietis ES vides
politikas efektivitate, ja dalibvalstim biis dota parak liela briviba lemt, kada veida
projektus parvaldit.

Labakaja gadijuma augsta decentralizacija rada risku ES pievienotas vertibas
nodroSinasanai, bet sliktakaja gadijuma pastav risks, ka dalibvalstu intereses biis
prioritaras, salidzinot ar Eiropas Savienibas interesém.

Tapéc ir svarigi, ka Komisijas stratégiskaja planosana ir skaidri noteikta vajadziba
nodrosinat ES pievienoto vertibu. Programmu izveértgjot, par noteicoso kriteriju jauzskata
pienakuma izpilde nodrosinat ES pievienoto vértibu. Sai noliik ir ierosinits atbilstoss
grozijums 4. panta.

Turklat butiska nozime ir tam, ka izveért€jums notiek pietiekami biezi un pamatigi, jo tikai
tad tas bis efektivs, lai nodroSinatu politikas mainu tur, kur ta ir vajadziga. Videja

termina un galigais parskats nevar biit patieSam efektivs, tadel ir ierosinats grozijums
13. panta, nosakot, ka izvertejums ir javeic divreiz gada.
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GROZIJUMI

Budzeta komiteja aicina par jautajumu atbildigo Vides, sabiedribas veselibas un partikas
nekaitiguma komiteju ka atbildigo komiteju tas zinojuma ieklaut $adus grozijumus:

Komisijas ierosinatais teksts! Parlamenta izdaritie grozijumi

Grozijums Nr.1
4. panta 1. punkts

Komisijas sagatavotajam daudzgadu Komisijas sagatavotajam daudzgadu
strategiskajam programmu atbalstam strat€giskajam programmu atbalstam
pieskirs finansgjumu. Sajas programmas pieskirs finansgjumu. Sajas programmas
janosaka galvenie mérki, darbibas prioritaras janosaka galvenie mérki, pasi uzsverot
jomas, darbibas veidus un prognoz€jamos vajadzibu nodroSinat pievienoto vertibu,
rezultatus Kopienas finanséjumam attieciba darbibas prioritaras jomas, darbibas veidus
uz 1. panta izklastitiem mérkiem, kuros un prognoz€jamos rezultatus Kopienas
iesp&ju robezas ieklautas paredzamas finans€jumam attieciba uz 1. panta

finansu tames. izklastitiem mérkiem, kuros iesp&ju robezas

ieklautas paredzamas finansu tames.

Justification

Environmental Policy is an area where the potential for added value when carried out at

EU level is undeniable, but the greater the level of decentralization/localization the higher
the risk that EU fund are used to replace, rather than complement local funding. In order to
ensure that the implementation of the EU funds in the environmental field yields genuine
value-for-money, the Commission's strategic programme must clearly insist on the need to
provide added value and this must also be an evaluation criteria.

Grozijums Nr.2
9. panta 1. punkta 2. apakSpunkts

ST instrumenta Tstenosanai noteikta finansu ST instrumenta Tstenosanai noteikta finansu
shéma ir EUR 2790 miljoni laika posmam shéma ir EUR XXX miljoni laika posmam
no 2007. gada 1. janvara lidz 2013. gada 31. no 2007. gada 1. janvara lidz 2013. gada 31.
ovce., ..
PE 355.348v02-00 34/39 RR\566001LV.doc

LV



decembrim (septini gadi) decembrim (septini gadi)

Justification

The reference amount for the financial framework cannot be set until such time as a
decision has been reached the Financial Perspective for the period 2007-2013. Once a
decision is reached, the Commission shall present a legislative proposal to set the reference
amount with the respect to the appropriate ceiling of the financial framework concerned.

Grozijums Nr. 3

pants

Daudzgadu programmas tiks regulari Daudzgadu programmas tiks regulari
parraudzitas, lai sekotu, ka tiek Tstenoti parraudzitas, lai sekotu, ka tiek Tstenoti
pasakumi, ko veic katra LIFE+ programmas pasakumi, ko veic katra LIFE+ programmas
dala. dala un lai novertétu to ietekmi.
LIFE+ programma bis paklauta videja LIFE+ programma bis paklauta izverté€Sanai
termina un galigai izvert€sanai, lai noteiktu divas reizes gada, lai noteiktu tas
ta ieguldijumu Kopienas vides politikas ieguldijumu Kopienas vides politikas
izstrade un apropriaciju rezultata giito izstrad€ un apropriaciju rezultata giito
labumu. labumu.
Galigo vértgjumu veiks ne velak ka gadu Galigo vertgjumu veiks ne velak ka gadu
pirms programmas beigam un iesniegs EP pirms programmas beigam un iesniegs EP
un Padomei. un Padomei.

Justification

Whilst recognising the inherent problem of carrying out evaluations early into the
operating period of multi annual programmes, limiting evaluation to a mid term and final
evaluation is too infrequent to permit the timely correction of any inappropriate or less
than optimum use of funds. In the interests of sound financial management and in
recognition of the evaluation obligations imposed by the Financial Regulation, the
budgetary authority should insist on the submission of a bi-annual report which should
include not only an assessment of the implementation of activities but also of their impact..

Grozijums Nr. 4
2. pielikums
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2. PIELIKUMS svitrots
Indikativs finansu sadalijums
(procentos no kopejas summas)

Pieskirtas summas katrai no divam LIFE
dalam provizoriski ir Sadas:

LIFE+ istenoSana un parvaldiba: 75-
80%

LIFE+ informdcija un sazina: 20-
25%

Justification

The basis on which the forecast for this indicative breakdown has been made is not clear
and the proportion of funding foreseen for LIFE + Information and Communication is
seen by many as having been overestimated. Furthermore, the usefulness of this
indicative breakdown is not immediately apparent. Should an indicative breakdown of
expenditure be considered essential, consideration should be given to other more
appropriate types of breakdown, e.g. by priority policy area.

PE 355.348v02-00 36/39 RR\566001LV.doc

LV



PROCEDURA

Virsraksts Priekslikums Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes regulai par vides
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