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Question for written answer E-000962/2014 

to the Commission 
Rule 117 

Matteo Salvini (EFD), Lorenzo Fontana (EFD), Francesco Enrico Speroni (EFD), Fiorello 

Provera (EFD) and Mario Borghezio (NI) 

Subject: Infringement procedure - State aid SA.33083 

In 1994, Piedmont and other regions of northern Italy were hit by a violent flood. To deal with the 
emergency, the Italian Government passed a series of laws in 2002-2003 and 2007 to help the 
affected businesses by granting tax relief in order to help jump-start the economy of the flooded areas. 
On 27 May 2011 the Commission registered the case as an ex officio investigation with reference 
SA.33083 (2011/CP) and in letter dated 17 October 2012 it notified Italy of its decision to initiate the 
procedure laid down in Article 108(2), of the TFEU regarding the measure. 

In its initial assessment, the Commission seems not to have acknowledged the Italian Government’s 
provisions in respect of the companies affected by the flood, given that it states that ‘they went to firms 
that had not suffered direct damage’ and ‘the measures constitute State aid within the meaning of 
Article 107(1) of the TFEU and constitute unlawful aid, since none of the measures was notified before 
entering into force’. 

Given the above, could the Commission: 

1. acknowledge the total, absolute and unconditional compatibility of the measure with Article 
107(2)(b) of the TFEU (‘aid to make good the damage caused by natural disasters’) or Article 
107(3)(c) of the TFEU (‘aid to facilitate the development of certain [...] economic regions’) in 
this specific case, as also notified by the Italian authorities, since its purpose is to compensate 
for macroeconomic impact in terms of reduction in GDP due to the natural disaster? 

2. acknowledge that to suffer a natural disaster also means to suffer direct damage? Is the 
negative macroeconomic impact not serious damage? 

3. well and truly reconsider its view that this tax relief should be considered illegal – thus risking 
the collapse of a significant portion of the productive fabric of Northern Italy – merely for the 
sake of red tape? 

4. provide more information on the progress of its formal investigation procedure, compared to 
its response to another question on the subject a few months ago, given that the current state 
of legal uncertainty is causing significant financial damage to the companies in question, 
especially in view of the current economic crisis they are facing? 

 


