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CORR | GENDUM

Rapport d'activité PIM

1. Page 7, polnt'e. 3éme phrase:

Lire:

"En falt, les difflcultés d-'utlilisation des préts qui avalent
déja - été signalées lors du premier rapport (tatile
modeste de la plupart des investissements, taux élevé des
subventions, conditions et modalités des préts, situations
spécifiques dans chacun des trois pays etc.), ont été conflirmées
et il sera souhaitable de prendre les Initiatives aptes A
favor iser une meitfleure utilisation des préts.*

2. Le tableau page 22 est remplacé par le tableau cl-aprés:

(MECUS)

Préts Subventions Rapport aux

Mecus Communcutaires |préts/subventions
X
PIM francais (1) 180 360,6 50
PIM grecs 855 1828,5 36
PIM italiens 707 1009,6 70
TOTAL ‘ -1542 3198,7 48

(1M

Premiére phase seulement.

Ab



3. Le tableau de la page 28 est remplacd -comme suit:

Préts (Mecus) |Préts (Mecus) % de
86/88 Prévision 86/88 r&clisation

PIM Frongais

— Aquitaine - 30 0

— Midi—Pyrénées 15.6 40 39

~ Languedoc—-Roussillon - 30 0

— PACA 42.9 55 78

~ Corse - 10 0

- .Drbme - 7.5 0

— Ardéche - 7.5 0

- Total 58,5 180 32.5
PIM grecs

~ Attique 0.6 30 2

— Grdce Centrale et Orientale 2.7 30 )

- Informatique 0.1 5 2

— Grace du Nord 6.4 55 11.6

— Grace de |'Cuest —Pélopondse 5.5 S0 1

-~ Cradte 13 80 21.7

- lles Mer Egée 6.8 24 28.3

- Total 35.1 254 13.8
Total générol (France, Grace) 83.6 434 21.6

S‘agissant des PIM Italiens, qul sont entrés en vigueur au cours de
I'année 1988, 11 est observé que les affectations sur préts globaux se
sont élevés Jusqu’au 31 décembre 1988 & 40,34 MECUS alors que les
prévisions s‘élevalent, pour la méme année, A& 90 MECUS solt un taux
d'utitisation de 45 %.

4, Page 29, 2éme paragraphe:

Lire: "En fait, les difficultés d'utilisation des préts quil avalent
déja été signalées iors du premler rapport (tallle
particuliérement modeste de la plupart des Investissements, taux
élevé des subventlons, conditions et modailtés des préts,
situations spéclifiques dans chacun des trols pays, etc.) ont été
conflirmées et || sera souhaltable de prendre les Initlatives
aptes A favoriser une mellleure utlllsatlion des préts.".

AC



5. Page 23, 3&me paragraphe:

Lire:

"En Gréce, outre le financement des investissements productifs,

les préts communautaires sont
réatisation d’'infrastructures (notamment routes, travaux

portuaires et aéroportuaires, ouvrages d‘adduction d‘eau et
d'assainissement voirie rurale), & la production, au transport et
4 la distribution d‘électricité, y compris |‘électrification
rurale et au renforcement de |’'équipement hbteiier."

destinés principalement a4 la



gynthése et ¢onclusions
page &, point 5 dernigre phrase
Templscer ™ On constate toutefols un certain retard en ce

Qui  concerne les paiements du FEOGA-Orientation,
particuliérement en France." o

par On constate toutefois un certain retard dans
l'exécution physique de c¢ertaines mesures
) forestiéres - ' . . en France.™"

Chapitre 5 - Les PIM FRANGAIS

page 52 - point 5.3

9. premier alinéa : inchangé
deuxidme alinéa : supprimé

10. remplacer le texte par le texte suivant

"lLe tableau qui suit fait état de l'intervention des fonds
cemmunautaires. Les observations sulvantes Fpeuvent étre
formulées

- les engagements du FEDER ont été effectués avec un certain
retard par rapport aux prévisions, quoique les paiements y
afférents alent atteints un excellent niveeu en fin d'année,

- les palements du FEOGA sont généralement effectués par
tranches en fonction de la réalisation des travaux, qui, de

par leur nature, cs'détendent sur plusieurs années
(infrastructures _rurales, investissements dans
l'agreozlimentaire). ~ De ce fait, un décalage parfois

important dans le tenps entre engagement et palements
correspondants est normal. Pour 1s plus grande partie des
mesures financées par le FEOGA les engagemerts n'ont débuté
qu'aprés la signature - fin 1987, et surtout en 1988; les
palements correspendants n'interviendront dans leur majorité
gu'en 1989 et dans <certains cas les années suivantes. Ceci
explique les différentes importantes que l'on constate, fin
1988, entre engagements et paiements.,™
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Summary and conclusions

1. This second report concerns the activities carrled out Iin 1988 in
connection with the implementation of the integrated Mediterranean
programmes resulting from the appllcation of Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85.
The aim Is to iInform the Council, the European Parllament and the other
bodies concerned of the activities carried out during this period.

2. The year in question marks the end of the first phase (1986-1988) of the
French and Greek IMPs and the launch of the I(tailan [IMP. Whereas the
previous report was devoted primarlly to an analysis of the methodology and
procedures, this one gives overwhelming priority to what has actually been
carried out in France and Greece. It also gives a description of the
Italian IMPs adopted by the Commission in 1988. In providing a great deal
of factual Information, particulariy of a financial nature, this report
takes account of the observations made by the European Parliament and the
IMPs Advisory Commlittee on previous reports.

3. The total expenditure involved in the 29 IMPs approved by the Commission
up to 31.12.1988 Is ECU 7 blltion, of which the Community contribution Iis
3.2 bililon. In relation to the Community budget appropriation provided for
In Article 10 of Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85, whlch amounts to
ECU 4.1 billion (ECU 2.5 billlon from the Funds and 1.6 billion In the form
of an additional budgetary contribution), the present appropriation
represents 78% of the Community budget resources made available for the
IMPs. The balance of ECU 0.9 billlon is made up of ECU 171 mi{lion to be
used in Greece during this second phase (1989/1992) and ECU 730 million to
be used to finance the second phase of the French IMPs and provide an
additional contribution towards certain measures included in or to be added
to the Italian IMPs.

4. In addition to Community subsidies, the Regulation governing the IMPs
also provides for the possibility of loans from the own resources of the
EIB and NCI funds estimated at ECU 2.5 billion. The indlicative forecasts

for the utillzatlon of loans entered In the IMPs was ECU 1.5 mlillon on
31.12.1988, 1i.e.60% of the estimated volume when the Regulation was
adopted.

§. In France and Greece, 1988 may be considered a year when the programmes
were in full swing. The take-up rates for budget appropriaticns are
generally satisfactory. The delay experienced in previous years has been
partly made up. In the case of Italy, applications took longer to process
than Initlally expected and this led to a consliderable delay In the
approval of the ltalian IMPs. As the last programme contract was signed in
November 1988, the period of implementation of Italian IMPs is still too
short to be able to draw any conclusions. In budget terms, the delay was
offset by achievements in Greece and France, which enabled fuli use to be
made of the 1988 commltment and payment appropriations provided for under
the special IMP Articie (551) and commitment appropriations forming part of
the contribution by the structural Funds. There Is however some delay
regarding payments from the EAGGF - Gulidance Section, particularly in
France.
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Over the entire period 1986-1988, ECU 1.09 billion were actually committed
and ECU 595 million settled. In refation to the total of 4.1 billion
provided for In Regulation (EEC) No 208/85, the take-up of appropriations
Is therefore around 27% for commitments and 15% for payments. If the full
amount provided for In the Regulation Is to be used, the regional and
national authorities concerned wil! have to speed up thelr projects
markedly over the period 1990-1993.

6. Compared with the forecasts, the actual take-up of Community loans over
the period 86/88 1Is overall very low. The take-up rate compared with
forecasts contained in the programmes is around 32% for France and 9% in
Greece (in the case of 9 of the 14 programmes, the rate was zero or
practically zero). The difficulties involved In using loans already pointed
out in the first report (modest scale of Iindividual Iinvestments, high rate
of subsidies, attractiveness of EIB loans compared with those from other
sources) were confirmed and it will be necessary to take measures to
encourage better use of loans.

Moreover, information is not being exchanged properly between the financial
institutions which have the task of administering the global loans and the
authorities responsible for carrying out the programmes.

7. The IMPs constitute the first large-~scale attempt at a partnership
between reglonal, national and Community authorities. During the
Implementation of the programmes, this partnership is seen in, among other
things, the operation of the monlitoring committees. Although a distinction
has to be made between the different Iinstitutional set up In France
(decentralization) and Greece (centralization and to a certain extent
devoiution) the Monitoring Committees, which Iinclude the various bodies
providing the funds and the senior figures responsible for Impiementation
have, In most cases, proved to be dynamic bodies which encourage
consuitation and transparency and ensure that the programmes are
implemented more effectively. In Italy the institutional set up where the
regional authorities have wide ranging powers makes the proper functioning
of the Monitoring Committees a vital condition for the effective
implementation of the programmes.

8. In accordance with the programme contracts, a monitoring system has been
set up for each French and Greek region. This system allows a systematic
follow-up of the way operations are carried out. Although these systems are
not yet computerized in all cases, flnancial monitoring is In place and has
provided Information which will serve, among other things, as a basis for
negotiations on the second phase. The preparation of the physical
indicators for the monitoring process has however suffered a certain deiay
which should nevertheless be made up, at least partly, in 1989.

In Italy, the delay in processing the programmes did not prevent progress
with regard to monitoring which recelived technical assistance from the
Commission. Accordingly, a prototype monitoring system has been developed
and all the monitoring mechanisms should be In place In 1989.
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9. The iIndependent assessment body whose appointment is provided for In the
programme contracts is now accepted by ail the partners Involved. As thelr
selection has however been delayed in most cases, it Is expected that all
the assessment bodies will be appolnted In the course of 1989; the Initial
assessment reports on French and Greek [MPs are therefore expected in 1989.

10. Special efforts have also been made to establish financia! channels
which will guarantee transparency of flnancing. However, achlevements In
this fleld vary from one State to another.

For example, the broad Iinstitutional autonomy en)oyed by Italian reglons
enables them In principle to go furthest in thls direction. A leglslative
and financial framework has been adopted which enables the contributions
from each party providing funds to be ldentified and payment processes
speeded up. Implementation of the new arrangements |s however experlencing
difficulties connected with the introduction of a natlonal revelving fund.

in Greece, declsions authorlzing commitments and payments concerning the
IMPs are taken Iin the main by the central authorities. The Innovation
introduced from 1988 consisted of the itemization In the public expenditure
budget of commitment proposals concerning each measure of each IMP. This
mechanism ensures that the national share |s covered and permits
transparent administration and an assessment of the additional contribution
by the Communlity. From 1988, also, each prefecture has been granted an
overal|l budget, a clearly identifled part of which concerns the IMP budget
that it has been allocated. As regards publiic bodles, transparency Is also
guaranteed through a budget breakdown which enables IMP financing to be
identifled. )

In France, financial cover for the [IMPs |Is guaranteed under the
state/reglon plan contracts and annual allocatlons are entered In the
reglonal sectoral budgets. These nevertheless contain a breakdown according
to whether the funds originate from national or Community sources. The
French budget system does not allow for the Introduction of more direct
financial channels, but transparency |Is guaranteed by the existing
mechanisms.

In 1988, technical assistance tended to be geared increasingly to solving
probliems specific to the Implementation of programmes. Those operations
which receive Community funds mainly concern innovatory measures, iIncluding
the Greek IMP on Information technology the Implementation of which is
experiencing major difflculties, support for the reglonal administratlions
(e.g. assistance with the introduction of monitoring systems) and the
co-flnancing of operations to promote training and development.
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In spite of the measures taken In this area In 1988, several .IMPs which are
encountering real difficulties In implementing programmes have not yet made
use of this possibility.

12. Overall, it may be concluded that planning at operational leve! and the
main Innovations resuliting from the implementation of the IMPs
(partnership, follow-up and monitoring, assessment, financlal channels)
have by and large been assimilated In the French regions and In Greece
where the IMPs represent the first major exercise involving programmes. In

Italy it will be necessary to await the actual implementation of the I[MPs
to be able to make an assessment. In any event the experience gained in
these regions will doubtless be Immensely valuable when operational

programmes stemming from the reform of the structural Funds are drawn up
and implemented.
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Chapter 1 - Implementation of the programmes: General aspects

1.1 Actlvitles In 1988
1.1.1 ltaly

1. The maln actlvity in 1988 was the conclusion of examination of the 14
IMPs not yet approved (the 15th IMP concerning the Mollise region had been
approved at the end of 1987). The oplinions of the Advisory Committee were
delivered at the end of July and the last programme contracts were slgned
in November, thus bringing to a definitive close the Inltial examinatlion
phase for all the IMPs.

2. At the same time as the signing of the programme contracts, the
Monitoring Committees provided for In Article 9 of Regulation No 2088/85
were set up at the end of the year; each Commlttee has met at least once in
all the regions of the Centre-North (Llgurla, Emilla Romagna, Toscana,
Aquacuiture IMP) and In Abruzzo and Molise.

1.1.2 France and Greece

3. Whereas 1987 may be considered as the year when implementation of
measures concerning the French and Greek IMPs actually commenced, 1988 was
a fully operational period in terms of Implementation of the measures and
fol low-up.

4. All the Monitoring Comm|ttees! began work during the first five months
of 1988. Given the Individual characteristics of the information technology
IMP, in this case, more frequent meetings were, however, required.
Preparations for the second phase of the Crete IMP also necessitated a
larger number of meetings of the Monltoring Committee for thls programme.

5. The Monitoring Committees which, it will be recalled, are the forum In
which are brought together the competent authorities and In particular the
providers of funds, and which have responsiblliity for ensuring that each
programme is Implemented on a consistent and monitored basis, have studied
the progress of the measures (comparison of cost estimates agalnst actual
expenditure) as well as the budgetary forecasts prepared by the authorities
responsible for the sub-programmes.

A study is alsc commencing into the progress of the measures In physical
terms based on specific indlcators def ined for each measure.

1 with the exception of the Monitoring Committee for the Crete IMP"which
commenced actlvity In 1987.
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As regards the majority of the Greek [MPs, information concerning their
Implementation up to the first half of 1988 was made avallable In
October 1988. At the same Juncture, information on the implementation of
the French programmes up to August was also notlfled.

6. In the course of thelr work, the Monltoring Commi{ttees received a number
of requests for changes. In the case of small changes (differences In
expenditure of around 10%), the flexibllity accorded to the national
authorities has already enabled changes to be made In respect of the
measures concerned. Other changes requiring the Commission’s approval will
be discussed in connection with the examination of the second phase.

1.1.3 Preparation of the second phase

7. The first phase of the Greek and French IMPs took place over the period
1986 to 1988. During 1988, a number of discussions prior to the definition
and preparation In two phases took place. The second phase had, however,
different implications for Greece and France. In the case of Greece,
programming covered the entire period (1986-92); it would be a question
therefore of making adjustments and additions to the IMPs. In the case of
France, since financing was, at the request of the French authorities,
approved for the first three years only, a new section will have to be
added to the programmes.

8. The Crete IMP which, it will be recalled, was the first programme
approved by the Commission, was also the programme Iin respect of which
preparation and adoption of the second phase were accomplished earllest.
The Commission decision was taken In December 1988.

9. With regard to the other Greek |IMPs Involving a high rate of
implementation, (Northern Greece, Central and Eastern Greece, Western
Greece, the Peloponnese and Aegean Islands), the discussions begun In 1988
enabled a working method to be determined for costing operations awalting
implementation at the end of the first phase, examining measures subject to
a potential cost amendment and studying other measures which could, If
appropriate, be included.

10. With regard to the French IMPs, preparatory exchanges of view and
technical meetings which subsequently took place at the Commission’s
initiative resuited in the official submission, at the end of 1988, of the
French proposals concerning the second phase.
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1.1.4 Preparatory actlvities

11. At the end of 1983 the Commisslion launched, in a number of areas of the
Member States concerned, actlvitles preparatory to establishment of the
IMPs. These activities were designed to serve as pllot schemes for the
implementation of an Iintegrated development strategy and, In particular,
with a view to the formuiation and Implementation of new methods and
procedures prior to their possible introduction Into the IMPs.

The last operations under the headlng of preparatory activities were
concluded at the end of 1987. .

In 1988, actlivity In this sphere amounted to examining the final reports
transmlitted by the national and regional authorities, closing the accounts,
and var ious on-the-spot monitoring missions.

1.1.5 Other activities relating to Information and communicatlion

12. Several activities relating to Information and the exchange of
experience took place Iin 1988 at the initiative of the national
authorities, the reglons, or In the context of the Inter-regionai
operation in support of training.and development in the French reglons to
which the IMPs apply.

These meetings, which were essentlially Inter-regional In character or
involved the three Member States concerned with the IMPs (with, in certain
cases, the particlipation of Portuguese and Spanish national and regional
programming bodies) allowed the participants to exchange experience and
gain a fuller understanding of certain particularly innovative aspects of
the IMPs as, for example, the definitlon and establishment of Indicators to
evaluate the results of the programmes (Ajacclo seminar, June 1988).

1.1.6 Actlvity of the IMPs Advisory Committee

13. In 1988 the IMPs Advisory Committee met seven times. The Committee was
primarily concerned with the anaylsis and formulation of oplinions
concerning the ltalian IMPs (wlth the exception of the Mollse IMP which had
been adopted Iin 1987), the second phase of the Crete IMP and the 1986-87
annual report.

1.2 Application of the principal administrative and institutional
Iinnovations deriving from the |MPs.

1.2.1 Partnershlip

14. The principle of partnership, which was applied during the IMPs
examination phase was seen to play an Increasing role during the
implementation phase. it continues to offer great scope for Iimproving the
measures adopted for each programme, a potential demonstrated progressively
during Implementation by the actlve particlpatlion of different constlituent
elements of the Monltoring Committees.
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The partnership presents, however, a different significance in each of the
phases concerned. During implementation, responsibility for undertaking the
measures In question lies with the natlional or regionai authorities and
cannot be shared with the Commission.

Partnership In this situation implies active presence and exchange, the
role of the Community authorities often being cataliytic as a provider of
impetus.

The presence of Commission officlals has, in fact, helped on more than one
occasion to clarify the objJectives of the measures, speed up the process of
Commission declision-making and define more precisely the content of the
Community’'s contribution.

The contribution of the regional authorities In the specific context of
each Member State has Increased substantially during Implementation. As a
result, the commltment of the parties Involved In the programme has been
clear ity strengthened.

15. The decentralized administration of the programmes and the work of the
Monitoring Committees should also facilitate the mobilization of local
economic forces. This, however, remains varlable from one reglion to
another. The number of Initiatives by beneficiaries that 1t has been
possible to encourage for the second phase has not been satisfactory;
hence, the essential role which publicity and economic promotion measures
must fuifil In future.

1.2.2 Monitoring Committees

16. The principle of partnership became a reality with the establ Ishment of
the Monitoring Committees, which have functioned on a regular baslis In
Greece and France.

The role and operating procedures of the Monitoring Committees (influence
on decislon-making, In particular) have been defined and clarifled during
the year In question. The results are determined by the quality of work and
initiative capacity of the Committee, the chairman playing a decisive role.

in general, the quality of the work performed by the Monitoring Committees
depends on a clear division of responsibility between the partners and on
the commitment of the authorities responsible for Implementing the
measures. |t depends also on the degree of decentralization of the public
authorities invoived. In cases where a large amount of declsion-making or
management responsibliiity remains concentrated centrally, discussion tends
to focus on the fixing of prilorities and coordination at central level.
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17. Experience shows at all events that where the Monitoring Committees
functlon poslitively, they Increase the commitment of the reglonal
authorities and centralized services, which results particularly In more
precise monltoring of the measures, rapid itdentification of blockages and
improved flexlbiilty In programming management.

1.2.3 Monitoring

18. As was mentloned in the previous report,1 each programme contract
provides for the setting-up of a monltoring system to give an objective and
rapid Insight Into the progress of the operations. These systems are
starting to become operational and It seems that they wiil have a decisive
infiluence on the quality of Implementation support measures. Their
effectiveness depends, however, to a large extent on an opening-up of the
information channels of the administrative system concerned and on the
degree of transparency of the legisliative and budgetary frameworks set up.

19. In 1987 the Commission developed an initial computerized prototype
monitoring system which was presented to and discussed with the parties
concerned. This prototype became a basls for subsequent work carried out,
in accordance with the respective spheres of competence, either
independently or, where requested, in collaboration with the Commission.

Hence, in Greece, the analyslis carried out Iin connection with the
setting-up of the monltoring system received Community financing for
technical asslistance. The authorlities In charge of the Implementation of
each IMP became responsible subsequently for adapting the system to thelr
speciflic requirements.

In France, action In thils sphere has been taken on the basis of initlatives
by the reglons. Currently, the information requlred to ensure transparency
and the monltoring of operations is avallable on a manual basis. Work on
computerization Is however, sufficiently advanced to enable the
Introduction of computerized systems to be foreseen as from the beginning
of 1989.

In 1taly, work In this sphere has been conducted by a group of reglons in
association with the Department responsible for the Coordination of
Community Pollicies and with the collaboration of the Commission which has
also provided technical assistance through the financing of consultancy
services. As a result of the work compieted, a computerlzed monltoring
system has already been set up In several reglons (Umbria, Mollise) and |t
is predicted that all the systems should be operaticnal In 1989.

1 Doc. SEC(88)335 final, 27 October 1988.
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20. Jo be comprehensive, these systems also require the establishment and
utillization of physical implementation indicators. The development of this
Important part of monitoring has, however, suffered a certain delay, due
mainly to the Innovatory nature of this approach. There had already been
discussion of the principal methodoliogical problems at the Montpeliier and
Ajacclo seminars and further discussions wlll take place In 1989.

1.2.4 Assessment

21. Each programme contract also provides for the appolintment, on a
proposal by the chalirman of the Monitoring Committee and in agreement with
the Commisslon, of an Independent assessment authority responsible for
examining the quality of Implementation of the programme In the course of
its implementation, for analysing its economic Impact and informing the
Monitoring Committee which, In full cognizance, will then be able to
propose solutions for improving Implementation.

In order to obtain the services of high-grade bodies or experts, the
invitation-to-tender procedure was adopted for selecting assessors.

Hence, In Greece, the central authorities organized at national level an
invitation to tender which led to the drawing-up of a list which, following
certain amendments, was approved by the Commission. The cholce of assessor
for each IMP will be made at the beginning of 1989.

In France, each region concerned conducted its own invitation to tender.
With the agreement of the national authorities, the choice was subsequently
notified to the Commission which has subsequently given Its approval in the
case of the IMPs for Corslica, Aquitaine, PACA and Midi-Pyrénées. A similar
procedure will be used for appointing assessors for the other French IMPs
during the first quarter of 1989.

in ltaly, the procedure chosen by common accord by the regions, the
Government and the Commisslon, was to organize an invitation to tender In
the national press with a view to drawing up a lilst of persons and bodles
from which the regions could make their choice. The Commission conducted
this operation on a technical assistance basis.

1.2.5 Technical assistance

22. The previous report! defined the approached adopted by the Commission
with regard to technical assistance. Whereas in the past this form of
activity consisted primarity of the granting of financing for studies,
often of a general nature, in connection with the preparation of all or
part of a programme, as Implementation has progressed and particularly in
1988 technlical assistance has tended to be more targeted.

1 Doc. SEC(88)355 flnal//27 October 1988.
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Hence, speclal attentlion has been given to analyses of the content of and
mechanisms necessary for the Implementation of <certaln particularly
innovative measures as well as administrative organizational support
measures, notably the introduction of the monitoring systems.

At the present stage of the programmes, technical assistance Is moblillzed
in the following three ways:

1) use of funds sarmarked for certaln particular measures (feasliblllity
study prior to the Iimplementation of measures such -as advanced
services In respect of SMEs, for exampie);

(L) use of the measures desligned for this purpose In the context of
each IMP, the "implementation" sub-programme providing for funds
for requlirements in terms of analyses/studies, training and
informatlion;

(iin) use of Community budget heading 5652 concerning technical
assistance.

23.From a brief assessment of all technical assistance In connection wlth
the iIMPs, the following conclusions can be made:

(a) Specific studles focusing on precise requirements and based on
clearly defined terms of reference are very useful; this type of
operation should be developed;

(b) a general brief given to a consultant not involved In the
administration |Is warranted only where the administration has
proved deficlent, if the sltuation Iis one in which the results are
assimilated by all sectlons of the administration concerned and in
so far as the consultant’'s work Is governed by policy oblectives
defined by the authorities;

(c) particular [mportance |s attached to administratlive organizatlonal
support, for example In terms of technical aspects relating to
computerization and notably follow-up operations, to the management
and preparation of executive projects, to training and the
provision of Information for administrative staff, etc.; In all
cases, the objective Is the effective transfer to nationa! staff of
factual knowiedge and procedural know-how plus the opportunity to
exchange experlence;

(d) the presence of Commission officials on the spot plays a vital role
In terms of the motivatlon, advice and I[nformation they can
provide; this presence should be strengthened, but extra
consideration needs to be given to the questions of cost and
utility.

Over and above this, technical! assistance clearily depends on the content
glven to this retatively recent sector of activity in the context of the
use made of Community structural Iinstruments. In this connection, although
it |s not appropriate yet to speak in terms of strategy, the Commission
approach is to fulfil requirements on the basis of maximum flexibillty.
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24. The Importance must be stressed of a permanent process of motivation,
informatlon and experlience exchange, a process In which the Commission has
engaged through the financing of measures in support of training and
development in the IMP reglons. These measures, conducted on a partnership
basis by the regional and national authorities responsible for the IMPs,
with the Commission in jolint participation, have Involved the organization
of a serles of activities (seminars, working parties, vislts/exchanges,
publication of brochures), and the briefing/training of the regional public
officlals and soclal and economic agencies Involved in the IMPs. This
approach, which has operated well in France (resulting in the training of
more than 3 000 persons since the end of 1985), has nhot yet been put into
effect In Greece and |taly. .

At the end of 1988, the Commission also decided to set up, for
implementation of the IMPs, an intermediate support structure to be given
responsibility, on the basis of the Iintegrated approach and principles
under lying the partnership, for organizing seminars and working parties on
a range of relevant Issues/themes aimed at encouraging the Iimplementation
of the programmes.

it should be noted that, broadly speaking, technical assistance In the
majority of cases has been provided following a Commission proposal and
that since many regions experiencing problems In implementation have so
far had no recourse to technical assistance, information on the
opportunities available under Regulation No 2088/85 would prove useful.

1.2.6 Financlal channels

27. Implementation of the Integrated approach has resulted In the
introduction of new legal frameworks and new administrative procedures. The
new frameworks have already, at all events In Greece and ltaly, produced
greater transparency in actlivities concerning the IMPs and should ensure
increased security in terms of financlal coverage of the measures in
question.

28. Hence, In Italy, the regions have. had drawn up a regional law covering
acceptance of the IMP and an amendment of the structure of their regional
budgets. The amended regional budget is broken down so as to show clearly,
for each measure, the origin and allocation of the reglional, national and
Community contributions. An experimental procedure has also been
successfully conducted Involving direct payment of funds from heading 5§51
and ERDF resources. However, the resulits of the activation of more direct
financlal channels remain to be assessed In the context of the operation of
the National Rotation Fund provided for in the programme contracts and the
delay In the introduction of this mechanism constitutes a serious handicap
for the implementation of the IMPs In Iltaly.
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29. In accordance wlth the programme contracts, the Itallan reglons have
also created a cash fund |In order to pay advances to the finat
benefliciaries and thus speed up the implementation. The operation of thls
instrument should be evaluated once the Itallan |IMPs are functlionling
smoothly.

30. In Greece, the regional! budgets do not yet exist; the principatl
innovation with regard to financlal channels concerns the national budget
and the public bodies’ budget within which a number of innovations were
introduced from 1988. These amount basically to the separate identification
of commltment proposals concerning each measure for each [IMP and the
granting of an overall IMP appropriation In favour of the prefectures.

31. In France, although budgetary transparency has currently been achleved,
the rigidity of the budget system has not allowed any Innovation In this
sphere. Flnanclal! coverage Is achleved at present In the contracts under
the plan and annual allocatlions are entered In the regionalized sectoral
budgets which Include a breakdown according to origin - national or
Community.

it should be noted, however, that In Languedoc-Roussillon and In the
Department of Drdme, experiments are currently in hand employing liquid
funds to provide advance payments to final beneficlaries.

1.3.1 Impact of the programmes

It is too soon yet to make an exhaustive assessment of the Impact of the
programmes, especially since the physical indicators are not yet available.
Some comments can, however, be made.

The essentially rurail nature of the regions concerned has resulted in the
agricultural sub-programmes recelving a relatively large share of
attentlion. By comparison wlth the inltial applications by the
Member States, the emphasis on agriculture, although considerable, has been
remodelled and to some extent redlirected towards varietal and product
converslon and structural support measures. At the same time, speclal
attention has been given to diversification Into activities other than
agriculture (notably farm tourism) through support for SMEs and busliness
services. Special attention has accordingly been glven to tralning under
the IMPs.

The majority of the |[IMP reglons contain areas of great ecological
Importance. In each |IMP, bhabitats of special importance have been
identifled and described.
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Any Intervention In such habitats requires an impact study to be carried
out in accordance with Councli Directive 85/337/EEC concerning any adverse
effects on the environment and 1iIn particular on major conservation
potential in areas of particular value from this point of view. The results
of such Impact studies have to be sent to the Commission before work may
commence.

In general terms, the specification sheet concerning each measure also
contalns a section concerning the impact, if any, on the environment.
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Chapter 2. Allocatlion and utllization of resources

2.1 Financial estimates
2.1.1 Estimates of expendliture and financing by the Communlity budget

1. Taken together the 29 IMPs approved by the Commission represent a total
expenditure of about ECU 7 bililion to which the Community budget
contributes 3.2 billlon, 52% In the flirst phase1. Compared with the budget
allocatlon provided for under Regulatlon No 2088/85 of ECU 4.1 billion
(2.5 billion from the Funds and 1.6 billion from the supplementary budget)
the current allocatlon represents 78% of Community resources made available
to the IMPs.

2. The distribution of applications by Member State and corresponding
expendlture In respect of approved IMPs was as follows:

(milllon ecu)
National applications{2) IAmounts approved { x i
- }
Total Communi ty Total Communi ty
expenditure budget expenditure budget (3 /(1) 1(4)/(2)
' [ I ‘
q) (2) | (3) | (4) b (5) | (6)
French IMPs 4785 (3) 1402 (3) 1232.7 (4) 360.8 (4) (4) (4)
Greek IMPs 3670 2297 3213.6 1828.5 88 80
Italiaon IMPs 5791 2413 2568.0 1009.6 44 42
TOTAL 14246 6112 I 7014.3 l 3198.7 I 49 | 52

* Amounts proposed in the discussion approving the IMP.

(1) For detalls of the French, Greek and Italian IMPs, see tables 1 in
Annex 1.

(2) Calculated using the conversion rates of March 1987: ECU 1 =
FF 6.87112/DR 151.413/L!T 1468.79.

(3) For the total period.

(4) Only first phase; percentage irrelevant.
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3. The breakdown of Community assistance by financing source is as follows:

(mililon ecu)
Total Article 551 | EAGGF ERDF ESF Fisheries !
French IMPs 360.6 133.2 67.9 101.2 54.7 3.6
Greek IMPs 1828.5 763.3 280.6 691.4 90.4 2.6
Italion IMPs | 1009.6 353.9 253.9 291.8 92.6 17.4
TOTAL 3198.7 1250.4 602.4 1084.4 | 237.7 23.6

2.1.2 The estimated utilization of resources of the IMP budget heading.

4. The budget heading established by Article 11 of the IMP Regulatlon2

was allocated ECU 1.6 blllion, of which 1.25 billlon (78%) was allocated as
follows:
(mifllion ecu)

Total Sole aid Aid suppiementing Fund aid

million |million ecu % million ecu %

oecu

French IMPs 133.2 126.3 95 6.9 5
Greek IMPs 763.3 404.0 53 359.3 47
Italian IMPs 353.9 335.1 95 18.8 6.8
TOTAL 1250.4 865.4 69 385 30.8

T Regulation (EEC) No 4028/86.
2 Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85, 15 July 1985.
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Details for the IMPs are given In Table 2 of Annex 1.

For ali the IMPs budget Article 551 was used to finance the implementation
sub-programmes. This part represents on average 3.7% of the total (1.2% in
France, 2.6% In Greece and 6.8% In ltaly).

Following the examination phase of the Italian IMPs which are analysed In
detail In Chapter 3 (para. 3.4.1), In France and Italy, the IMP heading
resources were mainly used to flnance measures that are not eliglble for
the structural Funds, or to Intervene In reglions or areas excluded from the
EROF and EAGGF Guidance aid. In Greece about half the IMP figure was used
to reinforce Community assistance provided under the Fund.

The principal measures to be financed solely by Article 5§51 are:

- rural redevelopment operations such as farm tourism, recreation,
forestry, the environment, etc.;

- research, agricultural experimentation and advisory services, especlially
for the development of new products or varieties;

- agricultural conversion, including Irrigation, support measures and
animal husbandry;

- research, technlcal assistance and promotion for small businesses and
the crafts, especlaily support for innovation;

- development of busliness services, especlially financlal services In the
Centre-North of Italy, and services not eligible for ERDF aid
(factoring).

2.1.3 Estimated utilization of EIB loans.
5. Indicative estimates of the utillzation of EIB icans are glven below:

(mlllion ecu)

Loans million ecu Community subsidies Ratio of loans:
subsidies X%

French IMPs! 180 360.6 S0
Greek IMPs 655 1828.5 36
Italion IMPs 677 1009.6 67
TOTAL 1512 3198.7 47

1 First phase only
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Under Article 10(2) of Regulation No 2088/85, the Iloan faclilities that
could be available to the IMPs amounted to ECU 2.5 billion. This estimate
places the utilization of EIB loans at 60%¥ excluding a possible growth in
the second phase of the French [MP.

In the Itallan IMPs, loan financing mainly concerns smali manufacturing
enterprises and the hotel trade. They are managed through the technique of
global loans. Some ald for Infrastructure projects Is also envisaged in
southern ltaly.

Iin Greece, apart from financing small business investments, Community loans
are intended for Irrigation and iInfrastructure, mainly rural.

In France, the expected assistance covers a fairly varied range of measures
in the agricuiture, fisheries, Industry/crafts and tourism sectors,
Iincluding for example water control measures (including Irrigation), rurat
infrastructure, processing agricultural produce, road, port, airport,
industrial and tourlist Infrastructure, and Iloans In support of the
development of accommodation capacity.

2.2 Utilization of Community budget appropriations
2.2.1 Take-up rates

6. On 31 December 1988, the accumulated mobilization of Community budgetary
assistance provided for under the programme contract was as follows:

Commitments (million ecu) Payments (miliion ecu) x
Planned effected Planned sottled 2/1  4/2  4/3
(M (2) (3 (4) (5) (6) (7
French IMps 360.8 328.6 228.9 169.4 91 52 74
Greek IMPs 683.4 629.6 467.1 398.1 92 63 85
Italion IMPs 148.4 130.7 65.1 39.6 88 30 61
TOTAL 1192.6 1088.9 761.1 607.1 91 56 80

» Indicative amounts provided for in the IMP approval decisions.
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Detailed Information by IMP Is glven In Tables 3, 4 and 5§ of Annex 1 and |s
analysed In Chapters 3 to 5§ of this report. It should, however, be noted
that In the case of the Italian IMPs an analysis of the take-up rates |Is
not relevant at present, given that 1988 was mainly devoted to completing
the examination and concluding programme contracts.

The take-up rates of Community appropriations depends on the progress of
work in the field and actual expenditure. The take-up rates of Community
appropriations In the table below, although presenting a good rate of
implementatlon, do not always correspond exactly to the state of progress
of measures, on account of the various Community commitment and payment
techniques. When the regulations permit,the operatlons can recelve
advances, the balance to be pald on completion of the work. The exchange
rates used for the analysis of the progress of work necessarity differ from
the rates used for flnal payment (rate of the month In which the
Member State presents the final payment ctaim).

7. An analysis by source of Community financing produces the following
results:

Article 551 EAGGF  ERDF ESF Fisheries! Total
Commitments — X of implementation of estimotes Commi tment

French IMPs 100 78 84 101 57 91

Greek IMPs 99 85 87 104 o] 92

Italian IMPs 100 66 84 151 _ 89 TOTAL
Payments — % of commitments settied Poyments

French IMPs 56 1 67 58 5 52

Greek IMPs 60 82 63 50 0 63

Itallan IMPs 33 36 8 50 _ 30

TOTAL 55 S0 61 55 5 56

1 Regulation (EEC) No 4028/86.
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The difference observed between the take-up rates are due In part to the
differences In commitment and payment procedures. The ERDF and Article 551
are managed globally by annual instaiments Iin respect of which advance
payments are made. By contrast, financing from the Social Fund and under
Regulation (EEC) No 4028/86 Is on the basis of projects. In the case of
EAGGF, both systems exist - certaln operations under the Medlterranean
package (afforestation, irrigation, rural infrastructures and zootechnics)
are managed as programmes (indirect operations) and sometimes as projects
(direct operations) afforestation, rural Iinfrastructures, projects under
Regulation (EEC) No 355/85.

These differences In financing arrangements resulting from Article 12 of
Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85 make the financlial management of programmes a
complex matter. This is particularly the case where, on justified economic
grounds, the special IMP heading comes into play to supplement assistance
from a Fund.

2.2.2 Implementation of 1988 budget

8. The global use in 1988 of specific IMP articles was as follows, the
detalls being provided In Table 6 of Annex 1

Article 551 (Article 11 of Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85)

Budget Commi tment appropriations Payment appropriations
Articles Availability Implementation availabitity Imp lementation
m ecu x m ecu %
initial final
551 270,8 (2) 98,2 137.7 148.7+ 89.9

* Transfer from Articles 550 and 552.

2 Including ECU 140.8 million carried forword from 1987.
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Article 550 (preparatory actions and studies) and Article 5§52 (technical
assistance

Budget Commitment appropriations Payment opbropriotlons
Articles availability implementation availability Imp lementation
m ecu % m ecu %
initial final
550 - - 14,8 6,8 33.8
552 6,0 15.7 4,0 1,0 23,9

The take-up rates In retatlon to budget estimates are very satisfactory In
the case of Article 551 for which ECU 11 mlition in appropriations had to
be pald from Articles 550 and 552.

9. The approprlations avallable in 1988 were allocated as follows as
regards Article 551 of the Community budget.

Commi tments (m ecu) Payment (m ecu)
instal— 86 instal— 87 instal—- 88 Total instal- 86 instal- 87 inatal- 88 Total
ment ment ment ment ment ment
French IMPs —_ _ . 60.4 60.4 3.6 2.0 28.8 34.4
Greek IMP8 —_— —— 151.7 151.7 7.6 12.7 75.5 95.8
[talian IMPs —_— 2.3 51.5 53.8 —_— 1.4 16.7 18.1

TOTAL —_ 2.3 263.6 265.9 11.2 16.1 121.0 148.3
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10. The approprlations and thelir wutillization, as referred to above,
developed as follows:
Availability (m ecu) Imp fementation Implementation Carryover
' {m ecu) ] (m ecu) (m ecu)
Commitment appropriations
1985 120 — _— 120.0
1986 330 15.5 5 104.5 210.0
1987 350.8 187.5 54 22.5 140.8
1988 270.8 (1) 265.9 98 4.9 o
Payment appropriations
1985 — —_— —_— —_—
1986 118.0 7.6 6 —_— 110.4
1987 178.1 103.9 58.3 6.5. 67.7
1988 148.7 (2) 148.6 99.9 0.1 _

The take-up rates for 1986 estimates are of
proposals were presented during that year and only one

little significance. The IMP
IMP was approved

(Crete). Consequently, in 1986 only commitments and the payment of the 50%

advance on the first annual

In 1987,
the other Greek IMPs, for the French

instalment of this

the commitments for the 1986 and 1987

IMP were made.

IMPs and for the ltalian

instalments were made for

IMP In the

Molise region. The payments correspond to advances on these commitments and
to the balances of the 86 instalments for the Crete IMP and the French IMPs
with the exception of those in the Midi-Pyrénées and PACA regions. '

The still relatively low rates for 1987 are due to longer than expected
delays In processing ltalian IMPs and certain difficulties in launching the
French and Greek programmes.

In 1988, however, the take-up rates show the French and Greek IMPs In full
operation. From a budget point of view, the delay in launching a number of
Italian [IMPs has even been offset by Greek and French achievements. In
1988, all commitment appropriations were used. The payments made in 1988
corresponded to advances on the Iinstalments for the year, payments of 1986
balances stlll due and the balance of 1987 Instalments for the Dréme,
Northern Greece and Eastern Central Greece IMPs. :

' Inctuding ECU 130 million for 1988.
including ECU 70 million for 1988 and ECU 11 million transferred from
budget Articles 550 and 552.
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However, Iin relation to the total budget allocation of 1.6 billion the
commitments amounting to ECU 468.9 milllon represent current implementation
of around 29%. Thls slituation implles a greater effort in the
Implementation of the programme to achleve full wutilization of the

appropriations by 1993.
2.3 Community approprlations not allocated during the first phase

11. At the end of the flrst phase of processing, 78% of the amounts
provided for In Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85 have been al!located. The
remaining 22% or ECU 901 million is made up of a reserve of ECU 171 million
to be used in Greece during the second phase and ECU 730 million to be
allocated during the second phase of the French IMPs and for the financing
of additional measures under Itallan IMPs.

As regards the allocatlon of the Greek reserve, it is planned to give
priority to the financing of productive actlvities.

12. By virtue of the prlorities adopted for each programme, it should be
noted that the |IMPs system will allow certain appropriations to be
transferred from measures In respect of which the rate of utilization is
inadequate compared wlith the forecasts to measures the Impiementation of
which Is satisfactory or to finance new measures.

2.4 The utiiization of EIB loans

The following table sets out the amounts invoived in EIB operations during
1988 for each IMP:

Loans (m ecu) Loans {m ecu) Percentage
86/99 estimotes 86/88 implementation

French IMPs

— Aquitaine —_— 30 0

- Midi-Pyrénées 16.6 40 39

— Languedoc~Roussillon —_ 30 0

- PACA 42.9 55 78

- Corsica — 10 0

— Dréme —_ 7.5 o]

~ Ardéche — 7.5 0

- Total 58.5 180 32.5
Greek IMPs

- Attica 0.6 30 2

— Central and Eastern Greece 0.9 30 3

— Information technology 1.6 5 32

~ Northern Greece 1.9 55 3

— Western Greece Peloponnese 5.1 50 10

— Crete 12.5 60 21

— Aegean Islands — 24 0

- Total 22.6 254 8.9

Overall total (France/Greeca) 81.1 434 18.7
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From this It is clear that overall the rate of utillzation of EIB loans is
very low. Regulation (EEC) No 2088/85 on the IMPs glves an estimate of EIB
loans over seven years of ECU 2.5 billion and the estimated take-up
currently entered In the IMPs is ECU 1.5 billion' or 60%. In terms of
implementation (1986-1988) the loans actually granted In France and Greece
amount to ECU 81.1 milllion of an estimate of ECU 434 miliion, i.e. 18.7% of
the estimates over that period.

Certaln difficultles in using EIB loans which had been pointed out In the
first report were confirmed (modest scale of approved Iinvestments,
importance of systems of subsidies in the least prosperous regions,
unattractiveness of EIB loans and situations speciflic to each of the three
Member States concerned)Z.

Moreover, the preference for global loans also gives rise to certain
problems In identifying projects to be included In the IMPs and those
forming part of the normal activities of the EIB. Global loans are managed
by reglonal and national flinancial Institutions which operate essentially
on a project by project basis and are not necessarily aware of the
Incluslion of a specific project In an IMP or another programme.

In this connection, one possible solution will be to establish mutual
Information channels between the financial institutions, programme managers
and Monitoring Committees. At the same time, it is necessary to examine to
what extent management by the financlial institutions acting as
Intermediaries could be organized on a programme by programme basis.

1 It should be noted however that the French estimate relates only to the

first phase.
2 Doc. SEC(88)375 flnal/,/pages 33 and 34.
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Chapter 3: The Italian [MPs

Organizatlional aspects

3.1.1 Administrative organization and the apportionment of responsibliities

1. In ltaly, as a resuilt of decentrallzation and the responsiblilities
incumbent on the regions, the latter have naturally played a vital role In
the examination of the IMPs and w!il continue to play this role during

implementation.

The regional authoritles are responsible for the implementation of the IMP
measures, the execution being entrusted to varlious kinds of subregional
local authority or speciallzed pubiic or private organizations as the case
may be.

2. At central level, the department for the coordination of Community
policies (coming under the Prime Minister’'s Office) Is responsibie for the
coordinatlion of examination and Implementation and represents the central
authorities on the Monitering Committee.

3. Within each regional authority, an ‘Assessorato’ (assessment department)
is responsible for coordination o¢of the whole programme. Normally this
department is responsible for planning and liaison with the European
Community. In some cases, however, assessment departments with sectoral
responsibilitles are responsible for coordination. For example, this Is the
case for the Emllia-Romagna IMP where this responsibility devolives on the
assessment department responsible for agriculture.

The mobillization of departments with sectoral responsibilities varies from
one reglion to another during the examination phase. For implementation,
however, the general rule is that each sectoral department Is responsible
for measures within his field of competence and is responsible for his own
subprogrammes on the Monitoring Committee.

3.1.2 Monitoring Committees

4. The programme contract provides that the Chairman of the Monitoring
Committee should be the President of the Giunta Reglonale or his delegate.

As a rule the secretariat of the Committee is provided by a high level
official from the department responsible for coordination. Subprogrammes
are wusually the responsiblliity of senlor officials In the sectoral
department concerned.
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5. Since the meetings which took place In 1988, apart from Molise, were
only held to launch the work, It Is too early to assess the effectiveness
of the Monltoring Committees. Equalily, It Is too early to assess the
effectiveness of the participation of the local and social forces expected
to cooperate In the programme contracts.

3.1.3 Financial mechanisms

6. Under the Italian budgetary system, programmes and investment projects
in reglons are decided by the responsible authorities within the limits of
the resources aliocated to them, by subsector, from the State budget. The
Mezzogiorno regions which benefited from special Iintervention under
Law 64/85 are required to prepare regional development plans to serve as a
basis for the allocation of additional resources provided under this law.

Since the usual resources were allocated to programmes underway, the IMPs
called for additional national resources to be made available.

The delay Iin the allocatlon of additional resources to regions in the
Centre-North gave rise to problems In Implementing the measures.In the
first year some regions resorted to bank locans. In the case of regions in
the south an additional appropriation of LIT 1 200 biltion (about
ECU 800 million) under Article 13 of Law 64/85! was granted in
November 1988. Thus, there are no major problems In funding IMP measures in
these regions.

7. The programme contracts and Itallan legislation (see Law 183 of
16 April 1987) provide for the establishment of a natlional revolving fund.

Natlional resources for this fund will be suppiied by the central and
Community authorlities and will facilitate the organization of financlal
flows to meet regional Implementation needs. Each contract programme

provides for the creation in each region of a fund in the form of a special
cash account, which is based on Community and national advance payments and
will be able to make advances to the final beneficiaries of the measures. .

Until the national revolving fund becomes operatlional, the first Community
advances, in agreement with the national authorities, will be paid directly
into the regions’ accounts.

1 This covers the national part of pubtic financing for projects receiving
Community assistance./

7
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8. The reglons have altered thelir budgetary laws In order to:

- provide for a breakdown of receipts obtained under the IMP (national and
Community) and planned expenditure under the same heading (breakdown by
measure and source of flnancing - regional, natlonal,or Community);

- set up a fund'to pay advances to beneficlaries.

This method wlll increase the transparency of budgets, ensure financing and
provide more flexibllity for management thus facilitating the completion of
Individual measures.

These mechanisms have been In operation in some regions in the Centre-North
and In Mollse and Abruzzo In 1988. They were developed with a view to
becoming operational early In 1989 In the other reglons of Italy.

3.2 Implementation

9. Implementation of the measures in the [tallan IMPs had to be delayed on
account of the late signature of the programme contract. The situation of
the IMPs In the Centre-North differs from the situation of the Mezzoglorno
IMPs.

10. In the Centre-North, despite difficulties associated with financing
problems, programmes have been effectively launched, especlially concerning
agriculture and certaln key measures In subprogrammes supporting small
businesses. In particular,  studles on financial or other services to
businesses are beglinning to clarify the content of the respective measures.
In the Mezzogiorno, only the IMPs for which the programme contracts were
concluded before the summer (Molise, Abruzzo, Basillcata) were actually
launched.

In short, the following brief comments can be made about each IMP:

(a) Emilla-Romagna. Implementation of the Emilla-Romagna IMP can be
regarded as exemplary in the ltallan context. The situation as regards the
accounts in 1988 Is as follows: almost 72% of the appropriations granted
for 1988 have been committed and a sum corresponding to 20% of the
committed appropriations has been disbursed.

With respect to physical Implementation, 21 out of a total of 31 measures
were launched In 1988. Implementation of vocatlional tralning,
reafforestation and genetic improvement measures Is the most satisfactory.
Measures concerning the tourism subprogramme have reached cruising speed as
has Investment support. Steps taken wlth respect to the other measures seem
to ensure that nearly all the measures Included in the programme will be
Implemented in the near future.
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(b) Umbria. On the whole, Implementation of the programme Is satisfactory
despite the difficulty of obtaining the financing for which the central
authority is responsible; this necessitated recourse to a loan.

The measures extending previous activities have absorbed the funds as
planned.

New measures have been launched or have reached the stage of advanced
planning. In particular, with regard to job creation measures, an Inftial
selection of entrepreneurs has been made: new entities have been set up to

manage services centres, research on special materlals and services for
tour ism.

(¢) Liguria. In 1988, two measures relating to the guarantee fund and
venture capltal company were launched. For the rest of the programme, the
reglon has prepared for the approval of 31 projects representing about 40%
of the planned Investment for 1988-90. Some 48%¥ of these operations concern
the agriculture sector, 27% tourism and 25X support for small businesses.

(d) Toscana. The difficulties in launching this IMP, particularly the
agriculture subprogramme were caused by the lack of financial cover for the
part to be paid by the central authority. The region had recourse to a loan
or a transfer of funds from budget Items Initially unrelated to the IMPs:
thus, with the exception of agriculture, out of a budget of ECU 36 million,
34 million were committed up to the end of 1988. In the case of
non-agricultural sectors, some measures were launched in 1988, for example
services to small businesses, particular!y technological Innovation and the
crafts areas.

In the forestry subprogramme, reafforestation and support for processing
are underway. .

(e) Marche. On 31 December, payments In favour of the flnal beneficlaries
amounted to no more than 5.25% of planned expenditure. Commitments made by
the reglon In respect of final beneficiarles accounted for about 30% of the
1988 budget. The operations, however, concern only the first two
subprogrammes (industry and agriculture).
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An analysis by subprogramme shows that the only measures to be Initlatéd
concern vocational training and technological Innovation (100% commitment)
of the Industry subprogramme and measures concerning reafforestation,
Infrastructure and tourist itinerarles (100% commitment) and to vocational
training (35% commitment) of the agriculture subprogramme. In some cases -
in particular the setting up of new venture caplital companies and
completion of a prelliminary feasibllity study on the Implementation of the
measure concerning advanced services - the measures have been launched but
the preliminary phases have not given rise to payments.

(f) Northern Adriatic lagoons. It should be noted that of the three
regional subprogrammes, only the subprogramme for Friuli-Venezia Giulia was
launched In 1988 with a rate of expenditure close to 85% of the cost of the
subprogramme. . Work affecting the other two reglions (Vensto and

Emilla-Romagna) wlll not start untl) 1989 due to a delay In identifying the
source of the naticnal share of financing.

(g) Bastlicata. Despite the detay due to late conclusion of the programme
contract, some measures were launched in 1988. They concerned the snow
route, the promotion of tourism and the crafts.

With respect to the latter subprogramme, a preliminary feasibillty study
carried out before setting up an information technology network between the
training centres had been completed. For the other measures, there is a
formal undertaking on the part of the reglion with respect to the final
beneficiarles. With respect to traditlional measures (farm tourlism, the
hotel trade and In part the guarantee fund for craftsmen) which are part of
the reglonal ald scheme, regional commlitments to date exceed the
programming.

(h) Mollse. Although this was the first Italian IMP to be approved the
level of Implementation of the measures Is very low compared with the other
Mezzogiorno (MPs. The delay |Is largely accounted for by administrative
formalities connected wlth the amendment of the regional budget and
conscol ldatlon of the necessary legal bases for measures.
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The only measure to be effectively launched concerns tourist Itineraries.
With. regard to leasing, the procedures for financial transfer to the
organization responsible for Implementation have been completed; an
in-depth examination of the situation arising from the application of the
law on special intervention In the Mezzoglorno (Law 64/85) has led the
reglonal authorities to propose an amendment to the content of the measure.
In addition, at the request of the regional authorities and in order to
respect the provisions of regional legislation, the measure relating to
rural Infrastructure has been subject to an amendment to the flinancial
aspect.

(1) Abruzzo. The period running from the date of the Commission Declislon
(25 March) to-the year end was malnly used to formulate the regional law
for the reception of the IMP and to amend the regional budget. Although on
31 December no payment had been made, about 55% of the annual amount for
1988 Is accounted for by projects the administrative examination of which
is nearing completion. Implementation of financlal engineering measures Is
linked to the conclusions of the feasiblility study on real services to
businesses and the operational launch of the FIRA (Finanziara Regione
Abruzzo). Two measures (rural! and productive Infrastructure) have been the
subject of a request for amendment.

(}) With respect to the other Mezzogiorno |IMPs, delays in launch are
largely accounted for by late completion of the examination and conclusion
of the programme contracts. In some cases, some traditiona! measures or
measures under way before completion of the examination are being carried
out. In other cases, only a few projects were prepared, some where the
administrative formalities had not yet been completed, for example, the
amendment to the structure of the reglonal budget. It Is also expected that
some difficulties will be encountered In Implementing the financlal
englineering measures. Apart from the Innovatory aspect of these measures,
Law 64/85 (speclal interventlon In the Mezzogiorno) has provided for an ald
scheme that |Is more favourable than the ald mechanism Instituted under
certain IMPs (for example, the leasing measure in Molise).
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3.3 Allocatlion and utillzation of resources
3.3.1 FInanclal estimates
11. The distribution by IMP of amounts corresponding both to total

expendlture and Community budgetary contributions is glven In Annex 1
(Table 1). Of a total expenditure of about ECU 2.6 milllion, the Community

budgetary contribution of ECU 1 bllliion is broken down as follows:
(ml-lllon ecu)
Community Article|% EAGGF % ERDF .4 ESF X Flsheries y 4
assistance 551
Total
1010 354 35 254 25 292 |29 93 9 17 2
The forecast loan financing from the EIB is some ECU 677 million.
Overall, total expenditure will be divided as follows:
{mililon ecu)
Total % EEC % Central % Region % Private %
cost assistance government funds
2568 100 1010 39 310 12 789 31 459 18

12. The resources under budget Article 551 were used to finance measures
for which the Funds, on account of their condlitions of eligibillty, could
not Intervene. These resources have been concentrated on IMPs In the
Mezzoglorno regions for certain types of measures:

- promotion of new or traditional crops and varietal Improvement of
agricultural products supported by research, experiments, dissemination
of iInformation and, |f necessary, Irrigation;

- special animal husbandry operations;

- promotion of the establishment of new small businesses or crafts units,
including economic activities and training;

- support for factoring.
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In the Centre-North regions, apart from intervention financed through the
ERDF (financial engineering, business services, Industrial and tourist
Infrastructure and development of accommodation capacity) and the EAGGF
(processing and marketing agricuttural produce, forestry, rural
infrastructure, animal husbandry) financing under budget Article 551
covered:

- animal husbandry (special measures);
- research, experiments and agricultural services;

- commercial promotion in all sectors and a number of other measures In
the agriculture sector.

13. EIB loans are almost everywhere Intended to Intervene by granting
globa! loans to small businesses (industry and the hotel trade) their use
to be promoted mainiy through operations involving publicity and activities
planned in the IMP.

3.3.2 Take-up rates

14. It was noted (Chapter 2-2.2) that in the case of the Italian IMPs |t
was hot yet possible to prepare a statement of the actual take-up rates?t.
In 1988 financial operations covered only:

- the commitment of the first annual tranches of measures financed under
ERDF programmes and Article 551, together with European Soclal Fund
operations for all the IMPs that were signed;

- payment of first advances In respect of commitments for IMPs In the
Centre-North (excluding Liguria) and the Lazlo, Abruzzo and Molise |MPs
with respect to Article 551; )

- payment of the first ERDF advance to the Abruzzo IMP;
- payment of European Social Fund operations;

- commitment and payment of EAGGF programmes In the Centre-North regions
and Molise.

The take-up rates of estimated commltments are the result of a more or less
significant delay In the slignature of the contracts, and In respect of
payments oniy reflect the stage reached in launching the programmes (Tables
3.3, 4.3 and 5.3 In Annex 1). For the Italian programmes, take-up rates can
be estimated only for 1989, the first year of full execution of all the
IMPs .

1 For differences compared with the take-up rates (3.3) see chapter 2,
para. 6.
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Chapter 4, The Greek IMPs

4.1 Organlzationa! aspects
4.1.1 Adminlstrative organlization and the apportionment of responsibilities

1. Greek IMP negotiations were conducted with the central authorities. The
Greek authorities had embarked on a process of decentralizaton and the |MPs
have endeavoured to encourage this wlith regard to responsibilities for
monltoring and implemention.

The regional secretarlats (periferiarchs) which have been set up In the
meantime for the 13 programming regions have assumed an important role In
monitoring the programme - as a rule they chair the Monitoring Commlttees
and are therefore responsible for coordinating Implementation.

The activitles of these authorities are, however, Iimited by the fact that
they do not yet have an executive role or their own budget. In many cases
the administrative structure of the regional secretariats was inadequate in
1988.

2. Although the wvarious ministries involved maintain most of the
responsibility for Implementing measures, the local authorities (nomoi)
none the less currently manage about 20% of total expenditure.

The minlistries which have most say in implementing IMP measures are in
general the Ministry of Agriculiture, the Ministry of Publlc Works and the
Ministry of National Economy which, apart from direct responsibility for
implementing certain key measures, in particular productive investment aid,
is in charge of the general coordination of the IMPs. The ministries often
use their regional offlces for thls work - as Is the case with the Ministry
of Agriculture, for example.

Responsibliity for carrying out certain IMP measures Is also borne by
bodles dlrectly answerable to the ministries, one the of the most important
of which is EOMMEX! which is In charge of all aids to SMEs, and other
independent organizatlions, particulariy public undertakings such as
electricity and oil, etc.

3. The apportlionment of sectoral and geographical responsibllilities creates
a complex management system for the implementation of the programme and
problems may arise, above all In gathering information. This situation has
highllghted the need for carefu! coordination by the regional authorities
for each IMP and by the Ministry of Natlional Economy for all the IMPs,
partlicularly in the case of horizontal problems.

1 Hellenic organization for the developmént of SMEs and the craft sector.
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4.1.2 Monitoring Committees
4. The Monltoring Committees are chalred by:

- elther the secretary general (periferlarchs) when the IMP covers a
single region;

- or one of the secretaries general of the regions concerned when there
are several;

- or by the secretary general of the ministry responsible for all the
regions covered by the IMP, as Is the case for Northern Greece. The
periferiarchs are Involved In the Implementation of the IMPs and form
part of the Monltoring Committee - their participation is none the less
patchy;

- or by a senior clvil servant from the national administration Iin the
case of the Information technology IMP.

5. Officlals from the regional services of the ministries or from public
undertakings Involved in the I[IMPs are responsible for the subprogrammes.
These officlials are seconded to the Ministry of Natlional Economy for the
purposes of the Monitoring Committees. The lack of Institutionallization of
these Committees has gliven rise to organizational problems (payment of
travel expenses, grade compared with those with whom they have to deal,
for example) which have been compounded Iin most cases by practical
difftculties, particularly with regard to equipment, Installations and
communications.

6. The Ilocal authorities (nomoi), chambers of commerce, agricultural
cooperatives, communal and professional assoclations take part Iin the
meetings of the Monitoring Committee, sometimes playing an active role for
certain specific topics. This participation ensures that Information about
the progress of the programme Is effectively channelled through to Iits
benefliciaries, thereby increasing their commltment.

7. The Monitoring Committees worked hard during 1988 and generally to a
high standard. Above all, their work has helped to Identlify the major
stumbling blocks to Implementation. Basically these are to be found in:

- measures unsuited to needs and capaclities (for example, the project to
computerize the Ministry of Health In the information technology IMP);

- national decislion-making processes (productive investment aid schemes
finally approved at the end of the first half of the year and since then
running smoothliy);
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- national bodies with programming difficutties and probiems In
imp lement Ing measures (EOMMEX, EOT!, ELSIP; for example);

- systems for disseminating Information to the reglons on sectoral
pollcles and mechanisms (e.g. agriculture, tourism.)

8. Ifdentifying such difficulties Is of no avall unless It clears the
bottle-necks. Bodies with major problems have been Invited to Commlittee
meetings to explaln thelir difficulties; the chalrmen of the Commlttees have
establ Ished contact with the central directorates of these bodies.

Since most of the bottle-necks occur at central level, which is Iinevitable
since the ministries are responsible for Implementing about 80% of the
measures, the Ministry of Economic Affalrs has a vital role to play in
finding appropriate solutions.

e

4.1.3 Financial! mechanisms

9. Most budgetary decislons concerning the IMPs are taken under the pubiic
investment programme organized by the Ministry of Economic Affairs on the
basls of an overall ceiling set by the MInistry of Finance and proposals by
the relevant ministries. The budget for this programme is worked out by
each ministry and by each sector or sub-sector.

The innovation brought Into the 1988 budget was to take commitment
decisions on the measures for each IMP indlvidually wlithin the budget for
each ministry or prefecture. This mechanism ensures the availlability of
financing for |IMP measures and also allows for transparent management
methods and an assessment of the addlitional outlay.

10. Commitment decisions for projects managed by the prefectures (nomoi)
are also taken under the public Investment programme. Each year, each
"nomol|" Is allocated an overall budget which the Prefectural Council
decides how to use. As from the 1988 budget each prefecture is allocated
two amounts - one for IMP projects and the other for non-IMP projects.

11. For other bodles financed by the State budget, decisions authorizing
expenditure on IMP measures are taken individualiy within the budget of the
relevant ministry.

1 Hellenlc Tourist Board

Greek Information Technology Systems Ltd - public company to promote
information about Iinformation technology in Greece. )
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For bodlies with thelr own source of financing and therefore a large degree
of independence - for example public undertakings - financial resources for
IMP measures are decided within their own budgets.

12. Coordination of budgetary decislions designed to guarantee the
Integrated nature of the programme remalns the responsibility of the
Ministry for Economic Affalrs and In general this seems to work.
Difficulties in implementing measures due to a lack of financing have
however arlisen for the sub-programmes carried out.

4.2 Implementation of measures

13. The rate of financial implementation of measures in the Greek iIMPs at
the end of 1988 Is set out in Table 9.2 of Annex 1.

In 1986-88 the average take-up rate corresponds on average to about two
thirds of the total cost of the operations planned with percentages which
vary between the IMPs as follows:

IMP Planned Amount Take-up rate
expenditure d|sbursed (2)/7(1) %
) (2) (3>
Cretel 287.2 187 65
Eastern Greece and the 229.1 123.4 54

Peloponnese

Northern Greece 288.8 192.8 67
Eastern and central 130.9 122.6 94
Greece

Attica 144.4 79.6 55
Aegean lIslands 132.5 . 81.9 62
Information technology 53.7 16.2 30

* Namely actual expenditure Incurred In the implementation of operations In
the fleld.

1 Including the first year of the second phase (1988)
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14. A brief analysis of the progress of each programme gives rise to the
following observatlons:

(a) Crete - the average rate of Implementation reflects a major advance In
infrastructure work and a delay in agricultural measures (especlally
irrigation and conversion). in both cases there have been major time-lags
between sectoral pollcies and actual Implementation (including the
transmisslon of informatlion). By contrast, implementation of environmental
protection, reafforestation and vocatlonal training measures was most
satisfactory, likewise the publiclty and studles carried out, which come
under the "Implementation’ sub-programme.

(b) Western Greece and the Peloponnese -~ the average rate of Implementation
Is close to the general average but certaln key sub-programmes have
encountered diffliculties (tourlism and industry/energy). This situation is
due to problems caused by organizations such as EOT and EOMMEX and
administrative difficulties which have held up the execution of some
measures. By contrast, excellent rates of Implementation have been achleved
in training, forestry, studies and certain infrastructure work.

(c) Central and Eastern Greece - the high average rate of implementation is
malnly due to the infrastructure sub-programme In which certain measures
have had a much higher rate of execution than initially expected. For the
other sub-programmes, traditional measures (rural roads, electrification,
etc.) and training programmes have a satisfactory rate of implementation.
But other Important measures have- been held up particularly in the
industrial sector, as well as some large-scale Irrigation schemes under the
Ministry of Agriculture. ;

(d) Attlica - some measures had started before the programme contract was
signed, which explains the high rates of implementation achieved In 1986
and the more average rates achieved in 1987. By contrast, the very
unsatisfactory rate of Implementation recorded for the whole of the first
phase reflects the difflcultles encountered In all the sub-programmes and
in many major measures (appiied agricultural research, Iindustrial liaison
bureaus, etc.). In some cases (productive investments and risk capital) the
delay was due to the lack of a legislative framework and the time needed to
set one up and therefore the situation can be expected to plck up
significantly In the second phase. Above all, the sub-programme Implemented
has so far been hit by the same type of difflculties.
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(e) Northern Greece - the average rates of executlon are satisfactory by
Greek standards for all the IMPs and for most sub-programmes with a sharp
Improvement In the sltuation durilng the course of the year. In addlition,
for certain key measures - agricultural conversion and productive
investment iIn particular - the physlical Implementation of measures |Is
significantly higher because of the seasonal nature of operations. The
serious delay in the industry/energy sub-programme Is due to difficulties
in implementing measures concerning productive investment (52%) of the
expenditure planned for the first phase of the sub-programme) until mid
1988 and the support for SMEs to be provided by the EOMMEX .

in the Implementation sub-programme the economic organizers had been
engaged and the study contracts concluded for which the corresponding
amount would be paid early Iin 1989.

(f) Aegean lIslands - the overall Iimplementation rate |Is average but
conceals some significant differences between sub-programmes and between
measures. The weak points of the IMP seem to be the measures concerning
smaill businesses and the measures managed by the EOT, especially the
marinas in the measures administered by the Ministry of Agriculture, and
those concerning animal husbandry and Irrigation, completion of the study
on the Iintegrated development of the Island of Ceros and operations
concerning water supplies on the Island also are problematic. Delfay in
implementing these measures affects the overall impact of the IMPs. The
infrastructure project (port, airport, production and energy supplies,
restoration of buildings, etc.) and training measures are progressing
satisfactorily.

(g) Information technologies - the totally innovatory nature of the
programme led to difficulties in implementation which are reflected in the
implementation rates. The difficulties mainly concern:

delays in Iimplementing the HELLASPAC project which made It Impossible to
select communications networks and .proceed with technology transfers;

- defay In launching the research and development project, especially due
to cumbersome adminsitrative procedures;

-~ administrative and procedural problems which make it difficult and
sometimes Iimpossible to launch pubic or mixed (public and private)
projects that are particularly Innovatory 1In this context, the
difficulty of attracting specialists to the administration;

- problems connected with training.
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As a rule, implementation of thils particularly ambitious IMP has suffered
from the centrallzed administrative framework In which It Is Included. So
far, it has in particular been Impossible for essentlally administrative
reasons to use the resources set aside under the Implementation
sub-programme and to determine the role and work programme of Elsip, the
body responsible for the development of Information technologies (advice,
technology transfer, software and equipment). Establishing the details of
its activities also depends on assessment of the market sltuatlon in Greece
and abroad.

As far as possible, the Commission has made up for these fallings by
providing significant technlical assistance which has not yet had its full
Impact.

15. Each group of measures and each programme have specific features.
However, some obstacles are common to all, such as those relating to:

(a) the operation of the EOT (National Tourism Organlzation) and the
EOMMEX, and partly the Ministry of Agriculture;

(b) delays or administrative bottlenecks whlch were, however, overcome
in the case of productive investment so that there is hope of a
high implementation rate starting in 1989;

(c) difficulties 1Iin Implementing significant structural changes,
especially in agriculture; nevertheless, an improvement in the
situation, noted at the beginning of the second half of the year,
shows that the condltlons have been established for a satisfactory
contlinuation;

(d) the definltion of the content of measures that are I[I1 adapted to
the requirements and capacities for implementation, especially with
regard to new actlvities;

(e) difficulties in the utilization of appropriations allocated under
Implementation sub-programmes.

4.3 Take-up rates
16. The average take-up rates of Community approprlations! set out In
Chapter 2 (para. 2.2) are the result of sltuations varying from one IMP to

another.

Data set out In Tables 3.2, 4.2 and 5.2 in Annex 1 In a context where
take-up rates are falrly satisfactory show: .

(a) that the more significant delays In the Attica and technology IMPs
are due to special difflculities In implementing these programmes;

1 For differences with respect to Implementation rates (4.2) see chapter 2
(para. 6).
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(b) the average position of Greek IMPs In the West, the Peloponnese and
Crete (In this case Including the flrst year of the second phase in
the analysis);

(c) the particularly high take-up rate of appropriations of the IMPs In
Northern Greece, the Aegean iIslands and Central and Eastern Greece,
even if there are some Imbalances in the latter with respect to the
much faster progress of Infrastructure measures.

17. In an analysis by Fund (detalled data are contalned In Table 3.2 and
4.2 In the Annex) it should be sald that the take-up rates of
appropriations under Article 551 clearly reflect the progress of the
programmes, since It concerns all the measures. Under this heading, final
payment of the 1987 tranche was made In the case of the [MP for Northern
Greece and Central and Eastern Greece.

In the case of the European Soclal Fund, the estimates were met and even
surpassed.

The take-up rates of ERDF appropriations vary substantially from one
programme to another.

Financial commitments under the EAGGF reflect the Ilowest take-up rates,
especially in the case of the IMP for Western Greece. With respect to
payments, the low take-up rate noted in Crete is due to the existence of
two large processing projects financed under Regulation (EEC) 35§5/77.

A comparison between the proposal and Implementation on 31 December 1988
shows the following: .

Commi tmenta Payments (million ecu)
Source Estimated Achieved % Estimated Achieved %
551 285 281,5 98,77 160,7 : 167.9 104 7
EAGGF 91,6 78,1 85,26 90,7 64,2 70
EROF 281.4 244.,3 86,82 200,1 153,2 76,53
ESF 24,7 25,7 104,05 15,2 ! 12,8 84,21
Fisheries 0,7 0 0 0.4 o 0
TOTAL 683,4 629,6 92,13 467,1 398, 1 85,2
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4.4 The second phase
4.4.1 The Crete IMP
18. Preparation of the second phase of the Crete IMP made it possible to:

(a) revise and adapt the content of some measures and I[ntroduce others
based on experience gailned In the flrst phase; .

(b) significantly reinforce vocatlional training activities, the
measures relating to competitiveness in the primary sector and
other activitlies based on Innovatory technology;

(¢c) to make a more reallstic plan for the use of appropriations whille
maintaining a balance between flnanclng sources;

(d) to correct material errors, reformulate the description of the
technical content of some measures to make them more flexible and
better adapted to requirements, and revise the formulation of the
IMP text and the programme contract to bring them Iinto line with
those for the other Greek IMPs.

The revised formulation of the programme retains the chief general
objectives of the IMP and the sub-programmes while improving its content
and ensurlng synergy and conslistency between the measures.

4.4.2 The other IMPs

19. Preliminary technical discussions took place wlth those responsible at
national and regional level in the framework of the Monltoring Committees.
The main points which emerge from these meetings concern:

- utilization of the bulk of resources not allocated in the first phase
for measures concerning productive Investment;

- maintaining the essential development prioritles and structure of
programmes;

- completing an in-depth examination (by means of technical assistance) of
the possibllity of Including support measures to faclliitate the
diversification of financing techniques for small businesses;

— the financial transfer within a given IMP to certain measures which have
a good Iimplementation rate and are of greater Iimportance, to the
detr iment of some less effective or less important measures.

From the foregoing, the content and organization of the programmes do not
seem to need to be significantly aitered In the second phase. Nevertheless
it seems necessary to envisage carrylng out an in-depth analysis of the
Attica and Information Technologies IMPs.
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Chapter 5. The French IMPs

5.1 Organizational aspects
5.1.1 Administrative organization and apportionment of responsibilities

1. The IMPs were also affected by the current decentrallzation In France
and were modelled on the State-Reglion programme contracts.

The management structure of the IMPs includes:

- the Préfet of the Region who represents the State and Is responsible for
the coordination of activitles at regional level;

- the decentralized departments of sectoral ministries;

— the Regional Councili, the elected body of the reglon.

2. Responsibility for the implementation of IMP measures usually devolves
on the sectoral departments of the ministries while the Préfet |is
responsiblie for coordination.

The Regional Counci | does not have any significant executive
responsibilities, Its main role belng to establish priorities for action
and to monitor the programme.

5.1.2 Monitoring Committees

3. The Monltoring Committees are jointly chalired by the Préfet of the
Region and the President of the Regional Councl! (Préfet of the Département
and President of the General Councli| for the Dréme and the Ardéche). The
Préfecture is usually responsible for the secretariat.

Officlals from the Préfecture or decentralized departments of sectoral
ministries are responsible for the sub-programmes and for the support
structure of the Regional Council.

Elected representatives, either regional - members of the Regional Council
- or national are on the Monitoring Committees, together with
representatives from the social and economic sectors - chambers of

commerce, . of agriculture and the trades, etc.
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5.1.3 Flnanclal mechanisms

4. The national flnanclal coverage for |IMP measures {is Included In the
programme contracts concluded between the State and Regions which cover
several years. Annual allocatlons are Included In regional sectoral budgets
and make a distinction between national and Community financing. A
breakdown by financing measure for which the Département is responsible is
included In the latter’s budget.

Procedures for commitment authorizations follow the distinction between
natlonal and Communlity sources, which Implles that each operation is the
subject of two authorizations at different dates.

The French authorlities do not conslider the Community commitment a
sufflicient basls for an undertaking by the State vis-a-vis the reglonal
bodies, which must In fact limlt their own commitments to the amounts
actually pald by the Community. In addltion, the strictiy annual nature of
the State budget and the need to re-enter appropriations Iin case of
non-utillzation during the year concerned complicates the procedures for
Community payments made at the year end.

5. The programme contracts provide that Community payments made through the
accounts of the central treasury shall be credited to the decentralized
management bodies wlithin a perlod of six weeks.

The rigidity of the system makes It Impossible to envisage forward
financing procedures for beneflciarles of the measures using Community
mechanisms. Communlity payments to the decentralized bodies are pald to the
Préfet of the Region who is legally prevented from setting up a fund for
the payment of advances to benefliciarles. The decentralized bodles may,
however, do so. Thus, the Languedoc-Rousltllon reglon has set up a fund
which can make advances to benefliciarles against presentation of the
latter’'s claim to Community financing.

" The Dréme Département has also set up a fund which can make advances and
has more flexible cash flow management.
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5.2 Implementation

6. The average rate of implementation of French iIMPs in all regions and
départements together (see detaills In table 9.1 in Annex 1) is established
on the basis of payments made on 31 December 1988 and stands at about 79%.
This figure does not however falthfully reflect the actual physical state
of progress of the measures (whose overal! progress would generally seem to
be more advanced) due to the at times lengthy budgetary procedures.

The implementation rates for each French IMP are as follows:

(milllon ecu)
Planned Total Imp lementation
P expenditure expenditure rate
(ECU 1 000) (EcU 1 000) %
31 December 1988 (2)/(1)
(1 (2) 3
Aquitaine 214 340 145 815 68
Midi—Pyrénées 247 224 211 377 85
Languedoc—Rousillon ! 251 080 165 487 66
PACA 303 892 204 276 67
Corsica 109 150 60 960 56
Dréme 51 125 4 141 86
Ardache 50 125 23 243 46
TOTAL 1 226 936 855 299 70

7. The variations In the data between regions and the relatively modest
implementation rates of certain IMPs are due particularly to the dliverse
structure of the programmes, the level of maturity and complexity of
projects which go to make them up and the diversity of regional structures
and procedures. In addition, some measures, particularly the most
innovatory, call for additional time for examination which slowed down the
launch of the programmes.

T Two operations are excluded amounting to ECU 5.82 million for which
Community loans are planned with no budgetary assistance. Information
concerning their progress |s not at present available.
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The following comments may be made on the progress of the varlous
programmses.

(a) Aqulitaine - the implementation rate for this programme is average.
The flisherles and aquaculture sub-programmes, desplite some delay In
the development of measures concerning the marketing of fishery
products, draining the Arcachon Basin and shellfish farming
achieved an implementation rate of about 78%.

The implementation of the sub-programmes concerning small businesses,
technolioglical development and tourlism Is also satisfactory, apart from the
measure concerning the Guarantee Fund.

in addition, on the whole, the agriculture and disadvantaged mountalin areas
sub-programmes developed In accordance with expectations and achieved an
implementation rate close to 65%.

Within these sub-programmes, some difficulties were encountered I[n
launching the measures concerning hothouses, evaluation of timber resources
and genetic Improvement of cattle.

(b) MidI-Pyrénées — the Implementation rate Is altogether satisfactory.
Some measures in the industry sub-programme, especlally concerning
new technologles are more sensitive In design and Implementation.
Consequentiy they were faced with more difflculitles which were
eventually overcome and were almost fuilly Iimplemented by the year
end.

The situation varled for other parts of the programme ranging from more
favourable for agricultural! adaptation and decompartmentalization to
average for tourist reorlentation and implementation.

(c) Languedoc-Rousi|lon - compared wlith the very ambitious objectives
of the programme, developments in the first phase went relatively
smoothly.

It should especially be stressed that a fairly satisfactory Implementation
rate was achieved in the Industry, crafts and advanced services sector, for
which, given the novelty of some measures (technological activity areas,
development of new communications technologies, European communications
centre and productive centre).

Compared with the general progress, sub-programmes for the Inner areas and
Implementation were well below the average level (41% and 28%
respectively).
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(d) PACA - after a rather slow start, implementation of the programme
was In full swing.

It should, however, be noted that there are wide variations in the
implementation rates of the sub-programmes: very Ilow for the forestry
sub-programme (12%) and fairly high for the Iinner area sub-programme (85%).

(e) Corsica -~ some measures I[n the programme were slow to start,
especially the fisherlies and aquaculture sub-programme (39%).

With respect to other sub-programmes - agricultural change, smalil
businesses, crafts and tourism, Implementation rates are rising but are
nevertheless quite low. The Implementation sub-programme has achieved a
relatively satisfactory level.

(f) Dréme - the Implementation rates were generally very good for the
IMP. This applies also to more difficult measures such as the
industry/crafts sub-programme.

The implementation rates of the other sub-programmes, tourism, agriculture
and implementation should also be regarded as very satisfactory.

(g9) Ardéche - some measures In the programme were slow to get off the
ground, especially in the fleld of tourism and agriculture. The
measures more closely concerned are resort towns Including the
accommodation centres and rura! infrastructure. On the other hand,
the Implementation rate of the industry and crafts sub-programme Is
particulariy high.

8. With respect to progress of measures in the various sectors, It can be
sald that the rate for agricultural measures Is the same as the general
average. The sub-programmes concerning the IMPs took off relatively slowly.
This situation was partly due to the presence of Innovatory measures which
needed more time to be launched. The situation at the end of 1988, however,
showed that considerable ground had been made up. Multi-sectoral operations
concerning the inner areas have also achieved a good rate of
implementation.
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As regards the Impiementation of the programmes, the French IMPs can be
considered to have reached a 'satlisfactory level overall.

This remark takes account of the fact that the reglons and IMP coperators
were confronted with new working methods and new planning objectives which
called for a running-in period. In most cases these initlal difficulties
were surmounted.

5.3 Take-up rates

9. The average take-up rate! referred to In chapter 2 (para. 2.2) Is
derived from the situation of the IMPs as shown In the data In Tables 3.1,
4.1 and 5.1 In Annex 1. These data show the particularly high
implementation rate of the Dréme IMP and the significant delay in the
Corsica and Ardéche IMPs. The performances of the other I[IMPs are about
average with only slight variatlons.

With particular respect to the EAGGF, this delay s partly accounted for by
the commitment and payment methods, the latter generally being made by
tranche in accordance with the progress of work which by thelr nature
extends over several years.

10. With respect to Fund Iintervention, there was a significant delay in
payments by the EAGGF and under Regulation (EEC) 4028/86.

ERDF commitments were completed after some delay compared with forecasts,
although the relevant payments had reached an excellent level by the year
end.

Compar | son between proposals and Iimplementation on 31 December 1988.

COMMITMENTS PAYMENTS
Source Planned Achieved % Planned Achieved %
551 133,2 133,1 100 75.4 73,9 98
EAGGF 67.9 53,0 78,6 51,5 6 11,8
ERDF 101,3 85,2 84,1 64 57,5 71,1
ESF 54,7 55,2 101,2 35.8 32 89,4
FISHERIES 3,7 2,1 56,8 2,2 — 4,5
TOTAL 360,8 328,86 91,1 228,9 169,4 73.8

1 For differences In relation to the Implementation rate (5.2) see chapter
2 (para. 6).
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5.4 The second phase

11. The first phase of the French IMPs (1986-88) was completed on
31 December 1988. Before that date, the French authorities had forwarded to
the Commission departments thelr proposais for the second phase of
programmes for the period 1 January 1989 to 31 December 1992.

Examination of these new proposals will lead to the adoption of detalled
financing plans for the second phase of programmes in the first half of
1989. It will seek to determine a group of measures for each IMP which
should satisfactorily complete the work undertaken in the first phase.
Accordingly, examination Is based on reglonal proposals and takes account
of the resuits In the first phase In terms of the Iimplementation of
measures.

12. Generalily speaking, the amendments proposed by the French authorities
. were of |imited extent and falrly faithfully respected the overall
structure and organization of programmes in the first phase. The proposals
do not affect the development priorities established for each programme in
the first phase; they are limited to changes Iin the content of some
measures.
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Tableau 1.1, - Concours communautaires approuves — PIM frangais 1986/88
(Mecus)
CONCOURS  BUDGETAIRES PARTICIP. PARTICIP.
Depense PUBLIQUE PRIVEE BETI (1)
Totale TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER FS PECHE | NATIONALE
551
PIM
) (1) (2) 3) (4) (s) (6) )] (8) (9) (19)
AQUITAINE 214.3 . 69,2 23,5 7.7 25,7 19,9 1,4 89,5 55,6 30,0
MIDI-PYRENEES 247,2 66,2 20,3 13,7 20,9 11,3 —_ 83,3 97,7 40,0
LANGUEDOC—-ROUSSILLON 256,9 89,7 28.4 13,8 32,3 14,5 0.7 91,3 75.9 30,0
PACA (2) 303,9 70,1 38,2 18,7 _— 12,2 1,0 169,8 64,0 °55,0
CORSE 189,2 49,0 9,1 9,7 19,0 1.7 0.5 46,0 23,2 19,0
DROME 51,1 13.4 8.7 2,6 _— 2.1 -_ 23.4 14,3 7.5
ARDECHE 56,1 12,0 5,0 1,7 3.3 2,0 -— 17,0 21,1 7.5
TOTAL 1.232,7 360,6 | 133.2 67,9 | 101,2 54,7 3,6 528,3 351,8 180,0

(1) non compris dans te plan de financement

(2) Provence-Alpes-C3te d’Azur




Tableau 1.2. - Concours communoutaires approuves — PIM grecs 1986/92 (Mecus)
CONCOURS  BUDGETAIRES PARTICIP. PARTICIP.
Depense PUBL IQUE PRIVEE BETI (1)
Totale TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER FS PECHE | NATIONALE
551
PIM
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)
CRETE 469,1 240,90 | 101,2 50,4 86,7 0,9 0,5 228,4 —_ 142,0
GRECE OUEST ET PELOP. €631,3 361,3 | 185,9 82,1 153,90 19,0 1,4 179,3 90,7 125,0
GRECE DU NORD 695,8 406, 1 153,7 72,1 150,3 29,9 0,1 204.9 84,1 120,0
GRECE CENTRE-EST 550,1 315,7 86,7 58,4 | 159.8 10,3 0,6 174.0 60.5 117.4
ATTIQUE 487,9 223,1 203.5 2,2 0,6 16,8 —_— 127.5 57.3 74,0
ILES DE LA MER EGEE 325,2 193,5 59,5 15.4 | 114,4 4,1 0,1 13,3 28,4 67,0
TECHN. DE L' INFORMAT, 134,2 88,8 52,8 —-— 26,6 9.4 — 45.4 —_ 12,0
TOTAL 3.213,6 1828,5 | 763,3 | 280,6 | 691,4 99,4 2,6 1.062,8 321,0 655,4

(1) non compris dans le plan de financement; indication provisoire n'ayant pos encore fait |‘'objet du’une lettre d’'intention de la BEI



Tabteau 1.3. - Concours communautaires approuves — PIM italiens 1987/92 (Mecus)
CONCOURS  BUDGETAIRES PARTICIP. | PARTICIP.
Depense PUBL IQUE PRIVEE BE I (2)
Totale TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER FS PECHE | NATIONALE
551 (M
PIM

(1) (2) &) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)
UMBRIA 204,6 63,0 32,2 22,2 —_— 8.5 -—_ 85,5 56,0 49
TOSCANA 226,6 69,9 40,4 22,2 _ 7.3 -— 84,9 71,8 70
LIGURIA 178,0 52,1 30,8 15,3 _— 6,0 — 55,8 70,1 20
EMILTA-ROMAGNA 153.7 46,7 23,8 18,4 _ 4,5 —_— 54,0 53,0 15
MARCHE - bl 169, 1 67.0 38.8 19,9 - 8,2 —_— 61,3 40,9 990
LAGUNES NORD ADRIATIQUE 125,7 35,6 20,8 1.5 —_ 1.8 12,3 73.1 17.1 35
LAZIO 103.8 40,4 15,4 6,5 14,9 3.7 -—_ 48,5 14.8 42
ABRUZZ0 131.5 55,4 19,9 13.0 26,2 5,3 _ 54,9 21,2 85
MOL ISE 93,4 43,1 8,4 12,8 17,0 4,9 — 40,1 19,2 30

5

PUGLIA 222.,9 100,0 20,5 15,3 54,3 8,2 1,7 98,2 24,7 69
CAMPANIA 172, 4 80,2 15,4 18,1 42,3 4.4 - 79,8 12,4 47
BASILICATA 156,9 66,5 1?.0 20,6 28,0 5,8 -_— 67,6 22,8 35
CALABRIA 206,3 94,6 30,3 12,4 49,6 9,9 1,4 89,4 22,3 25
SICILIA 231,1 107,8 37,5 19,2 43,9 53 1,9 108,6 14,7 35
SARDEGNA 192,90 87,3 17.5 36,5 24,5 8.8 _— ‘ 97.4 7.3 50
TOTAL 2.568,0 1009,6 | 353,9 | 2583,9 | 291,7 92,6 17,4 1.099,1 459,3 677

(1) Reglement (CEE) 4028/86.
(2) Montants Indicatifs non compris dans le plan de financement.

&

"
4



Tableau 2.1 Prévisions d'utilisaotion de la ligne budgétaire 551
- PIM frangais

4 [ntervenant seule

Total dont Mise en oeuvre

1000 Ecus 1000 Ecus % 1000 Ecus %

(n (2) 3 (4) (5)
AQUITAINE 23.520 21.250 90 320 1,4
MIDI PYRENEES 20.297 18.4390 i 310 1.5
LANGUEDOC—ROUSSILLON 28.339 27.762 98 242 0.9

PACA 38.160 37.270 98 320 0.8

CORSE 9.064 7.829 86 290 3,2
DROME 8.650 8.650 100 80 0,9
AéDECHE 5.040 5.030 99 80 1,6
TOTAL 133.070 126.281 95 1.642 1,2

(1) les différences par rapport au tabieau 4 de |'annexe 3 du document SEC (88) 355 final —
Raopport d'octivité PIM pour 1986/8B7 — sont dOes 3 des corrections d'erreurs dans le
rapport précédent.



Tableau 2.2 Prévisions d'utilisation de la ligne budgétaire 551 —

PIM grecs

Intervenant seule

Total dont Mise en oeuvre

1000 Ecus 1000 Ecus % 1000, Ecus %

M (2) 3 (4) (5)
CRETE 101.171 42.326 42 2.940 2,9
GR. OCCID.ET PELOPON. 105.865 26.440 25 3.500 3,3
GR. NORD 153.737 64.965 42 3.500 2,3
GR.EST ET CENTRALE 86.683 25.493 29 3.115 3,6
ATTIQUE 203.497 190.577 94 2.205 1,0
ILES DE LA MER EGEE 59.490 24.933 42 2.240 3.8

TECHNOLOGIES DE

L' INFORMATION 52.782 29.266 55 2.450 4,6
TOTAL 763.225 404,000 53 19.950 . 2,6

€))

Les différences par ‘ropport au tableau 4 de |’annexe 3 du document SEC (88) 355 final -

Rapport d’activité PIM pour 1986/87

d la totalité de la période et le précédent seulement A |la premidre période.

— sont dQes au fait que le présent tableau se réfare



Tableau 2.3 Prévisions d'utilisation de |la ligne budgétaire 551
PIM italiens

Intervenant seule
Total dont Mise en oceuvre
1000 Ecus 1000 Ecus % 1000 Ecus %
(1 (2) (3) (4) (s)

UMBRIA 32.227 31.627 98 924 2.9
TOSCANA 40.426 40.426 100 1.886 4,7
LIGURIA 30.832 29.746 96 756 2,5
EMIL IA-ROMAGNA 23.797 22.628 95 498 2,1
MARCHE 38.833 37.602 96 2.145 5.5
LAGUNES NORD ADRIATIQUE 19.979 19.979 100 829 4,1
LAZIO 15.446 14.253 92 1.170 7.6
ABRUZZ0 10.918 8.558 78 1.625 14,9
MOL ISE 8.351 S.446 65 1.300 15,6
PUGLIA . 20.456 18.861 92 2.277 10,9
CAMPANIA 15.385 14.514 94 1.951 12,7
BASILICATA 12.039 9.724 81 2.275 18,9
CALABRIA 30.282 28.182 93 2.925 9,7
SICILIA 37.470 36.545 97 2.742 7,3
SARDEGNA 17.488 16.988 97 798 4,6
TOTAL 353.929 335.079 95 24,101 6.8




Tableau 3.1 - Engagements et paiements prevus pour le 31.12.1988 - PIM frangais

(Mecus)
ENGAGEMENTS PAIEMENTS
Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL
551 social | (1) 551 social [ (1)
PIM
(1) (2) 3) (4) () (6) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

AQUITAINE 23.6 7.7 | 25,7 | 1e,9 1.4 | 69,3 | 13,5 45| 15,8 7.1 0,9 | 41.6
MIDI-PYRENEES 20.4 | 13,7 | 20,9 | 11,3 - 66,3 | 12.3| 10,3 | 14,7 6.6 - 43,9
LANGUEDOC-ROUSSTLLON 28,3 | 13,8 ] 32,4 | 14,5 8.7 | 89,7 | 16,1 9,0 | 19,6 9.6 0.4 | 54,7
PROVENCE-ALPES
COTE D'AZWR 38,2 | 18,7 - 12,2 1,1 | 70,2 | 20,7 | 16,2 - 8.6 0,6 [ 46,1
CORSE 9,0 9,7 | 19,0 1,7 8,5 | 39.9 5.0 7.7 | 12.2 0.9 0.3 | 26,1
DROME 8,7 2,6 - 2,1 - 13,4 5,1 2,3 - 1.5 - 8.9
ARDECHE 5.0 1.7 3.3 2,0 - 12,0 2,7 1,5 1.9 1,5 - 7.6
TOTAL 133,2 | 67,9 | 101,3 | 54,7 3,7 | 360.8| 75,4 | 51,5 | 64,0 | 35,8 2,2 | 228,9

~

(1) regiement (CEE) 4028/86

1



Tableou 3.2 - Engagements et paiements prevus pour le 31.12,.1988 ~ PIM grecs

(Mecus)

ENGAGEMENTS PAITEMENTS

Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL
551 social| (1) 551 social | (1)

PIM
m (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) (M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

crete  (2) ' 48,2 | 25.6 | 47,1 0.4 - 124,31 34,4 | 24,71 35,3 0.3 - 94,7
GRECE OUEST ET

PEL OPONNESE 38,7 | 18,8 ] 63,0 4,4 0,7 | 124.8 ] 21.4| 1806 38,0 2.6 0.4 | 80,4
GRECE DU NORD 54,0 | 31,3 ]| 71.5 7.0 - 163.8 | 29.3 | 31,3 | 42,0 4,0 - 106,6
GRECE DE L'EST

ET CENTRALE 22,7 | 11,5 | 36.6 2.7 - 73,5 | 12,2 | 11,5 31,2 1.6 - 56,5
ATTIQUE 72,3 1,2 e,5 7.2 - 81,2 | 37.0 1,2 0.3 4.9 - 43,4
ILES DE LA MER EGEE 24,6 40| 53.9 9,7 - 83,2 | 13.4 4,8 | 48,9 9.5 - 66,8
TECHNOLOGIES DE

L* INFORMAT ION 24,5 - 8.8 2.3 - 35,6 | 13.0 - 4,4 1,3 - 18,7
TOTAL 285,0 | 91,6 | 281,4 | 24,7 0,7 | 683.4 | 160,7 | 90,7 | 200.,1 15,2 0.4 | 467,1

(1) reglement (CEE) 4028/86
(2) Y compris la prevision pour 1988



Tobleou 3.3 — Engogements et paiements prevus pour le 31.12.1988 — PIM italiens

(Mecus)

ENGAGEMENTS

PATEMENTS

Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL { Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE TOTAL
551 social | (1) 551 social| (1)
PIM
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

UMBRIA 6.7 7.2 | — 1.5 | — 15.4 3.4 36| — 0.8 | — 7.2
TOSCANA 9.9 | 131} — .5 | — 23.5 4.9 53| — 8.2 | — 10.4
LIGURIA 5.7 2.8 | — —_ — 8.5 2.8 1.2 | — — — 4.0
EMILIA-ROMAGNA 5.1 5.4 | — 2.4 | — 12.9 2.5 1.9 — 1.2 | — 5.6
MARCHE , 4.0 48| — 1.1 | — 9.9 2.0 1.3 | — 0.6 | — 3.9
LAGUNES NORD ADRIATIQUé 1.9 | — — 0.2 | — 2.1 1.0 | — — 0.1 | — 1.1
LAZIO 3.4 1.4 1.7 | — —_ 6.5 1.7 0.3 0.7 | — — 2.7
ABRUZZO 2.8 3.6 6.6 1.1 ] — 14.1 1.4 1.1 2.6 .5 | — 5.6
MOLISE 2.4 5.2 5.2 1.9 | — 14.7 1.2 1.8 2.8 1.0 | — 6.8
PUGLIA 1.3 0.6 55| — — 7.4 8.7 0.2 2.2 | — — 3.1
CAMPANIA 0.3 0.1 (2) — —_ 8.5 0.2 8.1 ] (2) —_ — 0.3
BASILICATA 2.0 1.3 6.7 0.6 | — 10.6 1.0 .6 2.7 0.3 | — 4.6
CALABRIA 4.3 0.7 49| — — 9.9 2.1 0.3 2.0 | — — 4.4
SICILIA 3.2 2.6 1.6 | ~— — 7.4 1.6 1.0 0.6 | — — 3.2
SARDEGNA 1.2 2.1 1.7 | — — 5.9 0.6 6.9 0.7 | — — 2.2
TOTAL 54.2 | 50.9 | 34.0 9.3 — | 148.4 | 27.1 | 19.0 | 14.3 47| — 65.1

(1) Reglement (CEE) 4028/86.

(2) moins de 9,1

57



Tableau 4.1 ~ Engogements et paiements effectues — Situation ou 31.12.1888 - PIM frangais

(Mecus)
. ENGAGEMENTS PAIEMENTS
Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL
551 social| (1) 551 social{ (1)
PIM

(M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)- (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
AQUITAINE 23.6 45| 25.7 | 11.4 0.6 | 65.8 | 12.1 0.6 15.6 .8 | (2) 35.1
MIDI-PYRENEES  (3) 20.3 | 11.2 13.2 | 1.5 - 56.2 | 11.2 1.0 11.5 5.9 - 29.6
LANGUEDOC-ROUSSILLON 28.3 | 11.7 | 32.3 | 14.8 0.6 | 87.7 | 15.9 1.0 ] 19.6 9.6 - 46.1
PROVENCE ~-ALPES
COTE D'AZWR 38.2 | 16.8 - 11.4 0.6 | 67.0 | 20.3 2.6 - 6.3 - 29.2
CORSE 9.0 4.6 | 10.7 1.7 0.3 ] 26.3 4.7 0.3 8.8 8.9 | (2) 14.8
DROME 8.7 2.6 - 2.3 - 13.6 7.0 0.4 - 1.3 - 8.7
ARDECHE 5.0 1.6 3.3 2.1 - 12.0 2.7 8.1 1.9 1.2 - 5.9
TOTAL 133.1 ] 5306 | 85.2 | 55.2 2.1 { 328.6 | 73.9 6.6 | 57.5 | 32.0 | (2) 169.4

(n
(2)
(3

reglement (CEE) 4028/86
moins de 9,1

differences par rapport aux tebleocux 7.1 et 8.B diies aux arrondis

77



Tableau 4.2 ~ Engogements et paiements effectues — Situation au 31:12.1988 — PIM grecs

(Mecus)

ENGAGEMENTS PAIEMENTS

Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL
551 social | (1) 551 (2) soclal (1)

PIM
M (2) (3) 4 (5) (6) (1) (2) (3 4 (5) (6)

CRETE (2) 447 | 235 37.4 .4 | — |106.0 | 29.4 | 11.2 | 299 |. 0.2 | — 70.7
GRECE OUEST ET

PELOPONNESE 38.7 | 12.6 | 63.0 53 — [ 119.0 | 21.2 | 11.2 | 355 2.6 | — 7.5
GRECE DU NORD 540 | 3.2 | 7.5 6.4 | — [162.1  38.4 ( 29.7 | 40.1 3.2 — | 111.4
GRECE DE L'EST

ET CENTRALE  (3) 22.7 8.0 |- 35.1 3.0 | — 68.8 | 15.5 7.7 | 28.1 1.5 [ — 52.8
ATTIQUE 72.3 1.1 ° 7.3 | — 80.7 | 37.0 1.1 ° 3.7 | — 41.8
ILES DE LA MER EGEE 24.6 3.3 ] 28.5 1.2 | — 57.6 | 13.4 3.3 | 15.2 0.6 | — 32.5
TECHNOLOGIES DE

L* INFORMATION 245 | — 8.8 1 21| — 35.4 | 130 — 4.4 1.0 | — 18.4
TOTAL 281.5 | 78.1 [ 244.3 | 25.7 | — | 629.6 [ 167.9 | e4.2 | 153.2 | 12.8 | — | 3981

(1) reglement (CEE) 4028/86
(2) y compris 1988, premiere annee de la seconde phase
(3) difterences por rapport aux tableaux 7.2 et 8.8 diies aux arrondis

53



Tableau 4.3 - Engagements et paiements effectues — Situation ou 31.12.1988 - PIM italiens

(Mecus)
ENGAGEMENTS PAIEMENTS
Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE TOTAL
551 social| (1) 551 social] (1)
PIM

(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
UMBRIA 6.7 6.6 | — 1.7 — 14,4 3.4 2.1 | =— 8.8 | — 6.3
TOSCANA 9.9 135 — 2.1 | — 25.5 4.9 40 | — 1.1 — 10.0
LIGURIA 5.7 1.9 | — —_ —_ 7.6 ) 0.6 | — -— — 0.6
EMILIA-ROMAGNA 5.1 53| — 2.6 | — 13.0 2.5 3.3 — 1.3 | — 7.1
MARCHE 4.0 1.2 | — 1.3 | — 6.5 2.0 ) — 0.6 | — 2.6
LAGUNES NORD ADRIATIQUE 1o | — — 03| — 2.2 1.0 | — — 0.1 | — 1.1
LAZIO 3.4 ) (2) —_ —_ 3.4 1.7 ) ) — — 1.7
ABRUZZO 2.8 ) 6.6 1.1 | — 10.5 1.4 ) 2.6 0.6 | — 4.6
MOLISE 2.4 4.3 1.7 1.5 | — 9.9 1.2 2.8 ) .7 | — 3.9
PUGLIA 1.3 ° 5.5 e.1 | — 6.9 ) ) ) (2) — (2)
CAMPANIA 0.3 ) (2) — -— 0.3 ) ) ) — — o
BASILICATA 2.0 ) 6.7 0.5 | — 9.2 ) ) ° 0.3 | — 0.3
CALABRIA 4.3 ) 4.9 0.2 | — 9.4 ) ) ) 0.1 | —- .1
SICILIA 3.2 ) 1.8 2.5 | — 7.3 ) ) ) 1.3 — 1.3
SARDEGNA 1.2 1.6 1.7 .1 | — 4.6 ) ) ) (2) — (2)
TOTAL 54.2 | 33.8{ 28.7| 140 | — [130.7 | 18.1 | 12.0 2.6 6.9 | — 39.6

(1) Reglement (CEE) 4028/86.

(2) moins de 8,1



Tableau 5.1 — Taux de reéalisation (engagements effectues por rapport aux previsions ) et de liquidation (paiements effectuées par raopport

aux engagements effectues) comparaison des tableaux 3 et 4 — Situation au 31.12.1988 - PIM frongais

ENGAGEMENTSs (1) PAIEMENTS (2)
Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL
551 social (3) 551 social (3) :
PIM
@))] (2) 3) (4) (5) (6) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8)
AQUITAINE 100 58 100 104 43 85 51 13 61 60 1 53
MIDI-PYRENEES 100 82 63 102 | — 85 55 9 87 51 | — 53
LANGUEDOC-ROUSS ILLON 100 85 100 102 86 98 56 15 61 65 | — 53
PROVENCE-ALPES
COTE D’AZWR 100 %0 | — 94 61 95 53 15 | — 55 | — 44
CORSE 100 47 56 183 53 66 53 7 83 53 6 56
DROME 100 98 | -— 198 [ — 101 81 15| — 56 | — 64
ARDECHE 100 94 100 102 | — 100 54 6 58 57 | — 49
TOTAL 100 78 84 101 57 91 56 1 67 58 5 52

(1) En pourcentage des previsions d’engagement

(2) En pourcentage des engagements effectues
(3) Reglement (CEE) 4028/86.



Tobleou 5.2 — Taux de realisation (engagements effectues par rapport oux pravisions) et de liquidation (paiements effectues par rapport
aux engagements effectués) — comparaison des tableaux 3 et 4 — Situation qu 31.12.1988 -~ PIM grecs '

ENGAGEMENTS (1) PAIEMENTS (2)

Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL | Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds | PECHE | TOTAL
551 social| (3) 551 social| (3)

PIM
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) m (2) (3) (4) (s) (s)

creTe  (4) 93 82 | 79 100 | -— 87 66 48 80 50 | — 67
GRECE OUEST ET

PELOPONNESE 100 67 | 100 120 ) 95 55 93 56 50 e 59
GRECE DU NORD 100 96 | 100 91 | — 99 71 o8 56 50 | — 69
GRECE DE L'EST

ET CENTRALE 100 70 | 96 1M | — 94 68 96 80 s | — 77
ATTIQUE 100 92 s 1091 | — 99 51 100 ) 50 | — 52
ILES DE LA MER EGEE 100 83 | 53 171 | — 69 55 100 53 50 | — 56
TECHNOLOGIES DE

L* INFORMATION 100 — | 100 91 | — 99 53 | — 50 50 | — 52
TOTAL 99 85 | 87 104 0 92 60 82 63 50 ) 63

(1) Enpourcentage des engagements prevus

(2) En pourcentage des engagements effectues

(3) Reglement (CEE) 4028/86.

(4) y compris 1988 (premiere annee de la seconde phase)



par raopport

Tobleau 5.3 — Toux de realisation (engagements effectués par rapport aux prévisions) et de liquidation (paiements effectues

aux engagements effectues) - comparaison des tableaux 3 et 4 - Situation au 31.12.1988 - PIM italiens

ENGAGEMENTS (1) PAIEMENTS (2)
Ligne | FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds PECHE | TOTAL Ligne FEOGA | FEDER | Fonds PECHE TOTAL

551 social | (3) 551 social| (3) .

PIM
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (M (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

UMBRIA 100 83 —_ 113 _—_ 94 50 35 -_ 50 — 44
TOSCANA 180 183 — 420 _ 109 50 30 —_— 50 _ 39
LIGURIA 100 68 -— - -_— 89 0 32 —_— —_— -_ 8
.EMILIA-ROMAGNA 100 98 _— 108 _— 101 49 62 —_ 50 _— 55
MARCHE 100 25 -—_— 118 -_— 66 50 0 —_ 58 — 49
LAGUNES NORD ADRIATIQUE 100 _ — 150 _ 105 50 —_— —_ 50 -_ 50
LAZIO 180 ) 9 _— -_— 52 50 () 0 —_— —_ 56
ABRUZZO 100 1 109 100 -_ 74 59 -} 40 50 _— 44
MOLISE 100 83 33 79 -_— 67 50 47 0 50 -_— 29
PUGLIA 100 ) 100 4) | — 97 e o ) se | — )
CAMPANIA 189 0 100 _— _— 60 0 % ) -_ —_ ]
BASILICATA 100 0 100 83 —_ 87 0 9 [*] 50 _ 3
CALABRIA 100 0 100 (4) —_ 95 () Q 0 50 —_— 1
SICILIA 100 0 189 (4) _ 99 0 0 0 58 _— 18
SARDEGNA 100 76 100 4) | — 92 e e ) 50 | — (5)
TOTAL 180 66 84 151 —_ 89 33 36 8 50 _ 30

(1) en pourcentage des engagements prevus

(2) en pourcentage des engagements effectues

(3) Reglement (CEE) 4028/86.
(4) realisation d’engagements et de paiements sans prevision

(5) moins de ©,1%



Tableau 6 Lignes budgétaires concernant les PIM — situation au 31.12.1988.
(Mecus)
Lignes Disponibilité Exécution Annuliation

budgétaires

Crédits d’engagement

550 - - -
551 270,8(1) 265,9 4,9
552 6.0 0.9 5.1
Crédits de paiement

550 6.8(2) 2,3 4,5
551 148,7(3) 148,6(4) 0.1
552 1,0(5 0,2 0.8

(1) Dont 140,8 Mecus reportes de 1987
(2) oprds virement de 8 Mecus A la ligne 551

{3) dont 67,7 Mecus reportes de 1987 et 11 Mecus vires des lignes budgetaires 550 et 552

(4) différence per ropport ou total des tableaux 7 dle aux arrondis

(5) apres virement de 3 Mecus a la ligne 551



Tableau 7.1 Ligne budgetaire 551 — credits ‘utilises en 1988
PIM frangais

(Mecus)
Engagements Paciements
P I M Tranche Tranche Tranche Tranche
88 86 87 88 Total
AQUITAINE 9.6 _— —_— 4.3 4.3
MIDI-PYRENEES 8.3 1.9 —_— 3.8 5.7
LANGUEDOC-ROUSSTLLON 13.6 — — 6.7 6.7
PACA 18.5 1.7 — 9.0 10.7
CORSE 4.7 _— — 2.2 2.2
DROME 3.3 —_— 2.0 1.6 3.6
ARDECHE N 2.4 —_ — 1.2 1.2
TOTAL 60.4 3.6 2.0 28.8 34.4




Tableou 7.2 Ligne budgetaire 551 — credits utilises en 1988
PIM grecs
(Mecus)
Engagements Paiements
P I M Tranche Tranche Tranche Tranche
88 86 87 88 Tota

CRETE 10.0 —_— — 4.9 4.9
GRECE OUEST ET
PELOPONNESE 22.3 2.0 —_— 11.0 13.0
GRECE DU NORD 31.1 2.3 9.2 15.95 27.0
GRECE DE L°EST
ET CENTRALE 14.3 0.8 3.5 71 11.2
ATTIQUE 41.4 0.9 _— 20.7 21.86
ILES DE LA MER EGEE 13.4 1.1 _— 6.7 7.8
TECHNOLOGIES DE
L* INFORMATION 19.2 0.7 —_— 9.6 10.3
TOTAL 151.7 7.8 12.7 75.5 95.8

~3



Tablegu 7.3 Ligne budgetaire 551 — credits utilises en 1988

PIM italiens
Engagements Paiements
P I M Tranche Tranche Tranche Tranche
87 88 Tota 87 88 Total
UMBRIA ___ 6.7 6.7 — 3.4 3.4
TOSCANA 1.6 8.3 9.9 0.8 4.1° 4.9
LIGURIA — 5.7 5.7 — —_ —_
EMIL TA-ROMAGNA _ 5.1 5.1 —_— 2.5 2.5
MARCHE —_ 4.0 4.0 —_— 2.0 2.0
LAGUNES DU NORD ADRIATIQUE —_— 1.9 1.9 —_— 1.0 1.0
LAZIO 0.7 2.7 3.4 0.4 1.3 1.7
ABRUZZO — 2.8 2.8 —_— 1.4 1.4
MOLISE —_— 2.0 2.0 0.2 1.0 1.2
PUGLIA —_— 1.3 1.3 —_— — —_—
CAMPANITA — 0.3 0.3 —_— _— -
BASILICATA -_— 2.0 2.0 —_— -_ _—
CALABRIA - 4.3 4.3 —_— —_ —_
SICILIA —_— 3.2 3.2 —_— _— _
SARDEGNA —— 1.2 1.2 -— —_— —
TOTAL 2.3 51.5 53.8 1.4 16.7 18.1




Tableau 8 A Ligne budgetaire 551 — credits utilises en 1986

Engogements | Paiements
Yranche 86 | Tranche 86
PIM Crete 15.5 7.6

X

Tableau 8 B Ligne budgetaire 551 - credits utilises en 1987
(Mecus)
Engagements Paiements
P I M
Tranche 86 |Tranche 87 | To t a Tronche 86 |Tronche 87 |T o t a !

1. PIM francais
AQUITAINE 3.4 10.6 14.0 2.9 4.9 7.8
MIDI-PYRENEES 4.2 7.9 12.1 1.9 3.6 5.5
LANGUEDOCC ROUSSILLON 3.9 10.8 14.7 3.9 5.3 9.2
PACA 3.3 16.4 19.7 1.7 7.9 9.6
CORSE 1.0 3.3 4.3 0.9 1.6 2.5
DROME 1.5 3.9 S.4 1.5 1.9 3.4
ARDECHE 0.4 2.2 2.6 0.4 1.1 1.5
TOTAL 17.7 55.1 72.8 13.2 26.3 39.5
2. PIM grecs
CRETE — 19.2 19.2 7.6 9.3 16.9
G. OUEST ET PELOPONNESE 4.0 12.4 16.4 2.0 6.2 8.2
GRECE DU NORD 4.5 18.4 22.9 2.2 9.2 11.4
GRECE DE L'EST ET CENTRALE 1.3 7.1 8.4 0.7 3.5 4.2
ATTIQUE 1.8 29.1 30.9 0.9 14.5 15.4
[LES DE LA MER EGEE 2.3 8.9 11.2 1.2 4.4 5.6
TECH. INFORMATION 1.5 3.8 5.3 0.8 1.9 2.7
TOTAL 15.4 98.9 114.3 15.4 49.0 64.4
3. PIM italiens
MOL ISE _— 0.4 0.4 —_— 0 0




Tableau 9.1.1

PIM frangais — AQUITAINE

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue offectuse |lisation (1)
SOUS-PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus %
31.8 | 31.12] 31.8 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Mutation agricole 124.1 60.6 { 80.1 49 65
2 Péche / aquaculture 11.2 6.0 8.8 53 78
3 PME dev. technologique 27.7 13.7 | 19.5 49 70
4 Tourisme 42.7 20.9 .31.8 49 74
5 Zones montagne et défavorisées 8.0 3.2 5.5 40 68
6 Mise en oeuvre 0.6 0.1 0.1 14 25
TOTAL 214.3 104.5 [145.8 49 68

(1) calculés 4 partir des montants non arrondis

~
'



Tableau 9.1.2

PIM frangais — MIDI-PYRENEES

Réalisction des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

Dépense Dépense Toux de réag—
prévue effectude lisation 1
SOUS—PROGRAMMES Mecus Mecus x
31.8 | 31.12) 31.8 | 3t.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Adapt. divulg. agricole 127.0 91.5 ]106.8 72 84
2 Ind. nouvelles technologies 76.3 20.2 | 73.7 26 97
3 Réorientation touristique 21.3 6.6 12.6 31 59
4 Désenclavement 22.1 13.1 18.0 60 82
5 Mise en oeuvre 0.5 0.2 0.3 42 60
TOTAL 247.2 131.6 {211.4 53 85

(1) calculés & partir des montants non arrondis

>



Tableau 9.1.3 Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88
PIM frangais — LANGUEDOC-ROUSSILLON

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévus ef fectuée lisation i
SOUS-PROGRAMME'S Mecus Mecus %
31.8 | 31.12) 31.8 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Mut. agricole et péche 118.2 (2) )| s6.6 | 77.6 | 48 66
2 Ind. artisanat tert.avancé 73.3 45.8 | 52.7 63 72
3 Zones internes 34.7 9.1 14 .1 26 41
4 Tourisme 24.5 9.9 ] 20.9 40 85
5 Mise en oeuvre 0.4 0.1 0.1 28 28
TOTAL 251.1 (2) 121.5 [165.5 48 66

(1) calculés a partir des montants non arrondis
(2) sont exclues deux actions dont la dépense totale s'éldve d 5,8 Mecus financées exclusivement
par des prats commungutaires



Af

Tobleau 9.1.4 Réal isation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

PIM frangais —~ PACA

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectuée lisatien
SOUS—-PROGRAMMES Mecus Mecus %
' 31.8 | 31.12] 31.8 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Adoptation agricole 71.3 47.0 | 51.3 66 72
2 Péche / aquaculture 8.2 I‘ 3.1 4.7 38 58
3 Forét 32.3 2.9 3.8 9 12
4 Industrie 54.7 !2.2 28.5 22 52
5 Zdnes internes 137.0 162.6 116.0 75 85
6 Mise en oeuvre 0.6 (2) (2) 11 11
TOTAL 303.9 1§7.9 204.3 85 67

(1) calculés @ partir des montants non arrondis.
{2) moins de 0.1



Tableau 9.1.5

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88
PIM frangais -~ CORSE

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectuée |lisation (1)
SOUS—PROGRAMMES Mecus Mecus %
31.8 | 3t1.12f 31.8 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Mutation agricole 57.2 25.5 | 34.9 45 61
2 Péche / aquaculture 5.5 1.2 2.1 23 39
3 PME / artisanat 15.6 5.7 7.2 37 46
4 Tourisme / accds 30.4 9.8 .16.4 32 54
5 Mise en oeuvre 0.5 0.3 0.3 47 61
TOTAL 109.2 42.5 | 60.9 39 56

(1) calculés a partir des montants non arrondis

¥



Taobleau 9.1.6

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour |le 31.12.88
PIM frangois — DROME

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue of fectuée lisation i
SOUS~PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus %
31.8 | 31.12} 31.8 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Tourisme 18.6 15.4 1 18.4 83 99
2 Industrie / artisanat 7.6 4.8 7.0 63 g1
3 Agriculture 24.8 15.7 | 18.7 63 76
4 Mise en oeuvre 0.1 (2) |. (2) S7 57
TOTAL 51.1 36.0 | 44.1 70 88

(1) calculés a partir des montants non arrondis
(2) moins de 0.1



Tableau 9.1.7 Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88
PIM frangais — ARDECHE

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectude lisation (1
SOUS—PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus %
31.8 -31.12 31.8 3'1.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Agriculture 19.1 6.3 8.9 33 47
2 Industrie / artisanat 11.2 8.5 8.5 76 76
3 Tourisme 19.7 4.4 5.7 23 29
4 Mise en oeuvre 0.1 2| (2| 15 50
TOTAL 50.1 19.2 | 23.2 38 46

(1) calcuiés & partir des montants non arrondis
(2) moins de 0,1



Tableau 9.2.1 Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88
PIM grecs — CRETE

Dépense Dépense Toux de réo—
prévue effectuée (lisation (1)
SOUS-PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus X

30.6 | 31.12] 30.6 | 31.12

1 2 3 4 5 ‘
1. Secteur primalre 61.8 211 28.2 34 46
2. Tourisme 40.0 23.5 | 44.4 59 111
3. Industrie 88.8 34.7 | 41.5 39 47
4. Zones internes 18.7 8.3 | 12.1 42 61
S. Infrastructures 75.1 47.9 | 60.3 64 80
6. Mise en oceuvre 1.9 0.2 0.5 1 26
TOTAL 287.2 135.7 | 187 47 65

(1) calculés A partir des montants non arrondis



Tablegu 9.2.2

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

PIM grecs — GRECE DE L°OUEST ET PELOPONNESE

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectuée lisation 1
SOUS—PROGRAMMES Mecus Mecus %
30.6 | 31.12 30.6 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Sect. agricole 28.4 1.1 17.4 39 61
2 Z. internes / insulaires 27.9 11.5 18.7 41 67
3 Péche / aquaculture 11.6 4.4 6.7 38 58
4 Tourisme 22.5 3.0 7.1 13 32
S5 Industrie / énergie 83.1 20.1 | 33.4 24 40
6 lnfrostructure§ 53.5 23.9 | 40.0 45 75
7 Mise en oeuvre 2.1 0.02| 0.07 1 3
TOTAL 229.1 74 [123.4 32 54

(1) calculés a partir des montants non arrondis

83



Tableau 9.2.3

PIM grecs — GRECE DU NORD

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectuée lisation (1)
JS—PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus ;

30.6 | 31.12| 30.6 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Adapt. agr. plaine 31.9 16.4 ] 23.2 51 73
22Z. intor;es 61.1 42.0 | 56.7 69 93
3 Filidres onimales 14.5 7.1 1.2 49 77
4 Industrie / énergie 108.5 18.0 .5\.2 17 47
S Tourisme 17.5 4.9 7.3 28 42
6 Infrastructures 83.1 36.5 | 43.1 &g 81
7 Mise en oeuvre 2.2 0 0.1 0 5
TOTAL 288.8 125.0 |192.8 43 67

(1) calculés @ partir des montants non arrondis

Sh



Tableau 9.2.4

PIM grecs — GRECE DE L'EST ET CENTRALE

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectuée |lisation (1)
SOUS—PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus x
30.6 | 31.12] 30.6 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 S
1 Agr. plaine 18.0 1.1 14 .1 62 78
2 Z. internes / iles 21.9 11.3 | 16.9 52 77
3 Industrie / artisanat 44.3 (2) 4.7 | 23.7 1 53
4 Infrastructures 44.2 50.2 | 67.9 114 153
5 Mise en oeuvre 2.4 0 0.03 0 1
TOTAL 130.8 (2) 77.3 |122.6 59 94

(1) calculés a partir des montants non arrondis

(2) y compris correction des chiffres présentés dans le tablecu 2.3 de |'annexe 3 du rapport

concernant 1986/87 — Document SEC (88) 335 final

§5



Tableau 9.2.5 Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour e 31.12.88

PIM grecs — ATTIQUE

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectués |lisation (!
SOUS—PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus %
30.6 | 31.12} 30.6 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 -]
1 Industrie 38.2 6.8 ) 15.8 18 41
2 Sect. tertiaire 26.4 11.0 | t4.6 42 55
3 Infrastructures 70.0 27.0 | 42.5 39 61
4 Z. moins déveioppées 8.4 3.9 |- 6.7 45 80
5 Mise en oceuvre 1.4 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 144 .4 48.7 | 79.6 34 55

(1) calculés 3 partir des montants non arrondis



Tableau 9.2.6

PIM grecs — ILES DE LA MER EGEE

Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectuse |[lisation (1)
SOUS—PROGRAMMES. Mecus Mecus b4
30.6 | 31.12] 30.6 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 S
1 Désenclavement 62.9 34.0 | 44.4 54 n
2 Maitrise conc. touristiques 26.8 7.1 12.5 27 47
3 Pron. conc. touristiques 23.9 12.1 15.5 51 65
4 Sect. primaire 17.5 6.2 | 9.5 36 54
5 Mise en oeuvre 1.4 0 0.02 0 1
TOTAL 132.5 59.4 | 81.9 45 62

(1) calculés A partir des montonts non arrondis

i



Tableou 9.2.7 Réalisation des dépenses prévues pour le 31.12.88
PIM grecs — TECHNOLOGIES DE L' INFORMATION

Dépense Dépense Taux de réo—
prévue effectude |tisation (1)
SOUS—PROGRAMME S Mecus Mecus X
30.6 | 31.12] 30.6 | 31.12
1 2 3 4 5
1 Infrast. /struct. base 6.9 1.1 2.3 16 33
2 Recherche 1.1 1.0 1.9 9 17
3 Dev. cap. industrielle 4.7 0.4 1 9 22
4 Application ~ sect. économiques 14.8 6.1 |- 7.8 41 52
5 Application — adm. publique 14.9 2.4 3.2 16 21
6 Mise en ceuvre 1.5 0.1 0.2 7 13
TOTAL . 53.7 1.1 16.2 20 30

(1) calculés A partir des montants non arrondis
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Tableau 10.1

Abruzzo

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. 1 .M.

(enMiiliers d” ECU )

“Total
| Montant |

1991-1992

Montant

1988-1990 |

SOUS-PROGRAMMLES

3

pd

]
]

X

i Montant |

1
t
[]
t
]
]
[}
[}

158727 45.7

39.6 |

38 301
17 005 |

i 1.ZCKES INTERNES

17.6 )

12. INDUSTRIE, ARTISANAT & SERVICE |

1 3. TCUR ISME

14.MISE EN OEUVRE

100.0 | 131 495

86 792 |

——

34 703 ¢

100.0 |

! Tota! des depenses

100.0 §

29 231 | v 110 273

81 042 }

t depenses publiques
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Tableau 10.2

Basilicata

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. [ .M.

( en Miltiers d” ECU )

e S
. Totat

-—t

——

o e e

1891-1992

%

1988-195¢
i
1
!
1
1

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

]
1
i
|
|
]
)

i 1.AGRICULTURE

{2.TOLR I SME

3

3.ART ISANAT, INDUSTR!
14.STRUCTURES DE FORMATION

15.MISE EN OEUVRE

1
1

J P

100.0 |

100.0 | 156 877 |

100.0 |

| 118 492 |

{ Total des depenses

38 385 |

134 104

34 228 |

99 876 |

| Dont depenses publ iques

|

rs
+




Tableau 10.3

Aquaculture

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. 1. M.

£u )

( en Mithiers d°

1991-1992

¥

1988-1930
Montant |
t

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

19.6

16 355 |
45 968 |
20 087 |

1
)

1.LAG. RENO AU PO DI GORO (E-R)

2.P0 GORO - TAGLIAMENTO (VENETO) i
3.TAGL1.-GRADO (FR.-VE.GIULIA)

4.ATTUAZ |ONE

24.1

D

100.0 |

100.0 | 125 707 |

42 231 |

100.0

83 470 |

i Total des depenses

4
+

| 108 661 §

36 492 ;

i\ Dont depenses publiques

72 169 |
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10.4

Tableau

Calabre

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. 1 .M.

(en Milliers ¢" ECU )

e
= .- -
S
O s
- C
N <

Mm

R
o~
[=2]
()]
LR
D
[=2 I =
—

Mm
%z
2
27
D C
—

Mm
w
j.
=x
=
-

[» 4
(4]
(=]
[~ =
Q.

'
w
=2
o
w 1

i 1.AGR ICULTURE

2. INDUSTRIE
13.TOLR iSME

14.PECKE

15.MISE EN OEUVRE

100.0 |

100.0 | 206 282

1 143 405 |

1 Total des depenses

62 877 |

100.0 |

125 799

1 Dont depenses publicues
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10.5

Tabieau

Campanie

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. | .M.

( en Miitiers d ECU )

*Total

i Montant |

1988-1990

1991-1892

} Montant

X

b4

%

t

an

1
1 Mont
i

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

'1. INFRASTRUCTURES

]
i

2.AGRICULTURE, SYLVICULTURE

§88
— N
w ™M

< -0
N
™ -
o
o I~

[To0 - o=

— o~ -

o~ N -

o M W

™ &N o~

™M M N

T N

IS

N~

o M

™ M N

3. INDUSTRIE ARTISANAT & SFRVICES

14. TOUR ISME,

11.3 4

19 500 |

12.6

15.MISE EN OEUVRE

-

100.0 |

100.0 | 172 460 |

71173 3

100.0 §

i 101 287 |

i Total des depenses

1 160 092 |

64 527 |

95 565 !

i Dont depenses publ tques
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Tableau

Emilia Roma

SOUS -PROGRAMMES DU P. | .M.

ECU )

{ en Milliers g’

E ol
o - -
-
(=
- C
D1
m
e
o
o
[<2]
—
I = -
-—
N
D
- aQ
m
%Vh
(=21
—
==
(22 =4
— ©
a

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

- o
- 88
w0 - N
VLS
N
SR
[=2]
8858
- o M
N T —
N Y
— &R
N WM
- M~ T
w e m

w

jre)

]

-

o

LJ

w
— =
Lt -L
[~ =4 =z
o T
Z o
y— [
w %
= -
=
33E
-
%33
< = =
]ZWN

14.MISE EN OEUVRE

100.0 |

-—

100.0 4

100.0 | 153 701

16 798 |

} 136 903 |

Total des depenses

! 100 669 |

11 447 )

89 222 |

| Dont depenses publiques

R et




Tableau 10.7

Lazio

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. 1 M.

(en Milliers ¢ tCU )
o e e + + + - +
' SOUS-PROGRAMMES 1987-1983 ' 1990-1992 ' Total '
i ) Montant |} % | Wontant |} X | Montant | X H
o L o A o :
{1.MUTATION DES STRUCTURES AGRIC. |- 15743} 29.9} 11871} 23.2) 27614-] 26,6
12.CONSOLIDATION DES PME & ARTIS., ) 12240 }- 23.2; 17337 33.9) 29577, 28.5)
t3.ITINERAIRES TOURIST.HORS ISMEZ | 14550} 276} 12090 ) 23.7 ! 26640, 25.7}
14 ITINERAIRES TOURIS. ZONE ISMEZ | 880 ) 16,8 9272, 18.1 ! 18132 17.5}
15.MISE EN OEUVRE | 1260 | 2.4} 540 | 1.1 1800, 1.7}
\ | i ' g { ' i
1 Total des depenses ! 52653 100.0} 51110 100.0 ) 103763, 100.0}
1 Dont depenses publ icues v 44 752 ) 1 44 188 | { 88940 | H

fs
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10.8

Tableau

ria

Li

SOUS-PROGRAMMES OU P. 1 .M.

{ en Miltiers d° ECU )

H ‘Total

1991-1992

1988-1990

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

)
1
1
1
]
'
]
'
[}
1
1
3

—m e e e —— —a o

[ BT BEVS I -]
%200
o —

1
Ooom
e~ O M
[=r B = T o}
mwv..oo..l
(Vo Il
@ N T WO
o N O
M —
751%
~ W0 <
(o 2R =p ]
W W W0
o —
T MHh O,
[ o oo
5 ™
- —— . m— ———— e o
w3 o
u (3]
T — N e
~ = —

1
g
i
i
i
;
'
'

{128 907 |

[
(Ve ]
o
(%23
o
-
Lt
— (==
w [re]
—
8 o
z 3
ud m..t
m uw o
_— w X
=T
v oW W
w o= ud
= X Jw
S =
N o w X
— N T
Ay -

100.0 |

100.0 § 177 930

100.0

i Total des depenses

48 083 |

28 810 |

107 889 |

79 079 |
e B R |

1 Dont depenses publiques

mme g

———— e

G e - s



Tableau 10.9

Marche

SCUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. 1 M.

(enMilliers ¢ ECU )

S LT

1991-1993

b e

fm

1888-1930

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

37.6 | 25228 |

47 404 |

.INDUST. ARTIS. SECT. TERTIAIRE

12.AGRICULTURE
3.Z0QTECHNIE

1

3
i
1
'
1
1
1
t
]
t

14.MISE EN OEUVRE

1
1

100.0 } 169 156

y 56281 |

100.0

1 112 875 }

Total des depenses

100.0 |

44 735 | i 128 230 |

1
1}

83 494 |

| Dont depenses publiques




Tableau 10.10

Wolise

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. | .M.

( en Williers d” ECU )

Jtotal

1890-1852

Montant

1987-1989 ;

Montant

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

z

%

33.37 14736 3375

17 898 |

34 710 3

SECT. TERTIAIRE

1. INDUST. ARTIS.

64.1

3.MISE EN OELNVRE

+

93 402 ; 100.0

100.0

39 289 |

100.0 |

54 13 |

! Total des depenses

+

32 949 |

50 253 |

| Dont depenses publiques
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10.11

Tableau

Puglia

SOUS-PROGRAWMES DU P.1 .M.

Ecu )

(enMililers ¢°

e e ey

-Total

1831-1982

[}
1
1
I
]

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

28 428 | 44.7 86393 |
39 227

36.4

57 965 |

1.AGRICULTURE
12.INDUSTRIE, ARTISANAT & SERVICE )

t
i
i
t
t
t
]
)
]
1

V135717 21.3 4

16.1

25 650 |

3.7 W22, 22.3

1 60043 |

LAGUNES |

f.
14.AQUACULTURE ET ASSAIN.

3.TOURISM
5.MISE EN OEUVRE

6888 | 10.8

7.9

12 612 )

2 950

i
¥

Iy
T

==

100.0

V222 883 |

100.0 } 63 663 ;. 100.0

159 220
frmmrmn 2 md

Total des depenses

198 210 |

59 507 |

138 703

1 Dont depenses pubtiques
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10.12

Tableau

Sardal

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. ! .M.

(en Milliers ¢ ECU )

R

‘Total

Montant

ou—

I e 3

v ggdge

X
56
20.
22.5

]
1
I
1
1
t
¥
i
[}
[}
[}
I
I
'
]
'
t

1991-1992

X | Montant
[}
50.2'
5.1
3.6
1.2 !
i

1988-1990
:
i
i
]
]
1
.'

22 002
1 110

[
1<

SOUS-PROGRAMWMMES

3.TOURISME ET ENVIRONNEMENT

4. MISE EN OEUVRE

1.AGRICULTURE ET PECH
2.P.M.E. ET ARTISANAT

1
1
[}
|
|
]
]
'
1
1
1
|
t
1
]
]
i
+

100.0 |

100.0 )

; 192 053 |

100.0

98 826 |

83 227 |

| Total des depenses

1 184 728 |

1 Dont depenses publigues




10.13

Tabieau

Sicile

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P. 1 .M

( en Mifliers d' ECU )

-4
t

o e e i e e e

Total

Montant

1991-1992

Montant |

z

3

1988-1990

Wontant

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

pd

[}
}
]

1

P32831
31 070

55.5

73 739 )
20 970

52 040

5.8 | i 316

278927 28.4

13.5 |

17 908 |

(0]

2

o

=

(oo

aJ

w3

L

~L

=

<L

2]

—
S
(oo H
5w
2Ly
322
5283
<I=F
—_ N ™

APECHE £T AQUACUL TURE

i
1

3.5 13660 ;

3 430

1.7

)
1

10 230

H.ILES LOUTENNLS
"16.MISE EN OEUVRE

100.0 |

100.0 | 231 141 |

98 188 |

i 132 953 |

i Total des depenses

100.0 !

1 216 420 |}

121 627 | 94 893

i Dont depenses publiques




10.14

Tabieau

Toscana

SOUS-PROGRAMMES BU P. I .M.

cenMilliers a ECU )

e S

T

‘Totai

1990-1892
Wontant

1987-1989

SoOuUS

~-PROGRAMMES

p3

+
i

4

1. AGRICULTURE

12 FORETS

]
'
t
]
]
1
1
[}
1
i

25.3 7 3600

34 400 |

13. INDUSTRIE ARTISANAT

8.2

24 762

4 ENY IRONNEMENT TOUR I SME

5.MISE EN OEUVRE

1330 ;

—pmmmmmmmmd

100.0

prmm—t

100.0 | 226 578 |

1 90853}

100.0

v 135 725 |

1 Total des depenses

’ e ——————

154 762

55 819 |

88 943 |}

Dont depenses pub!iques




10.15

Tahleau

Ombrie

SOUS-PROGRAMMES DU P.1 .M.

(en Mittiers d' ECU )

[ .

"Total

Montant

]
'
t
i

1931-1992

Montant

1988-1990

1
'
1 Mont
1

SOUS-PROGRAMMES

b4

¥

X

t

an

e .

]
[}
1
]
1
1
[}
[}

3.2
25.0

30.9
4

63 252 |
88 416
51 200

21.6 )
51.0 )

12 842 )
30 373 |

34.8
40.0 }

|
'
1]
]

410 |
043

50
58

12 ARTISANAT, PME TERTIAIRE AVAN.

1 1.AGRICULTURE
13. TOUR ISME

35 188 243, 160127 26.9

14 .MISE EN OEUVRE, SUPERVISION

|

—

100.0

100.0 | 204 548

144 981 } 100.0 | 59 567 |}

i Total des depenses

i 38463 % i 148 540 | ]

110077

i Dont depenses publ iques
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