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The Governments of the Member States and the Cornmission of the European Communities
were represented as follows:

Beloium:
MiWiTl-v CLAES
Mr Robert URBAIN

Denmark:
Nl-r-Nidl§H E LVEG PETERS EN
Mr Jorgen OSTROM MOLLER

Germanv:
Elrs:Uiilla SEILER-ALBRING
Mr Johann EEKHOFF

Greece:
lVl-r-lEliôhalis PAPACONSTANTINOU
Mr Georgos PAPASTAMKOS

Soain:
lVlrTarlos WESTENDOEP

France:
N[r-Âlâin JUPPE
Mr Gérard LONGUET
Mr Daniel HOEFFEL

Mr Alain LAMASSOURE

lreland:
Nfr-Dick SPRING
Mr Charlie McCREEW
Mr Tom KITT

Italv:
M-iBe niami no AN DREATTA
Mr Paolo BARATTA
Mr Luigi SPAVENTA

Luxembourg:
MrGorsæWoHLFART

Netherlands:
lV[r-P.TCfCrËMANs
Mrs Y. VAN ROOY
MT Piet DANKEBT

ffiH',anual DURAO BARROSO
Mr Vitor MARTINS

United Kinqdom:
ffiTIm§AÏ[trSBtJRY

Commission:
fiffiffiques DELORS
Sir Leon BRITTAN
Mr Pâdraig FLYNN
Mr Bruce MlLlÂN

Minister for Foreign Affairs
Minister for Forei§n Trade and European Affairs

Minister for Foreign Affairs
State Secretary fôr Foreign Affairs

Minister of State, Foreign Affairs
State Secretary for Economic Affairs

Minister for Foreign Affairs
State Secretary fôr Foreign Affairs

State Secretary for Relations with the European
Communities

Minister for Foreign Affairs
Minister for lndustry and Foreign Trade
Minister with speciàl responsibiliÿ for Regional Planning
and Local Authorities
Minister with special responsibility for European Affairs

Minister for Foreion Affairs
Minister for TourËm and Trade
Minister of State at the Department of the Taoiseach
with special responsibality for European Affairs

Minister for Foreign Affairs
Minister for Foreign Trade
Minister for the Budget

State Secretary for Foreign Affairs and Foreign Trade

Minister for Foreign Affairs
Minister for Foreign Trade
State Secretary fôr Foreign Affairs

Minister for Foreign Affairs
State Secretary fôr Foreign Affairs

Minister of State, Department of Trade and lndustry

-+-
President
Vice-President
Member
Member
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URUGUAY ROUND - COUNCIL CONCLUSIONS

"The Council heard an extensive report by the Commission on the present state of play in the

Uruguay Round negotiations, and in particular on the current quadrilateral talks.

The Council took note of comments made by delegations as to the parameters to be

respected by the Community negotiator in the ongoing negotiations.

The Council invited the Commission to pursue actively the negotiations in conformity with

the conclusions of the Copenhagen European Council. The Council welcomed in particular the

Commission's intention to multilateralize the process as quickly as possible in Geneva after

the G7 Summit, in order to ensure concrete contributions and meaningful participation by all

contracting parties in the process of finalizing the Uruguay Round by the end of the year.

The Council underlined the necessity for al! major participants in the international trading

system to refrain from unilateral or protêctionist action which might endanger the positive

pursuit and satisfactory outcome of the Round.

The Council strongly endorsed the Commission's repeated condemnation of the latest

United States' findings on steel. lt urged the Commission to make clear to the United States

Administration that these latest actions are il!-founded and unacceptable and risk having a

negative effect as regards the successful conclusion of a multilatera! steel agreement and

consequently of the Uruguay Round."
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REFORM OF THE STRUCTURAL FUNDS

On first reading, the Council reached political agreemont by eleven delegations on the reform

of the Structural Funds. The lrish delegation maintained a reservation as it felt that the

information it had obtained as to how the financial resources would be allocated among the

Member States remained unsatisfactory. The President of the Counci! appealed urgently to

the lrish delegation to give its agreement within a few days so that the Edinburgh European

Councit,s express request to the three lnstitutions to ensure that the text§ concerning reform

of the Structurat Funds were formally adopted by the end of July could be met. lndeed

compliance with that deadline was vital if the necessary programming of structural fund

operations from 1 January 1994 was to go ahead, thereby prevonting any interruption in the

flow of funds to beneficiaries after 31 December 1993.

Since the lrish reservation applied only to the Frarnework Regulation - and not to its text - the

council decided to forward to the European Parliâment the six proposals for Regulations

amending:

the framework Regulation;

the co-ordination Regulation;

the ERDF Regulatiou

the ESF Regulation;

the EAGGF (Guidance) Begulation and

the Regulation establishing an instrument for financing the structural measures in favour of

fisheries (FIFG)

as soon as possible after the texts.had been finalized so that the Parliament could proceed

with its second reading at its part-session from 1 2 to 16 July 1993.

provided that the lrish reservation had been withdrawn, the council proposed to proceed with

final adoption of the Structural Fund reform package at its meeting on 19 July 1993.

tt will be remembered that on its first reading on 23 June, the European Parliament delivered,

as part of the co-operation procedure; its Opinions on the "co-ordinationn and 'ERDF"
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Regulations, while sending its comments on the other Regulations and requests for amending

them without delivering its Opinion in formal form. After examining the amendments

proposed by the European Parliament, the Commission had, on 24 June, forwarded to the

Council a number of amendments to its original proposals incorporating changes designed to

improve the procedure for briefing the Parliament on the Communiÿ's structural actions, to

take more account of the other Community policies, to make the method of designating the

regions eligible under Objectives 2 and 5b more explicit and to give the allocations of

appropriations between the Member States greater transparency. The Council was

accordingly in a position to take a decision on the basis of the amended Commission

proposals.

As to the substance of the reform, it was noted that the Edinburgh European Counci! not only

decided on the resources available for the Structural Funds (see Annexl and the other

Community structural operations for the period 1993 to 1999, but also laid down a number of

basic principles for continuing the Community's structural action during this period, and

particularly:

the allocation for Community initiatives should be between 50Â and 1 O% of total resources;

account should be taken of national prosperity, regional prosperity, population of the
regions, and the relative severity of structural problems, including the level of employment,
and, for the appropriate objectives, the needs of rural development, in the form of criteria
for structural action;

the basic principles laid down in 1988 (concentration, programming, partnership and
additionality) should continue to guide the implementation of the Structura! Funds:

the coverage of Objective 1 should be determined according to criteria similar to those of
the 1988 Regulation and should include the new German Lânder and East Berlin.

ln framing its proposals, the Commission based its approach on the above principles: it also

took into account the new Maastricht Treaty provisions concerning social policy priorities

(combining and extending the former Objectives 3 and 4 to form a new Objective 3 and

creating a new Objective 4), the consequences of the agricultural reforms and also the needs
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for restructuring in the fisheries sector (special instrument: FIFG) (see Annex)' A number of

changes were in fact based on the experience gained since the last reform of the Funds

in 1988 and were aimed specificatly at increasing the effectiveness of the community's

structurar action by simplifying the decision-making procedures and accompanying this with

more careful evaluation and checking'

The main elements in the overall compromiss reached by the council were as follows:

Allocation of financial resources

The commission outlined to the Member states the details of the method' of indicative

allocation of financial resources'

Obiective 1 regions (see list attached)

As confirmation that the community's outermo§t regions had been fully integrated into its

structural action, specific reference to the Azoros, the canaries and Madeira was included in

the rerevant provision of the framework Reguration; for the Netherrands, Frevorand was added

to the rist of obiective r regions and the Highrands and rsrands enterprise area added for the

united Kingdom; also, exceptionally for France the arrondissements of valenciennes' Douai

and Avesnes, becauso they form a contiguous whole with the Belgian Hainaut region and in

recognition of their low regional GDP; for ltaly, so as to avoid a sudden break in the

programmingofCommunityaidtoaregionwhichhadbeenreceivingstructuralassistance

under obiective 1, the Abruzzi region exceptionally retained its eligibility for a transitional

non-renewable period of three yêars. Finally, so a§ to ensure that the new German Lânder

receivedequaltreatmentwiththeregionsofthesamewpeinlinewiththedecisiontakenin

Edinburgh, the statistics relating to the unified Germany,s national prosperity and the regiona!

prosperity of new l-ânder must incorporate the latest data for the new Lânder'

? rruFg:'rnægqæ"
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Obiectives 2 and 5b areas

The selection procedure adopted for areas eligible under Objectives 2 and 5b stipulate that the

list will be proposed on the initiative of the Member States concerned. ln preparing the list,

the Commission will consult closely with each of the Member States having regard to the

specific nature of their institutions and their nationa! partnership practices and will also take

into account the priorities of nationa! regional planning policies. As a conseguence, no regions

which have not been proposed by a Member State will be included on the Commission list

without the agreement of that Member State.

Finally, it was stipulated that in implementing the criteria for selecting Objective 2 areas, the

Commission would take into account the level of unemployment, the degtee of

industrialization and industrial decline, and the level of economic activaty or actual

employment, as reflected nationally on a relative basis compared with the Community

average.

Obiectives 3 and 4

The creation of the new Obiective 4 and the combining and extension of the former

Objectives 3 and 4 into a new Objective 3 were approved subject to the following provisions:

Allocation of resources between Objectives 3 and 4 would primarily depend on Member

States' priorities. lt was noted that a number of Member States believed that the realities

affecting the level of people's economic activity or actual employment could also be used as

the reference basis for submitting the plan for Objectives 3 and 4. Furthermore, the overall

allocation for the new Objective 4 would largely depend on the innovatory nature of the

programmes submitted by the Member States. For each year in the period 1994 to 1999, at

least 8O% of the resources available for Objectives 3 and 4 would be allocated to Objective 3

and the majority of the subsidies available under Objective 4 would go to SME. The

Commission would ensure that action taken under Objective 4 would not result in distortion of

competition.

EN
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Obiective 5

It was agreed that all references to programming for measures taken under this Objective

would be deleted.

Community initiatives

Following the decision on the allocation of financial rosources between Obiectives 3 and 4, it

wâs agreed that the proportion of Structural Fund commitment appropriæions earmarked for

financing action taken on the Cornmission's initiative would be increased to g%.

On this point, the Commission said that it would like the Council to hold a wide-rarging and

detailed discussion on the Green Paper which it had submitted on this subject and that it

would take the guidelines rÂrhich anergod for implemenüng Community initiatives fully into

account. Furthermore, the Presidency's compromise had been based on the assumption that

the tasks indicated in the Edinburgh European Council's conclusions, to be set out in more

detailed form in the Council guidelines following the Green Paper, would encompass the full

diversity of structural problems ovor tho entire territory of the Community.

Appraisal and evaluation

ln line with the conclusions of the European Council in Hinburgh, the Presidency's

compromise concentrated on giving greater prominence to the need for sx ante appraisal,

monitoring and ex post evaluation of the structural action. Taking up this point, the Council

also reaffirmed the principle enunciated by the European Council whereby assistance would be

allocated where appraisal showed medium-term economic and social benefits commênsurate

with the rÊs(rurces deployed.

7473.Nr3 (Presse l ZO - G) roblPf l-11 Ë$S
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,/ Partnership

The Council stipulated that Member States which wished to do so could also include

employers and labour in the partnership between the Commission, the Member States

concerned and their competent authorities and bodies.

Adiustment of the differential of rates of assistance

The limits on Community rates of assistance under Objective 1 were in principle retained,

(a maximum of 75% of the total cost and, as a general rule, at least 50% of public

expenditure), but in the case of the 'cohesion" regions, Community assistance could, in duly

justified exceptional cases, be as high as 80% with a maximum of 85% of the total cost in

the case of the outermost regions.

Other matters

The compromise reached by the Council also included measures to take account of

environmonta! requirements, provisions on the transition to the new programming period, and

provisions covering a number of specific questions raised by various delegations.

EN
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ANNEX

1. LEGAL BASIS

Framework Regulation: Article 130d (unanimity)
Co-ordination Regulation: Article 130e (qualified majority) co-operation procedure
ERDF: Article 130e (qualified majority) co-operation procedure
ESF: Articles 126 and 127 (unanimity)
EAGGF: Article 43 (qualified maiority)
FIFG: Article 43 (qualified maiority)

2. RESOURCES AVAILABTE FOR THE STRUCTURAL FUNDS

Commitment appropriations for the period 1994-1999
(ECU million at 1992 prices)

1 994 1 995 1 996 1 997 1 998 1 999 1 994-
1 999

Structural Funds
and FIFG

20 135 21 480 22 740 24 026 25 690 27 400 141 471

of which
Objective 1

regions:

13 220 14 300 15 330 16 396 17 820 19 280 96 346

(ANNEX)
EN
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3. OB"JËCTIVES

Obiective 1

promoting the development and structural adjustment of regions whose development is
lagging behind.

Obiective 2

converting the regions, frontier regions or parts of regions (including employment areas and
urban communities) seriously affocted by industrial decline.

0biective 3

combating long-term unemployment and facilitating the integration into working life of young
people and of persons exposed to exclusion from the labour market.

0biactive 4

facilitating the adaptation of workers to industrial changes and to changes in production
systems.

Obiectives 5a and 5b

Promoting rural development by:

(a) speeding up the adjustrnont of agricultural structures in the framework of the reform of
the common agricultural policy ( + Financial lnstrument for Fisheries Guidance - FIFG);

(b) facilitating the development and structural adjustment of rural areas.

[n the framework of the review of the common fisheries policy, measures for the adiustmsnt
of fisheries structures come under Objective 5a.

IWEANS

- Objective 1: ERDF, ESF and EAGGF Guidance Section
- Objective 2: ERDF and ESF
- Objective 3: ESF
- Objective 4: ESF
- Objective 5a: EAGGF Guidance Section and FIFG
- Objective 5b: EAGGF Guidance Section, ESF and ERDF.

Apart from the Structural Funds and the FIFG, the ElB, the cohesion financial instrument and
the other existing financial instruments will also contribute to the attainment of the
five Objectives listed above.

7473193 (Presse 120 - G) ioblP-Tlt
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4. REGIONS CONCMNED BY O&'ECNVE 1

BELG!UM

GERMANY

GREECE

SPAIN

FRANCE

IRELAND

ITALY

NETHERLANDS

PORTUGAL

UNTTED KINGDOM

Hainaut.

Brandenburg, Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, East Berlin,
Saxony, Saxony-Anhalt, Thuringia.

The entire country.

Andalucia, Asturias, Cantabria, Castilla y Léon, Castilla-La Mancha,
Ceuta y Melilla, Comunidad Valenciana, Extremadura, Galicia,
Canary lslands, Murcia.

French overseas departments, Corsica and the arrondissements of
Valenciennes, Douai and Avesnes.

The entire country.

Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Molise, Apulia, Sardinia, Sicily,
Abruzzi (1994-1996).

Flevoland.

The entire country.

Highlands and lslands enterprise area, Merseyside, Northern lreland.

roblPTfij
(ANNEX}
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Bruxelles, Ie 1er Juillet 1993

Norts BrO(93lLl6 ÀIrX BIIRBâI X f,ATrO![AIrX
cc. aux oembreg du SenLce du portæparole %J

PrélnratLoa du @asell ÀffaLreg G6a6ra1es du 2 JuLllet 1993 sur les
Fonds §tnrcturels.
(Bettl olivl)

Avant Ia réunlon du Coneell Àffalree cénérales Ie 2 Juillet est prévue à
th3O une réunion lnfor:melle de concertation avec le Parlement Européen
Eur Ia révlsion des 6 règlenents sur les Sonde Structurels. La
dél6gatton du Parlement Européen §era composée Par Ie Pr6etdent, M.
Klepsch et lee deux rapporteure princlpaux, M. Kohler et M. Lambrlas. La
Commlsslon le 23 Juin e décid6 une nodlfication de aee proposltlons
initlales pour tenLr compte de I'avis du Parlenent Européen Eur les s1x
règlements, même sl Ia procédure de coolÉratlon eet Jurldlquement prévue
Eeulement sur le règlenent de coordLnation et le règlement FEDER

Le ConseII a eu un premJ.er débat d'orientatlon le 8 Juln dernler qul a
permis à Ia présldence danoiae, en étrolte collaboratlon avec Ia
préEidence belge, d'établlr un compromis global sur leg slx règlements.
Sur cette baEe I'adoption d'une posltJ.on commune eet attendue demain, de
manLère à permettre au P.E. de procéder à Ia deuxlème lecture au cours
de Ia Eeselon de JulIIet et à I'adoptlon défLnltlve des règlements Par
1e Conseil le 19 jutllet. La Comlaelon procedera à Ia définltion des
zones obJectifs 2 et 5b eu début de I'automne et lee Etate membres
pourront alnel evencêr danE leurs travaux de préparatLon des progranmeE
devant anener à Ia mise en oeuvre effectlve dea actlons structurelleE
communautaires dès Ie 1er Janvier 1994.

II eEt à soulJ.gner que Ie Conseil n'eEt pas appelé à déftnlr demaLn les
allocationE financières par réglon ou Par PaYE, mais les procédures et
leE critères que la Comlssion sulvra lxlur la répartitlon indlcatl.ve Par
Etat membre Eour chacun des obJectlfs 1 à 4 eÈ 5b des crédltg
d,engagement des fonds structurels. On ae rappellera que leE nontants
financlers globaux, alnsi que les reasources à aesurer à I'obj 1 et, à

l,intérleur de celui-cl, celle Pôur les 4 paye cohésJ.on, ont faLt
I'objet d'un accord au Somet d'Edinbourg en décembre dernler-

LeE questions egsentiellee sur lesguelleE un accord devrait se dégager
Eont les suivantes:

I. LlEte des réolong de I'obl. 1

La Commlssle4 a protr»oeé:

- d'inclure dans Ia liste de I'Annexe I:

= E nouveaux Lânder allemands et BerIin-EEt

= Ia réglon de cantabrla (ES), Eon PIB par habltant étant tombé au-
desgous de 75t de Ia moyenne communautalre,
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= Eour des "raigons particulLèree", Ies régions du Ha1naut, (8, PIB
77,3$1, §§!}g35§, and IeIandE (UK, PIB 78'?*1, MersevsLde (IrK,
PrB 78r94t);

- de ne plus reprendte dans cette liEte:

= Ia régLon des Abruzzl, (I), son PIB par habitant ayant atteLnt
89r3t de Ia moyenne comunautaLre.

La CornmLEslon n'e paa lnclus, dang 6a propoeLtJ.on de liste, Ie
Flevoland (NL); région qui satJ,sfaLt aux crLtères du PIB mals qui, à
son avis, n'e pas lee caractérlatigres d'une région en retard de
dévelop1nnent.

II. Crltères pour Ia répartLtion entre EM des reggources flnanclères

La propoaLtlon de Ia Comlsslon étend Ie princlpe d'une répartltlon
par Etat nembre À l'eneemble des Fonds sur base de I'ensentble des
critères retenus à Edlmbourg et selon des procédures transparentee.

EIIe prévoLt guê Ia partlcipation co'nnunautalre au fLnancenent des
actions est modulée en fonction deg considérations ci-aprèe:

- Ia gravJ.té dee problèmes spécifiques, notanment réglonaux ou
soclaux, vieéE par Ies actlons;

- Ia capacité flnancière de I'Etat membre concerné, compte tenu
notament de Ia prospértté relative de cet Etat membre et de Ia
nécesElté d'éviter des augmentations excessives deE dépenses
budgéÈalres:

- Ies caractérLstlguee propres aux tyPes d'actionE vlEéee.

III. LeE adaptations du dLePositif Prévrr pour I'
Structurels.

I'InÈéret partlculier gue
communautairei

l'lntérêt particuller que
régJ.onal et natLonal;

les actlons revêtent du poi-nt de vue

IeE actlonE revêtent du 1rcint de vue

actlon des FondE

Les proposltione de Ia Conmisslon Eont décritee dane leg Notes P(93)4 du
14 févrler 1993 et P(93)8 du 24 mats 1993. En ce gui concerne Ie débat
du Consetl du 8 Juin volr la Note BIo(93)153 du 9 Juin 1993.

AmitiéE
Bruno DETHOIIAS

lr" VA^-'^;-



Bruxelles, Ie 5 Jutllet 1993

N(}Its 810(93)176 (sulte 1) ilrX BuRBAux f,ÈTro[AUx
cc. Au: neobreg ôr sanl.ce du porte-parole

Coasêil ÀffaLree GÉaÉrales - §eesioa errÈraordlaaLre du 2 Jull.let- Accord
sur les Fonds stnrcÈurelg
(Bettl oltvl)

Àvant Ia réunLon du Conseil Ie 2 Jutllet à th30 le PréeLdent I.t. Claes et
Ie ComlsEaire M. üLllan ont rencontré une délégatlon du parlement
Européen Ixrur une réunion infomolle de concertation. Àu début de Ia
réunion du Consell M. CIaeE en a rappêlé Ia têneur lxrur que Ie débat en
tlenne compte. Les prlorités du pE sont lea sulvantes:

pleine informatlon du PE sur la mlse en oêuvre de ra polrtique
structurelle;
renforcenent du rôIe deg régLons et inplicatlon des partenaires
économiqueg et soclaux;
lnitlatlveg comunautaLree
pae de conité de gestlon;
tranEparence dane lee allocatione entre leE Etats membres;

- reBlrect deg prlnclpes comunautalres de Ia réforme de 1989 (donc pag
de renationalisation des critères d,éIigibtllté).

Le timlng très aerré est eoullgné par l.l. craes: gr un accord
n'intervient pes auJourd'hur, on rJ.sgue d,avoir un retard d,au nolns six
mois.

Le préaldent falt état d'une prol»osltion de compromJ.e éIaborée par la
Préeldence danoLae et reprlse par la présidence belge qui réEurte
d'intenEes travaux menés au sein du Groupe et du coreperi celle-ci doit
être accompagnée Par une solutlon eux deux questJ.ona préalableg qui
regtent à régoudre:

- la liste dee régiona de l,obJectif 1,
- les crltères pour l'alrocation deg ressourceg par Etat mernbre.

Après un premler tour de table qul a permis à toutes Ies délégatlons de
présenter leure posltions, Ie Président a dt conatater deg dlvergencea
eubstentiellea et a donc poursulvi ra réunion en restrelnte.

Àprès le polnt à I'ordre du Jour relatLf à l,urug'uay Round, ra réunion a
reprls vera 18h et B'est concrue à 4 h du matin aprèa de longues
suspensl,ono lrrur perûettre des dLscussions bilatérales.

Le réEultat est un accord condlttonné par une réserve lrlandalae
concernant Ie montant qui devrait découler de l,applJ.catLon des
règlements en faveur de ce peys.



-2-

À la Conférence de prease, à l'lsgue de la réunion, le Présldent claes a
formuré un appel urgent au Gouvernenent lrlandais pour gu'lr rève Be
réserve; dans le cag contral.re, en effet, on rieque une aualrengion des
aldes conrnunautaires à partlr du 1er Janvier: sl le pE ne peut pas
procéder à ra 2ène lecture eu courg de Ia session de Juillet, ra
ratlficatlon du Tralté {nFllguera une proc6dure différente (evis
conforme) ainsl que Ia coneultation du Comlté des régione.

Le débat sur les critèree régiesant la répartitlon deg fonds a été long
et dlfflcile. Le comlsaion comuniguera les nontante lndicatlfe qui en
résultent après l'adoptlon définltlve des règlements. À titre de
background on peut rappeler quela sont lee chiffres globaux décidés par
Ie Conseil Européen à Edinbourgs

Pour les eLx ens 1994-99 en nlllLards d'ECU (prtx L9921

TOTÀ! FONDS SIR.UCTURELS (sans Fondg de cohéslon) s 141 nd

OBJECTIF 1: 96 md

-dont 4 pays cohéslon, c'est à dire E, P, EL, IrI: 61 md
(touJoura sans Fonds de cohéslon)

-reste de I'obJectif 1: 35 md
c'est à dire les 5 Lândil E r'est, llezzogiorno, Dolt et corse, rrrande
du Nord et les nouvelleg zones qui viennent d'être décidéee (volr plus
Ioln);

OBJECTISS 2, 3, 4, et 5: 45 md

la répartitlon entre ceux-cl s'effectuant en grog Eelon res parts
respectLveg du passé.

ÇIuelques Points importante du conpronLs (de nodifl,catlon par rapport à
la proposltlon de Ia Comission)

Liste deE réoione de l,obj. 1

Par rapport à Ia prolrceltion de la Comnlsslon sont inclues lee régions
suivantes:

- le Flevoland (NL)
- les Àbruzzes (f) pour troie ans
- la déftnLtLon de 'enterprise area' pour les HightandE and IEIands (UK)
- ree arondlseamente varenciennois et sanbre-Àveanoia (F)

En outre une nentlon explicite est falte dane Ie texte du règlement (et
non peg seurenent dans ra llete en ennexe du Règr. ) des règlons
urtralÉrlphérrques des Açoree, des rlea canarles et ttadère.
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Pour Ia déternlnatLon de I'allocatlon financière des nouveaux lânder
allemandg, aeront utilieées les statlstlquee de 1'Àllenagne uniflée.

Plafond des aides publlques: 80t obj 1, 85t régions ultrapériphérLques.

Obtectlf 2

Parmt lea critères, aJout de'l'lncidence relatLve deg eLtuatlone
nationales par rapport à la moyenne conlmunautaLre, Ixrur ce gul concerne
Ie taux du chômage, Ie taux d'lndustrlallaatlon et Ie déclln Induetrlel"
(denande de Ia déIégatton italLenne).

Déclaratlon de Ia connissLon qu'elle tiendra plelnemsnt compte du point
de vue des Ett eur le choLx deg zonea éllgiJrles êt gu'aucune région ne
sera lntroduite contre I'avig de l'Ell.

oblectifs I et g

Pour chaque année l'allocatlon pour I'obJ 4 ne pourra pas être su1Érieur
à 20t du total pour les deux obJectlfg et en devront bénéficier ourtout
les PlrlE (denandes brltanniques).

Les critèrea de référence prévolent aueel'Ie taux d'activité ou taux
d'emplol réel" (denande néerlandaisel .

Obiectlf 5a

Suppression de la progronrnatLon pour cet obJectlf.

InltiativeE comunautaireE

Un pourcentage de 9t du total dee crédlts eEt retenu. I1 s'agit d'un
i-nportant succès pour la Comleslon qul fait suLte à la présentatLon du
Llvre Vert. La narge de flexlblllté néceesalre à la gestion dea Fonds
eet ainsl aaaurée.

Evaluation

La nécessl,Èé d'une évaluatlon ex ante, d'un eulvi et d'une évaluatLon ex
post de I'action structurelle egt renforcée dang Ia dlspositlf (value
for money: demande britannique).

Amitiés
Bruno DETHOMÀS
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