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might be in the event of major revaluations ocouy-
ing for any currency.

So far as Amendments Nos 3 and 8 are concerned, I
would explain to Mr Gérlach that the limits which
the Comrmnission has put in its present proposal are
meant 1o reflect as aceuralely as we can the effect
ot the present systerm and therelore compensate, at
an individual farmer basis for whe loss of indome
arising from the. dbolition of the present VAT-
baged system. Thart is the reason for the pacticular
limits that the Commission has adopted. They are
of course lmits, they are not absolute fAgures,
because it will be up to the Federal Government to
decide, on the basis of these limiting figures of the
minimum and maximum amounts of compensa-
tion, what the actual figures might be, but always
within the context of an overall limit of DM 2,200m
which i roughly equivalent to the loss of ineome
the farmers are suffering from the abolition of the
VAT-based sysiems. 5o, there is no increase on the
totel armount and these particular limits correspond
to the présent position as aceurately as we can cal-
culate mattars,

Amendment No 5 could produce an effect which
the honourable Member would not wish to happen,
namely that if someone had sufferered a loss of
only DM 1,300 the amendment would provide for
compensation of DM 2,500 a5 an absolute mini-
mum. I do neot think that is the intention of the

amendment. Therefore we believe these figures are -

the best we can produce in the situation and 80 can-
not svcept Amendments Nos 5 and 6. 1 hope the
honourable gentlemsan will accept that explanation
in the spirit in which it is intended. I understand
his motivation in arguing for these amendments.

o far as Amendments Nos 3 and 4 are concerned,
the Commissicn is very happy to accept them and
they will be incorporated in the proposal.

I thank Mr Dalsass again for the work ha has done
on this matter.

' DER PRASIDENT. - Dte Aussprm:he ist geschlos~
zen. '

Die Abstimmung findet in der Abstimmungs.
stunde statt.

EF's regionalpolitik og miljset
Regionalpolitik und Umwelt

Hepwpspriaxy xovorny oletisy Kol nepificiior

Regional po TRE environment
Politica regional comunitaria y medio ambients
Politique régionale communautdirs ar gnvironnement
Politica regionale comunitaria sull’ambictite
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‘Communautair regionaal beleid voor het milien
- Politica ng:“aml ¢ ambiente. |

DER PRASIDENT .- Naah der Tagesordnung folgt

die Aussprache tber den Bericht (Dok. A3-170/82)

von Herrn Harrison im Narnen des Ausschussges filp

" Regionalpolitile, Ram'nnrdnm1g und Beziehungen

zu den regionalen und. lokalen Kérperschaften
(ber die Auswirkungen der gernahmchafthchen
Regionalpoliik auf dxe Umwolt. ‘

HARRISON (S}, TaPDOTLELT. - Mr Presidenl:,_in‘ Rio
de Janeiro the world's leadérs aré considering the
very future of our planet and how to resclive the
dilamma of securing much-needsd development
while safeguarding the environment. Our own res-
ponsibility here in the Community begins at home.
The new treaty, deapite the current confusion over
its future, places great stresy on integreating the
environment into all the Cormmunity’s policies.
Regional policy 1s taking on ever greater political
Importance, with a budget to match: ECOT 1250
over the lifgtime of the Delors I package. Such a
large sum of monay can clearly be a force for good
or il in anvironmental terms. It is up to us to
ensure it brings genuinely benelicial developmant
whilst protecting and enhancing the environment,

I must stress that the fundamental . prineiple
underlying my report is that the environrnent
should not be ssen as an obstacle to development.
On the contrary. The environment . and-its .
resources are essential for real development. Water,
s0il and clean air are the very building blecks of
development. Wildlife deperid on these z2ame
resources and enrich our environrnent and our
lives. The siructural funds cannot achieve their
objective of lasting social and economic cohesion
urtless this anvironment is safezuarded

While preparing this report I v:sxted Greeoe a.nd
Spain to see Community regional development in,
action. I also held extensive discussions with Com-
mission staff whomn I should like to thank for their
openness and cooperation. | recognise, of course,
that the Commission is making great efforts 16 pro-

. tect the enviropment. The structaral funds are

spending many rnillions of ECU each year on envi-
ronmental projects. When the siructural fund Tegu-
lations were last veformed in 1988, significant steps’
forward were made in the environrnéntal safe-

guards built into the planning process; YetLcannot

escape the conclusion after all, my mvastlgmlons
that much remaing to be done. In many cases envi-
ronmental factors are incorporated into planning .
only at a very late stage, if at all. Member States’
own environmental agencies are often not con-
suited on plans for structural fund programmes
and projects. Environmental {mpact assessments
can be of veary variable quality. The existing direc-

do
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tive is not on the same wavelength a3 the structural

fund systern, focusing on projects rathar than.

whole programmes. It is not able to mssass the
impact of programmes. It is often very difficult for
the public and even for Members of the European
Parliament to obtain information on what the

- struetursl funids are doing. The people who will be
directly affected by development projects are sel-

dom askaed for their views.on what kind of devalop-
ment they want or given the opportunity to com-
mant on plans going to Brussels.

At the Commission level, DG XI does not have
enough informatian to enable it to assess the envi-
renmental impact of projects or prograrmmes. Tt is
8lso desperately understaffed for the massive
workload facing it) @ staff have to monitor some
ECU 18b of expenditure this year. There are also
serious doubts about the cogt-effectivencss of some
structursl fund projects. The Commission does not
gppear to require cost-benefit analysas that cover
all the relevant factors including environmental
costs, 1 was particularly eoncerned during my
research for this report by the planned diversion of

the River Acheloos in Geeece and certain irmigation

projects 1n Spain. Both will cause zerious environ-
merital problems and In both casex there seem to
ba serious doubts about the assumed economic
benofiis,

I would note, Mr Presicdent, that it has just bean
announced thut the Acheloos diversion is to go
dhead. Indeed I understand the Commission has
increased the Community contribution, This is a
matter of very grave concert in view of the interna.
tional outery against this project and the serious
doubts about its environmental impact and econ-
oric rationale, I urge the Commission to review its
decisions. Clearly something must be done.

In my own constitugncy in the UK, Euro-funds

may be sought by the promoters of the developing
Liverpool airport and of the Mersy barrage project.
Difficult choices will have to be made in each
case. ' -

In my report We make 2 number of proposals. We
propose that the structural fund repulations which
the Commission i in the process of rewrlting
should contain an explicit commitment to the envi-
ronmentally sustainable use of natural resourcas,
The regulations send clear sighals to the Member
States of the principles and purpose of regional pol-
icy. It is important that they should clearly state
this fundamentsl ahjective. Thig principle should
ke put into practice through special sections in
each Community support framework, setting out
how sustainable development will be achisved.
Substantial Community funding should be made
available through this mechanism to incorporate

the e¢nvironment into all planning through compra-
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hensive environmental impact assessment, land
use planning, training, appropriate technology and
so torth. This requirernent can be put into practice
by amending Article 8 of chulanon 4253!38 o

pravide a clear legal basm

Wide consultation on stmctxjral- fund planming is
essential. Gﬁvemment_ environmental agencies
shouid be consulted together with non-governmen-

tal groups. Changes to the regulations to ensure f

this will prevent differences i in practlce in d.xfferem.
Member States,

I eonclude by saying thnt the report also. makes
other proposals which I do not have time to go into,
We have discussed this report extensively in the
Commitles on Regional Policy, Regional Planning
and Relations with Regional and Local Authorities.
[ believe there 8 sirong support for the proposal in

Parliament with the regulaiions being reviewed.

The time is right for Parliament to contribute to the
debate. I hope the Comrnission will heed what we
have 10 say.

PRMAIOL (8). — Kidme Flpdedps, 1 napeie v uvmﬁ- |

olakdv mpwtofoviudy me Kowétmrag 1o bnwg
Eexivige and <o 1988 pe v avadhipbpwan tov
Tapefwy, afxa: ruplianio otdye v Repipadlovnr
MTOGUVTTIPOUHEVT] avanmogn. "Hiav svag @radbokeg
STOX0S, © omoiog Adve wuplumg g EAAEIWTG tRava
Becpikol mhmoion koL SapopsTikig aviiinymg e
™y avértudn ke e To repiddiov, o okl REQI-
TTOCEL; EHEIVE UVEXTANPOTOS KaL aKeun KeL anepa
arotedel medio avnmapBeamg avipese oty Kowo-
T, T xpdTn uEkn e ng rtepupapmmcé:; Smmq-
eV,

Mépa axd o yevikdrepo mpoﬁlnpahané wov ciepdpa
m oytam avintoin-nepBaAlov,. olitg - dAduag, B
slukoiouBel va rapepével. emikepos, B fpdrel vo

- avuAnoBolps ont ot onuEmvI gvyRupin, o TOALT- -

kég TpAinymg na Ty wpoctacit. tou meptfidiioviog
cAoTEAOUV gvayxaio 4po Mg mEmeepekis. avd-
b, - o o

O« Baeueis xpordoag Tov s u;:i;‘ﬂwaﬂ;ovim .
- d'avtég ug Somotdoesg, pag fploxovy apemvous.”

Eival (Seitepa Gsmucl] 0 avopopd oo wilgiaue g
Seirapng Tuvdidonsyms tou Euporaixod Kmvoﬁw
Mov km Ty [Teppepsuby g Kawé‘mm; Eivany
QUTOVOTTO GTI, Ot RATOIKO! TV TEMOYGY GHig ondler,
gkTEAOUVTAL 70 uvmrw?;mn& Epyds, éxouv peyailrepn
sumafneio and g xevepwds wbgpviloiis na vy
rpooTacia Tow m:mmowm; xol T, Aghonouévn
aforoinen Tov guakdy ndpav. T va Swcpaiid-
fiel 0 appovixds ouvbuaapds g avarTulng xa g
rpogtaciag Tov Reptfiddi.oveos, rpéner va Sravpoviel
T SURUETONT TV AIpETdY BKRPOSHIL@Y TG AUTO6L0I-
KNoTG 'dAES Tig Dadikusies enthiyiic Kot evTEAgaTS
TEY ép‘rwv o xprmmoﬁm:uwmt 0.1:6 T, KDWVOTLKE
Tapela.
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"mv ripougn phon s avadebpiong Teov kavov.

Sy Ty Ampepmtmmv Teusiov rpére va-urdpSan

 Begpuety puﬂpm‘q. wFte ta fpye va pmv emipépouy

apvITELRES EMRATDGES S0 n&ptﬂdllov ‘Ouig, mpera

- v dobel wiaitepn wpogoyg omy TEMKT] SlaTdmweT
aAdd Kol amy 200pUoY tutdy Tov Beapikdy pulipi-

GEmV, £T01 OGTE VI Wiy vrovopelgsTal 0 Poowds oTo-

295 v AapBpanixiy Tepeiav, dnladf i teprpepem-

" akh avénmgn. nupaﬁ..\.n}w emBadierar \Sbfrepy

TPOTERTIRT uv-npmwmdn ard v Emtpmrﬂ aTg
HEASTES Kt T oTOIKElE TOU TA KpdTn pEAT), N Bioikn-
o xot aveE&pTnTol ogrravianol Kt gvibgel; vnofaa-
douv. Zuyva, gzovv Siamotwbel kalonpoaipstad pey,
ardd ke vrepfolikds kprnikds ofd OLKOLOVIKEC Kat
lhsg opyovioss xau gumhox uwu'ymwmmdw
mxovouucdw AUUEEPAVILY iy xmpwv, | xm Tom-
xav avrifdsagov, Xapmcmpm-rmﬂ nepintwan elval,
OTG AVEPEPE Kt O ELTAYMTAS oty opthia ToU TPy
and Myo, 1o &py0 TS BKTPOAT)S TOU AyEhdou otnv
EAAAG, Ia TV Onoie O S1aryT TG KL GV QUToAo-
vikn Endeof tou klvel extovi), avagopd. Ot dyxupec
EMOTNUOVIKES LBAETES RVOTPETOUY TOLG LUPLIROUS
OtL T ekxpon Oo rpoxcAfasl apwTIXES SMLRTGUEY
o100 fotono g meplox s, Kol GuUEIKE, Bev CuRQwVH
pe v rpotpom) nov Ekave mpog Tiv Emtpom] o
avaBedpran Tou Epyov. Epel; uroampifovue &t dxel
rpotymeEl g EyeproTe wa roidrleupn cuvepyaoio
pe Ty Evpameint) Exvtpond, ixree va Suadoaiiadel n
LOOPPORIO. TOV OLKOOUOTIHATOG. AUTOVOTITO &ival,
y'autd 0 fritodus, 6T n Emtpond opeiiel vt mopd-
®OAOUBRGEL THY OROALTT TNPAOT TV OdnYuLY TS
ket trv extéleon Tou pyov,

Tekewivovtag, xipme [Tpoedpe, BEAw va Tovigw on 1
BuaoiudTnTd Tov koOWVOTIKDY ROALTLCDY T TV TepL-
pepetart) avantuly), bev kpivertat nidov pdvo pg oiko-
VOUIKODS N KOvavikous SeiKteq arotehedpatindn-
TG, N péprpva 4 10 nepridiiov ﬂmuopcpcbvm sipR-
Efe v mowomikd E‘.mma RO xorvonxic Spaorc N
v avantuli.

ORTIZ CLIMENT (PPE). = Seflor Presidenta,
quiero felicitar, en primer lugar, al Sr. Harrizon por
ul wxcelante inforrne sobre la politica regional
comunitaria ¥ Sus repervusiones en. el medio

ambiente, v no solamenta por @1 ¢ontenido de su

informe, sino también por la opertunidad de su
presentacion y debate en este Parlamento. Oportu-
nidad, en primer lugar, porqué lenemos ya datos
suficientes, en relacién con la reforma de los fondos
estructurales llevada a eabo ¢n 1988 ¥ gue termina
el afio que viens, pers exwminar de qué forma
hemos invertido los fondos estructurales, qué aectl-
vidades productivas, en qué medios v ¢udles hun
sido las repercusiones ambientales. Ep segundo
lugar, la oportunidad se refleja también en que, en
&6105 Momentos, tanemos necesidad de programar
da nueva los mareos comunitarios de apoyo y los
programas operativos an los paises mismbros, ax
cada una de las regiones implicadas, de cara a 1997,

ad

Y, en tercer luzar. porque la Comunidad Econémi-
ca Europea debe dar ejemplo -y ast lo ha dado- en
la veunidén de la Conferencia de las Naciones Uni-
das sobre Medio Ambiente ¥ Desarrollo, celebrada
en Rio, Mundialmente se reconace gue este pro-
blerna no solamente incide a nivel regional, sino de
palses y de grandes blogues en tode el mundo.

Por otro lado, también recoge el 'ponente las
conelusiones de la Conferencia de lag Regiones de
noviembre de 1991, donde se dio una gran impor-
tancia al pupel de la defenisa del medio ambiente en
las regiones. SI al desarrollo, si a la utilizactdn de
los recursos naturales v de actividades produetivas,
perg, igualmente, con un rr.spﬂo profundeo hacia el
medio ambients,

+

En estos momentos, por parte de'la Comisién, se
nos argurnents que falta personal y recursos para
controlar debldamente la ejecucidn y los impactos
ambientales da las reformas estructurales sstableci-
das, Es cierto, y agi lo ereamos, ¥ 0o qUEremon esta-
blecer muchos mas gastos, pers, para levar a cabo
un control ¥ séguimiento de programas, tanto espe-
cificos como Envirag, como de aquellos que se dari-
van de los programas de desarrolio regional o de los

- fondos estructuralezs por medio del FEDER o del

FEOGA, hace falta un mayor desarrollo v planifica-
cidn de la utilizacién de la tierra y de su entorne.
Cualguier madida que los entes locales y regionales
puadan aportar, ademas de'los Estados miembros,
supondrd un gran beneflclo al conjunto de nuestras
inversiones en mataria de tnfraestructura y de res-
peto del medio ambiente. Crea que e2 muy apro-
piada -y tengo que felicitar a 1a Comisién- la Direc-.
tva 83/337, v serfa necesario que cade Estado
miembro v cada gobierno reglonal la aplicara a
rajatabla, que no se aprobara un proyecto ptiblico o
privado sin que previamente s& haya elaborado un
inforrme en materia de reparcusionss ambisntales.
Ese control, sefior Presidents, no lo puede hacer la
Comlsidn, Soy consclente de que no lo puede
hacer; lo deben hacer log Estados miembros v los
poderes regionales y locales. Las repercusiones
ambientales son fundamentalez y no podemos
egcatimar esfuerzos en ¢l control 'y en el segm

mientc.

Por otro lade, seMor Presidente; as inipémﬁte el

. Acuerdo de Maastricht, el Tratada de ia Unién,

porque refleja la preccupseion por la-defensa. del
madic amblente y quiero instar, sefior Presii:lﬁnte. a
que los objetivos del Fondo de cohesidn ~gqua son
muy claros: mejora de infraestructuras v defensa

‘del medio ambiente- se apliquen sin demora a par-

tir de enero de' 1993 v que cada Estade miembro
asuma la responsabilidad de hacer una salvaguar-
dia del medio ambiente, comoe &l comprormige de
Maastricht lo requiere,

M
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PIMENTA (LbR). - Senhor Presidente, em pri-.
meire lugar quers felieitar o colega Harrison. Com-

partilhamos ‘tolalmente do seu relatério e das
conclusdes a que chega, pelo que vamos ApGIar e
votar favoravelments todo o eonjunte do relatério,

Gostaria agora de délxar 80 senhor cornissario aqui
presente trés ou quatre mensagens claras, directas,
da parte de alguém que j& teve a responsabilidade
de aplicar este tipo de projectos em Portugal & gue
sabe bem como haje em dia 0s fundos estruturais,
em muitos ¢asos, tdm contribuido para a depgrada-
4do do meio ambiente,

Primeira mensagem: ¢ necessario mudar & base
Juridica e o regulamentas dos findos estruturajs,
corma diz ¢ relatério Harrison, Nio esta claro, hoje
em dia, a nivel dos regulamentos dos fundos estru.
turais, qual & a prioridade e a capacidade de actua-
¢do em termos de meio ambientg, homeadamente

porque muitos Estadod ndo regulamentaram, no

ceso.do FEQGA-Orientaciio, as possibilidades que
estavam nos regulamentos-base. Fortanto, é pre-
cizo clarificar a bage juridica e as possibilidades de
actyacio.

Segunda mensagem: democracia. As comirsSes de
scompanhamento a hivel dos planos reglonsis sio
fechadas. Slo conjuntos de funcionarios pablicos. E

a5

_ para 05 projectos de ambiente,

necessdrio abrir, nas regides, &g organizacBes nio
Bovernamentais, ac pablleo, os processos de elabo.

ragio ‘das operacdes integradas de desenvolvi- .-

mento regional e, depois, o acompanhamento da
sua lmplementacio. Niio pode ser 6 um assunto
que diz respeito apenas aos governos, is regifes ou
aos funciondrios publices de cada. Estado-membro,
Democracia, abertura. ao cidadio: & a dnics

- Mmaneira de controlar; efectivamente, em termos

pratices e coneretos, a aplicagio dos fundos estro.

Terceira mensagem: apleactio do direito comunita-
rio. K inacreditdvel que, por presses politicas, a
Comissfio deixe passar projectos que ndo foram
sujeitos u estudos de impacto ambiental nern tive-
ramn discussdes priblicas, abertag, como deve ser.’
Isso tem acontecido em viarios Estados-membros &
€l gou testemunha de alguns desses casos,

Finalmente, queria deixar wne Gltima palavra
sobre o fundo de coesdo. B importante que ni3o
fiquemos apenas pelos projectos de infra-estruty-
ras. E imporante que fique a partida determinado
qual & a parcantagem certa que a nivel europeu vaj

(Die Sitrung wird um 20.05 Uk unterbrochen und
wm 21.00 Uhr wiederaufgenommen.)
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