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Ministerstvo pédohospodarstva
a rozvoja vidieka Slovenskej republiky
Magdaléna Lacko-Bartofovi
Statna tajomnicka
Bratislava 3. jala 2012
Cislo : 460/2012-100
VazZena pani poslankyna.

zdvorilo si Vas dovolujeme poziadat' o sprostredkovanie odovzdania zavaznych
pripomienok Slovenske] republiky, ktoré pripravilo Ministerstvo pddohospodarstva a rozvoja
vidieka SR k ndvrhu spravy Eurépskeho Parlamentu o ndvrhu nariadenia Eurdpskeho
parlamentu a Rady o podpore rozvoja vidicka prostrednictvom Eurépskeho
polnohospodarskeho fondu pre rozvoj vidieka ak ndvrhu sprévy Eurépskeho Parlamentu
o névrhu nariadenia Eurépskeho parlamentu a Rady. ktorym sa stanovuja pravidia priamych
platieb pre polnohospodirov na =ziklade reXimov podpory v rameci spolo¢ne;j
pol'nohospodarskej politiky.

Pripomienky predkladame v dvoch prilohach v slovenskej a anglickej verzii za Gidelom
ich skorSieho prerokovania a pripadného zapracovania do predmetnych navrhov nariadeni
Eurdpskeho parlamentu a Rady.

KedZe Slovenska republika nemd v pofnohospodarskom vybore Eurdpskeho
parlamentu Ziadneho poslanca, dovolili sme si Vis oslovif apoziadat o pomoc pri
predkladani pripomienok.

Ziverom mi dovolte podakovat’ Vam za prejaveni ochotu a Vas zaujem pomahat’ pri
presadzovani rezimov podpér aj v oblasti pol'nohospodarskej a potravinarskej pomoci.

S dGctou

Véazena pani

Katarina Neved'alova
poslankyna EP
Brusel

Belgicko
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Priloha €. 1
Pripomienky SR k ndvrhu spravy k nariadeniu Eurdpskeho parlameniu a Rady o podpore rozvaja
vidieka prostrednictvom Eurdpskeko polP'nohospoddrskeho fondu pre rozvej vidieka (EPFRV)
Pozmeiiujuci navrh & 3 ital &.

SR nesihlasi s navrhom Eurdpskeho parlamentu.
SR uprednostiiuje navrh EK.

Pozmenujici ndvrh . 5. ital €. 33

SR nesthlasi s navrhom Eurdpskeho parlamentu.
SR uprednostiiuje navrh EK.

SR navrhuje medzi prijimatel'ov pomoci zaradif’ Statne lesy, ktoré nie si priamo prepojené so Statnym
rozpodtom.

Pozmeiiujici ndvrh & 44, &ldnok & 32, odsek 5 (Platby pre oblast s prirodn¥mi alebo invmi
osobi i iami

SR nesthlasi s navrhom Eurépskeho parlamentu.
SR navrhuje predizit’ prechodné obdobie v navrhu EK do roku 2020 a stanovit’ degresivitu platieb od
80% do 20%.

Pozmenujici navrh ¢. 45, élanok & 32, odsek 6 (Pla
osobitnVmi obmedzeniami)

SR nesihlasi s navrhom Eurdpskeho parlamentu.
SR uprednostiiuje navrh EK.

oblasti s prirodnymi alebo _invmi

Pozmeiiajici pavrh ¢ 46. &ldnok é. 33. odsek 3 (Uréenie oblasti s prirodnvmi alebo invmi

SR nesiihlasi s navrhom Eurépskeho parlamentu.
SR v Zlanku 33, odsek 3 navrhuje zniZenie kriteridlnej hodnoty vymedzenia oblasti zo 66% na troven
50 %.

Pozmenujiici navrh £. 65, ¢lanok ¢. 64 ek 6 (Finaniné ustanovenia - Zdroje a ich

rozdel'ovanie)
SR pine podporuje névrh Eurépskeho parlamentu.

Pormenuijici ndvrh ¢. 68. élanok &. 65, odsek Sa (Prispevok fondu

SR nesthlasi s navrhom Eurépskeho parlamentu.

Pozmeiinjici navrh &. 69, €lanok &. 65. odsek 6 (Prispevok fondu)

SR nesihlasi s navrhom Eurdpskeho parlamentu.

Pozmeiiujiici navrh & 70, élinok & 74 (Systém monitorovania a hodnotenia)
SR nesithlasi s navrhom Eurépskeho pariamentu.
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Comments of the Slovak Republic on the draft report on the proposal of regulation of the European
Parliament and of the Council on support for rural development by the European Agricultural
Fund for Rural Development

Amendment 3 - Recital 28

SK can’t agree with EP proposal.
SK prefers text proposed by European Commmission.

Amendment 5 - Recital 33

SK can't agree with EP proposal.
SK prefers text proposed by European Commission.

Amendment 34 - Article 23 (1) (Afforestation and creation f woodland

SK proposes to include state forests which are independent from state budget as eligible beneficiary.
Amendment 44 - Article 32 (5) (Payments to areas faci atural or other specific constraints

SK can't agree with EP proposal.

SK proposes to prolong transition period of degressive payments to year 2020 and set up degressivity
of payments from 80% to 20 % within this period.

Amendment 45 - Article 32 (6) (Pa eats to areas facing natural or other s ific constraints

SK can’t agree with EP proposal.

SK prefers text proposed by European Commission.

Amendment 46 - Article 33 (3 ignation of areas natural or other specific constraints
SK can’t agree with EP proposal.

Regarding article 33 (3) SK proposes 10 decrease percentage threshold from 66 % to 50 % of the
utilised agriculture area (UAA).

Amendment 65 - Article 64 (6) (Financial provisions — Resources and their distribution)
SK fully supports the EP proposal.

Amendment 68 - Article 65 (5a) (F und contribution)

SK can’t agree with EP proposal.

Amendment 69 - Article 635 (6) (Fund contribution

SK can’t agree with EP proposal.

Amendment 70 - Article 74 (Monitoring and evaluation system

SK can’t agree with EP proposal.
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Priloha €. 2

Pripomienky SR k ndvrhu spravy k nariadeniu Eurépskeho parlamentu o Rady, ktorym sa
stanovuj pravidld priamych platieb pre pol'nohospoddrov na zikiade refimov pedpory v rdmci
spoloénej pol'noh ospoddrskej politiky

Pozmeiiujuci a dopliiujuci navrh 35— &. 11 ods. 1 zardzka 3:

Slovensko nesithlasi s navrhom Eurépskeho Parlamentu. Névrh Europskeho Parlamentu by spdsobil
daltie znizenie objemu vyplatenych priamych platieb

Slovensko zéroveii odmieta samotai povinnost’ uplatiovat ustanovenia &l. 11 na polnchospodarov.
Slovensko navrhuje uplatiiovanie stropovania na fakultativnej béze.

odsek 1a

Siovensko navrhuje doplnit’ navrh nariadenia tak, aby bol zabezpefeny princip rovnakého
zaobchadzania medzi Clenskymi stéatmi. Z uvedeného dovodu by sa Elenskym statom, ktoré do 31.
decembra 2013 uplatiiovali reZim jednotnej platby na plochu podla hlavy V nariadenia (ES) &
73/2009 mala ponechat moznost pokratovat’ v fiom prechodne aj po roku 2014 az do aplneho
vyrovnania priamych platieb medzi starymi & novymi &lenskymi Statmi.

Pozmenujicia uﬁcimivrbSﬂ-él.Zlods.Z

Slovensko nesiuhlasi s ndvrhom Eur6pskeho Parlamentu. Slovensko navrhuje upravit’ navrh tak, aby sa
referenény rok posunul na prvy rok uplatiiovania nariadenia. Dévodom takéhoto stanoviska je, 2e
podavanie ziadosti 0 priame plaiby ma na Slovensku edte stale stiipajicu tendenciu.

Pozmenujici a dopliiujaci navrh 33 — él. 22 ods. 2:

Slovensko nesahlasi s navrhom Eurdpskeho Parlamentu. Slovensko preferuje vyrovnanie urovne
priamych platieb medzi &lenskymi §tatmi v o najkratSom moZnom Case.

Pozmeiiujici 2 dopliujuci navrh 84 — ¢l 32 ods. 1a (novv):

Slovensko nesuhlasi s navrhom Eurépskeho Parlamentu. Slovensko preferuje rieSenie déanskeho
predsednictva a prerozdelenia alokdcie v pomere 3,5 % ako oblast ckologického zaujmu na arovni
farmara a 3,5 % ako oblast’ ekologického zaujmu na Grovni regionu.

Pozmenujici a dopliujiei navrh 93 — 1. 38 ods. 1 pododsek 2:

Slovensko navrhuje viac flexibility pre sektory, ktoré moZu byt podporené v ramci viazanej podpory.
Slovensko zuvedeného dévodu navrhuje 3pecifikovat’ oblasti vyroby iba vieobecne na rastlinnu
a zivogisnu vyrobu.

Pozmenujici 2 dopliinjaci nd vrh 94 — &L 38 ods. 2:

Slovensko navrhuje dopinenie oodrazku .- maji osobitmy vyznam. pokial' ide o welifare
hospodarskych zvierat™.
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Comments of the Slovak Republic on the drafi report on the proposal of regulation of the European
Parliament and of the Council establishing rules for direct paymenis {0 farmers under support
schemes within the framework of the common agricultural policy (CAP reform)

Amendment 35 — Article 11 1 indent 3:

Siovakia does not agree with the proposal of the European Parliament. European Parliament’s proposal
can result in further reduction of the amount available for direct payments.

Slovakia also refuses the obligation to apply the provisions of Article 11 to farmers. Slovakia therefore
proposes to apply the capping on optional basis.

Amend ent 46 — Article 18 h 2 subpara 1 a (new):

Slovakia proposes to modify the draft of the Regulation in order to ensure the principle of equal
treatment of the Member States. For this reason. the Member States which will apply the single area
payment scheme in accordance with Title V of Regulation (EC) No. 73/2009 up to 31 December 2013
should have an opportunity @ transitionally continue even after 2014 until full settlement of direct
payments between the old and new Member States.

Amendment 50— icle 21 h 2 su h 1:

Slovakia does not agree with the proposal of the European Parliament. Slovakia proposes to modify
the draft of the Regulation so that the reference year will be shifted onto the first year of the
Regulation’s implementation. The reason for this opinion is that the number of submitted applications
for direct payments in Slovakia is still growing.

endment 53 — Article 22 2:

Slovakia does not agree with the proposal of the European Parliament. Slovakia prefers equalling the
level of direct payments among all Member States in the shortest possible period of time.

Ame nt 84 — Article 32 a (new):

Slovakia does not agree with the proposal of the European Parliament. Slovakia prefers the solution of
the Danish Presidency and the redistribution of allocations in proportion 3.5% as ecological focus area
at farm (farmer) level and 3.5% as ecological focus area at the national (regional) level.

dment 93 — Article raph 1 su raph 2

Slovakia proposes more flexibility for sectors which can be supported under coupled support. For that
reason Slovakia proposes to specify sectors and types of production only in gencral as crop and animal
production.

Amendment 94 — Article 38 paragraph 2:

Slovakia proposes the addition of a new indent .- are particularly important in terms of welfare of
farm animals.”



