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European Committee

2nd Report, 2000

Report on European Structural Fund Project Management Executives
and their Relationship with the Scottish Executive

The committee reports to the Parliament as follows–

BACKGROUND

1. On the 10 October 1999, Scottish Executive Finance Minister Jack McConnell
MSP announced a review to look at the organisation of the European Structural
Funds Programme Management Executives (PME’s) and their relationship with
the Scottish Executive. The intention of that review is to ensure the most effective
means of delivering the next round of European Structural Funds.

2. The review is being carried out by a team of Scottish Executive staff and
personnel from the existing PMEs, with strategic guidance provided by an
appointed Steering Committee, chaired by Lex Gold, Director of the Scottish
Chambers of Commerce. Other members of the committee are:

•  Sandy Brady, Highlands and Islands Enterprise
•  Campbell Christie, Member of ECOSOC and Chair of Scotland Europa
•  Alistair Grimes, Community Enterprise Strathclyde
•  Councillor Christine May, COSLA
•  Sally Watson, Lews Castle College

3. The basic grounding for the review is a consideration of accountability issues,
effective business planning and mechanisms to avoid overlap. The review would
also look at best practice and seek to suggest areas for improvement.

4. During its 1st Meeting (2000) on the 17 January 2000, the European Committee
launched a focused inquiry to coincide with the review being undertaken by the
Scottish Executive, with the objective of producing this report which is to be sent
formally to the Finance Minister before he reaches his final conclusions.

5. This report sets out a number of conclusions and recommendations (see below)
on the issue of Programme Management Executives and their relationship with
the Scottish Executive. It also highlights some of the wider concerns and
recommendations for other aspects of the future implementation of European
Structural Funds in Scotland.
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6. To enable the committee to reach these findings, it took evidence from a variety
of organisations during the course of three subsequent meetings of the
committee. Further details can be found in Appendix A.

INTRODUCTION

7. Although there is no real standard approach in Scotland covering the
management structure for the implementation of structural funds, the current
basic Scottish “model” broadly involves a three-tier structure including the
following types of organisations:

•  Programme Monitoring Committees (PMC’s): chaired by the Scottish
Executive with all other support functions usually delegated to
Programme Executives. Where they exist, the PMC’s role is usually to
consider the recommendations from the Advisory Groups and to oversee
the strategic implementation of the programme. However, in the case of
Highlands and Islands and the 5b areas, the PMC undertakes both
implementation issues and the discussion of recommendations.

•  Advisory Groups: the “engine room” of the process in Scotland. Where
they exist, their role is to appraise projects on a priority-by-priority basis.
They will therefore meet applicants and discuss projects with them if
necessary, and come to a judgement about whether projects should be
approved or not.  Advisory Groups involve individuals with an expertise in
the development theme (for example, technology) against which project
sponsors are seeking support for their project.

•  Programme Management Executives (PME): provide management and
administrative support to the PMC’s and advisory groups and undertake a
wide range of support functions to the partnership.

8. PMEs are in a sense, the Executive arm of the partnerships that are needed if in
order to undertake programme management tasks and support various
committees. If there is no PME, then partnerships cannot take on such an
extensive programme delivery role.

The establishment of Programme Management Executives.

9. The “Scottish Model”, as far as it exisits, has evolved and developed over 10
years following the establishment of the first Programme Executive in the former
Strathclyde Region in 1989.

10. The European Commission acknowledges the Scottish model to be an effective
and efficient approach to programme management and implementation. In fact,
the Commission has held up the model as something that other regions may wish
to adopt.

11. Currently, there are five Programme Executives in Scotland at present, covering
the following areas and programmes:
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•  Highlands and Islands Objective 1.
•  Eastern Scotland Objective 2.
•  Western Scotland Objective 2.
•  Lowland Scotland Objective 3.
•  Dumfries and Galloway Objective 5b.

12. Programme Executives were established with the objective of helping to provide
the administration of the programmes within the eligible programme area itself,
based on some of the functions previously performed by the Scottish Executive
civil servants and to undertake additional functions and provide added value to
the programme partnership.

13. The Scottish Executive remains “the implementing authority”, as defined in the
Structural Fund Regulations with the overall responsibility for the effective
administration, audit function and accounting for the use made of the public
finances involved. The Programme Executives are responsible for performing the
following functions:

•  Co-ordinating the preparation of programme documents.
•  Supporting Monitoring Committees.
•  Setting up Advisory Groups.
•  Drafting selection criteria.
•  Administering the project application and project appraisal system.
•  Establishing realistic monitoring indicators.
•  Monitoring physical and financial programme implementation.
•  Managing the strategic impact and review process.
•  Ensuring publicity and promotion.

The funding of the Executives.

14. The Programme Executives are funded by a combination of a management fee
that is based on a percentage of the total structural funds approved for each
applicant: plus a contribution from the EC resources available to the programme
known as “technical assistance”.

15. The European Commission will need to be assured that PMEs are genuinely
adding value at the local level, and not simply replicating tasks which would
othewise have been carried out by the Scottish Executive. Before agreeing to the
release of Technical Assistance. The Programme Monitoring Committees has a
role in deciding how such resources are spent. The funding arrangements will be
reviewed for the new programming period, 2000-2006.

The relationship of the Programme Executives to the Scottish Executive.

16. In Scotland, all programme management functions, with the exception of
payments, are delegated from the Scottish Executive to the Programme
Executives. Payment claims are received by the Programme Executives in the
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first instance, checked and then sent to the Scottish Executive to make the
payments. The Scottish Executive has overall responsibility for programme
implementation, audit, compliance and liaison with “lead” UK Government
Departments.

17. The Scottish Executive also has overall responsibility for the evaluation of all
Scottish programmes. The Programme Executives carry out the monitoring of
project's performance.

18. It is the responsibility of the Scottish Executive to appoint members of the
Programme Monitoring Committees.

Companies limited by guarantee.

19. The partnerships have set up the Programme Executives as companies limited
by guarantee in Western Scotland, Eastern Scotland and the Objective 3
Partnership in Scotland. This has been under consideration for the Dumfries and
Galloway Objective 5b programme and the Highlands and Islands Objective 1
programme. This allows the partners to have a direct role in managing the
Programme Executive.

20. The Boards of the companies (and where no company exists a Joint
Management Board has been established) are responsible for the service quality,
funding and personnel issues of the Programme Executives.  This makes this
aspect of the administration of the structural funds more accountable, open to
scrutiny, and relevant to the partnership

Direct contact with the European Commission.

21. The Programme Executives on the issues for which they have delegated
responsibility carry out day-to-day contact with the European Commission. This,
for example, includes project eligibility, implementation arrangements and
monitoring.  The Scottish Executive liase with the European Commission, for
example, on payment issues and compliance.

Financial control and reporting of irregularities.

22. Overall, the Scottish Executive has responsibility for financial control. The
Programme Executives undertakes monitoring visits and are responsible for
advising the Scottish Executive of any problems discovered during monitoring.

23. The Scottish Executive have a Verification and Audit Unit which carries out
financial control for European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) currently and
is likely to assume responsibility for European Social Fund (ESF) for the next
Programme period.

Ensuring compliance with Community policies.

24. This is part of the responsibility of the Programme Executives, although the
Scottish Executive also gets involved in issues of compliance as appropriate.
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This is an area where training of Scottish Executive and Programme Executive
staff is expected to increase, in association with other national partners, due to
new policy priorities being established at both the Scottish and the EU levels.

25. The new policies/Treaty obligations include those for equal opportunities,
sustainable development, social inclusion and state aids.  The development of
policy aide-memoires developed through the Scottish Co-ordination Team is seen
as one means of guiding officials and Plan Team members through these issues.

Production of Annual Reports.

26. The Programme Executives prepare the final and annual reports on programme
implementation. These are submitted to the Programme Monitoring Committee
and then the Scottish Executive presents them to the European Commission.
The Programme Executives are preparing for the production of the Annual
Reports to become a much more significant task than currently, given that there
is more of an emphasis on monitoring and evaluation of the new programmes in
general and specifically in connection with the operation of the performance
reserve and decreasing involvement of the European Commission in the
implementation arrangements. The production of annual reports will be an
integral part of the review process recommended by the Committee (para 54
below).

Publicity

27. The Programme Executives have delegated responsibility for making sure that all
partners give adequate publicity to the Structural Fund contribution to each
project in accordance with the requirements of the Structural Fund Regulations.
The Programme Executives are also responsible for the overall promotion and
publicity of the programmes.

Co-ordinating production of new structural fund programmes

28. In Scotland, Plan Teams have been set-up by the Scottish Executive in four
regions and for Objective 3.  The Plan Teams comprise representation from the
key partners and the Programme Executives carry out a co-ordination and
secretariat function. The Scottish Executive is in the chair.

29. The partners play a full role in discussing strategy and assisting the Programme
Executives with the drafting of parts of the new programme.  The partners are
also expected to consult with other bodies in their sector, in addition to the formal
consultation process, which is required under the General Regulation.

30. The Programme Executives take the lead role of initiating drafts of the
programme.  A Scottish Co-ordination Team has been set up including national
agencies such as COSLA, Scottish Enterprise, SCVO, SEPA and the Social and
Economic partners and the Programme Directors.
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31. Its purpose is to promote good practice, ensure consistency and ensure a close
relationship is established to Scottish policy priorities as set by the Scottish
Executive/Parliament and the other national public bodies.

KEY ISSUES

32. During the course of its wide-ranging inquiry, the committee chose to focus
attention on a number of key issues in relation to the proposed future
management of the European Structural Funds in Scotland. These issues are
outlined in more detail below. These follow on broadly from the areas highlighted
in the report produced by the Steering Committee for the Scottish Executive1.

Strategic questions

33. The main issue for the Committee is the need to ensure a longer-term impact for
the funding programmes beyond the specific programming period in question
(2000-2006). In this sense, all involved need to consider a workable “exit
strategy”. There is also an issue as to the status of the European Partnerships
after the end of the programming period and whether or nor they can continue to
operate as a viable concern and undertake a useful regional development role.

34. The Committee was also concerned about the need to ensure the accountability
of all of the parties involved in the process and that a true partnership approach is
adopted by all, avoiding the temptation to focus on narrow sectoral issues,
depending on the area of interest of the organisation concerned.

Roles and responsibilities

35. The Committee was keen to see a fully developed and clear set of guidelines on
the different roles and responsibilities for all involved – Programme Management
Executives, Programme Monitoring Committees, the Scottish Executive, Partners
and the European Committee of the Scottish Parliament.

36. In defining these roles, care should be taken to avoid duplication of effort and to
ensure that, whilst retaining a degree of financial and technical accountability,
decision-taking is carried out at an appropriate level which best achieves an
effective and rapid process for project application and payment.

37. The Committee also highlighted the issue of the new Community Initiatives and
questioned whether these should also be brought under the auspices of the
PMEs.

Strategic Review

38. The Committee focused particularly on the issue of review, both from the
perspective of the role of the Scottish Parliament and from the need to develop a
rigorous process of on-going review throughout the programming period.

                                           
1 Report of the Steering Committee of the Review of the Programme Management Executives, 6 March 2000.
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39. Of particular importance is the need to ensure that the mid-term review, focuses
on the period beyond the end of the programmes to ensure a durable impact of
the programmes and projects.

40. The issue of indicators is paramount to the question of review and it will be vital
to ensure that a set of common performance and monitoring indicators are put in
place across the programmes that can be used to highlight the demonstratable
impact of the projects.

Co-ordination

41. Duplication of effort and the need to demonstrate “added value” of the activities
carried out by the PMEs. In doing so, the issue of common administrative
systems amongst all involved and clear guidelines on roles and responsibilities
will be central.

42. The Committee also noted the potential overlap between the Objective 2,
Objective 3 and Rural Development Regulation, and was concerned to ensure
that duplication of effort was avoided and that co-ordination was recognised as
important if the various strategies being followed and projects funded by these
programmes were to be synergistic.

Funding

43. The Committee highlighted the issue of funding for technical assistance and the
management costs of PMEs. The Committee noted the requirement that costs of
the PME's should be proportionate to the tasks that they are charged with
carrying out. This relates to both the value of any technical assistance awarded
by the European Commission and the cumulative total of the management fee
that is levied on the project sponsors.

44. The Committee was also concerned at the volume of funding available to the
South of Scotland European Partnership given the relatively small size of the
programme in this area. However, initial indications are that this is being
addressed.

45. The Committee was also concerned to ensure that the changeover between the
old and new programmes did not result in any detrimental impacts on the
recipients of funding. This problem is believed to be particularly acute in the
voluntary sector where the financial and administrative capacity is less able to
cope with shortfalls or delays than in some of the larger organisations.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

46. The Committee broadly welcomes the findings of the report produced by the
Streering Committee and congratulates all involved for their rigorous and detailed
analysis of the situation.
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47. The Committee recommends that particular attention is paid by the different
bodies involved, particularly the Project Monitoring Committees, to develop a
clear and effective “exit strategy” which ensures a longer-term impact resulting
from the expenditure of the programmes. The Committee, however, recommends
that further attention is given to the specific role of the Scottish Executive as the
“managing authority” and to measures whereby the European Partnerships can
continue to play a viable role post-2006.

48. This “exit strategy” should form the focus of the mid-term review, with a published
report being produced from this process which sets out clearly, how the strategy
will develop a durable impact from the programmes. Specifically, the Committee
recommends that attention is given the the role of innovative financing schemes,
such as venture capital funds and revolving funds, which can extend the
financing available over a longer period. These financing schemes should seek to
bring in private sector capital or equity providers in addition to public sector funds.
In this way the “gearing” is significantly improved and the volumes of sums
available increased. The Committee calls upon the Executive to bring forward
plans in this area and to send these to the Committee for discussion.

49. The Committee welcomes the conclusion that there should be five PMEs, each a
company limited by guarantee as it believes that this “model” represents an
effective structure which maximises the effective management of the
programmes whilst ensuring independence in their daily functioning. The
Committee recommends that the Executive consider plans, in co-operation with
the European Commission, to promote the “Scottish model” on a wider European
scale as an effective means of managing Structural Fund programmes. This
might be done in the future specifically in terms of the Scottish Executive’s link
with the Czech Republic and any potential involvement of this candidate state in
subsequent regional development programmes.

50. The Committee also broadly supports the roles and responsibilities of the
different organisations involved in the new programmes, as set out in Table 1 of
the Steering Group Report. The Committee welcomes the intention that
Monitoring Committees have an upstream focus on strategy. In doing so, the
Committee stresses that constant vigilance will be needed to ensure that a
partnership approach is followed by all concerned, ensuring that narrow sector
specific interests are not allowed to develop when it comes to discussing the
important matters that PMCs will have responsibility for. The Committee also
supports a role for elected members (e.g. councillors) on PMCs.

51. The Committee recommends that the Scottish Structural Fund Forum be
established to provide a sole vehicle whereby by matters of strategic common
interest across all the programmes can be discussed. The Committee
recommends that representatives from the Committee be incorporated into this
Forum, to ensure that the accountability and review functions of the Parliament
are integral to the discussions that will take place in this type of Forum.

52. Furthermore, the Committee recommends that careful consideration be given to
the Scottish Co-ordination Team (SCT) which it believes should advise any
Forum established. Moreover, the SCT should have clearly defined terms of
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reference and responsibilities. The Committee requests that the Executive bring
forward information relating to plans in this respect, including details of the role,
tasks, composition and terms of reference of the SCT, for discussion with the
Committee in due course.

53. The Committee calls upon all involved to bring forward the development of
proposals for monitoring and performance indicators and to send a paper to the
Committee outlining the plans in relation to these in due course.

54. The Committee calls upon the Executive to highlight its views on the proposed
role of the Committee in the annual review of the programme. Specifically, the
Committee recommends a system which consists of a rolling annual review of
each programme, initiated by the Committee requesting a short, concise paper
from the Scottish Executive on how it plans to achieve its yearly plan/vision.
Second, the Committee might then in due course require the Scottish Executive
to inform Members of what was achieved relative to the yearly plan/vision. Third,
the Committee could then consider any mismatch between the initial plan/vision
and the reality achieved. Finally, the Committee could require the Scottish
Executive to then set out its plan/vision for the next year.

55. The Committee recommends that careful consideration be given by all concerned
in relation to the prospects for overlap and duplication of effort between the
various programmes, specifically Objective 2 and 3, and also the Rural
Development Regulation. The Committee calls upon the various parties to ensure
plans and procedures to minimise this during the course of the programme.

56. The Committee is pleased to note the adoption of “area based strategies”, but
recommends that more work is required in this area, particularly for use in
defining the relationship between the Objective 2 and 3 programmes as they
relate to social inclusion.

57. The Committee welcomes the finding that common administrative/IT systems be
developed between the PMEs and the Scottish Executive to ensure compatibility
in the flow of information. This should help speed up administrative matters, such
as payments. The Committee recommends that the Executive pay particular
attention to developing, if it has not already done so, a common electronic
database for the management of the programmes and  project administration.

58. The Committee welcomes the assurances that careful consideration of the
question of “added value” will be given in relation to PMEs. The Committee
recommend that a survey on this issue amongst the partners and interested
bodies be incorporated into the ongoing review process.

59. The Committee welcomes the comments made in relation to the funding of the
South of Scotland European Partnership and calls upon the Executive to keep it
informed of any failures or difficulties in this respect.
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MSP

BRIEFING PAPER

“Remit of the Inquiry into European Structural Funds and
their implementation in Scotland”

1.        Introduction

At the meeting of the 7 March 2000, the Committee agreed to launch an Inquiry into
European Structural Funds and their implementation in Scotland. It was agreed that
the Clerk to the European Committee brings forward a proposal for the remit of the
Inquiry. This document sets out the proposed approach for the Inquiry.

2. Key Issues

The following key issues will be central to the questions to be addressed as part of
the Inquiry:

•  Are European structural funds additional to, or a replacement for, sums in the
Scottish Assigned Budget?

•  Is there a net impact on overall expenditure levels in Scotland?
•  Has Scotland benefited or lost through the provision of Structural Funds and by

how much?
•  Have there been problems with the way the funds have been managed?
•  Has match funding been available in the past, is it currently available, and will it

be available in the future?
•  Is there a difference from the Welsh situation?
•  How did the Structural Funds programme become part of the Scottish Assigned

Budget?
•  Are there any issues relating to the Barnett Formula?

3.        Proposed witnesses

The following is a proposed list of witnesses that the Committee should consider
inviting along to give oral evidence during a future meeting:
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•  Jack McConnell, Scottish Executive Finance Minister, and officials from the
Scottish Executive’s Development Department (potentially including the Secretary
to the Department as Accounting Officer)

•  Secretary of State for Scotland and officials
•  A Minister and officials from HM Treasury
•  European Commission, Directorate-General for Regional Policy
•  Officials from the European Union’s Court of Auditors
•  David Heald, Aberdeen University
•  John Bachtler, University of Strathclyde
•  David Bell, University of Stirling
•  Julia Palmer, SCVO
•  Tom Kelly, Association of Scottish Colleges

It is also proposed that various organisations be invited to submit written evidence. A
general invitation could be made using the Parliament’s website and a targeted
mailshot.

4.        Working Timetable

Subject to agreement on the above-mentioned list of witnesses, the following is
suggested as the working timetable for the Inquiry.

2 May

•  David Heald, Aberdeen University
•  John Bachtler, University of Strathclyde
•  David Bell, University of Stirling
•  Julia Palmer, SCVO
•  Tom Kelly, Association of Scottish Colleges

16 May

•  European Commission, Directorate-General for Regional Policy
•  Officials from the European Union’s Court of Auditors

30 May

•  Jack McConnell, Scottish Executive Finance Minister, and officials from the
Scottish Executive’s Development Department (potentially including the Secretary
to the Department as Accounting Officer)

•  Secretary of State for Scotland and officials
•  Minister and officials from HM Treasury
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13 June

•  Discussion of evidence and key issues for draft report (in private)

27 June

•  Finalisation and agreement of Committee draft report (in private), followed by
press briefing.

5.        Other Issues

It is also suggested that given the complexity of the subject matter, that the
Committee consider appointing an advisor for the course of the Inquiry. To speed up
administrative arrangements, the advisor should be appointed for a limited period (up
to 15 days at the agreed rate).

Finally, Members should be aware that the Parliamentary Bureau is currently
considering the potential overlap in remits between the plans by the European
Committee and the Finance Committee for work in this area.

Stephen Imrie
Clerk to the European Committee
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CONVENER’S RECOMMENDATION

Recommendation for Action Documents

PRIORITY SCRUTINY Page 1

ROUTINE SCRUTINY
(Refer to another Committee)

Page 2

DEFER
(Awaiting further information. Decision to be taken at a future meeting)

Page 3

NO FURTHER ACTION
(Copy to another Committee for interest)

Page 4

NO FURTHER ACTION Pages 5 - 8
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PRIORITY

SP/EC REFS DOCUMENT TITLE

1

FIRST PILLAR (COMMUNITIES)

857
6206/00

Draft Instrument concerning a proposal for a Council Regulation (EC) opening and providing for the administration of autonomous Community tariff quotas for certain fishery products
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ROUTINE

SP/EC REFS DOCUMENT TITLE REFER TO

2

FIRST PILLAR (COMMUNITIES)

837
5119/00

COM(99) 654

Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on undesirable substances and products in animal nutrition RURAL AFFAIRS
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DEFER (Awaiting further information. Decision to be taken at a future meeting)

SP/EC REFS DOCUMENT TITLE

3

FIRST PILLAR (COMMUNITIES)

653 Proposal for a Council Directive on the right to family reunification

659
14114/99

COM(99) 608 99/246
CNS

Proposal for a Council Regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 1255/1999 on the common organisation of the market in milk and milk products

768
5635/00

COM(99) 686

Proposal for a Council Decision creating a European Refugee Fund
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NO FURTHER ACTION (Copy to another Committee for interest)

SP/EC REFS DOCUMENT TITLE COPY TO

4

FIRST PILLAR (COMMUNITIES)

804
5971/00

COM(2000) 153

Commission Working Document:  The creation of the EU Internet top level domain ENTERPRISE AND LIFELONG LEARNING

820
6054/00

COM(2000) 47 COD
2000/0035

Proposal for a European Parliament and Council Decision establishing the list of priority substances in the field of water policy TRANSPORT AND ENVIRONMENT

824
6057/00

COM(2000) 56

Report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on the results of the fourth phase of SLIM ENTERPRISE AND LIFELONG LEARNING

829
6055/00

COM(2000) 1

Communication from the Commission on the precautionary principle TRANSPORT AND ENVIRONMENT
RURAL AFFAIRS

832
5643/00

COM(2000) 6

Communication from the Commission to the Council, the European Parliament, the Economic and Social Committee and the
Committee of the Regions: Towards a European Research Area ENTERPRISE AND LIFELONG LEARNING

834
6232/00

COM(2000) 42
2000/0040 (COD)

Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Directive 70/220/EEC concerning measures
to be taken against air pollution by emissions from motor vehicles TRANSPORT AND ENVIRONMENT

835
6273/00

COM(2000) 81

Commission report on the application of the export prohibition clause, Article 7(1) of the Directive on investor-compensation schemes
(97/9/EC) ENTERPRISE AND LIFELONG LEARNING

838
5795/00

COM(2000) 26

Commission report on economic reform: Report on the functioning of Community product and capital markets ENTERPRISE AND LIFELONG LEARNING

839
6076/00

SEC(2000) 190

Commission staff working paper: Report on the functioning of Community product and capital markets ENTERPRISE AND LIFELONG LEARNING
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NO FURTHER ACTION

SP/EC REFS DOCUMENT TITLE

5

FIRST PILLAR (COMMUNITIES)

678
5091/00

COM(99) 717 99/0284

Proposal for a Council Regulation amending Regulation No 3448/93 laying down the trade arrangements applicable to certain goods resulting form the processing of agricultural
products

695
5118/00

COM(99) 664

Proposal for a Council Regulation providing for the general rules for a compulsory beef labelling system

800
12073/2/99 REV 2

Draft Council Decision on the full application of the Schengen acquis in Greece

803
5966/00

COM(2000) 40

Communication from the Commission to the Council and the European Parliament on the External Service

806
6042/00

COM(2000) 49

Communication from the Commission to the Council on Operational Conclusions EU Stabilisation and Association process for countries of South-Eastern Europe: Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Albania

821
6078/00

COM(2000) 59

Proposal for a Council Directive amending Directive 68/193/EEC on the marketing of material for the vegetative propagation of the vine

822
5297/00

COM(2000) 57

Communication from the Commission to the Council, the European Parliament, the Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions on communications strategy in
the last phases of the completion of EMU, accompanied by a Commission staff working paper entitled: 2002: Nothing But the Euro

830
6337/00

Council Decision extending Decision 91/482/EEC on the association of the overseas countries and territories with the European Economic Community

833
6230/00
ENV 41

White Paper on environmental liability

840
6133/00

Special Report No.6/99 of the Court of Auditors concerning the principle of additionality

842
6284/00

COM(2000) 84

19th report from the Commission on the implementation in 1995/1996 of Regulation (EEC) 3820/85 on the harmonisation of certain social legislation relating to road transport

843
6304/00

Special Report No.9/99 of the Court of Auditors concerning research activities in the field of agriculture and fisheries - FAIR programme (Fisheries, Agriculture and Agro-Industrial
Research)

844
6305/00

Special Report No.8/99 of the Court of Auditors on securities and guarantees provided for in the Community Customs Code to protect the collection of traditional own resources
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845
6306/00

Special Report No.5/99 of the Court of Auditors on the Phare Cross-Border Cooperation programme (1994-1998)

846
6343/00

Strategic objectives 2000-2005

847
6344/00

COM(2000) 155

The Commission’s work programme for 2000

848
6345/00

COM(2000) 91

5th report from the Commission on the quantitative quotas and surveillance measures applicable to certain non-textile products originating in the People’s Republic of China

849
6408/00

COM(2000) 74

First Commission Report to the European Parliament and the Council on the implementation of the own funds Directive (89/299/EEC).

850
6459/00

COM(2000) 95 CNS
2000/42

Proposal for a Council Regulation on support to bodies set up by the international community after conflicts either to take charge of the interim civilian administration of certain regions or
to implement peace agreements

851
6487/00

ECB Recommendation on the external auditors of the national central banks

852
6510/00

COM(2000) 90

Proposal for a Council Decision on the total amount of Community aid for the eradication of classical swine fever in the Netherlands in 1997

853
13835/99

SEC(99) 685

Proposal for a Council Regulation imposing a definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of furfuraldehyde originating in the People’s Republic of China

854
5604/00

COM(2000) 41

Proposal for a Council Regulation imposing a definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of certain seamless pipes and tubes of iron or non-alloy steel originating in Croatia and Ukraine and
collecting definitively the provisional duty imposed

855
5686/00

COM(2000) 43

Proposal for a Council Regulation imposing a definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of dead-burned (sintered) magnesia originating in the People’s Republic of China

856
6077/00

COM(2000) 64

Proposal for a Council Decision amending Decision 95/513/EEC on the equivalence of seed potatoes produced in third countries and Decision 95/514/EEC on the equivalence of field
inspections carried out in third countries on seed-producing crops and on the equivalence of seed produced in third countries

862
6124/00

Report to the Council on joint customs surveillance operations carried out in 1999

863
6283/00

Draft Council Recommendation on voluntary return
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SECOND PILLAR (CFSP)

802
5962/00

SEC(2000) 168

EU Stabilisation and Association process for countries of South-Eastern Europe – Compliance with the Council Conclusions of 29 April 1997 & 21/22 June 1999 – Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Albania.

825
6250/00

Draft Council Decision on the rules applicable to national experts in the military field on secondment to the General Secretariat of the Council during the interim period

826
11350/99

European Union Annual Report on Human Rights (1998 - 1999)

859
5434/00

Relations with Ukraine - Information on the Presidency's Work Plan on the Implementation of the Common Strategy on Ukraine

THIRD PILLAR (POLICE AND JUDICIAL CO-OPERATION IN CRIMINAL MATTERS - EX JHA)

738
5706/00

COPEN 2

Draft Convention on mutual assistance in criminal matters between the Member States of the European Union - data protection

828
6296/00

COPEN 10 COMIX
176

Draft Convention on mutual assistance in criminal matters between the Member States of the European: data protection

831
12381/4/99 REV 4

CRIMORG 154

Draft European Union Action Plan on common action for the Russian Federation on combating organised crime

836
6297/00

COPEN 11 COMIX
177

Draft Convention on mutual assistance in criminal matters between the Member States of the European Union -
Council Act establishing the Convention
Entry into force for Norway and Iceland

841
9423/5/99 REV 5

CRIMORG 80

The prevention and control of organised crime: A European Union Strategy for the beginning of the new Millennium

858
6640/00

Draft convention on mutual assistance in criminal matters between the Member States of the European Union - Article 18(3) (interception of telecommunications)

860
5485/00

Assessment of the implementation of the joint MoU between customs authorities and business organisations in combating drug trafficking

861
5488/00

Evaluation of the implementation of the Council Resolution of 29 November 1996 on the drawing up of police/customs agreements in the fight against drugs



EU/00/6/2
SIFT/SCRUTINY RECOMMENDATION NOTE

Sift Date: 15/03/2000

NO FURTHER ACTION

SP/EC REFS DOCUMENT TITLE

8

827
COM(2000) 34

Adapting the Institutions to make a success of Enlargement: Commission Opinion in accordance with Article 48 of the Treaty on European Union on the calling of a Conference of
Representatives of the Governments of the Member States to amend the Treaties


