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Executive Summary

The National Rural Development Plan (NRDP) of Hungary consists of the rural development measures financed from the Guarantee Section of the European Agricultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund (EAGGF). The NRDP identifies the objectives that would ensure the sustainable development of rural areas, the measures realising these objectives and the activities eligible for support within this framework. In addition, the NRDP lays down the conditions for granting support and the detailed rules of implementation. The NRDP promotes environmentally-favourable agricultural production, provides support for production in less favoured areas and for increasing the ratio of forested areas in Hungary. Furthermore, the measures of the NRDP will contribute to the improvement of the economic viability of semi-subsistence farms and to the establishment and operation of producer groups.

NRDP does not cover all rural development measures. The complex rural development will be implemented as joint strategies and activities identified in a variety development documents in accordance with each other (i.e., National Development Plan and the operational programs thereof, in particular the Agricultural and Rural Development Operational Program (ARDOP)).

As regards the proposed date of accession to the European Union (1 May 2004), the planning process of the NRDP started late (in February 2003). In addition to the shortage of time, certain organisational problems (lack of identification of the responsibilities and lack of coordination) and delays in decision-making were encountered, which also contributed to the subsequent “time pressure”. A further difficulty was presented by the fact that there was no previous experience with the special new support programs available for the new Member States (e.g., support for semi-subsistence farms, support for meeting standards) and the Community framework rules of the above measure were not finalised; therefore, their development and the associated consultations required more time than anticipated. Hungary had several problems with the identification of less favoured areas (the required statistical data were missing or were not sufficiently detailed) and also with the preparation of the detailed conditions of the Agri-environment measures (the preparation was extremely time-consuming due to the complexity of the measure and the high level of details of the required agri-economic calculations). The lack of sufficient capacities at the relevant ministry department led to further delays.

The NRDP was approved by European Commission by Decision No (C)3235/2004 of 26 August 2004. In Hungary, a total of EUR 754,140,000 will be available for support within the framework of the NRDP, from which almost 80%, EUR 602,300,000 will be financed from Community funds.

Upon approval of the NRDP, the organisations responsible for the implementation (Competent Authority: Department of Accreditation of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (MARD); Program Management Unit: the Management Authority Department of MARD; organisation responsible for implementation: Agricultural and Rural Development Agency (ARDA), which is also the Payment Agency for the EAGGF Guarantee Section) commenced their activities in the fall of 2004.

As a consequence of the late start of implementation of the plan, the appropriations for 2004 could not be implemented in the reference year.

Since 2004 was the first year of implementation of the NRDP and only a few months were available for the actual implementation, this Report only refers to initial results.

The establishment of the legal background for the implementation of the NRDP required considerable legislative efforts to be made by the relevant Hungarian authorities. The framework conditions for these efforts consisted of the relevant Community acts and directives, as well as the National Rural Development Plan itself. The national regulations implementing the titles of the NRDP are classified into following three groups according to their nature; 1) acts regulating the organisation and functioning of the system of institutions responsible for implementation, 2) general rules regarding the eligibility for the various aids, and 3) acts laying down the detailed conditions of the various titles for support. The legislation classified into the first two groups were published in 2003 and 2004, whereas the detailed rules regarding eligibility (Group 3) were published in September and October 2004.

During the fall of 2004, a total of six measures were opened for applications:

· Afforestation of agricultural land;

· Support for the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups;

· Meeting standards; 

· Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring;

· Agri-environment;

· Support for less favoured areas.

The “Early retirement” measure is proposed to be announced only in 2006.

In 2004, EUR 227,750,000 was available for the funding of the NRDP, of which EUR 20,000,000 was reallocated to the SAPARD Program, where the applications considerably exceeded the available funds. The framework budget of the “Technical assistance” measure is EUR 15,000,000, therefore the support funds available amounted to EUR 192,750,000.

Applications for support may be submitted to the regional offices of ARDA by mail using a form prepared by ARDA and available at the county offices of ARDA or via the internet. To assist the applicants, MARD has published information leaflets and ARDA has published communications and information documents, which contain all the professional and technical information required for filling in the application forms.

Until 31 December 2004, a total of 40,329 applications were received by ARDA. Actual payments have not been made yet.

Farmers showed the highest interest in the “Agri-environment” measure, partly attributable to the intensive communication campaign, the previous experience gained during the National Agri-environmental Program and the high rate of support. 32,808 applications were submitted, which constitutes 81% of the total number of applications. This number is approximately 3.5 times higher than the number of applications proposed to be approved in 2004, whereas the amount for which applications were received (EUR 271,050,987) is more than 300% of total amount of support proposed for 2004. The extremely high rate of application caused considerable delays in the administrative processing and evaluation of the applications; therefore, no applications were approved before the end of 2004.

In 2004, a total of 5,751 applications were submitted for the “Support for less favoured areas” measure (37% of the number of application proposed for approval in 2004), 5,523 of which were formally acceptable and eligible. The accepted applications cover a total area of 201,503 hectares and the calculated demand for support amounts to EUR 111,036,039, which are equal to 27% and 45%, respectively, of the relevant appropriations of the NRDP. The low rate of application is partly attributable to the fact that the most prevalent crops (wheat, corn, sunflower, etc.) may not be grown on the eligible areas and producers with relatively good lands did not want to abandon them in an exchange for the low compensation available. On the other hand, owners of the weakest grass lands make no efforts to take care of their areas and that is why they did not apply for support.

Until 31 December 2004, only 8 applications were received for the “Meeting standards” measure. The main reason for the low rate of application is that – contrary to the other measures – the period available for submission did not end in the reference period and the deadline was 30 April 2005. One application was rejected due to non-eligibility (non-eligible species). The calculated demand for support is EUR 88,122, which is equal to 0.17% of the appropriation for 2004. The suspected reason for the extremely low rate of application is the innovative nature of the measure and the time requirement of obtaining the authority permissions and certifications that should be attached to the application; therefore, producers could not obtain them before the end of 2004. In addition, the long-term financial instability of stock-farmers may have been another factor contributing to the low rate of application.

A total of 722 applications were received for the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure in 2004. This measure is one of those for which considerable progress was made in the evaluation of applications within the extremely short period available; thus, support was granted for 646 applicants (89.5%) (40 applications were withdrawn and 36 were rejected). The total area covered by the applications is 6,664 hectares and the resulting total amount of granted support is EUR 11,773,563. Although the actual number of applications received is only 16% of the proposed number, the area covered by them is 74% of the total area proposed for support. In 2004, no payments were made, but the amount of support requested equals to 59% of the relevant appropriation.

A total of 1,031 applications were submitted for the “Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring” measure in 2004. The number of applications (and the calculated demand for support) is less than 25% of the appropriation. The low interest is attributable to the innovative nature of this type of support, the lack of experience of applicants and the lack of documentation of their agricultural activities (eligibility is conditional on revenue and the increase thereof, but the target farms are unable to present invoices for most of their revenue and to thereby certify them).

A total of 9 applications were received for the “Support for the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups” measure. Two of them were rejected because the applicants were producer groups not yet finally recognised by MARD. The remaining seven applications were approved on a preliminary basis. The calculated amount of support is equal to 8.6% of the support available in 2004. This is a very low ratio and is partly the consequence of the fact that only seven producer groups were finally recognised – which is a prerequisite for eligibility – during the application period. Thus, applications were submitted by and support was granted to each producer group recognised by MARD. The average demand for support per producer group is EUR 93,681, which is not significantly lower than the upper limit (EUR 100,000) of the measure.

On 23 December 2004, Hungary submitted a proposal for amendment of the NRDP to the European Commission proposing the reallocation of 25% (EUR 56,625,000) of the funds available in 2004. This proposal was justified by the fact that in the light of the central budget appropriation, the period for the payments of the complementary national direct aids of 2004 was extended beyond the end of the year, which completely takes up the scarce funds and the government would have no margin for maintaining the aids exclusively financed from national funds and for covering contingencies in 2005. According to the proposed amendment, complementary national direct (top-up) payments would be financed in part from the NRDP and the national funds thereby disengaged would be spent for the above purposes. The measures most affected by the reallocation are the “Agri-environment” and the “Meeting standards”

In 2004, the European Commission did not make a decision on the proposed amendment.

1. Introduction

The National Rural Development Plan (NRDP) of Hungary was adopted by the European Commission on 26 August 2004.

This is the first progress report regarding the implementation of the program. Since the reference period is an initial, fragment-year period, the results achieved until the end of 2004 are unimpressive and difficult to measure. Accordingly, this Report will focus on the progress made in the establishment of the legal and organisational background. As regards the realisation of the main objectives, the available short period was sufficient for the first calls to tender, for accepting the applications and, in certain cases, for making decisions on the applications.

The NRDP consists of four rural development measures defined by Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/99 and financed from the Guarantee Section of EAGGF (agri-environment, early retirement, forestry and compensatory support for less favoured areas and areas with environmental restrictions) and the specific “transitional measures” for new Member States. The latter include support for the establishment of producer groups, support for semi-subsistence farms (i.e., farms marketing a proportion of their output) undergoing restructuring, meeting standards and technical assistance. The complex rural development will be implemented as joint strategies and measures identified in a variety development documents in accordance with each other (i.e., National Development Plan and the operational programs thereof, in particular the Agricultural and Rural Development Operational Program (ARDOP)).

The individual rural development programs take account of the fact that currently, rural populations are compelled to face a variety of problems (i.e., social, economic and environmental problems). The objective of the ARDOP measures is to improve the rate of employment, the opportunities for revenue-making, the living conditions and, partly, the availability of infrastructure. The LEADER+ measure promotes these processes by mobilising the local communities and internal resources and therefore affects social aspects as well. On the other hand, the measures of the NRDP primarily address environmental challenges and contribute to the mitigation of the economic and social difficulties resulting from the restructuring.

Similarly to the direct payments financed from the Guarantee Section, the aids of the NRDP are normative aids, i.e., the same amount of compensatory allowance is provided each year for a predefined period of time (5 years) provided certain undertakings (e.g., the system of conditions for environmental management) are met.

Chapter 2 following this introduction will describe how the changes of the general conditions (socio-economic trends, national and sectorial policies and developments related to other funds available for the implementation) laid down in the NRDP affect the (actual or proposed) utilisation of the NRDP aids.
Chapter 3 describes the achievements made in 2004 – first in general terms and then in a detailed format for each measure. These include a brief description of each measure, the financial plan, the legal background, the main characteristics of the applications received, the monitoring indicators (where appropriate) and their status of implementation.

Due to the above-mentioned reasons, Chapter 4 is very short and describes the status of financial realisation.

Chapter 5 addresses program management issues and describes the operation of the Monitoring Committee, the compliance with the principle of partnership during the planning and prior implementation of the program, the state of development of the related information system, as well as the problems encountered during implementation and the measures taken for eliminating them.

Finally, Chapter 6 addresses compliance with the Community policies.
2. Changes in the economic and sectorial policy framework conditions

2.1. Socio-economic trends affecting the utilisation of the supports available

The factors and trends considered in the analysis of the situation of the NRDP and forming the basis for the strategy of the NRDP have not changed considerably since the adoption of the program. The basic problems with relevance to the NRDP continue to include the low profitability of agricultural production, the lack of capital, the ageing and lack of organisation of the farmers, the small sizes of agricultural holdings, the viability problems of small farms and the lagging behind in technical and technological terms.

The conditions of implementation were largely influenced by the accession of Hungary to the European Union on 1 May 2004 when the country became part of the common internal market of the European Union. In addition to the fact that this resulted in an increase of food import from both the common market and from third countries, Hungarian producers encountered another difficulty, i.e. that they have to compete with producers from other Member States under non-equal conditions of assistance. The Government of Hungary has undertaken to improve the situation by supplementary national (top-up) aids; however, this resulted in a serious tension as regards fund-raising from the central budget. The relative lack of funds led to a proposal for amendment of the NRDP in 2004 (see above).

2.2. Effects of national and sectorial policies

The environmental measures of the NRDP (agri-environment, support for less favoured areas, meeting standards and the afforestation of agricultural land) are closely related to the national environmental, nature conservation and water management policies. As regards the implementation of the NRDP in 2004, these have not changed significantly. However, once the block-level delineation of the Natura 2000 areas is done and the system of provisions and sanctions related thereto is established, these may considerably increase the size of areas eligible for the “Less favoured areas” measure. The most significant step concerning the introduction of the Natura 2000 during the year 2004 was the approval of the Government Decree 275/2004. (X.8.). According to the habitat and bird protection directives of the EU this above mentioned Government Decree designated the areas of the Hungarian Natura 2000 network. This network covers 1,94 million hectares, which amounts to 20,6% of the total territory of Hungary and contains 55 special bird protection areas and 467 special nature protection areas. Following the publication of the Governmental Decree defining the Natura 2000 areas the data sheets and the maps of the designated areas listed in the annex of the decree was sent to the European Commission. The areas were designated based on lot numbers. The Ministry of Environment and Water responsible for the designation of areas and the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development responsible for the implementation of Natura 2000 is currently working on an agreement concerning the adjustment of the designated areas to the physical block system as well as the integration into the Land Parcel Identification System.
As regards the environment and nature conservation, considerable Community and national resources are available. Combined with the NRDP, these will contribute to the improvement of the state of the environment.

The employment policy of the government (National Employment Action Plan) supports those objectives of the program that also contribute to the safeguarding of the existing jobs.

2.3. Effects of consistency with other funds available for the implementation

In accordance with Article 37(3) of Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999, the Management Authority has taken all the measures required for ensuring complete conformity of the NRDP aids with other measures for the support of rural development. 

The NRDP is partly financed from the Guarantee Section of the European Agricultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund (EAGGF). Since the objective of the NRDP measures is to reinforce and support the effects of the structural interventions of ARDOP financed by the EAGGF Guarantee Section, harmonisation of the two plans was done already during the planning phase. Accordingly, the demarcation between the two plans and the lack of overlaps between the relevant systems of support are warranted. The harmonised management of the two plans is significantly facilitated by the fact that the same organisation (the Department of Management Authority of MARD) serves as the Management Authority for both plans.

Upon adoption of the NRDP by the European Union, the content and eligibility criteria of the measures addressed by the Programme Complement (PC) of the ARDOP were partly modified. In the case of the measures “Assistance to the investments in agriculture” and “Expansion of rural income earning opportunities”, the opportunity for applicants from less favoured areas to have extra support is not available any more and this weakened the synergy between the two plans.

The task of the Work Team established with the purpose of harmonising the ARDOP and the NRDP was to review the PC in order to assess the possibility of giving preference in the framework of ARDOP to investment applications by applicants participating in the “Agri-environment” measure. On 12 June 2004, the Work Team made proposals for amending the selection criteria for the ARDOP measures in order to give extra points during the evaluation of applications in case the applicant participates in the above measure. The proposed amendments are not included in the current version (Version 23) of the PC.

In the case of ARDOP measures “Assistance to the investments in agriculture”, “Structural assistance in the fishery sector” and “Setting up of young farmers”, priority is given to applicants belonging to producer groups.

Because of the late announcement of the titles for support within the NRDP, the plan did not have a significant effect on the implementation of the ARDOP in 2004.

3. Results of the implementation of the National Rural Development Plan

3.1. Summary of the progress of the program

On its meeting of 20 June 2004, the Agri-structural and Rural Development Committee (STAR Committee) adopted a favourable opinion on the National Rural Development Plan and the European Commission approved it by its Decision No (C)3235/2004 of 26 August 2004.

The NRDP sets the objectives of the sustainable development of rural areas, the measures for realising those objectives and the activities eligible for support within the framework of the measures. The NRDP promotes environmentally-favourable agricultural production, provides support for production in less favoured areas and for increasing the ratio of forested areas in Hungary. Furthermore, the measures of the NRDP will contribute to the improvement of the economic viability of semi-subsistence farms and to the establishment and operation of producer groups. Between 2004 and 2006, a total of EUR 754,140,000 will be available for support within the framework of the NRDP, from which almost 80%, EUR 602,300,000 will be financed from Community funds.

Hungary started the preparation of the National Rural Development Plan in February 2003. As regards the proposed date of accession to the European Union, this turned to be a late starting. In addition, certain organisational problems and delays in decision-making
 were encountered on the Hungarian side, which also contributed to the subsequent “time pressure”. A further difficulty was presented by the fact that there was no previous experience with the special new support programs available for the new Member States (e.g., support for semi-subsistence farms, meeting standards) and the Community framework rules of the above measure were not finalised; therefore, their development and the associated consultations required more time than anticipated. Hungary had several problems with the identification of less favoured areas (the required statistical data were missing or were not sufficiently detailed) and also with the preparation of the detailed conditions of the Agri-environment measures (the preparation and the related consultations with the Commission was extremely time-consuming due to the complexity of the measure and the high level of details of the required agri-economic calculations). The lack of sufficient capacities at the relevant ministry department led to further delays.

Upon approval of the NRDP, the organisations responsible for the implementation
 commenced their activities in the fall of 2004. Due to the delayed starting, the appropriations for 2004 could not be satisfied. However, the use of the support available was not threatened because in accordance with the so-called “n+2” rule, the funds available for a given year may be used by the end of the second year following it.

Since 2004 was the first year of implementation of the NRDP and only a few months were available for initiating the implementation process, this Report only refers to initial results.

The establishment of the legal background for the implementation of the NRDP required considerable legislative efforts to be made by the relevant Hungarian authorities. The framework conditions for these efforts consisted of the relevant Community acts and directives, as well as the National Rural Development Plan itself. The national regulations implementing the titles of the NRDP are classified into the following three groups according to their nature:

1. acts regulating the organisation and functioning of the system of institutions responsible for implementation,

2. general rules regarding the eligibility for the various aids, and

3. acts laying down the detailed conditions of the various titles for support.

Among the Group 1 acts, the most important ones include Act No LXXIII/2003 that provides an overall regulation for the responsibilities of the Agricultural and Rural Development Agency. (Obviously, this Act not only refers to the implementation of the NRDP, but also lays down general procedural rules for the entire operation of ARDA considering that in Hungary, the implementation of the EAGGF titles is concentrated in this single organisation.) The establishment, status and basic organisation of ARDA is covered by Government Regulation No 81/2003 (VI. 7.), the registration obligations of their clients in Government Regulation No 141/2003 (IX. 9.), and the tasks of ARDA delegated to other organisations in MARD Regulation No 27/2004 (III. 4.).

Among Group 2 acts, it is worth mentioning Government Regulation No 6/2004 (I. 22.) on the general conditions of granting agricultural support from Community funds, the related supplementary support from national funds and agricultural support from national funds. In addition, the most important rules of applying for NRDP titles are laid down in MARD Regulation No 131/2004 (IX. 11.), in particular as regards the general conditions of eligibility and the special procedural rules applied in the framework of the NRDP. One of the cornerstones of the area-based support conditions of the NRDP is the set of “Good Farming Practice” criteria addressed by MARD Regulation No 4/2004. (I. 13.), as amended by MARD Regulation No 156/2004 (X.27). In the case of rural development support based on the economic size of holdings, the size should be determined and expressed in European units. This is outlined in MARD Regulation No 146/2004 (IX. 30.) concerning the application the standard gross margins developed within the framework of the Farm Accountancy Data Network (FADN).

In September and October 2004, separate regulations were adopted by MARD on the detailed rules of applying for the individual aids (Group 3 acts). These include:

· MARD Regulation No 132/2004. (IX. 11.) on the detailed rules of granting support for the afforestation of agricultural land;

· MARD Regulation No 133/2004 (IX. 11.)  on the detailed rules of granting support for the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups;

· MARD Regulation No 139/2004 (IX. 24.)  on the detailed rules of granting support for meeting Community standards regarding the environment, animal welfare and animal hygiene;

· MARD Regulation No 145/2004 (IX. 30.)  on the detailed rules of granting support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring;

· MARD Regulation No 150 /2004 (X. 12.) on the detailed rules of granting support for agri-environmental management;

· MARD Regulation No 151/2004 (X. 13.) on the detailed rules of granting compensatory support for less favoured areas.

Therefore, a total of six measures were opened for applications. The “Early Retirement” measure is proposed to be announced only in 2006.

Table 1 shows that in 2004, EUR 227,750,000 was available for the funding of the NRDP, of which EUR 20,000,000
 was reallocated to the SAPARD Program and EUR 15,000,000 was available for the “Technical assistance” measure is EUR 15,000,000. Therefore the support funds available amounted to EUR 192,750,000.

Table 1

The NRDP funds available in 2004

EUR

	
	Community contribution
	National funds
	Total

	Agri-environment
	66,710,000
	16,680,000
	83,390,000

	Less favoured areas
	19,770,000
	4,940,000
	24,710,000

	Meeting standards
	42,200,000
	10,550,000
	52,750,000

	Afforestation of agricultural land
	16,070,000
	4,020,000
	20,090,000

	Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring
	3,370,000
	840,000
	4,210,000

	Establishment of producer groups
	6,080,000
	1,520,000
	7,600,000

	SAPARD
	15,000,000
	5,000,000
	20,000,000

	Technical assistance
	12,000,000
	3,000,000
	15,000,000

	TOTAL
	181,200,000
	46,550,000
	227,750,000


Source: NRDP

Applications for support may be submitted to the regional offices of ARDA by mail using a form prepared by ARDA and available at the county offices of ARDA or via the internet. To assist the applicants, MARD has published information leaflets and ARDA has published communications and information documents, which contain all the professional and technical information required for filling in the application forms.

Applications for the individual titles could be submitted in the following periods (in 2004, the application for support included the application for payment):

Agri-environment




15 October to 26 November 2004

Less favoured areas




15 October to 26 November 2004

Meeting standards




1 November 2004 to 30 April 2005

Afforestation of agricultural land
15 September to 15 November 2004 

Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring
11 October to 7 November 2004

Establishment of producer groups


1 November to 30 November 2004

Until 31 December 2004, a total of 40,329 applications were received by ARDA, mostly (81.35%) for the target programs of the “Agri-environment” measure (see Table 2). Here, the demand is several times higher than the available resources.

The “Afforestation” measure may be considered successful: applications were received for the afforestation of almost 6,700 hectares of land. Owing to the lack of eligibility (lack of final recognition in the case of the “Establishment of producer groups” measure) or the short period available for preparation (e.g., in the case of the “Meeting standards” measure), less applications were submitted.

Based on the applications received, the calculated demand for support amounts to EUR 295,635,480 (of which: EAGGF EUR 236,508,384) representing an almost 30% exceedance over the funds available for 2004 (and 50% exceedance over the actual resources available for satisfying the applications). (This is solely the result of the high rate of application for the “Agri-environment” measure.) In all cases, the distribution of the Community and national contributions in the payments is 80% to 20%, respectively.
In 2004, applications were evaluated only for two measures; decisions (approval or rejection) were made on the applications for the “Afforestation of agricultural land” and the “Establishment and administrative operation of producer groups” measures.

No payments were made in 2004.
Table 2

Main characteristics for the applications submitted for the NRDP measures in 2004

	
	Agri-environment
	Less favoured areas
	Afforestation of agricultural land
	Semi-subsistence farms
	Producer groups
	Meeting standards

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of applications received
	32,808
	5,751
	722
	1,031
	9
	8

	Share of the applications received (%)
	81.35
	14.26
	1.79
	2.56
	0.02
	0.02

	Number of application accepted
	0
	5,751
	670
	0
	7
	0

	Area (ha) / animal units covered by the applications
	1,840,191 / 9,875
	201,503
	6,664
	-
	-
	-

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	271,050,987
	11,036,039
	11,773,563
	1,031,000
	655,769
	88,122

	   Of which: EAGGF (EUR)
	216,840,790
	8,828,831
	9,418,850
	824,800
	524,615
	70,498

	Number of approved applications
	0
	5,523
	646
	0
	7
	0

	Number of applications rejected
	0
	220
	36
	0
	2
	0

	Number of applications withdrawn
	15
	8
	40
	1
	0
	1


Source: ARDA
Proposal for amending the NRDP in the end of 2004

On 23 December 2004, Hungary submitted a proposal for amendment of the NRDP to the European Commission proposing the reallocation of 25% (EUR 56,625,000) of the funds available in 2004 to the complementary national direct payments.
 This proposal was justified by the fact that in the light of the central budget appropriation, the period for the payments of the complementary national direct aids of 2004 was extended beyond the end of the year, which completely takes up the scarce funds and the government would have no margin for maintaining the aids exclusively financed from national funds and for covering contingencies in 2005. According to the proposed amendment, complementary national direct (top-up) payments would be financed in part from the NRDP and the national funds thereby disengaged would be spent for the above purposes. The measures most affected by the reallocation are the “Agri-environment” (proposed reallocation: EUR 32,000,000) and the “Meeting standards” (proposed reallocation: EUR 8,000,000).

In accordance with the reallocation proposal, MARD has reviewed the relevant chapters of the NRDP and amended the physical and financial monitoring indicators of the measures for the 2004-2006 period.

Upon the interministerial consultations as well as that of with the Agro-economical Council, the proposal for amendment as developed by MARD was approved in accordance with the decision of the Monitoring Committee (MC). Most of the MC members were in favour of the amendment although the representatives of the Ministry of the Environment and Water and environmental NGOs have raised serious doubts and objections with regard to the reduction of the financial resources of the NRDP measures.

In 2004, the European Commission did not make a decision on the proposed amendment.
3.2. Summary of the realisation of the priorities

The preparation and implementation of the NRDP was and is being made along the following priorities:

A) Safeguarding and improving the conditions of the environment;

B) Supporting the conversion of the production structure towards better matching to the ecological and market conditions,;

C) Increasing the economic viability, financial conditions and market position of producers;

D) Maintaining and improving agricultural activities hereby providing additional income and job opportunities for farmers active on areas with weaker production site conditions.

The individual measures serve the realisation of more than one priorities and were grouped according to priorities they affect most. 

Therefore, the measures are grouped as follows: 

A:
4.1 Agri-environment

4.3 Meeting standards

B:
4.4 Afforestation of agricultural land

C:
4.7 Establishment and administrative operation of producer groups

4.6 Support for semi-subsistence farms 

4.5 Early retirement

D:
4.2 Support for less favoured areas

Figure shows proposed and actual distribution (calculated on the basis of the applications received) of the priorities in 2004. 

Figure 1

The planned and actual distribution (calculated on the basis of the

applications received) of the priorities in 2004

 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



	Priority A
	Safeguarding and improving the conditions of the environment

	Priority B
	Supporting the conversion of the production structure towards better matching to the ecological and market conditions,

	Priority C
	Increasing the economic viability, financial conditions and market position of producers

	Priority D
	Maintaining and improving agricultural activities hereby providing additional income and job opportunities for farmers active on areas with weaker production site conditions.


3.2.1. A) Safeguarding and improving the conditions of the environment

Realisation of Priority A is ensured primarily by the “Agri-environment” and the “Meeting standards” measures.

Advances in the realisation Priority A

Both measures of Priority A were announced in the fall of 2004. The deadline for submitting applications to the “Agri-environment” measure was 26 November 2004. For the “Meeting standards” measure, applications could be submitted until 30 April 2005. In the case of the measures within this priority, no decisions were made on the applications in 2004. 

More than 80% (32,816) of the total number of NRDP applications received are related to Priority A. This was due to the extremely high rate of application for the “Agri-environment” measure. Figure 2 shows the applications submitted for the individual measures within Priority A and the overwhelming dominance of the “Agri-environment” measure within this priority. 

Figure 2

The planned and actual distribution (calculated on the basis of the

applications received) of the priority in 2004

 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



Financial realisation

Priority A has a share of EUR 458,166,000 (61%) from the NRDP funds. On the basis of the annual distribution of the funds available for the three-year period, the commitments allocated for 2004 are equal to 30% (EUR 136,140,000) of the total budget. The demand for support presented by the applications received for Priority A amounts to EUR 271,139,109 (of which: EAGGF EUR 216,911,287). Table 3 shows the proposed and realised commitments within Priority A.

Table 3
Financial realisation of Priority A (2004)

EUR

	Allocation of funds
	Community contribution
	National contribution
	Total expenditure

	Commitment
	
	
	

	   proposed
	108,910,000
	27,230,000
	136,140,000

	   realised
	0
	0
	0

	Difference 
	108,910 000
	27,230,000
	136,140,000


Source: NRDP and ARDA
During the realisation of Priority A, no commitments or payments were made.

3.2.2. B) Supporting the conversion of the production structure towards better matching to the ecological and market conditions

Realisation of Priority B is directly ensured by the single measure “Afforestation of agricultural land”.

Advances in the realisation Priority B

Applications for this measure could be submitted between 15 September and 15 October 2005. No decisions were made on the applications for this measure in 2004. 

Only 2% (722) of the applications submitted for the NRDP until 31 December 2004 are related to Priority B. 

Financial realisation

Priority B has a share of EUR 79,678,000 (11%) from the NRDP funds. On the basis of the annual distribution of the funds available for the three-year period, the commitments allocated for 2004 are equal to 25% (EUR 20,090,000) of the total budget. The demand for support presented by the applications received for Priority B amounts to EUR 11,773,563 (of which: EAGGF EUR 9,418,850). Table 4 shows the proposed and realised commitments within Priority B.

Table 4
Financial realisation of Priority B (2004)

EUR

	Allocation of funds
	Community contribution
	National contribution
	Total expenditure

	Commitment
	
	
	

	   proposed
	16,070,000
	4,020,000
	20,090,000

	   realised
	0
	0
	0

	Difference 
	16,070,000
	4,020,000
	20,090,000


Source: NRDP and ARDA
During the realisation of Priority B, no commitments or payments were made.

3.2.3. C) Increasing the economic viability, financial conditions and market position of producers
Realisation of Priority C is directly ensured by the “Support for semi-subsistence farms”, the “Establishment and administrative operation of producer groups” and the “Early retirement” measures.

Advances in the realisation Priority C

Two of the three measures of Priority C were announced in the fall of 2004. In accordance with the NRDP, the “Early retirement” measure will be opened for applications in 2006 for the first time. No decisions were made on the applications within this priority in 2004. 

Only 3% (1,040) of the applications submitted for the NRDP until 31 December 2004 are related to Priority C. 

Figure 3 shows the applications submitted for the individual measures within Priority C.
Figure 3
The planned and actual distribution (calculated on the basis of the

applications received) of the priority in 2004

 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



Financial realisation

Priority C has a share of EUR 77,378,000 (10%) from the NRDP funds. On the basis of the annual distribution of the funds available for the three-year period, the commitments allocated for 2004 are equal to 15% (EUR 11,810,000) of the total budget. The demand for support presented by the applications received for Priority C amounts to EUR 1,686,769 (of which: EAGGF EUR 1,349,415). Table 5 shows the proposed and realised commitments within Priority C.

Table 5
Financial realisation of Priority C (2004)

EUR

	Allocation of funds
	Community contribution
	National contribution
	Total expenditure

	Commitment
	
	
	

	   proposed
	9,450,000
	2,360,000
	11,810,000

	   realised
	0
	0
	0

	Difference 
	9,450,000
	2,360,000
	11,810,000


Source: NRDP and ARDA

During the realisation of Priority C, no commitments or payments were made.

3.2.4. D) Maintaining and improving agricultural activities hereby providing additional income and job opportunities for farmers active on areas with weaker production site conditions

Realisation of Priority D is directly ensured by the single measure “Support for less favoured areas”.

Advances in the realisation Priority D

Applications for this measure could be submitted between 15 October and 26 November 2004. No decisions or payments were made on the applications for this measure in 2004. 

15% (5,751) of the applications submitted for the NRDP until 31 December 2004 are related to Priority D. 

Financial realisation

Priority D has a share of EUR 81,418,000 (11%) from the NRDP funds. On the basis of the annual distribution of the funds available for the three-year period, the commitments allocated for 2004 are equal to 30% (EUR 24,710,000) of the total budget. The demand for support presented by the applications received for Priority D amounts to EUR 11,036,039 (of which: EAGGF EUR 8,828,831). Table 6 shows the proposed and realised commitments within Priority D.

Table 6
Financial realisation of Priority D (2004)

EUR

	Allocation of funds
	Community contribution
	National contribution
	Total expenditure

	Commitment
	
	
	

	   proposed
	19,770,000
	4,940,000
	24,710,000

	   realised
	0
	0
	0

	Difference 
	19,770,000
	4,940,000
	24,710,000


Source: NRDP and ARDA

During the realisation of Priority D, no commitments or payments were made.

3.3. Achievements of the implementation of the measures

3.3.1. Agri-environment
3.3.1.1. Brief description of the measure
The target programs of the “Agri-environment” measure contribute to the following objectives: safeguarding of the environmental resources, sustainable production and the extension of the employment and revenue-making opportunities in rural areas. These objectives may be realised in all types of land uses (arable lands, grasslands, plantations, wetland habitats) and also by the extensive livestock keeping of endangered species. In order to realise these objectives and to successfully apply for support, producers should satisfy the requirements of “Good Farming Practice” and meet the detailed criteria of eligibility for the various target programs, which contribute to the application of various environmentally-friendly management methods (e.g., restrictions on the use of certain pesticides, environmentally-favourable nutrient management, reasonable crop rotation, protection against erosion, etc.).

In the framework of this measure, the National Agri-environmental Program introduced in 1999 may be extended and financially increased.

The aids recognise the extra achievements in using production methods serving landscape conservation and the protection of environment, and provide compensation for the related loss of revenue. The agri-environmental aids are non-refundable, area-based (hectare-based) or stock-based (based on the number of animals) aids and are granted for a minimum of 5 years. The following figures give an insight into the order of magnitude of the amount of support available:

· Organic farming scheme
(for the transitional period):



EUR 176.47/ha;

· Organic grasslands management scheme: 

EUR 58.82/ha;

· Organic permanent cultures scheme
(for the transitional period):



EUR 396.08/ha;

· Organic cattle keeping scheme:



EUR 74.62/individual.

By the end of 2006, these supports may cover an area almost 1 million hectares of arable lands, 600,000 hectares of grasslands and a significant portion of the areas used for growing fruits and vegetables.

Within an agricultural holding, support may be granted for more than one agri-environment schemes. However, producers may apply for support for only one agri-environment scheme for a given agricultural parcel (individual animal). For certain agri-environment schemes, complementary aids (e.g., support for erosion control, support for shrub control on grasslands) may be applied for. In addition to applying for agri-environment payments, producers are eligible for other area-based aids (provided the eligibility criteria are met, single area-based support or complementary national aids or compensatory support for less favoured areas, which is also financed from the EAGGF Guarantee Section) may be granted.

80% of the total funds available for the target programs is financed from Community contributions and 20% from national resources.

3.3.1.2. Financial plan

Agri-environment aids represent the most significant group of support titles of the NRDP. In accordance with the financial plan, 36.8% of the NRDP aids available in 2004 (and 40.8% thereof between 2004 and 2006) would be utilised for these aids.

The proposed reallocation of funds aiming at extending the above-mentioned top-up budget had the greatest financial effect the agri-environment aids. The proposed reduction by EUR 32,000,000 would have meant reallocating 38.4% of the appropriations for 2004 (contrary to a mean reduction of 25% on the level of the entire program).

Table 7

Financial plan of the “Agri-environment” measure 

EUR

	2004
	2004-2006

	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	66,710,000
	16,680,000
	83,390,000
	245,850,000
	61,467,000
	307,317,000


Source: NRDP

3.3.1.3. Achievements in 2004

MARD Regulation No 150/2004 (X. 12.) laying down the detailed rules of application for agri-environment aids entered into force on 15 October 2004 stipulating that the provisions related to eligibility should be applied as of the 1st of September. This MARD Regulation lays down the provisions required for the implementation of Council Regulation (EC) 1257/1999 of 17 May 1999
. It offers opportunities for participation or support within 32 target programs in the framework of six program groups and describes the detailed rules of application for each aids.

The above Regulation also contains a restriction stating that no applications may be submitted in 2004 for the following agri-environment schemes:

· long-term environmental set-aside,

· maintenance of rare plant varieties,

· conversion of arable land into species rich grassland,

· maintenance of rare varieties of grapes and fruits,

· wetland creation, conversion of arable land into wetland,

· wetland creation for spawning areas,

· maintenance of wet grasslands, bogs, marshlands

· wind and water erosion control,

· shrub control on grasslands,

· organic livestock-keeping.

On 15 October 2004, Communication No 66/2004 (X. 15.) of the Agricultural and Rural Development Agency on the application for agri-environment aids was published. This Communication includes thirteen Annexes and provides all the information required for the filling in and submitting the application forms. In addition, ARDA published a (10-page) information document for use by the applicants. These documents are also available on the homepages of MARD, ARDA and the Chamber of Agriculture.

As previously described, producers showed an extremely high interest in the “Agri-environment” measure, partly attributable to the intensive communication campaign, the previous experience gained during the Agri-environmental Program and the high rate of support. A total of 32,808 applications were submitted and the data of 32,732 applications (99.8%) were recorded on computers until 31 December 2004. Considering the fact that applications may have referred to more than one schemes (may have included several insets) the number of elementary applications was 37,475 (see Table 8 on the following page). Area and number of animals covered by the applications are 1,840,190.76 hectares and 9,875 units. 
The number of applications submitted is approximately 3.5 times higher than the number of applications proposed to be approved in 2004, whereas the amount for which applications were received (EUR 271,050,987) is more than 300% of total amount of support proposed for 2004. This is summarised in Table 9. (The data processing has not started in 2004, so there is no data for number of applications accepted, approved and rejected.)
Table 9

The main characteristics of the “Agri-environment” measure in 2004
	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


	Number of applications received
	32,808

	Number of applications accepted
	0

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	271,050,987

	Number of approved applications
	0

	Number of applications rejected
	0

	Number of applications withdrawn
	15


Source: ARDA

Although the overwhelming majority of the applications was related to plant production, this is a realistic ratio in terms of the potentially available aids and it may be generally stated that all target groups made efforts to apply for the new forms of supports.

Figure 4 shows the regional distribution of applications.

The distribution of the applications from different regions shows a tendency to reflect the relative agricultural importance of the region and no remarkable disproportion was observed.

Given the status of application processing in the end of 2004, no overall evaluations can be prepared regarding the quality of the applications and the problems encountered.

Table 8

Main data of the applications submitted for the agri-environment schemes

	Schemes
	Number of applications
	Area covered (hectares)

	Plant production schemes
	Arable stewardship scheme
	17,280
	1,093,935.44

	
	“Tanya” farming system 
	775
	5,054.32

	
	Apiculture cropping
	41
	216.51

	
	Integrated crop management
	4,094
	291,966.53

	
	Organic farming scheme
	738
	38,900.43

	
	Arable farming for great bustard habitat development
	323
	28,238.19

	
	Arable farming for bird protection
	635
	21,179.75

	
	Alfalfa production for great bustard habitat development
	190
	5,362.7

	
	Arable farming for habitat development
	195
	4,822.45

	
	Maintenance of grassland habitats 
	3,817
	177,929.01

	
	Organic grassland management 
	326
	30,723.74

	
	Grassland development in High Nature Value Areas
	51
	2,442.91

	
	Grassland management for great bustard habitat development
	446
	46,980.41

	
	Grassland management for corncrake habitat development
	290
	8,228.22

	
	Grassland management for bird habitat development
	279
	8,619.54

	
	Integrated fruit and grape production
	5,886
	41,702.77

	
	Organic fruit and grape production
	239
	2,114.2

	
	Grassmargin
	602
	3,182.31

	
	Extensive fishponds
	155
	19,892.86

	
	Reed management
	187
	8,698.47

	
	Plant production schemes total:
	36,549
	1,840,190.76

	Livestock production schemes
	Keeping endangered breeds:
	Number of applications
	Number of animals

	
	cattle
	118
	4,654

	
	horse
	632
	2,715

	
	pig
	104
	4,865

	
	sheep
	64
	10,050

	
	poultry
	8
	2,219

	
	Livestock production schemes, total:
	926
	9,875*

	
	Total
	37,475
	


Source: ARDA and own calculations

* animal unit

Figure 4

Regional distribution of applications for the agri-environment measure
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Table 10 shows the monitoring indicators for 2004. The NRDP documentation clearly shows that the proposed importance of 2004 was relatively lower (approximate monitoring indicator values of 27% as compared to the three-year term of the plan) than that of the following years. However, since approving decisions were not adopted, no progress may be seen in the indicators.

Table 10

Monitoring indicators of the “Agri-environment” measure
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	Description
	Total for 2004-2006
	Plan for 2004
	2004 actual

	
	
	absolute figures
	%*
	absolute figures
	%*

	Number of decisions grantig support
	39,674
	10,687
	26.94
	0
	0

	Total size of supported areas (ha)
	1,735,859.06
	471,029.22
	27.14
	0
	0

	Total expenditure (EUR)
	307,317,000
	83,390,000
	27.13
	0
	0

	Of which: EAGGF (EUR)
	245,850,000
	66,710,000
	27.13
	0
	0


* In comparison to the planned performance for period of 2004-2006.
Source: NRDP

3.3.2. Support for less favoured areas

3.3.2.1. Brief description of the measure

Social and economic changes had a significant effect on less favoured rural areas. As a result, certain rural areas of high natural value but with less favourable economic conditions the level of utilisation of agricultural areas was lower than desirable and this increased the lagging behind of the population involved in agricultural production in terms of revenue-making. In these areas, the level of self-subsistence shows a declining tendency and the proportion of economically passive, underprivileged social groups increased significantly. In the least favourable areas, emigration of the population also increased. This measure offers compensatory allowances for producers who undertake to continue their agricultural activities in the less favoured areas. The objectives of the aid include:

· setting up appropriate production structures that match the characteristics of the corresponding cultivated areas, environmentally aware farming and sustainable landscape management;

· ensuring continued agriculture land use and thereby contribute to the maintenance of a viable rural community;

· supporting farmers located in LFA areas to maintain agricultural activities meeting the requirements of the „Good Farming Practice”.

The eligibility criteria for granting support to less favoured areas (LFAs) include a minimum of 1 hectare of land, which may either be grasslands or arable lands used for the production of forage crops and in which the following plants must not be produced: autumn and spring wheat, rice, sunflower, corn, sugar beat, potato, industrial plants (turnip rape, oil-linseed, sunflower seed, hemp grown for fibre, hop) and vegetables. Producers must upkeep agricultural activities in the less favoured areas for five years after the year submitting the application.

In Hungary, the “Support for less favoured areas” measure will be implemented in accordance with the conditions laid down in Articles 19 and 20 of Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999 of 17 May 1999. Hungary will not use the opportunity given by Article 16 because the list of areas to be included in the Natura 2000 network awaits finalisation and approval by the European Commission.
 Article 18 is also not used as basically there are no areas complying with the criteria set out in the EU regulatory framework.

Article 19 areas are homogeneous in terms of natural production conditions that satisfy all three criteria laid down by Article 19 (land of poor productivity and difficult cultivation, extremely low agricultural performance indicators, a low or dwindling population predominantly dependent on agricultural activity). The size of the affected areas is 395,402 ha, which represents 6.3% of the total size of cultivated areas and 4.25% of the total area of Hungary. The rate of support for Article 19 areas is EUR 85.9/ha/year.

Article 20 areas are areas affected by specific handicaps, in which farming should be continued, where necessary and subject to certain conditions, in order to conserve or improve the environment, maintain the countryside and preserve the tourist potential of the area. In Hungary, Article 20 areas include those areas where at least two of the following four special disadvantages are simultaneously present: severe soil acidity, severe soil salinity, extreme soil water management conditions (water logging, inundation) and extreme physical soil characteristics. The total size of the areas satisfying the conditions laid down in Article 20 is 488,156 hectares representing 7.77% of the total size of cultivated areas and 5.24% of the total area of Hungary. The rate of support for Article 20 areas is EUR 10.94/ha/year.

In combination, the total size of less favoured areas in Hungary is 883,558 hectares representing 9.5% of the total area of the country and 14% of the total size of cultivated areas. In order to avoid overcompensation, payments are reduced over a certain holding size; i.e., the rate of support is 100 % for areas up to 50 hectares, but is only 50% for areas exceeding 500 hectares.

During the meeting of the Monitoring Committee of the National Rural Development Plan of 17 December 2004, it was raised that pursuant to the agreements concluded between MARD and the European Commission, the total size of less favoured areas has decreased. The Commission accepted only those less favoured areas for which clear statistical data was available. In the future, amendments may only be made provided the relevant Hungarian authorities submit new and objective data to the Commission.

3.3.2.2. Financial plan of the measure

In terms of the order of magnitude, the support for less favoured areas is the third most significant measure of the NRDP. The financial resources of the measure represent 10.9% of the 2004 budget and 10.8% of the three-year budget.

Table 11

Financial plan of the “Less favoured areas” measure

EUR

	2004
	2004-2006

	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	19,770,000
	4,940,000
	24,710,000
	65,130,000
	16,288,000
	81,418,000


Source: NRDP

The amendment proposed in 2004 with a view to extending the top-up budget includes a reduction of the budget of this measure by EUR 8,000,000 (32.4%). The rationale for this reduction is that both the total size of less favoured areas and the amount of support per area was reduced as compared to the original concept while the total appropriation for the measure did not change. As a result, the estimated demand for support in 2004 – in accordance with the preliminary calculations of ARDA – amounts to approximately EUR 8,000,000, which may be satisfied from the budget even after the proposed reduction by EUR 8,000,000 (HUF 2 billion).

3.3.2.3. Achievements in 2004

In Hungary, the legal background for the support of less favoured areas was established in 2004 by the publication of MARD Regulation No 151/2004 (X. 13.) on the detailed rules of granting support for less favoured areas. The list of areas with LFA status, which is fundamental in terms of eligibility is included in MARD Regulation No 137/2004. (IX. 18.) establishing the less favoured areas and the settlements belonging to these areas. The lists of settlements and physical blocks under Article 19 and 20 of Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999 are included in Annex 2 and 3 of the MARD Regulation. In connection with this measures, ARDA published several communications on the technical conditions of submitting application, the most important of which is Communication No 64/2004. (X. 12.) on the application of the list of less favoured settlements and the associated less favoured areas and Communication No 65/2004 (X. 15.) on the application for support for less favoured areas.




	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




Contrary to the plans, only 5,751 applications were submitted in 2004 (37% of the number of applications proposed for approval in 2004), from which 8 applications were withdrawn. 220 applications were rejected because applicants failed to indicate the block identification number or the blocks were non-eligible. Table 12 shows the regional distribution of the number of applications (along with the sizes of eligible areas).

Table 12
Regional distribution of the applications

	Region
	Applications received
	Eligible area

	
	number
	proportion (%)
	size (ha)
	proportion (%)

	Central Hungary
	331
	5.76
	23,497
	2.66

	Central Transdanubian
	385
	6.69
	76,455
	8.65

	Western Transdanubian
	233
	4.05
	70,175
	7.94

	Southern Transdanubian
	48
	0.83
	10,547
	1.19

	Northern Hungary
	572
	9.95
	91,442
	10.35

	Northern Great Plain
	1,573
	27.35
	337,125
	38.16

	Southern Great Plain
	2,609
	45.37
	274,320
	31.05

	Total
	5,751
	100.00
	883,560
	100.0


Source: ARDA and own calculations

On the basis of the regional distribution, producers were the most active in the Northern and Southern Great Plain regions submitting a total of 4,182 applications, which represent 72.7% of the total number of applications. This is closely related to the fact that 69.2% of the affected areas are located in these two regions. In general, the number of applications submitted in a given region is in close correlation with the size of areas affected by the measure.

The total size of the area covered by the accepted applications (5,523) is 201,503 hectares, consisting of 117,817 hectares of Article 19 areas (approx. 58.5%) and 83,686 hectares of Article 20 areas (41.5 %). Accordingly, the calculated demand for support is EUR 11,036,039. See Table 13. and 14.
Table 13
The main characteristics of the “Less favoured areas” measure in 2004
	Number of applications received
	5,751

	Number of applications accepted
	5,751

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	11,036,039

	Number of approved applications
	5,523

	Number of applications rejected
	220

	Number of applications withdrawn
	8


Source: ARDA
Table 14
The area covered by the applications received and the calculated demand for support

	Type of application
	Number of applications
	The size of the area covered by the applications (hectares)

	Article 19 areas
	3,670
	117,817

	Article 20 areas
	1,673
	83,686

	Mixed applications*
	180
	-

	Total
	5,523
	201,503


Source: ARDA


* The total size of the area covered by applications submitted for Article 19 and Article 20 areas includes the total size of the area covered by mixed applications.

In 2004, processing of the applications was not completed and no payments were made. Therefore, compliance with the monitoring indicators may not be calculated.

The total size of the area indicated in the applications accepted in 2004 represent 26.8% of the appropriation and 44.7% of the anticipated demand for support
. The low rate of application is partly attributable to the fact that the most prevalent crops (wheat, corn, sunflower, etc.) may not be grown on the eligible areas and producers with relatively good lands did not want to abandon them in an exchange for the low compensation available. (Most of the applicants for this measure are producers who also applied for one of the agri-environment target programs because in this case the requirements of Article 20 could be satisfied without significant additional dues.) On the other hand, owners of the weakest grass lands make no efforts at all to take care of their areas and that is why they did not apply for support.

Table 15 shows the planned values of the indicators for the entire period of the program (2004-2006), for 2004 and the actual values for 2004, and in case of the last two their relative proportion to the planned total. 

Table 15
Monitoring indicators of the “Less favoured areas” measure

	Description
	Total for 2004-2006
	Plan for 2004
	2004 actual

	
	
	absolute figures
	%*
	absolute figures
	%*

	Number of beneficiaries receiving support
	49,479
	15,020
	30.36
	0
	0

	number of Article 19 

beneficiaries
	22,143
	6,722
	30.36
	0
	 

	number of Article 20 

beneficiaries:
	27,337
	8,299
	30.36
	0
	 

	Total size of the area participating in the program (ha)
	2,473,962
	751,024
	30.36
	0
	0

	size of Article 19 LFAs (ha):
	1,107,126
	336,092
	30.36
	0
	 

	size of Article 20 LFAs (ha):
	1,366,837
	414,933
	30.36
	0
	 

	Total expenditure (EUR)
	81,418,000
	24,710,000
	30.35
	0
	 

	in Article 19 areas (EUR)
	70,021,000
	21,251,000
	30.35
	0
	 

	in Article 20 areas (EUR)
	11,397,000
	3,459,000
	30.35
	0
	0

	Of which EAGGF (EUR)
	65,130,000
	19,770,000
	30.35
	0
	0

	in Article 19 areas (EUR)
	56,012,000
	17,002,000
	30.35
	0
	 

	in Article 20 areas (EUR)
	9,117,000
	2,767,000
	30.35
	0
	0


Source: NRDP

* In comparison to the planned performance for period of 2004-2006.

The figures in Table 15 clearly demonstrate that the planned performance rate for 2004 is only slightly below the average performance (33.3%) for each year of the program implementation period.
3.3.3. Meeting standards

3.3.3.1. Brief description of the measure

This measure provides assistance to compliance with Community standards regarding the environment, animal welfare and hygiene in the form of investment aids and compensation benefits. Within this measure, two submeasures will be realised:

· the environmental protection submeasure contributes to the objective of eliminating the problems arising from the accumulated liquid manure and solid dung and enables the management of the generated organic manure in accordance with the requirements of the “Good Nutrient Management” by providing support for the manure management onsite and outside animal holdings in Nitrate-Vulnarable zones. Investment aids may be used for building storage basins with solid lining, manure storage tanks, silos and equipment for the management and transfer of manure, etc.

· the animal welfare and animal hygiene submeasure contributes to the realisation of investments promoting compliance with the relevant animal welfare and hygiene standards and also serves as a partial compensation for the extra costs and the loss of revenue arising from observing the requirements related to the spatial needs of certain animal species. Investment aids may be directed to the compliance with the Community standards related to the floor, the microclimate, the safe holding of animals and the keeping and forage technology, and to the development of the animal keeping technology or complex reconstruction.

For compliance with the Community standards regarding both the environment protection and the animal welfare and hygiene, investment aids may be granted for up to 3 years and in amounts of up to EUR 25,000 per year. On the other hand, compensation benefits may be granted for a total period of five years and in amounts of up to EUR 10,000 per year. For a single site, support may be granted for more than one titles, however, the cumulated amount of support may not exceed EUR 25,000 per year.

The ARDOP also contains similar forms of support. In order to ensure the harmony between the two programs and to avoid overlaps, the investments eligible for support within the framework of the two programs have been precisely defined.

3.3.3.2. Financial plan of the measure

After the agri-environment measure, support for compliance with Community standards is the second most significant title of the NRDP. The proposed budget available for granting support in 2004 within the scope of this measure (EUR 52,750,000) represent 23.2% of the total NRDP appropriation for 2004. In addition, payments up to 35% of the three-year budget were allocated for 2004.
Table 16
Financial plan of the „Meeting standards” measure

EUR

	2004
	2004-2006

	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	42,200,000
	10,550,000
	52,750,000
	120,680 000
	30,169 000
	150,849 000


Source: NRDP

The amendment proposed in 2004 with a view to extending the top-up budget includes a reduction of the budget of this measure by EUR 8,000,000 representing 32.4% of the relevant appropriation for 2004.

3.3.3.3 Achievements in 2004

The detailed rules of granting support were adopted by MARD Regulation No 139/2004 (IX. 24.). Communication No 72/2004 (X. 25.) of the Agricultural and Rural Development Agency and its annexes contain further information regarding the filling in of the application forms and the required certifications.

During the part of application period in 2004 (between 1 November and 31 December) 8 applications were submitted for this title. None of them were withdrawn but one application was rejected due to non-eligibility (non-eligible animal species). The calculated demand for support (EUR 88,122) equals to only 0.2% of the relevant appropriation for 2004.

Table 17
The main characteristics of the “Meeting standards”measure in 2004
	Number of applications received
	8

	Number of applications accepted
	0

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	88,122

	Number of approved applications
	0

	Number of applications rejected
	0

	Number of applications withdrawn
	1


Source: ARDA
	
	

	
	

	
	



The suspected primary reason for the extremely low rate of application is the innovative nature of the measure and the time requirement of obtaining the authority permissions and certifications that should be attached to the application; therefore, producers could not obtain them before the end of 2004. In addition, the long-term financial instability of stock-farmers may have been another factor contributing to the low rate of application.

In 2004, no applications were submitted for the environmental protection investment aids. The distribution of the applications for animal welfare and hygiene investment aids and compensation benefits was as follows: 65% of the amount calculated on the basis of the applications are related to investment aids and the remaining 35% to compensation benefits.

In 2004, no payments were made. Therefore the proposed indicators (Table 18) could not be satisfied in terms of either the number of beneficiaries or the amounts paid.

Table 18
Monitoring indicators of the „Meeting standards” measure
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	Description
	Total for 
2004-2006
	Plan for 2004
	2004 actual

	
	
	absolute figures
	%*
	absolute figures
	%*

	Number of beneficiaries
	2,715
	2,064
	76,02
	0
	0

	Total expenditure (EUR)
	150,849,000
	52,750,000
	34,97
	0
	0

	Of which EAGGF (EUR)
	120,680,000
	42,200,000
	34,97
	0
	0


Source: NRDP

* In comparison to the planned performance for period of 2004-2006.


3.3.4. Afforestation of agricultural land

3.3.4.1. Brief description of the measure

During the past century, the forest coverage of Hungary increased from 11% to 19% as a result of intensive afforestation but is still well under the Community average (36%). This measure has a long history such as the long-term afforestation concept, the National Afforestation Plan developed on the basis thereof or the National Forest Program, which is under preparation. Forestry ensures low but continued profitability and improves the level of employment. Forest management in harmony with the agricultural activities represents complementary revenue and facilitates the domestic availability of wood materials. In addition, most of the wood processing activities occur in rural areas and thereby represent additional job opportunities.

This measure contributes to the increase of the forest coverage of Hungary and to the improvement of the quality and protection functions of forests. The objectives of the aid realised by the afforestation of agricultural land include:
· to promote agricultural restructuring and to extend employment and improve income opportunities in rural areas;

· to increase the size and improve the quality of forested areas in Hungary on the long;

· to improve the public (environmental, economic, social/welfare) protection function of forests.

Eligible agricultural areas are areas under  §4 (1) of MARD Regulation No 86/2004 (V. 15.) concerning certain issued related to the application for the unitary, area-based aids in 2004, which are eligible on the basis of the LIPS (Land Parcel Identification System) classification and were cultivated at least in the two years directly preceding the year of application.

The measure contains three different types of non-refundable, normative aids: support for establishment, support for maintenance and premium for loss of income. The minimum eligible size is 1 hectare; in case the area is smaller (but at least 0,3% hectares), it will be eligible for support only if adjacent to a forest area.
This measure was the first to be announced and opened for applications (application period: 15 September to 15 October 2004; in 2005 and 2006, applications may be submitted between 1 June and 31 July). Unlike the other measures, applications for the “Afforestation of agricultural areas” measure should be submitted not to ARDA but to the local offices of the State Forestry Service acting on behalf of ARDA. On average, the measure would be realised by a proposed afforestation of 10,000 hectares per year, which would represent afforestation of 30,000 hectares between 2004 and 2006. The rate of support depends on the wood species, on the degree of slopes and on the type of area (protected or not) and ranges between EUR 842 and EUR 2,780 per hectare. Support for maintenance of the newly afforested areas is available for five years after plantation. The rate of support depends on the wood species and the degree of slopes and ranges between EUR 126 and EUR 463 per hectare per year. Premium for loss of income may be granted for up to 20 years. The rate of support ranges between EUR 13.86 and EUR 281.90 per hectare per year depending on the cultivation categories and the ownership status of the area. Decision will be made on the basis of ranking the applications on the basis of a scoring system.

3.3.4.2. Financial plan of the measure

As regards the order of magnitude, the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure is the 4th most significant measure of the NRDP representing 8.9% of the 2004 budget and 10.6% of the three-year budget.

Table 19
Financial plan of the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure

EUR

	2004
	2004-2006

	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	16,070,000
	4,020,000
	20,090,000
	63,740,000
	15,938,000
	79,678,000


Source: NRDP

The amendment (reallocation) proposed in 2004 did not affect the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure.

3.3.4.3. Achievements in 2004

The new act related to this measure is MARD Regulation No 132/2004 (IX. 11.) concerning the detailed rules of applying for support for the afforestation of agricultural land. Furthermore, ARDA published several Communications with relevance to this measure, such as Communication No 47/2004 (VIII. 19.) concerning the requests for individual block maps related to the support for the afforestation of agricultural areas and Communication No 52/2004 (IX. 13.) concerning the application for the support for the afforestation of agricultural land.

In 2004, 722 applications were submitted for the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure to the local offices of the State Forestry Service. This measure is one of those where actual progress was made in the evaluation of the applications resulting in the granting of support for 646 applicants (89.5%). Area covered by the applications was 6,664 hectares and the demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received was EUR 11,773,563.

Table 20
The main characteristics of the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure in 2004

	Number of applications received
	722

	Number of applications accepted
	670

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	11,773,563

	Number of approved applications
	646

	Number of applications rejected
	36

	Number of applications withdrawn
	40


Source: ARDA

The difference between the received and approved applications results from the fact that 40 applications were withdrawn and 36 applications were rejected. According to the relevant ARDA reports, the reasons for rejection were as follows:

Table 21

The reasons for rejection for the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure
	Reason for rejection
	Rejected applications

	
	number
	%

	lack of approved plan documentation 
	19
	52.78

	afforestation in non-eligible areas
	3
	8.33

	late submission
	10
	27.78

	other administrative problems
	4
	11.11

	Total
	36
	100.00


Sorce: ARDA
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Thus, in more than 50% of the cases, the reason for rejection was the lack of approved plan documentation (19 applications). Whereas the second most frequent reason was late submission (10 applications), the number of applications rejected due to other administrative problems and afforestation in non-eligible areas was very low (4 and 3, respectively).

The total size of the area covered by the applications is 6,664 hectares, and the total amount of support granted was EUR 11,774,000. Table 22 shows the rate of satisfaction of the monitoring indicators.
Table 22
Monitoring indicators of the “Afforestation of agricultural land” measure

	Description
	Total for 
2004-2006
	Plan for 2004
	2004 actual

	
	
	absolute figures
	%*
	absolute figures
	%*

	Number of beneficiaries
	13,875
	4,160
	29.98
	646
	4.66

	Size of the supported area (ha)
	30,000
	9,000
	30.00
	6,664
	22.21

	Total expenditure (EUR)
	79,678,000
	20,090,000
	25.21
	0
	0

	Of which EAGGF (EUR)
	63,740,000
	16,070,000
	25.21
	0
	0


Source: NRDP and ARDA

* In comparison to the planned performance for period of 2004-2006.
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



Although the number of applications submitted was only 16% of the proposed number, 74% of the proposed total area was covered by the applications. Although no payments were made in 2004, the cumulated demand for support of the approved applications amounts to 59% (EUR 11,773,562). The primary cause of the lagging behind the proposed figures was the short time available for submitting applications.
3.3.5. Early retirement

3.3.5.1. Brief description of the measure

The introduction of „Early retirement” measure could facilitate the phasing out of the elderly generation and motivate them to other local activities and the reinforcement legal employment possibilities of the local young generation at the same time. The general objective of the measure is to improve the viability and economic efficiency of agricultural holdings through the conversion of farm management and farm structure. The transferees will replace elderly farmers lacking development capacity and having difficulties to conduct profitable farming. Transfer of holdings would improve the age distribution of the individuals pursuing agricultural activities and may increase the average size of agricultural holdings, which may in turn reduce the existing viability problems. The target population of this measure are older producers (aged between 55 and the official retiring age, but for up to 15 years) who abandoned production and transfer their lands, which are at least 3 hectares in size, to another producer or to the National Land Fund. In an exchange for the support granted in the form of a compensatory allowance, beneficiaries should abandon agricultural production. Self-subsistence production is also severely restricted and no support whatsoever may be granted for this. Another important condition for granting support is an at least 10 years of active farming preceding the application or an at least 5 years of leadership of a farm.

The “Early retirement” measure affects approximately 10,000 individuals. The anticipated total size of the affected area is 50,000 hectares. As a result of the implementation of this measure, the average size of agricultural holdings may be increased by approximately 0.5 hectares. Opening of this title is important because it would ensure life annuities for the producers above 55 years of age without their families losing their lands.

Within the present planning period, this measure applies for the year 2006. The reason for the late introduction is the time required for the necessary amendments of the relevant acts and regulations.

The budget of this measure for 2006 is EUR 19,400,000 equals to 7.1% of the annual appropriation and 2.6% of the total program budget.

3.3.6. Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring

3.3.6.1. Brief description of the measure

The objective of the “Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring” measure is to facilitate the conversion of semi-subsistence farms into full production holdings by providing compensatory allowance.

The typical obstacles of the development of semi-subsistence farms include the lack of capital required for the development and the lack of skills and up-to-date knowledge. The support contributes to the elimination of these obstacles. The beneficiaries are primary producers and individual agricultural entrepreneurs that already have the necessary means of production and a minimum knowledge of the professional know-how and have made the first efforts toward a market-oriented production but cannot meet certain conditions required for their professional or business development yet.
The compensatory allowance may be granted for a period of five years in an annual of EUR 1,000 for producers with holdings having an economic size of 2 to 5 ESU (European Size Unit). One of the conditions of obtaining support is the preparation of a five-year business plan that includes a description of the objectives to be realised with the help of the support granted (by the end of the fifth year, the economic size of the holding should be at least 5 ESU and the net turnover should be increased by 50%). In order to ensure the efficient use of the support, checks will be made to monitor the progress in the realisation of the indicated objectives in the end of the third year.

Another condition is the appropriate professional skills and/or practice. During the evaluation, preference will be given to applicants from less favoured areas and young farmers.

This measure is in harmony with the “Establishment of competitive basic material production in the agriculture” and the “Development of rural areas” priorities of the ARDOP.

3.3.6.2. Financial plan of the measure

The support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring is the least significant title of the NRDP in terms of the proposed budget. Its application for 2004 is less than 2% of the total NRDP budget (and only slightly over 3% in terms of the entire program period). 

Table 23
Financial plan of the “Support for semi-subsistence farms” measure 

EUR

	2004
	2004-2006

	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	3,370,000
	840,000
	4,210,000
	19,200,000
	4,800,000
	24,000,000


Source: NRDP

The reallocation proposed in 2004 with a view to extend the top-up budget affects this measure by EUR 3,000,000 (approx. HUF 750 million), which represents 71.3% of the relevant appropriation for 2004.

3.3.6.3 Achievements in 2004

The detailed rules of application for this measure are laid down in MARD Regulation No 145/2004 (IX. 30.). In addition, Communication No 61/2004 (X. 05.) the Agricultural and  Rural Development Agency and its annexes contain all the information required for preparing the application packages.

In 2004, 1,031 applications were submitted for the “Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring” title
, and one application was rejected.
Table 24
The main characteristics of the “Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring” measure in 2004

	Number of applications received
	1,031

	Number of applications accepted
	0

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	1,031,000

	Number of approved applications
	0

	Number of applications rejected
	0

	Number of applications withdrawn
	1


Source: ARDA
	
	

	
	

	
	



On the basis of the proposed budget for 2004, a total of 4,210 applications could have been financed from this measure, which means that the number of applications received (and the calculated demand for support) is less than 25% of the appropriation. The low interest is attributable to the innovative nature of this type of support, the lack of experience of applicants and the lack of documentation of their agricultural activities (eligibility is conditional on revenue and the increase thereof, but the target farms are unable to present invoices for most of their revenue and to thereby certify them).
Figure 5

Regional distribution of applications
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The distribution of the applications submitted in different counties and regions is highly uneven. The interest was higher in the less developed, typically agricultural regions.

In 2004, no progress was made in terms of the monitoring indicators. Table 25 shows the targeted appropriations.

Table 25
Monitoring indicators of the „Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring” measure
	Description
	Total for 2004-2006
	Plan for 2004
	2004 actual

	
	
	absolute figures
	%*
	absolute figures
	%*

	Number of new decisions granting support
	12,500
	4,210
	33.68
	0
	0

	Total expenditure (EUR)
	24,000,000
	4,210,000
	17.54
	0
	0

	Of which EAGGF (EUR)
	19,200,000
	3,370,000
	17.55
	0
	0


Source: NRDP 

* In comparison to the planned performance for period of 2004-2006.

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



3.3.7. Supporting the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups

3.3.7.1. Brief description of the measure

The objective of the measure is to establish and operate an institutional framework for the cooperation between isolated producers and to promote the market access of the products produced by the members of producer groups. By establishing producer groups, individual farmers may benefit from the concentration of efforts as regards market-preparation of the products, the use of the market information system and the operation of certain high-value production means. All this would increase the efficiency of individual farmers, reduce production costs, improve the efficiency of production means and product quality, contribute to the upgrading of production methods and enhance the application of environmentally-friendly technologies.

One condition of eligibility is that the producer group in question should be recognised by MARD. Another condition is that the producer group should operate in any of the following plant production and livestock keeping sectors: cereals, rice, potato, oil seeds, sugar beat, textile plants, cut flowers, buds and living plants, grape and wine, herbs and spices, nursery products; and, raw milk, other raw milk, bovine, pig, rabbit, sheep and goat, fish, fur animals, poultry and eggs and honey. Producer groups in the fruit/vegetable and tobacco sector are not eligible for support within this measure.

The support may be granted once and for a period of up to five years, and it order of magnitude will be defined individually for each producer group depending on the annual turnover.

This measure is closely related to the “Increasing the competitiveness of the productive sector” priority of the ARDOP.

3.3.7.2. Financial plan of the measure

3.4% of the 2004 appropriation of the NRDP (4.5% of the total program budget) is available for the supporting the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups.

Table 26
Financial plan of the “Supporting the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups” measure

EUR

	2004
	2004-2006

	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	6,080,000
	1,520,000
	7,600,000
	27,200,000
	6,800,000
	34,000,000


Source: NRDP

In 2004, payments of up to 22.4% of the proposed appropriation for the three-year program period.

The reallocation proposed in 2004 with a view to extend the top-up budget affects this measure by EUR 5,600,000 (approx. HUF 1,046 million), which represent 73.7% of the relevant appropriation for 2004.

3.3.7.3 Achievements in 2004

The detailed rules of application for the “Supporting the establishment and operation of producer groups” measure are laid down in MARD Regulation No 133/2004 (IX. 11.), and the related technical information is included in the ARDA Communication No 71/2004 (X. 27.).

In 2004 (between 1 and 30 November), a total of 9 applications were received for the “Supporting the establishment of producer groups” measure. Two of them were rejected because the applicants were producer groups not yet finally recognised by MARD. The remaining seven applications were approved on a preliminary basis.
Table 27
The main characteristics of the “Supporting the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups” measure in 2004

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	Number of applications received
	9

	Number of applications accepted
	7

	Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received (EUR)
	655,769

	Number of approved applications
	7

	Number of applications rejected
	2

	Number of applications withdrawn
	0


Source: ARDA

The calculated demand for support represents 8.6% of the total budget for 2004. To explain this very low ratio, it should be taken into consideration that at the time of submitting the applications only seven producer groups were finally recognised – which is a prerequisite for eligibility. Thus, applications were submitted by and support was granted to each producer group recognised by MARD during the application period. The most important reason for the low rate of approval is the strictness of the recognition criteria.
 The average demand for support per producer group is EUR 93,681, which is not significantly lower than the upper limit (EUR 100,000) of the measure.

In the case of this measure, the processing and evaluation of all the applications submitted was completed in 2004. Therefore, the rate of realisation of the monitoring indicators for new decisions for support is 7.8%. No payments were made for the awarded support in 2004.

Table 28
Monitoring indicators of the “Supporting the establishment and administrative operation of producer groups” measure
	Description
	Total for 
2004-2006
	Plan for 2004
	2004 actual

	
	
	absolute figures
	%*
	absolute figures
	%*

	Number of new decisions granting support
	165
	90
	54.55
	7
	4.24

	Total expenditure (EUR)
	34,000,000
	7,600,000
	22.35
	0
	0

	Of which EAGGF (EUR)
	27,200,000
	6,080,000
	22.35
	0
	0


Source: NRDP and ARDA
* In comparison to the planned performance for period of 2004-2006.
4. Financial realisation

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




As previously mentioned, no payments were made from the proposed budget of 2004 for the realisation of the NRDP measures in 2004. As also described above, this was due to the fact that the support schemes were announced in September and October 2004 and applications could only be submitted thereafter. Hence, there was not enough time and capacity left for the evaluation of the applications and for making the related payments and the funds were not totally available, however the Commission had transferred an advance of EUR 60,230,000 representing 10% of the total Community contribution for the entire program period (Table 29) but the national contribution had covered only the 41,2% of the total amount from the central budget of Hungary
.

Table 29
Community support received in the framework of the NRDP in 2004

	Fund
	Amount (EUR)
	Date

	EAGGF Guarantee Section
	60,230,000
	24 September 2004


Source: ARDA

Figure 6 shows the utilisation of the 2004 appropriations for each measure on the basis of the applications submitted during the reference period.

In addition, Figure 6 demonstrates that the highest interest was attracted by the “Agri-environment” measure. On the one hand, this measure shows the highest amount calculated on the basis of the applications. On the other hand this is the only measure where the demand for support greatly exceeded the available financial framework (by more than three times). The other extreme is the “Meeting standards” measure, where the demand was extremely low in 2004 (the deadline for submitting applications was 30 April 2005).

Figure 6

The ratio of the demand for support and the appropriation for 2004
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5. Program Management

5.1. Operation and efficiency of the NRDP Monitoring Committee

In accordance with the relevant Community regulations, an optional requirement of the implementation of the NRDP is the establishment of a Monitoring Committee. However, the experience of other Member States and those gained during the implementation of the SAPARD program in Hungary shows that the establishment of such a committee greatly facilitates the precise and technically controlled implementation. The responsibilities of the Monitoring Committee (hereinafter referred to as “NRDP MC”) include the overall monitoring and evaluation of the realisation of the NRDP objectives, the initiation of proposals for amendment and the sharing of the experience gathered during the implementation.

The NRDP MC is chaired by Dr. Ferenc Nyújtó, head of the EU Membership and International Deputy Undersecretariat of MARD. The administrative duties related to the operation of the NRDP MC are discharged by the Management Authority Department (Program Management Unit).

The complete list of the member organisation with voting and consultative rights and the permanent guests of the NRDP MC is fixed by the approved procedural rules of the Monitoring Committee.

The NRDP MC is convened by the Chairman at least twice a year. The Chairman may convene extraordinary meetings within the limits of his/her own powers or on the basis of a request of at least 10% of the voting members, or upon a proposal of the European Commission.

Until 31 December 2004, the NRDP MC had two official meetings. The most important issues, proposals and decisions made on these meetings are as follows:

First meeting of the NRDP MC of 15 October 2004

· Adoption of the proposed procedural rules of the NRDP MC.

· Presentations: detailed description of the legal background, measures and management of the NRDP and the preparation of the implementation organisation (Agricultural and Rural Development Agency (hereinafter referred to as ARDA)), and the utilisation of the financial framework of the “Technical assistance” measure.

Questions, comments and issues raised in connection with the agenda:

· In reply to the question raised by the representative of the European Commission, the Chairman ascertained that the legal basis for the national legislation related to the implementation of the NRDP is the version approved by the European Commission. The specialised services responsible for the delegated tasks discharge their local and administrative duties related to the individual measures within the framework of the relevant cooperation agreements with ARDA. The task delegation agreement concluded by the Management Authority Department of MARD and ARDA ensures a coordinated discharge of the duties related to the NRDP, which are integral parts of the procedural rules of the organisations concerned.

· It was raised that in the case of support for semi-subsistence farms, the lower limit of viability (2 ESU) is too high. In reply, the Chairman of the NRDP MC maintained the position of MARD on the limits referring to the controllable and clear distinction of the ARDOP measure “Assistance to investments into agriculture” and the NRDP, and to the fact that fixing lower values would led to a reduced chance for conversion into full production holdings.

· The NRDP MC unanimously adopted the following declaration: “The representatives of the members of the Monitoring Committee present at the meeting have understood the role, duties and responsibilities of the MC. In addition, they believe that it is justified and important for the delegating organisations to participate in the work of the MC and will make all the efforts necessary for the proper and efficient operation of the MC.”

· In reply to the questions raised by the representative of the European Commission, the Chairman informed the Committee members that the legislative framework for the identification of the NATURA 2000 areas had been finalised, but the delineation within the block system and the associated procedural and sanction system remains to be completed and may be integrated into the Rural Development Plan only in 2007. As regards the Water Framework Directive, publication of Government Regulation No 219/2004 (VII. 21.) enabled an extension of the “Meeting standards” measure to nitrate sensitive areas and for agricultural management safeguarding subsurface waters.

Second extraordinary meeting of the NRDP MC of 17 December 2004

· The members of the NRDP MC received the proposal for amending the NRDP to be discussed only two days before the extraordinary meeting instead of the ten days stipulated by the approved procedural rules. Therefore, the option for holding a consultative meeting instead of making decision was raised. The member chose the option of making a decision (distribution of the votes: 28 vs. 13 with 1 abstention).

· The representative of ARDA gave a detailed account of the state of implementation of the NRDP, including the number of applications submitted for each measure, the total size of the area covered by the applications and the demand for support (no data was available for the Agri-environment measure because of the extremely high number of applications submitted), where relevant, the available financial framework, the anticipated date of payment and the next application period. 

· The proposal for reallocating 25% of the funds of the NRDP available in 2004 to cofinance the complementary national direct payments was put forward and discussed (for further details on the amending proposal, see Chapter 6.7). The members of the NRDP MC objected to the fact that no account was given concerning the documents of the obligatory public consultations preceding the meeting. The amending proposal was adopted (distribution of the votes: 25 vs. 11 with 4 abstentions).

5.2. Partnership

The NRDP was developed in accordance with the principle of partnership. The planning process was directed by a so-called “Coordination Committee” (which was subsequently converted into a Management Committee during the implementation phase), the members of which included the leaders of the seven “thematic” and one “horizontal” work teams responsible for the development of the individual measures and the parts concerning the implementation phase. The thematic work teams consisted of the representatives of the relevant specialised departments of MARD, and the experts of the affected ministries, i.e., the Ministry for the Environment and Water, the Ministry of Employment and Labour and the Central Administration of National Pension Insurance, and the expert of a number research institutions such as the Agricultural Economics Research Institute (AKII), the Hungarian Public Company for Regional Development and Town Planning (VÁTI), the Hungarian Central Statistical Office and the Institute of Geodesy, Cartography and Remote Sensing (FÖMI). The close cooperation developed between the participants during the planning phase and the establishment of the legal background was maintained also in the implementation phase.

During the planning of NRDP, general publicity was ensured by subregional, county and regional level presentations and forums held by skilled moderators at approximately 80 places. Participants of the forums had the opportunity to make written comments, which were subsequently considered and integrated into the NRDP during the later planning phases. The planning process included several interministerial consultations and the Agri-economic Council and the Agricultural and Rural Development Coordination Council (FÖVÉT) was also requested to form an opinion on the NRDP document. The thematic work teams discussed the concrete proposals of the above organisations and integrated them into the NRDP. 

The principle of partnership is also reflected by the composition and operation of the Monitoring Committee, which has 50 members. Member organisations of the NRDP MC include the affected ministries, the social and economic partners, the institutions representing horizontal interests, as well as the regions.
5.3. Report on the efficiency of the monitoring and evaluation system

For 2004, the assessment of the efficiency of the monitoring and evaluation system should be interpreted within limits considering the fact that only the fundamental constituents were operational in 2004. One of the most important consequences of the adoption of the NRDP during the summer of 2004 was that preparation for implementation and the actual implementation could be started only in the fall of 2004. However, proper data for the monitoring and evaluation may be generated mostly from the information gathered during the implementation phase and the availability of such information was obviously limited in 2004.

Accordingly, whereas the Hungarian authorities have certain data concerning the output indicators, the analysis of the result and impact indicators and the efficiency of the queries for indicators can hardly be assessed under the present circumstances. The differences between the realised output indicators and the estimates given in Annex 18 of the NRDP and the analysis of the reasons for each measure are discussed in Chapter 3.2. 

In addition, monitoring of the implementation of the NRDP including the monitoring activities themselves, and the exchange of information between the organisations participating in the implementation are ensured by a centrally developed information system. The main information pillars of this system, which is still under development, include the application processing system and the application database of the Paying Agency; information directly provided by producers beyond that necessary for the evaluation of the application; and the information gathered by the authorities.

The main pillar of the central information system is the application processing system of ARDA, i.e., the Integrated Administration and Control System (hereinafter IACS). In this system, information on each producer concerned is collected from the applications submitted and validated during comprehensive administrative on-the-spot checks including sampling. The data are stored using advanced database technologies, which are efficient tools for the structured data processing and the data supply for the monitoring system.

An important criterion of the development of the application forms was to include all the data necessary as NRDP indicators and for performing the evaluations. Accordingly, applicants are obliged to provide additional data beyond those required for the decision-making; such data do not contribute to the verification of eligibility but provide an appropriate basis for the monitoring and evaluation.

As regards the third pillar of the information system, which consists of data directly collected by the authorities (e.g., various measurements within the framework of the Agri-environment measure), a number of basic conditions have not been clarified. Hence, the efficient establishment of this data collection system and the integration thereof into the monitoring system remains to be carried out in the near future. 

5.3.1. Measures of the Management Authority and the Monitoring Committee aiming at the efficient and high-standard implementation of the financial control, monitoring and evaluation

The Management Authority has taken all the necessary measures to ensure the efficient and high-standard implementation of the financial control, monitoring and evaluation during the implementation of the NRDP.

· The Management Authority has established and operates the NRDP Monitoring Committee. Until 31 December 2004 the NRDP MC held two official meetings (for further details, see Chapter 5.1).

· The centrally developed information system ensures the monitoring of the implementation of the NRDP (monitoring) and the flow of information between the organisations participating in the information. Further developments of the information system are in progress (for further details, see Chapter 5.3).

· An important criterion of the development of the application forms was to include all the data necessary as NRDP indicators and for performing the evaluations.

· The financial management of the NRDP – ensuring the availability of the required funds, payments, book-keeping, preparation of the financial reports – is carried out using an audited IT system in compliance with Commission Regulation (EC) No 1663/95. Several elements of the system are already in operation of are being developed. 

5.4. Serious problems encountered during the implementation and the MA and MC measures taken to eliminate them
5.4.1. Proposed direction of amending the legal instruments relevant for the implementation of the NRDP
During the second half of 2004, upon the adoption of the NRDP, national acts creating the legal environment within the Hungarian law system for the introduction of the measures were published, the role of which was to also regulate the further refine of the set of conditions of the NRDP approved by the Commission. Although the acts themselves were not subject to changes in 2004, it was clear already then that further amendments should be made to almost all the relevant acts in 2005. Following the intensive legislative and implementation-preparatory efforts of 2004, the task for 2005 is to establish a legal background in which both producers and the authority responsible for implementation may realise the basic program objectives within a clearer and more stable legal environment.

In 2004, MARD Regulation No 4/2004 (I. 13.) fixing the criteria for the “Good Agricultural and Environmental Conditions” and “Good Farming Practice” to be satisfied for eligibility to the simplified area-based aids and rural development aids was amended by MARD Regulation No 156/2004 (X. 27.).

In 2005, MARD Regulation No 139/2004 (IX. 24.) concerning the support for compliance with Community standards regarding the environment, animal welfare and hygiene is to be amended with a view to establishing direct correspondence between the term “holding” used in the animal health systems (actually, “place of keeping”) and the term “holding” within the meaning used in support systems, with special regard to the gradual preparation to the auditing of the cross-compliance criteria to be introduced within the framework of the CAP reform. The first step to be made is to clearly define the term “holding” in a manner that the stock-farms identified as the basic units for the purposes of the support measures may be identified and distinguished under any circumstances. This is very important because the most significant eligibility criteria use the place of keeping as basic unit. In addition, to make sure that the objectives of the measure are really satisfied in the case of investments, further refinements of the type of eligible investments and the amounts of support identified by the Regulation and the more precise definition of their technical content are of high importance. Furthermore, the period eligibility for support should be precisely identified. Considering the extremely low rate of application, the change that require the amendment of the NRDP and the ARDOP is the increase of the maximum eligible holding size, which is currently in preparation.

According to MARD Regulation No 145/2004 (IX. 30.) concerning support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring, successful application for the support and assessment of the efficacy thereof is dependent on the economic size (ESU value) of the holdings. The accurate definition of ESU and the description of the method used for determining the ESU value are not available in any regulations or documents prepared for informing the farmers. Thus, in practice, determination of the economic size of holdings is rather difficult for the farmers.

In addition, practical experience shows that it is important to clearly and precisely define the eligibility criteria and the potential beneficiaries, in particular for the purpose of clarifying the eligibility status of family holdings. Considering the low rate of application to this measure, the NRDP should by amended with a view to reducing the ower limit of eligibility in terms of economic size.
MARD Regulation No 133/2004 (IX. 11.) concerning the support for producer groups is problematic because pursuant to this Regulation, the support period is a period of up to 5 years following the date of the recognition, which presents a problem in case the producer group in question is recognised only after the period open for submitting applications. Other legal instruments related to the recognition of producer groups fix too high criteria for turnover; as a result, only seven producer groups were finally recognised in 2004, during the application period, and thereby became eligible for support.

In MARD Regulation No 132/2004 (IX. 11.) concerning the afforestation of agricultural land, the potential beneficiaries of the plantation and management support should be more clearly defined to reflect the ownership conditions and land uses characteristic of Hungary, and the legal basis for addressing the problems of block-level overapplication in the form of data verification should be established.

The basic task in the case of MARD Regulation No 151/2004 (X.13) MARD concerning support for less favoured areas – similarly to the afforestation of agricultural land – is to establish a more precise legal background for addressing the problems of block-level overapplication and to further refine the general conditions related to the implementation. The basic criteria for granting support for less favoured areas is the “Good Farming Practice”, in which the practical experience shows that the controlling the compliance with certain provisions is extremely complicated. Therefore, the amendment of the NRDP in 2005 should definitely provide for the simplification of the criteria related to “Good Farming Practice”. Further amendments of the NRDP are required to modify the delineation of less favoured areas, which is in progress.

In MARD Regulation No 150/2004 (X.12.) concerning the Agri-environment measure, the required modifications are essentially the same as in the regulations concerning less favoured areas and the afforestation of agricultural land, respectively, i.e., amendments to address the problem of overapplication, to simplify the “Good Farming Practice” and to modify the complex system of criteria, the interpretation of several points of which is also difficult for producers. Modifications that go beyond the amendments of the national regulations, such as the modification of the level of compensation, should be addressed by amending the corresponding sections of the NRDP.
With respect to the latter three measures, that is, the area-based measures of the NRDP, the Hungarian authorities are assessing the option of processing all area-based aids under an integrated system irrespective of whether they are under the scope of Pillar I or Pillar II of the Common Agricultural Policy. Since the parcel identification system of the area-based Community supports (SAPS, various plant production and livestock keeping top-ups, agri-environment, support for less favoured areas, afforestation of agricultural areas) is the physical block-based Land Parcel Identification System-Hu (LPIS-Hu). Therefore, similarly to the practice of other Member States, it is reasonable to manage these measures in the same period and by unitary application form. In 2004, the application periods could not be integrated due to the late adoption of the NRDP. Therefore, serious problems were encountered with the IACS cross-checks related to area-based aids and the multipurpose on-the-spot checks.

Considering the shortness of the period available for the implementation of the NRDP, modification of the legal background was not possible in 2004. However, in accordance with the proposal of the Management Authority, preparatory efforts have been made for the amendment of the NRDP in 2005 and the modification of the related legal background 

5.4.2. The administrative capacity ensuring the implementation of the NRDP
The Managing Authority Department of the MARD (hereinafter MAD) is carrying out the task of the MA for the ARDOP as well as for the NRDP. Within the MAD the NRDP Management Unit with the staff of 3 people is taking care of the co-operation of the programme. 

Similarly to other EAGGF co-financed measures, the implementation of the measures of the National Rural Development Plan in Hungary is the responsibility of the Paying Agency, the Agricultural and Rural Development Agency (ARDA). ARDA has one central and 19 county offices. The central office hosts several directorates, among which the Directorate of Direct Payments is responsible for the implementation of the NRDP measures. Within this directorate, a single department manages all the NRDP titles. This department was established with a permanent staff of 3 persons, which increased to 11 by the end of 2004. Whereas processing of the measures characterised by a high number of applications mostly occurs in the county offices (19 offices with a staff of 2-3 persons in average), measures with low number of applications are managed by the central office of ARDA. The operative control of the county offices and the on-the-spot checks is the responsibility of the Directorate of Territorial Affairs of ARDA (67 persons). On the other hand, the payments and book-keeping is the responsibility of the Financial Directorate (40 persons), and the IT systems are operated by the Information Technology Directorate (28 persons). 

In the case of several measures, ARDA cooperates with other authorities (Animal Health and Food Control Stations, Plant and Soil Protection Services, etc.), in particular in carrying out the on-the-spot checks, which requires special skills, and for the preparation of the necessary certifications and other documents. These cooperations are regulated by the cooperation agreements concluded with the above organisations. In the case of one measure (afforestation of agricultural areas) ARDA has delegated almost the whole authorisation process to a third party, the State Forestry Services. Preparation of the farmers and consultation activities are mostly carried out by the Ministry via its own network of consultants (‘agricultural extension officers’) and external consultants. ARDA has accomplished the necessary tasks by the date of launching the calls for applications, this way it became capable to implement the measures. 
With respect to the implementation organisation, the most important task of Hungary in 2004 was to establish the conditions of operation and the procedural rules of the Paying Agency, to make preparations for the implementation tasks and to develop the rules of coopeation between the institutions concerned. Additional tasks included the development, production and distribution of the application forms; preparation of the materials promoting dissemination of information and the organisation of information programs. The development of the IT systems facilitating the processing of applications and the organisation of the processing of the applications received and the partial realisation of the processing itself were important tasks, as well. 

The national regulations forming the basis for the implementation of the individual measures were developed after the official adoption of the NRDP on 26 August 2004 and were thus published in the fall of 2004. This was the main cause of the deficiencies and lagging behind related to the implementation of the NRDP. It The development of the detailed procedural rules and the associated establishment of the IT system supporting the procedure could be geared up after the adoption of the detailed regulations. Further difficulties were encountered by the fact that the preparation for implementation and the IT development had to be realised simultaneously with making arrangements for initiating the processing of the applications submitted during the fall of 2004.

Further difficulties of the implementation of the NRDP in 2004 included the fact that the system of eligibility criteria defined in the NRDP would have required further refinements and provision of details in order to create a well-established system of implementation, but only part of it was realised due to the shortness of the available time-frame. Due to the pressure of utilising the NRDP funds as soon as possible the national regulations fixed extremely short deadlines for the Paying Agency for the processing and evaluation of the applications, which represented a serious problem for the institution, which is still under development. 

In spite of the intensive communication campaign, the comprehensive dissemination actions and the gradual preparation of the network of consultants, the level of preparation of the farmers and the accurate knowledge of the system of criteria was below the desired level. In the case of a number of measures, this was manifested by the number of applications being far less than planned and also in the quality of the application received.
The experience gathered in 2004 clearly suggests that the majority of the problems encountered during the implementation of the NRDP will require a counterbalancing by ensuring extra resources. The bridging of the resource-related problems appears inevitable at the payment agency and the participating authorities, as well as in the operation of the network of consultants.
The administrative capacity available at the central and the county units of ARDA as well as at the organisations executing delegated tasks was sufficient to start the implementation of the programme.
5.4.3. Developments of human resources affecting implementation

The most important problem encountered during the implementation of the NRDP in 2004 is the insufficiency of the available human resources. This problem was manifested at the Management Authority, at the Paying Agency and also at the network of consultants. 

Owing to the administrative/budget restrictions, the Agricultural and Rural Development Agency acting as the Paying Agency has had difficulties concerning human capacity already from the beginning, which represented an extraordinary problem in the first year of implementation. Due to the above-mentioned legislative delays, the greatest difficulty is caused by the fact that the everyday operative work (i.e., the acceptance and processing of applications) had to be carried out in an environment characterised by the simultaneous development of the organisational and IT background. This may not have been fully realised even in the case of extraordinary extra performance by the most skilled staff members. The primary obstacle for the efficient utilisation of the human resources used for the processing of the applications and for carrying out the on-the-spot checks consisted in the fact that the general practice applied in the Community, wherein the area-based aids of the NRDP are operated in the same processing and checking period as the other area-based aids related to the EAGGF, could not be realised. In addition, despite the Hungarian authorities greatly relying on the professionals with experience in the Hungarian administration system and paying considerable attention on training, the situation described above was further complicated by the fact that no practical operative experience was available in connection with the Community system introduced in 2004.

In 2004, the new system of supports introduced along with the accession, more specifically, the complicated measures of the NRDP underlined the need for operating an efficient network of consultants. Such a network may only be properly operated provided the participating staff is versatile and they receive continued and up-to-date training and information. As regards the organisation, continuity between the previous national and the new Community arrangements may be best ensured by the network of consultations taking into consideration the existing internal procedures, experienced staff, connections and infrastructure. In addition, the surveys assessing the awareness of the farmers, the fluctuating activity observed in the measures, the quality problems of the applications submitted and the experience of the network of consultants suggest that considerable advances should be made in the near future in order to organise and operate a really efficient network of consultants. 

5.4.4. Preparation, acceptance and processing of the application packages

The application forms and the associated technical information play a key role in the successful application for the aids. Therefore, the main considerations related to the development of the application forms included perspicuity, simplicity and easy handling. The Hungarian authorities paid special attention to develop application forms having the same structure as the application forms used for the other EAGGF titles. Each form contains a detailed guidance for the filling in, and detailed information leaflets regarding the criteria of each measure were also prepared for use by the farmers. 

Considering the fact that in Hungary applications should currently be submitted in hard copy formats, the forms and the associated information should be communicated via several channels; in particular through the network of consultants and the county network of the Paying Agency, but the forms were also available via the internet.

Additional serious problems encountered in relation to the acceptance and processing of the applications are described in Chapter 3.2.

The experience gathered during the first year of implementing the measures suggest that farmers are highly interested in the available Community aids, which is expected to increase along the gradual extension of awareness. However, the allocation of the funds in accordance with the NRDP may occasionally differ from the actual demand for support, which represents an important problem. Primarily, this is manifested by the fact that while the demand for support within the “Agri-environment” measure considerably exceeded the available funds, the resources allocated for other measures remained underutilised in 2004. It is a characteristic feature of the funding needs of the Agri-environment measure that the demand for support in 2004 would take up the entire three-year budget of the NRDP allocated for the Agri-environment measure provided all applications were eligible for support. Furthermore, the extremely high demand was presented within an application period of hardly more than a month.
5.5. Communication

With a view to introducing the details of the various NRDP measures, a general guidance conference was organised for the stakeholder associations and professional organisations concerned, and was financed from national funds. During the conference, 300 CDs and 2,100 printed materials were distributed. In addition, applicant-friendly information leaflets describing the individual support measures and the “Good Farming Practice” were published. 

The staff of MARD held additional regional training and preparatory programs concerning the NRDP measures. 

The completion of the legal instruments related to the individual support measures was announced in the form of press conferences.

The county offices of ARDA and the institutions responsible for the delegated tasks (e.g., State Forestry Services) offer continuous customer services for the applicants and have made communication efforts via a number of channels and at several occasions for the potential beneficiaries with regard to the support available. In connection with the “Agri-environment” and “Support for less favoured areas” measures, the Agri-environment Department organised more than 20 events with approximately 5,000 participants.

The Chamber of Agriculture provided training on the NRDP measures for the consultants of the Chamber, and these consultants held more than 200 events and calling hours. The information was available via publications and the internet.

The current version of the NRDP, the ARDA Communications on the application for the individual measures, the application forms with the related simple and clear applicant-friendly guidance documents and the above-mentioned information leaflets are all available on the homepages of the organisations participating in the implementation.

The above activities are financed from funds other than those of the “Technical assistance” measure, but are in accordance with the corresponding objectives of the communication strategy and action plan in terms of their content and effects.

5.6. Application for technical assistance

5.6.1. Brief description of the measure
The sole beneficiary of the “Technical assistance” measure (hereinafter referred to as TA) is the NRDP Program Management Unit of MARD. Pursuant to MARD Regulation No 131/2004 (IX. 11.), the detailed rules of utilisation shall be directly determined by the Minister of Agricultural and Rural Development. The development of such detailed rules was not completed in 2004. Therefore, no commitments or payments were made from the TA measure during the period in question. 

5.6.2. Financial plan of the measure
The financial resources of the measure represent 6.59% of the 2004 budget and 4,97% of the three-year budget.
Table 30
Financial plan of the „Meeting standards” measure

EUR

	Sub-measure
	2004
	2004-2006

	
	Financial contribution
	Financial contribution

	
	Community
	National
	Total
	Community
	National
	Total

	4.8.1

	2,500,000
	600,000
	3,100,000
	6,200,000
	1,525,000
	7,725,000

	4.8.2

	9,500,000
	2,400,000
	11,900,000
	23,800,000
	5,975,000
	29,775,000


Source: NRDP

5.6.3. Achievements in 2004

Subject to certification by MARD and ARDA, the expenditure incurred during the on-the-spot checks carried out by the State Forestry Services, the Plant and Soil Protection Services, the Animal Health and Food Control Stations and the National Parks Directorates of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development is eligible for support within the TA framework. Activities belonging to the second submeasure of the TA measure (e.g., studies, seminars, workshops, informing activities in compliance with the Communication Strategy, evaluations, including the purchase and installation of the IT systems necessary for the proper management of the program) and pursued by the above institutions are also eligible for support from the funds of the TA measure. Since the detailed procedural rules related to the utilisation of the TA funds including the scope of eligible delegated tasks, the development of their budget, the precise definition of the eligible costs, the appointment of responsible for the performance certifications, and the specification of the means of certification (e.g., invoices), etc., is still in progress simultaneously with the preparation of this Report. Therefore, the above organisations financed their 2004 activities within the scope of the TA measure from national funds and the framework of the TA available for the same purposes remained unutilised. 

In December 2004, a proposal was prepared concerning the rules of implementation and current tasks of the TA measure. This proposal, on the basis of which the procedural rules of implementation are being prepared and the implementation of the measure was started, was adopted in January 2005.
The national information activities financed from national budget were:
Websites: 
www.fvm.hu


www.mvh.gov.hu

Publications:
	
	Title of publications
	Date
	Publisher
	Number of issues

	1
	NRDP: 192 billion during three years
	9th August 2004
	Magyar Mezőgazdaság Kft

(Hungarian Agriculture Ltd.)
	

	2
	Eurobudget
	1st Oct. 2004
	Radio Info
	regional channel around Budapest

	3
	Leaflets for Farmers’ Information
	Dec. 2004
	Magyar Mezőgazdaság Kft

(Hungarian Agriculture Ltd.)
	7000

	4
	MARD Redulation No.131/2004;

MARD Regulation No. 133/2004.;
	20th Sep. 2004
	Magyar Mezőgazdaság Kft

(Hungarian Agriculture Ltd.)
	

	5
	MARD Regulation No. 139/2004.;

MARD Regulation No. 145/2004.;

MARD Regulation No. 151/2005. 
	4th-18. Oct. 2004
	Magyar Mezőgazdaság Kft

(Hungarian Agriculture Ltd.)
	

	7.
	NRDP: two new measures
	18 Oct. 2004
	Magyar Mezőgazdaság Kft

(Hungarian Agriculture Ltd.)
	

	8.
	NRDP Annex
	2nd Nov. 2004
	Magyar Mezőgazdaság Kft

(Hungarian Agriculture Ltd.)
	


Presentations:
	
	Program
	Date
	Subject 
	Presented by

	1
	Conference OMMI
	7th Dec. 2004
	Information on NRDP and ARDOP
	Mr. András Pásztohy

	2
	Vintage days at Kiskőrös
	2nd Sep. 2004
	Opening ceremony, presentation
	Mr. József Simon

	3
	Managers’ Club
	8th Oct 2004
	Funds of the EU for agricultural and food enterprises
	Mr. Miklós Maácz, Dr.

Ms. Edit Kónya

	4
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	3rd Nov. 2004,

Veszprém
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe,

Mr. Gábor Várszegi,

Mr. Imre Forgó,

Mr. Ferenc Tar.

	5
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	4rd Nov. 2004,

Szolnok
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe,

Mr. Gábor Várszegi,

Mr. Imre Forgó,

Mr. Ferenc Tar.

	6
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	15th Nov. 2004,

Ráckeve
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe,

Mr. Gábor Várszegi

	7
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	16th Nov. 2004,

Dömsöd
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe,

Mr. Gábor Várszegi

	8
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	18th Nov. 2004,

Tököl
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe,

Mr. Gábor Várszegi

	9
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	23rd Nov. 2004,

Keszthely
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe

	10
	Regional presentation on NRDP for county MARD officers and village managers
	14th Dec. 2004,

Budapest
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Ms. Krisztina Loncsár, Dr.,
Mr. Balázs Csépe

	11
	WWF Conference on Rureal Development
	15th Dec. 2004
	Introduction of NRDP measures
	Mr. Balázs Csépe


There was a proposal elaborated on the rules of implementation and the actual duties of the measure Technical Assistance. The proposal was approved in January 2005 and was followed by the elaboration of the rules of procedure of the implementation, and the execution of the measure started.
6. Compliance with Community policies

6.1. Compliance with the Common Agricultural Policy 

In accordance with Article 37 (3) of Council regulation (EC) No 1257/1999, the Management Authority has taken all appropriate measure within the framework of assistance to ensure conformity of the NRDP supports with the Community policies, particularly with the Common Agricultural Policy and the market supports.

The NRDP serves the realisation of the second pillar of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). The NRDP measures were developed in accordance with the provisions of Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999, in a manner complementary with the ARDOP supports without overlapping. The “Meeting standards” measure includes specific provisions with a view to harmonisation with the ARDOP, and the relevant criteria were developed according to that. 

Pursuant to Articles 4 and 5 of Council Regulation (EEC) No 3508/1992, the identification of agricultural parcels and animals occurs in accordance with the rules of the Integrated Administration and Control System (IACS). The basic databases (client register, animal registration system, Land Parcel Identification System, application database) required for the administrative management of direct aids and the associated NRDP measures are jointly operated and the required checks are also carried out within the common IACS, which is thus in compliance with the compatibility criteria laid down in the corresponding legal instrument.

Links between the direct payments and the Agri-environment measure are ensured in the case of those target programs of the measure that support the conversion of arable lands into areas not eligible for direct support (e.g., into aqueous habitats) by the arrangement that the loss of SAPS and top-up aids will be included in the agri-environmental compensation.

In order to exclude simultaneous support from the Common Market Organisations, producer groups in the vegetable/fruit and tobacco sector are not eligible for support within the framework of the “Establishment and operation of producer groups” measure.
6.2. Environmental sustainability and equal opportunities

The fact that all the measures of the NRDP are in compliance with the corresponding EU directives and acts and with the national legal instruments related to the protection of the environment and nature conservation contributes to the realisation of the considerations of environmental sustainability. Environmental sustainability is one of the objectives of the NRDP, on the basis of which:

· the “Agri-environment”, the “Support for less favoured areas”, the “Meeting standards” and the “Support for the afforestation of agricultural land” are measures expressly contributing to the protection of the environment in terms of both their objectives and effects, therefore, their environmental effects are directly measurable;

· the other measures have indirect effects on the environment, but the application of environmentally-friendly technologies is a prerequisite also in the case of these measures.

In accordance with the Community requirements and the ARDOP, equal opportunities are contained in the NRDP as a horizontal objective. This is directed to the equal opportunities of men and women and the equal opportunities of underprivileged groups. As regards eligibility, the NRDP did not introduce positive discrimination measure for female and underprivileged applicants. 

On the program level, the NRDP:

· declares the objective of ensuring environmental sustainability and equal opportunities among the program-level objectives and principles; 

· defines environmental and forestry authorities, and the organisations promoting equal opportunities as target groups in the communication plan;

· members of the Monitoring Committee and the Management Committee include the authorities responsible for the protection of the environment and for ensuring equal opportunities, as well as other environmental and equal opportunities organisations;

· the above organisations were active participants of the process of public consultation on the NRDP; 

· as regards environmental effects, the “Agri-environment”, “Support for less favoured areas” and „Support for the afforestation of agricultural land” measures contain indicators related to the areas involved in the program, and the "Meeting standards” contains indicators related to environmentally-friendly technologies. Equal opportunities are not used as an indicator.

· the eligibility criteria applied to take account of the environmental sustainability are specified in the ARDA Communications related to individual measures. 

1. Agri-environment

Environmental sustainability

· Owing to the nature of this measure, it is realised in the case of all beneficiaries.

· The basic eligibility criterion is the „Good farming practice”. 

· The relevant farming standard should be observed for each target programs. The scoring system is specified by MARD Regulation No 150/2004 (X. 12.), which defines individual scoring systems for each target programs in accordance with the nature of the target program in question; this is the third most important evaluation criteria after the employment considerations and the size of the area involved.
2. Support for less favoured areas

Environmental sustainability

· Owing to the nature of this measure, it is realised in the case of all beneficiaries.

· The basic eligibility criterion is the „Good farming practice”.

3. Meeting standards

Environmental sustainability

· Owing to the nature of this measure, it is realised in the case of all beneficiaries.

· For each support targets, the eligibility criteria include compliance with the legal instrument containing the environmental standard listed in Annex 1 of the NRDP. 

· In the case of environmental investments into agricultural holdings, the  eligibility criteria include „Good Farming Practice”. Application may be submitted not only for places of keeping in nitrate sensitive areas; granting the support is conditional on the presentation of the required authority permits (Plant and Soil Protection Services, Animal Health and Food Control Stations). The NRDP specifies certification by the Environmental Agency of the Ministry for the Environment and Water as a criterion of eligibility but the relevant ARDA Communication does not mention it.

4. Afforestation of agricultural land

Environmental sustainability

· Owing to the nature of this measure, it is realised in the case of all beneficiaries.

· Scoring takes account of the nature conservation/ecological protection and improvement effects, the creation of natural habitats, the creation of endogenous mixed stands, and the harmony with the national forest plantation concept.

5. Early retirement

Implementation of the measure has not been started.

6. Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring

Environmental sustainability

· Production in less favoured areas is a ranking consideration. 

7. Establishment administrative  operation of producer groups

Owing to its nature, this measure does not include environmental or equal opportunities criteria. 

In this early phase of implementation of the NRDP, no quantitative data is available on the realisation of equal opportunities and environmental sustainability. As a result, environmental monitoring was not operational in the period in question and should be established in 2005.
6.3. Public procurement

In the NRDP, public procurement concerns the “Technical assistance” measure, and the rules thereof are specified by the NRDP (subchapter of Chapter 3.2.2.). Within the Management Authority and the affected organisational units ARDA, a skilled legal rapporteur is responsible for public procurement issues, including preparation and coordination of the MA-initiated public procurements within the Technical assistance measure, liaison in public procurement issues, monitoring the changes in the Community rules, etc. In 2004, there were no contracts requiring public procurement, therefore, the efficiency of implementation may not be assessed.
6.4. Quality policy

The rules pertaining to the quality of agricultural and food products were integrated into the regulation of the agricultural market in Hungary during the harmonisation process. The chapter of the NRDP concerning quality policy (Subchapter “Quality policy” of Chapter 3.2.2) specifies the relevant areas of the quality policy. 

It was realised on the program level that a representative of the Animal Health and Food Control Stations is a member of the NRDP Management Committee. On the level of the individual measures the following considerations may be assessed:

· In the case of the “Meeting standards” measure, eligibility criteria include a written opinion of the food control stations verifying the rationale for the development. In addition, the food control stations – in cooperation with ARDA offer technical services during the on-the-spot checks (delegated task). In the present implementation phase of the NRDP, quantitative data is not available on the realisation of the above.

· Biological production is an area supported in the framework of the “organic production” target program of the “Agri-environment” measure. In the present implementation phase of the NRDP, quantitative data is not available on the realisation of the above.

Implementation of the NRDP does not directly affect the other factors mentioned in the quality policy section (certification of origin, hungaricum, HACCP, ISO, TQM).
6.5. Employment

In general, the NRDP contributes to the stable agricultural employment of the rural populations. Program-level objectives include the improvement of profitability and employment. In the implementation of the individual measure, these objective are realised as follows:

· In the case of the “Agri-environment” measure, applicant should indicate the number of employees (full-time and part-time) in Section 7 of the application form (data related to agricultural holdings). In all target programs of this measure (except in the target program group related to livestock keeping) the number of employees per 100 hectares is an indicator to be scored, and the local agricultural employment rate at the residence of the applicant should be taken into account (also in the target program group related to livestock keeping).

· In the case of the “Establishment and operation of producer groups” measure, applications should include the number of full-time employees to be employed by the producer group. 

· Scoring considerations include the role of new forests in the protection of the human environment and in the creation of new jobs; in the case of the latter, preference is given to afforestation in the settlements under Government Regulation No 7/2003 (I. 14.) (settlements lagging behind in terms of the socio-economic and infrastructural conditions, or with a rate of unemployment considerably exceeding the national average); which, in a broader sense, contributes to equal opportunities.

In the present implementation phase of the NRDP, quantitative data is not available on the realisation of the above.
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� Less than the general ratio of Community funding of the NRDP (80%) only because of the reallocation into the SAPARD Program, which has a ratio of Community funding of 75%.


� These shortcomings were also criticised by the country report of the Commission: “The draft Rural Development Programme for EAGGF Guarantee expenditure remains to be formally transmitted. Overall, there are serious concerns about Hungary’s preparations for implementing rural development programmes, in particular due to the number of activities that remain to be completed and to the unclear definition of responsibilities and weak co-ordination.” Comprehensive monitoring report on Hungary’s preparation for membership. European Commission, 2003.


� Competent� Authority: Department of Accreditation of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (MARD); Program Management Unit: the Management Authority Department of MARD; organisation responsible for implementation: Agricultural and Rural Development Agency (ARDA), which is also the Payment Agency for the EAGGF Guarantee Section). Other organisations are responsible for the delegated tasks related to individual measures, and for technical services.


� On 25 June 2004, before the adoption of the NRDP, a decision was made to integrate the SAPARD supports into the financial structure of the NRDP because of the extremely high rate of application and to reallocate EUR 20,000,000 for the SAPARD program from the “Meeting standards” measure in 2004. This amendment did not affect the overall strategy of the NRDP for 2004 through 2006.


� In accordance with Article 33h of Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999, on average, new Member States may reallocate 20% of the 3-year framework budget of the National Rural Development Plan for completing the simplified, area-based direct Community aids. Pursuant to Paragraph 3 of Article 33h, each new Member States could reallocate 25% of the rural development funds for this purpose in 2004. Initially, Hungary did not plan to make use of this option.


6 Council Regulation (EC) No 1257/1999 of 17 May 1999 on support for rural development from the European Agricultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund (EAGGF) and amending and repealing certain Regulations.


� These areas may be included in the program at a later stage, i.e., upon appropriate preparation and consultations with the European Union.


� The calculated demand for support broken down for Article 19 and Article 20 areas is not available.


� The difference of the two indicators result from the fact that the applications related to Article 19 areas, which receive a higher support per hectares show a higher rate of performance (35.1%) than the other group (20.2%).


� Because it is sufficient for the farmers applying for this title to present a contract of sale or a gift-deed wherein the buyer or beneficiary (typically, a direct descendant, relative or family member) is less than 40 years old and undertakes to continue the agricultural production for at least 5 years and not to sell the holding for at least 10 years Therefore, this measure contributes to the relationship between the different generations, the continuity and the reinforcement of family holdings and hence represent a much better alternative than the “Program of life annuities for cultivable land”, which disrupts this continuity by the expropriation of the lands.


� Owing to the low interest, the original application period (11 October to 7 November) was extended until 30 November.


� MARD Regulation No 81/2004 (V. 04.) concerning the producer groups was published in May 2004 and includes the criteria for the final recognition by the Minister of Agriculture and Rural Development of producer groups with a preliminary recognition status. Compared to the previous regulation, the most important change is that the lower limit of turnover was increased from HUF 75 million to HUF 300 million, greatly restricting the set of producer groups with preliminary recognition status that may achieve final recognition.


� Act CXVI. on 2004 government budget.2003. évi CXVI. törvény a Magyar Köztársaság 2004. évi költségvetéséről és az államháztartás hároméves kereteiről





� Points 2.1 of rule 11 in annex of Commission regulation 448/2004.


� Points 2.2 of rule 11 in annex of Commission regulation 448/2004.
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Diagram11

		A prioritás

		B prioritás

		C prioritás

		D prioritás



Planned

Priority B;
20 090 000; 10%

Priority C;
11 810 000; 6%

Priority D;
24  710 000; 13%

Priority A; 136 140 000; 71%

136140000

20090000

11810000

24710000



Munka1

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása		136,140,000		271,188,122

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása		20,090,000		11,800,000

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása		11,810,000		1,731,000

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak		24,710,000		11,000,000

				2004						2005						2006						2004-2006

				millió €

				EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		66,710,000		16,680,000		83,390,000		80,030,000		20,010,000		100,040,000		99,110,000		24,777,000		123,887,000		245,850,000		61,467,000		307,317,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		42,200,000		10,550,000		52,750,000		54,750,000		13,690,000		68,440,000		23,730,000		5,929,000		29,659,000		120,680,000		30,169,000		150,849,000

		A prioritás összesen		108,910,000		27,230,000		136,140,000		134,780,000		33,700,000		168,480,000		122,840,000		30,706,000		153,546,000		366,530,000		91,636,000		458,166,000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		B prioritás összesen		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		6,080,000		1,520,000		7,600,000		9,920,000		2,480,000		12,400,000		11,200,000		2,800,000		14,000,000		27,200,000		6,800,000		34,000,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3,370,000		840,000		4,210,000		5,730,000		1,430,000		7,160,000		10,100,000		2,530,000		12,630,000		19,200,000		4,800,000		24,000,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000

		C prioritás összesen		9,450,000		2,360,000		11,810,000		15,650,000		3,910,000		19,560,000		36,800,000		9,210,000		46,010,000		61,900,000		15,480,000		77,380,000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

		D prioritás összesen		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

																										696,642,000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271100000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88122000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1031000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





d1-2

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A prioritás		136,140,000		271,188,122		70.7

		B prioritás		20,090,000		11,800,000		3.1

		C prioritás		11,810,000		1,731,000		0.5

		D prioritás		24,710,000		11,000,000		2.9

						383,753,000		100.0

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak

				A prioritás		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

				B prioritás		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

				C prioritás		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

				D prioritás		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak
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Beérkezett igények alapján

C prioritás;
1 731 000; 0,5%



				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271,100,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88,122

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0
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Tervezett

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 52 750 000; 39%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 83 390 000; 61%
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EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 88 122 000; 25%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 271 100 000; 75%
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		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés



Planned

Agri-environment; 
 83 390 000; 61%

Meeting standards;
 52 750 000; 39%

83390000
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Munka1

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása		136,140,000		271,188,122

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása		20,090,000		11,800,000

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása		11,810,000		1,731,000

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak		24,710,000		11,000,000

				2004						2005						2006						2004-2006

				millió €

				EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		66,710,000		16,680,000		83,390,000		80,030,000		20,010,000		100,040,000		99,110,000		24,777,000		123,887,000		245,850,000		61,467,000		307,317,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		42,200,000		10,550,000		52,750,000		54,750,000		13,690,000		68,440,000		23,730,000		5,929,000		29,659,000		120,680,000		30,169,000		150,849,000

		A prioritás összesen		108,910,000		27,230,000		136,140,000		134,780,000		33,700,000		168,480,000		122,840,000		30,706,000		153,546,000		366,530,000		91,636,000		458,166,000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		B prioritás összesen		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		6,080,000		1,520,000		7,600,000		9,920,000		2,480,000		12,400,000		11,200,000		2,800,000		14,000,000		27,200,000		6,800,000		34,000,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3,370,000		840,000		4,210,000		5,730,000		1,430,000		7,160,000		10,100,000		2,530,000		12,630,000		19,200,000		4,800,000		24,000,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000

		C prioritás összesen		9,450,000		2,360,000		11,810,000		15,650,000		3,910,000		19,560,000		36,800,000		9,210,000		46,010,000		61,900,000		15,480,000		77,380,000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

		D prioritás összesen		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

																										696,642,000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271100000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88122000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1031000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





d1-2

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A prioritás		136,140,000		271,188,122		70.7

		B prioritás		20,090,000		11,800,000		3.1

		C prioritás		11,810,000		1,731,000		0.5

		D prioritás		24,710,000		11,000,000		2.9

						383,753,000		100.0

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak

				A prioritás		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

				B prioritás		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

				C prioritás		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

				D prioritás		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak
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Beérkezett igények alapján

C prioritás;
1 731 000; 0,5%



				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271,100,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88,122

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





		0

		0



Tervezett

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 52 750 000; 39%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 83 390 000; 61%



		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 271 100 000; 100%

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 88 122; 0%



		0

		0

		0





		0

		0

		0






_1190193965.xls
Diagram18

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés



According to the claims received

Meeting standards;
88 122; 0%

Agri-environment; 
271 050 987; 100%

271100000

88122



Munka1

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása		136,140,000		271,188,122

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása		20,090,000		11,800,000

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása		11,810,000		1,731,000

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak		24,710,000		11,000,000

				2004						2005						2006						2004-2006

				millió €

				EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		66,710,000		16,680,000		83,390,000		80,030,000		20,010,000		100,040,000		99,110,000		24,777,000		123,887,000		245,850,000		61,467,000		307,317,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		42,200,000		10,550,000		52,750,000		54,750,000		13,690,000		68,440,000		23,730,000		5,929,000		29,659,000		120,680,000		30,169,000		150,849,000

		A prioritás összesen		108,910,000		27,230,000		136,140,000		134,780,000		33,700,000		168,480,000		122,840,000		30,706,000		153,546,000		366,530,000		91,636,000		458,166,000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		B prioritás összesen		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		6,080,000		1,520,000		7,600,000		9,920,000		2,480,000		12,400,000		11,200,000		2,800,000		14,000,000		27,200,000		6,800,000		34,000,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3,370,000		840,000		4,210,000		5,730,000		1,430,000		7,160,000		10,100,000		2,530,000		12,630,000		19,200,000		4,800,000		24,000,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000

		C prioritás összesen		9,450,000		2,360,000		11,810,000		15,650,000		3,910,000		19,560,000		36,800,000		9,210,000		46,010,000		61,900,000		15,480,000		77,380,000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

		D prioritás összesen		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

																										696,642,000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271100000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88122000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1031000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





d1-2

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A prioritás		136,140,000		271,188,122		70.7

		B prioritás		20,090,000		11,800,000		3.1

		C prioritás		11,810,000		1,731,000		0.5

		D prioritás		24,710,000		11,000,000		2.9

						383,753,000		100.0

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak

				A prioritás		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

				B prioritás		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

				C prioritás		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

				D prioritás		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak





d1-2

		0

		0

		0

		0



Tervezett



d3-4

		0

		0

		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

C prioritás;
1 731 000; 0,5%



				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271,100,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88,122

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





		0

		0



Tervezett

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 52 750 000; 39%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 83 390 000; 61%



		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 271 100 000; 100%

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 88 122; 0%



		0

		0

		0





		0

		0

		0
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Diagram20

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása

		Korai nyugdíjazás



According to the claims received

Early retirement; 0; 0%

Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring; 
1 031 000; 60%

Establishment and administrative operations of producer groups;
655,769; 40%

700000

1031000

0



Munka1

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása		136,140,000		271,188,122

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása		20,090,000		11,800,000

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása		11,810,000		1,731,000

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak		24,710,000		11,000,000

				2004						2005						2006						2004-2006

				millió €

				EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		66,710,000		16,680,000		83,390,000		80,030,000		20,010,000		100,040,000		99,110,000		24,777,000		123,887,000		245,850,000		61,467,000		307,317,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		42,200,000		10,550,000		52,750,000		54,750,000		13,690,000		68,440,000		23,730,000		5,929,000		29,659,000		120,680,000		30,169,000		150,849,000

		A prioritás összesen		108,910,000		27,230,000		136,140,000		134,780,000		33,700,000		168,480,000		122,840,000		30,706,000		153,546,000		366,530,000		91,636,000		458,166,000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		B prioritás összesen		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		6,080,000		1,520,000		7,600,000		9,920,000		2,480,000		12,400,000		11,200,000		2,800,000		14,000,000		27,200,000		6,800,000		34,000,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3,370,000		840,000		4,210,000		5,730,000		1,430,000		7,160,000		10,100,000		2,530,000		12,630,000		19,200,000		4,800,000		24,000,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000

		C prioritás összesen		9,450,000		2,360,000		11,810,000		15,650,000		3,910,000		19,560,000		36,800,000		9,210,000		46,010,000		61,900,000		15,480,000		77,380,000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

		D prioritás összesen		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

																										696,642,000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271100000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88122000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1031000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





d1-2

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A prioritás		136,140,000		271,188,122		70.7

		B prioritás		20,090,000		11,800,000		3.1

		C prioritás		11,810,000		1,731,000		0.5

		D prioritás		24,710,000		11,000,000		2.9

						383,753,000		100.0

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak

				A prioritás		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

				B prioritás		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

				C prioritás		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

				D prioritás		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak





d1-2

		0

		0

		0

		0



Tervezett



d3-4

		0

		0

		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

C prioritás;
1 731 000; 0,5%



				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271,100,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88,122

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





		0

		0



Tervezett

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 52 750 000; 39%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 83 390 000; 61%



		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 271 100 000; 100%

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 88 122; 0%



		0

		0

		0



Tervezett



		0

		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása; 
1 031 000; 60%




_1190184006.xls
Diagram12

		A prioritás

		B prioritás

		C prioritás

		D prioritás



According to the claims received

Priority B;
11 773 563; 4%

Priority C;
1 686 769; 0,5%

Priority D;
11 036 039; 4%

Priority A;
271 139 109; 91%

271188122

11800000

1731000

11000000



Munka1

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása		136,140,000		271,188,122

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása		20,090,000		11,800,000

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása		11,810,000		1,731,000

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak		24,710,000		11,000,000

				2004						2005						2006						2004-2006

				millió €

				EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		66,710,000		16,680,000		83,390,000		80,030,000		20,010,000		100,040,000		99,110,000		24,777,000		123,887,000		245,850,000		61,467,000		307,317,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		42,200,000		10,550,000		52,750,000		54,750,000		13,690,000		68,440,000		23,730,000		5,929,000		29,659,000		120,680,000		30,169,000		150,849,000

		A prioritás összesen		108,910,000		27,230,000		136,140,000		134,780,000		33,700,000		168,480,000		122,840,000		30,706,000		153,546,000		366,530,000		91,636,000		458,166,000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		B prioritás összesen		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		6,080,000		1,520,000		7,600,000		9,920,000		2,480,000		12,400,000		11,200,000		2,800,000		14,000,000		27,200,000		6,800,000		34,000,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3,370,000		840,000		4,210,000		5,730,000		1,430,000		7,160,000		10,100,000		2,530,000		12,630,000		19,200,000		4,800,000		24,000,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000

		C prioritás összesen		9,450,000		2,360,000		11,810,000		15,650,000		3,910,000		19,560,000		36,800,000		9,210,000		46,010,000		61,900,000		15,480,000		77,380,000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

		D prioritás összesen		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

																										696,642,000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271100000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88122000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1031000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





d1-2

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A prioritás		136,140,000		271,188,122		70.7

		B prioritás		20,090,000		11,800,000		3.1

		C prioritás		11,810,000		1,731,000		0.5

		D prioritás		24,710,000		11,000,000		2.9

						383,753,000		100.0

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak

				A prioritás		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

				B prioritás		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

				C prioritás		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

				D prioritás		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak
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Tervezett
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Beérkezett igények alapján

C prioritás;
1 731 000; 0,5%



				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271,100,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88,122

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





		0

		0



Tervezett

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 52 750 000; 39%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 83 390 000; 61%
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		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 88 122 000; 25%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 271 100 000; 75%
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Diagram1

		Agri-environment		Agri-environment

		Less favoured areas		Less favoured areas

		Meeting standards		Meeting standards

		Afforestation of agricultural land		Afforestation of agricultural land

		Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring		Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring

		Establishment of producer groups		Establishment of producer groups



Appropriations for 2004

Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received
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Munka1

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		euró		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		66710000		16680000		83390000		80030000		20010000		100040000		99110000		24777000		123887000		245850000		61467000		307317000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19770000		4940000		24710000		22100000		5530000		27630000		23260000		5818000		29078000		65130000		16288000		81418000

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		42200000		10550000		52750000		54750000		13690000		68440000		23730000		5929000		29659000		120680000		30169000		150849000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16070000		4020000		20090000		19370000		4840000		24210000		28300000		7780000		36080000		63740000		16640000		80380000

		Korai nyugíjazás						0						0						0		0		0		0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3370000		840000		4210000		5730000		1430000		7160000		10100000		2530000		12630000		19200000		4800000		24000000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		6080000		1520000		7600000		9920000		2480000		12400000		11200000		2800000		14000000		27200000		6800000		34000000

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		12000000		3000000		15000000		10000000		2,500,000		12500000		8000000		2000000		10000000		30000000		7500000		37500000

				166200000		41550000		207750000		201900000		50480000		252380000		203700000		51634000		255334000		571800000		143664000		715464000

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		euró		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		40.14		40.14		40.14		39.64		39.64		39.64		48.65		47.99		48.52		43.00		42.79		42.95

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		11.90		11.89		11.89		10.95		10.95		10.95		11.42		11.27		11.39		11.39		11.34		11.38

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		25.39		25.39		25.39		27.12		27.12		27.12		11.65		11.48		11.62		21.11		21.00		21.08

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		9.67		9.68		9.67		9.59		9.59		9.59		13.89		15.07		14.13		11.15		11.58		11.23

		Korai nyugíjazás		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		2.03		2.02		2.03		2.84		2.83		2.84		4.96		4.90		4.95		3.36		3.34		3.35

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		3.66		3.66		3.66		4.91		4.91		4.91		5.50		5.42		5.48		4.76		4.73		4.75

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		7.22		7.22		7.22		4.95		4.95		4.95		3.93		3.87		3.92		5.25		5.22		5.24

				100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		euró		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		21.7		5.4		27.1		26.0		6.5		32.6		32.3		8.1		40.3		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		24.3		6.1		30.3		27.1		6.8		33.9		28.6		7.1		35.7		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		28.0		7.0		35.0		36.3		9.1		45.4		15.7		3.9		19.7		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		20.0		5.0		25.0		24.1		6.0		30.1		35.2		9.7		44.9		79.3		20.7		100.0

		Korai nyugíjazás		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		14.0		3.5		17.5		23.9		6.0		29.8		42.1		10.5		52.6		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		17.9		4.5		22.4		29.2		7.3		36.5		32.9		8.2		41.2		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		32.0		8.0		40.0		26.7		6.7		33.3		21.3		5.3		26.7		80.0		20.0		100.0

				23.2		5.8		29.0		28.2		7.1		35.3		28.5		7.2		35.7		79.9		20.1		100.0





Munka2

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		ezer forint		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		17.0		4.3		21.3		20.4		5.1		25.5		25.3		6.3		31.6		62.7		15.7		78.4

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5.0		1.3		6.3		5.6		1.4		7.1		5.9		1.5		7.4		16.6		4.2		20.8

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		14.6		3.6		18.2		14.0		3.5		17.5		6.1		1.5		7.6		34.6		8.6		43.2

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		4.1		1.0		5.1		4.9		1.2		6.2		7.2		1.8		9.0		16.3		4.1		20.3

		Korai nyugíjazás		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		4.0		1.0		4.9		4.0		1.0		4.9

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		0.9		0.2		1.1		1.5		0.4		1.8		2.6		0.7		3.2		4.9		1.2		6.1

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		1.6		0.4		1.9		2.5		0.6		3.2		2.9		0.7		3.6		6.9		1.7		8.7

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		3.1		0.8		3.8		2.6		0.6		3.2		2.0		0.5		2.6		7.7		1.9		9.6

				46.2		11.6		57.8		51.5		12.9		64.3		55.9		14.0		69.9		153.6		38.4		192.0

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		milliárd forint		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		17.01		4.25		21.26		20.41		5.1		25.51		25.27		6.32		31.59		62.69		15.67		78.36

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5.04		1.26		6.3		5.64		1.41		7.05		5.93		1.48		7.41		16.61		4.15		20.76

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		14.59		3.64		18.23		13.96		3.49		17.45		6.05		1.51		7.56		34.60		8.64		43.24

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		4.1		1.03		5.13		4.94		1.23		6.17		7.22		1.81		9.03		16.26		4.07		20.33

		Korai nyugíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		3.95		0.99		4.94		3.95		0.99		4.94

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		0.86		0.21		1.07		1.46		0.36		1.82		2.58		0.65		3.23		4.90		1.22		6.12

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		1.55		0.39		1.94		2.53		0.63		3.16		2.86		0.71		3.57		6.94		1.73		8.67

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		3.06		0.77		3.83		2.55		0.64		3.19		2.04		0.51		2.55		7.65		1.92		9.57

				46.21		11.55		57.7645		51.49		12.86		64.35		55.9		13.98		69.88		153.60		38.39		191.99





Munka3

				Beérkezett kérelmek száma		Támogatási igény		Rendelkezésre álló keret

						euró		euró

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		32292				83390000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5561		9000000		24710000

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		2				52750000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		720		15000000		20090000

		Korai nyugíjazás

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		1024		1024000		4210000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		9		655769		7600000

		Technikai segítségnyújtás

				Támogatási igény

				euró

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		9000000

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		15000000

		Korai nyugíjazás

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		1024000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		655769

		Technikai segítségnyújtás
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Beérkezett kérelmek száma

Beérkezett kérelmek megoszlása intézkedések szerint
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Támogatási igény euró

A támogatási igény megoszlása intézkedések szerint



Munka5

		Intézkedés		Beérkezett támogatási kérelmek száma		Befogadott kérelmek száma		Visszavont kérelmek száma		Támogatott kérelmek száma		Ebből:				A kérelmek alapján számított támogatási igény (euróban)		Ebből:				Elutasított kérelmek száma		Ebből:														Beérkezett kérelmek (db)		Befogadott kérelmek (db)		A kérelmek által lefedett terület (ha) / állatlétszám (db)		A kérelmek alapján számított támogatási igény (€)		Támogatott kérelmek (db)		Ebből egyéni gazdálkodó		Ebből társas vállalkozás		Elutasított kérelmek száma (db)		Elutasítás indoka:		TCS		Mg. területek erdősítése

				*		**		***				egyéni		társas				egyéni		társas				Formai okok miatt																																nem FVM által elismert termelői csoport		nem rendelkezett jóváhagyott tervdokumentációval		nem támogatható területen akart erdősíteni		határidőn túl adta be		egyéb aminisztratív hiba

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		32,808		0		15								271,050,987																		Agrár-környezet gazdálkodás*				32,808				1 840 191 / 24 502		271,050,987

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5,768		0		8								11,036,039																		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek*				5,768				201,503		11,036,039

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		8		0										0																		Mg-i területek erdősítése				722		670		6,664		11,773,563		646		530		116		36						19		3		10		4

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		722		670		16		646		530		11		11,773,563																		Félig önellátó gazdaságok				1,031				-		1,031,000

		Korai nyugíjazás																																Termelői csoportok				9		7		-		655,769		7		0		7		2				2

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		1,031		0		1								1,031,000																		EU standardok				8				-

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		9		7				7		0		7		655,769																						40,346

		Technikai segítségnyújtás

				40,346		677		40		653		530		18		295,547,358

		* egy kérelem több célprogramra is vonatkozhat

		** a támogatási összegek szűkössége miatt elutasításra kerülhet,  csak a mazőgazdasági területek erdősítése és a termelői csoportok támogatása programoknál

		*** részleges visszavonások száma

		**** A termelői csoportok közül 2 nem az FVM által elismert.

		Régió		Dél-Alföld						Dél-Dunántúl						Észak-Alföld						Észak-Magyarország						Közép-Dunántúl						Közép-Magyarország		Nyugat-Dunántúl

		Megye		Bács-Kiskun		Békés		Csongrád		Baranya		Somogy		Tolna		Hajdú-Bihar		Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok		Szabolcs-Szatmár-Bereg		Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén		Heves		Nógrád		Fejér		Komárom-Esztergom		Veszprém		Pest		Győr-Moson-Sopron		Vas		Zala

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		5715		2375		2110		1059		974		1158		3343		1430		4043		2320		1134		604		1123		354		1019		2070		1186		237		554		32808

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		2148		311		150		16		21		11		801		347		425		237		237		98		46		20		319		331		103		85		45		5751

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése								1				1						1										1				1		3						8

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése																																								0

		Korai nyugíjazás																																								0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		57		54		62		91		145		9		125		36		279		13		26		3		16		2		9		39		41		12		12		1031

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása						1		3				1		1		1										1		1												9

		támogatott						0		3				1		1		1										1		0												7

		Technikai segítségnyújtás																																								0

				7920		2740		2323		1170		1140		1180		4270		1814		4748		2570		1397		705		1186		378		1347		2441		1333		334		611		39607

		Régió		Dél-Alföld		Dél-Dunántúl		Észak-Alföld		Észak-Magyarország		Közép-Dunántúl		Közép-Magyarország		Nyugat-Dunántúl

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		10200		3191		8816		4058		2496		2070		1977		32808

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		2609		48		1573		572		385		331		233		5751

		Az EU környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		0		2		1		0		1		1		3		8

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		Korai nyugíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		173		245		440		42		27		39		65		1031

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		1		4		2		0		2		0		0		9

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

				12983		3490		10832		4672		2911		2441		2278		39607
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Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása
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A beérkezett kérelmek regionális eloszlása
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Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása
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A beérkezett kérelmek regionális eloszlása
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Az EU környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése

db

A beérkezett kérelmek regionális eloszlása



		

				Appropriations for 2004		Demand for support as calculated on the basis of the applications received

		Agri-environment		83,390,000		271,050,987

		Less favoured areas		24,710,000		11,036,039

		Meeting standards		52,750,000		88,122

		Afforestation of agricultural land		20,090,000		11,773,563

		Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Establishment of producer groups		7,600,000		655,769

				192,750,000		295,635,480
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Munka1

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		euró		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		66710000		16680000		83390000		80030000		20010000		100040000		99110000		24777000		123887000		245850000		61467000		307317000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19770000		4940000		24710000		22100000		5530000		27630000		23260000		5818000		29078000		65130000		16288000		81418000

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		42200000		10550000		52750000		54750000		13690000		68440000		23730000		5929000		29659000		120680000		30169000		150849000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16070000		4020000		20090000		19370000		4840000		24210000		28300000		7780000		36080000		63740000		16640000		80380000

		Korai nyugíjazás						0						0						0		0		0		0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3370000		840000		4210000		5730000		1430000		7160000		10100000		2530000		12630000		19200000		4800000		24000000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		6080000		1520000		7600000		9920000		2480000		12400000		11200000		2800000		14000000		27200000		6800000		34000000

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		12000000		3000000		15000000		10000000		2,500,000		12500000		8000000		2000000		10000000		30000000		7500000		37500000

				166200000		41550000		207750000		201900000		50480000		252380000		203700000		51634000		255334000		571800000		143664000		715464000

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		euró		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		40.14		40.14		40.14		39.64		39.64		39.64		48.65		47.99		48.52		43.00		42.79		42.95

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		11.90		11.89		11.89		10.95		10.95		10.95		11.42		11.27		11.39		11.39		11.34		11.38

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		25.39		25.39		25.39		27.12		27.12		27.12		11.65		11.48		11.62		21.11		21.00		21.08

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		9.67		9.68		9.67		9.59		9.59		9.59		13.89		15.07		14.13		11.15		11.58		11.23

		Korai nyugíjazás		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00		0.00

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		2.03		2.02		2.03		2.84		2.83		2.84		4.96		4.90		4.95		3.36		3.34		3.35

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		3.66		3.66		3.66		4.91		4.91		4.91		5.50		5.42		5.48		4.76		4.73		4.75

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		7.22		7.22		7.22		4.95		4.95		4.95		3.93		3.87		3.92		5.25		5.22		5.24

				100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		euró		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		21.7		5.4		27.1		26.0		6.5		32.6		32.3		8.1		40.3		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		24.3		6.1		30.3		27.1		6.8		33.9		28.6		7.1		35.7		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		28.0		7.0		35.0		36.3		9.1		45.4		15.7		3.9		19.7		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		20.0		5.0		25.0		24.1		6.0		30.1		35.2		9.7		44.9		79.3		20.7		100.0

		Korai nyugíjazás		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		14.0		3.5		17.5		23.9		6.0		29.8		42.1		10.5		52.6		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		17.9		4.5		22.4		29.2		7.3		36.5		32.9		8.2		41.2		80.0		20.0		100.0

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		32.0		8.0		40.0		26.7		6.7		33.3		21.3		5.3		26.7		80.0		20.0		100.0

				23.2		5.8		29.0		28.2		7.1		35.3		28.5		7.2		35.7		79.9		20.1		100.0





Munka2

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		ezer forint		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		17.0		4.3		21.3		20.4		5.1		25.5		25.3		6.3		31.6		62.7		15.7		78.4

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5.0		1.3		6.3		5.6		1.4		7.1		5.9		1.5		7.4		16.6		4.2		20.8

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		14.6		3.6		18.2		14.0		3.5		17.5		6.1		1.5		7.6		34.6		8.6		43.2

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		4.1		1.0		5.1		4.9		1.2		6.2		7.2		1.8		9.0		16.3		4.1		20.3

		Korai nyugíjazás		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		4.0		1.0		4.9		4.0		1.0		4.9

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		0.9		0.2		1.1		1.5		0.4		1.8		2.6		0.7		3.2		4.9		1.2		6.1

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		1.6		0.4		1.9		2.5		0.6		3.2		2.9		0.7		3.6		6.9		1.7		8.7

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		3.1		0.8		3.8		2.6		0.6		3.2		2.0		0.5		2.6		7.7		1.9		9.6

				46.2		11.6		57.8		51.5		12.9		64.3		55.9		14.0		69.9		153.6		38.4		192.0

				2004						2005						2006						Összesen

		milliárd forint		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		17.01		4.25		21.26		20.41		5.1		25.51		25.27		6.32		31.59		62.69		15.67		78.36

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5.04		1.26		6.3		5.64		1.41		7.05		5.93		1.48		7.41		16.61		4.15		20.76

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		14.59		3.64		18.23		13.96		3.49		17.45		6.05		1.51		7.56		34.60		8.64		43.24

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		4.1		1.03		5.13		4.94		1.23		6.17		7.22		1.81		9.03		16.26		4.07		20.33

		Korai nyugíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		3.95		0.99		4.94		3.95		0.99		4.94

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		0.86		0.21		1.07		1.46		0.36		1.82		2.58		0.65		3.23		4.90		1.22		6.12

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		1.55		0.39		1.94		2.53		0.63		3.16		2.86		0.71		3.57		6.94		1.73		8.67

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		3.06		0.77		3.83		2.55		0.64		3.19		2.04		0.51		2.55		7.65		1.92		9.57

				46.21		11.55		57.7645		51.49		12.86		64.35		55.9		13.98		69.88		153.60		38.39		191.99





Munka3

				Beérkezett kérelmek száma		Támogatási igény		Rendelkezésre álló keret

						euró		euró

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		32292				83390000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5561		9000000		24710000

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		2				52750000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		720		15000000		20090000

		Korai nyugíjazás

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		1024		1024000		4210000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		9		655769		7600000

		Technikai segítségnyújtás

				Támogatási igény

				euró

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		9000000

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		15000000

		Korai nyugíjazás

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		1024000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		655769

		Technikai segítségnyújtás
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		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése

		Korai nyugíjazás

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása

		Technikai segítségnyújtás



Beérkezett kérelmek száma

Beérkezett kérelmek megoszlása intézkedések szerint
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Támogatási igény euró

A támogatási igény megoszlása intézkedések szerint



				Beérkezett támogatási kérelmek száma		Befogadott vagy előzetesen jóváhagyott kérelmek száma		Visszavont kérelmek száma		Támogatott kérelmek száma		Ebből:				A kérelmek alapján számított támogatási igény (euróban)		Ebből:				Elutasított kérelmek száma		Ebből:														Beérkezett kérelmek (db)		Befogadott kérelmek (db)		A kérelmek által lefedett terület (ha) / állatlétszám (db)		A kérelmek alapján számított támogatási igény (€)		Támogatott kérelmek (db)		Ebből egyéni gazdálkodó		Ebből társas vállalkozás		Elutasított kérelmek száma (db)		Elutasítás indoka:		TCS		Mg. területek erdősítése

				*		**		***				egyéni		társas				egyéni		társas				Formai okok miatt																																nem FVM által elismert termelői csoport		nem rendelkezett jóváhagyott tervdokumentációval		nem támogatható területen akart erdősíteni		határidőn túl adta be		egyéb aminisztratív hiba

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		32,808		0		15								271,050,987																		Agrár-környezet gazdálkodás*				32,808				1 840 191 / 24 502		271,050,987

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		5,768		0		8								11,036,039																		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek*				5,768				201,503		11,036,039

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		8		0										0																		Mg-i területek erdősítése				722		670		6,664		11,773,563		646		530		116		36						19		3		10		4

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		722		670		16		646		530		11		11,773,563																		Félig önellátó gazdaságok				1,031				-		1,031,000

		Korai nyugíjazás																																Termelői csoportok				9		7		-		655,769		7		0		7		2				2

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		1,031		0		1								1,031,000																		EU standardok				8				-

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		9		7				7		0		7		655,769																						40,346

		Technikai segítségnyújtás

				40,346		677		40		653		530		18		295,547,358

		* egy kérelem több célprogramra is vonatkozhat

		** a támogatási összegek szűkössége miatt elutasításra kerülhet,  csak a mazőgazdasági területek erdősítése és a termelői csoportok támogatása programoknál

		*** részleges visszavonások száma

		**** A termelői csoportok közül 2 nem az FVM által elismert.

		Régió		Dél-Alföld						Dél-Dunántúl						Észak-Alföld						Észak-Magyarország						Közép-Dunántúl						Közép-Magyarország		Nyugat-Dunántúl

		Megye		Bács-Kiskun		Békés		Csongrád		Baranya		Somogy		Tolna		Hajdú-Bihar		Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok		Szabolcs-Szatmár-Bereg		Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén		Heves		Nógrád		Fejér		Komárom-Esztergom		Veszprém		Pest		Győr-Moson-Sopron		Vas		Zala

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		5715		2375		2110		1059		974		1158		3343		1430		4043		2320		1134		604		1123		354		1019		2070		1186		237		554		32808

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		2148		311		150		16		21		11		801		347		425		237		237		98		46		20		319		331		103		85		45		5751

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése								1				1						1										1				1		3						8

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése																																								0

		Korai nyugíjazás																																								0

		Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		57		54		62		91		145		9		125		36		279		13		26		3		16		2		9		39		41		12		12		1031

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása						1		3				1		1		1										1		1												9

		támogatott						0		3				1		1		1										1		0												7

		Technikai segítségnyújtás																																								0

				7920		2740		2323		1170		1140		1180		4270		1814		4748		2570		1397		705		1186		378		1347		2441		1333		334		611		39607

		Régió		Southern Great Plain		Southern Transdanubian		Northern Great plain		Northern Hungary		Central Transdanubian		Central Hungary		Western Transdanubian

		Agrár-környezetgazdálkodás		10200		3191		8816		4058		2496		2070		1977		32808

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		2609		48		1573		572		385		331		233		5751

		Az Európai Unió környezetvédelmi, állatjóléti és higiéniai követelményeinek való megfelelés elősegítése		0		2		1		0		1		1		3		8

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		Korai nyugíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		Support for semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring		173		245		440		42		27		39		65		1031

		Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása		1		4		2		0		2		0		0		9

		Technikai segítségnyújtás		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

				12983		3490		10832		4672		2911		2441		2278		39607
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Szerkezetátalakítás alatt álló félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása
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Termelői csoportok létrehozásának és működtetésének támogatása
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Diagram19

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása

		Korai nyugdíjazás



Planned

Semi-subsistence farms undergoing restructuring; 4 210 000; 36%

Establishment and administrative operation of producer groups;
7 600 000; 64%

Early retirement; 0; 0%

7600000

4210000

0



Munka1

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása		136,140,000		271,188,122

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása		20,090,000		11,800,000

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása		11,810,000		1,731,000

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak		24,710,000		11,000,000

				2004						2005						2006						2004-2006

				millió €

				EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen		EU		Nemzeti		Összesen

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		66,710,000		16,680,000		83,390,000		80,030,000		20,010,000		100,040,000		99,110,000		24,777,000		123,887,000		245,850,000		61,467,000		307,317,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		42,200,000		10,550,000		52,750,000		54,750,000		13,690,000		68,440,000		23,730,000		5,929,000		29,659,000		120,680,000		30,169,000		150,849,000

		A prioritás összesen		108,910,000		27,230,000		136,140,000		134,780,000		33,700,000		168,480,000		122,840,000		30,706,000		153,546,000		366,530,000		91,636,000		458,166,000

		Mezőgazdasági területek erdősítése		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		B prioritás összesen		16,070,000		4,020,000		20,090,000		19,370,000		4,840,000		24,210,000		28,300,000		7,780,000		35,378,000		63,740,000		15,938,000		79,678,000

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		6,080,000		1,520,000		7,600,000		9,920,000		2,480,000		12,400,000		11,200,000		2,800,000		14,000,000		27,200,000		6,800,000		34,000,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		3,370,000		840,000		4,210,000		5,730,000		1,430,000		7,160,000		10,100,000		2,530,000		12,630,000		19,200,000		4,800,000		24,000,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0		0		0		0		0		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000		15,500,000		3,880,000		19,380,000

		C prioritás összesen		9,450,000		2,360,000		11,810,000		15,650,000		3,910,000		19,560,000		36,800,000		9,210,000		46,010,000		61,900,000		15,480,000		77,380,000

		Kedvezőtlen adottságú területek támogatása		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

		D prioritás összesen		19,770,000		4,940,000		24710000		22,100,000		5,530,000		27,630,000		23,260,000		5,818,000		29,078,000		65,130,000		16,288,000		81,418,000

																										696,642,000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271100000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88122000

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1031000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0





d1-2

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		A prioritás		136,140,000		271,188,122		70.7

		B prioritás		20,090,000		11,800,000		3.1

		C prioritás		11,810,000		1,731,000		0.5

		D prioritás		24,710,000		11,000,000		2.9

						383,753,000		100.0

		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak

				A prioritás		A környezeti állapot megőrzése és javítása

				B prioritás		A termőhelyi adottságokhoz és a piaci viszonyokhoz jobban igazodó termelési szerkezet kialakításának támogatása

				C prioritás		A termelők gazdasági életképességének, pénzügyi helyzetének és piaci pozícióinak javítása

				D prioritás		A mezőgazdasági tevékenységek fenntartása és fejlesztése, ezáltal kiegészítő jövedelem és munkahely teremtése különös tekintettel azon gazdálkodók számára, akik kedvezőtlen termőhelyi adottságú területeken gazdálkodnak
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Beérkezett igények alapján

C prioritás;
1 731 000; 0,5%



				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Agrár- környezetgazdálkodás		83,390,000		271,100,000

		EU követelményeinek való megfelelés		52,750,000		88,122

				Tervezett forráselosztás		A beérkezett igénylések alapján kialakult forráseloszlás

		Termelői csoportok létrehozása és működtetése		7,600,000		700,000

		Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása		4,210,000		1,031,000

		Korai nyugdíjazás		0		0
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Tervezett

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 52 750 000; 39%

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 83 390 000; 61%
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Beérkezett igények alapján

Agrár- környezet-gazdálkodás; 271 100 000; 100%

EU követel-ményeinek való megfelelés; 88 122; 0%



		0

		0

		0



Tervezett



		0

		0

		0



Beérkezett igények alapján

Félig önellátó gazdaságok támogatása; 
1 031 000; 60%




