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3 FINANCIAL STATEMENT A

g 3

: 50“92 6.6.1980
1. BubGeT neaoing : 8200 (1979) or 8300 (1980 APPROBIATIONS : & MEUA
o Trre - Proposed Council Requlation modifying Regulation 136/66/EEC wnich

established a common market organisation “n the oils and fats sector and
comptetmq Regutatwon {EEC) n© -1360/78 on pl"OdUCE’(’ groups and dssoc‘lationév
thereof.,

3, LEGaL Basis ¢ Article & of Regulation 729/70

L 3AIMS OF PROJECT

To encourage all -olive oil producers in France to market their produce
through producer groups.

).

S. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS PERIOD OF 12 MONTHS | CURRENT FINANCIAL YEAR | FOLLOWING £ INANC IAL YEAR
5.0 EXPENDITURE { {12 ¢ 11 3
- CHARGED TO THE EC BUDGET o
(Reru;asumwvmnom) - 27,015 EUA
e NATIONAL ADMINISTRATION A 108,060 EUA 72,04" EUA
X YN / |
FRLKARKC ,
R X XOFREL X 5<X7<><5<§ '
X KA KXLRA KX K KKK K
K HEXRAX Y ) |
19381 1982 .. 1983 1984
53 1 ESTIMATED EXPENDITURE 27,015 EUA | 18,010 EUA 9,005 ZUA D.M.
5.1.1 ESTIMATED RECEIPTS _ - z -

5.2 METHOD OF CALCULATION Hypothesis : French olive oi. production : 2,000 tonnes.
Average price : 1,801 ECL/Tonne. ALL the production marketed through producer

g roups. national EAGGF
Maximum cost_calculation : Taid reimburs.
T3t year : 2,000 x 1,801 = 3,602,000 ECU x 3% = 108,060 x 25% = 27,015 ECU =
' 27,015 EUA
ond year : 2,000 x 1,801 = 3,602,000 €CU x 24 = 72,040 x 25% = 18,010 ECU =
. 18,010 EUA
Ind year : 2,000 x 1,801 = 3,602,000 £CU x 14 = 36,020 x 254 = 9,005 ECU =
‘ : 9,005 i UA
TOTAL = 54 030 EUA
6.0 CAN THE PROJECT BE FINANCED FROM APPROBIATIONS ENTERED IN THE RELEVANT CHAPTER Of THE CURRENT BUDGET ? v
: veS/NEK
6.1 CAN THE PROJECT BE ‘r.u.um-;so BY TRANSFER BETWEEN CHAPTERS OF THE CURRENT BUDGET ? ‘
: vEs/RoX
p—— TTESSARY 2
6.2 IS A SUPPLEMENTARY SJOGEV BE NELESSARY s
il i G R o BE NECESSARY 7 ) )
6.3 Will FUTURE BUDGET APPROBIATION, BL NECESSAR | ) YES/M

QUSERVATIONS ¢









