
2. If aid is not wholly precluded, is Article 46 of Regulation No 1698/2005 to be interpreted as meaning that, in relation to 
the land concerned — which is partly State owned — the private forester or private owner is entitled to aid in 
proportion to his share of ownership?

(1) Council Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 of 20 September 2005 on support for rural development by the European Agricultural Fund 
for Rural Development (EAFRD) (OJ 2005 L 277, p. 1)
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