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PROPOSALS FOR RESOLUTIONS 

 

PROPOSAL FOR RESOLUTION [2.2] OF THE UEF FEDERAL COMMITTEE ON THE EUROPEAN PUBLIC 

PROSECUTOR 

Submitted by Eszter Nagy 

The Federal Committee of the Union of European Federalists, gathering in Rome in November 23-24; 1 

In reference: 2 

- To the enhanced cooperation on the creation of the European Public Prosecutor's Office (EPPO); 3 

- To the Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee "Protection of Rule of Law" adopted by the UEF 4 

Federal Committee, 28 April 2019, Barcelona; 5 

- To the results of the We are Europe Academy organized in Budapest in February 2019; 6 

Having regard to: 7 

- The ongoing article 7. Procedures against 2 member states; 8 

- The approval of the Sargentini report in September 2018, a proposal calling on the Council to 9 

determine, pursuant to Article 7(1) of the Treaty on European Union, the existence of a clear risk 10 

of a serious breach by Hungary of the values on which the Union is founded (2017/2131(INL)) 11 

Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs, Rapporteur: Judith Sargentini; 12 

- The OLAF report 2018 Nineteenth report of the European Anti-Fraud Office, 1 January to 31 13 

December 2018; 14 

Whereas: 15 

- Rule of law, democracy belong to the fundamental values of the European Union; 16 

- The joining to the EPPO as an enhanced cooperation is a voluntary decision by the member states; 17 

- Noting that only 22 member states participate in it, and among the abstaining member states there 18 

are net beneficiary countries where proper prosecution of misuse of EU funds are not provided on 19 

the national level; 20 

The Federal Committee of the UEF therefore: 21 

- Calls the European Commission to reconsider the EPPO membership conditions; 22 

- Asks the European policy makers, the European Parliament and the parliaments in all the EU’s 23 

Member States to assure the accountability and the transparency in the spending of the EU funds; 24 

- Asks, therefore, the European Commission to revise the foundations of the new EPPO institution 25 

and initiate the compulsory membership of all EU member states with special regard to the net 26 

beneficiary countries; 27 

- Stresses that the political situation is largely influenced by EU-funds due to its distribution by the 28 

governments, and there are multiple evidences that the cases investigated by OLAF do not get 29 

properly prosecuted on the national level in those member states where checks and balances have 30 

been eliminated by the ruling government; 31 

- Urges the European Commission to put forward a proposal enlarging the jurisdiction of the EPPO 32 

to all EU territory in order to provide accountability of the spending of the EU-funds. 33 

Rome, 23-24 November 2019 34 
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AMENDMENTS TO PROPOSAL FOR A RESOLUTION 2.2 

 

Amendment n. 1 submitted by Sándor Hegedűs, Ács Ferenc, Anita Seprenyi 

 

Line number(s):  

Original text Amended text 

 
In addition to the accession to the European Public Prosecutor's 
Office we recommend the following: 
  

1. Besides the Court of Justice of the European Union, set 
up an arbitration court that consists of lawyers from 
each europian nation, which proceed about the grants 
to the local governments and other organizations, 
without the intervention of the state. Its main task 
would be the contract interpretation, establishment of 
infringements, and determination of the amount of the 
repayment obligation. Cannot participate in the 
procedure who comes from the same country with the 
supported organization. For instance, a Hungarian judge 
cannot participate in the procedure against a Hungarian 
local government. 

2. Grant agreements should include, as a general clause, 
that the sponsored organization must submit to the 
jurisdiction of the arbitral tribunal. After an 
investigation by OLAF or the Prosecutor's Office and the 
initiation of a court proceeding, the court would act in a 
single step and the supported undertaking to comply 
with the arbitration panel ruling. In the event of 
voluntary non-payment, the European bodies may 
directly recover the amount due.  

3. The arbitral tribunal should also act in cases where the 
prosecution has charged and/or recommended 
prosecution for the infringement. In this case, the 
amount of the repayment obligation would be 
determined by the arbitral court to the debit of the 
supported organization. 

Explanatory statement 

(optional): 

Unfortunately, the experience is that the state can exempt certain companies 

because of the accounting of grants through it happen. In this case, the citizens 

of the Europian Union have to pay the cost of the violation of the law. This would 

be prevented by more direct grants to the organizations. It would also reduce 

corruption, as it would not require government officials to win tenders. It would 

also increase the importance of the prosecution office and strengthen 

confidence in EU bodies." 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UEF European Secretariat 
+32 (0)2 508 30 30  

secretariat@federalists.eu 

www.federalists.eu  
 
 

 
European Federalists 

 

european_federalists 
 

@federalists 

 
 

mailto:secretariat@federalists.eu

