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Subject:	Lack of transparency casts doubt on GSP+ legitimacy
The Commission is the institution charged with monitoring and evaluating GSP+ in beneficiary countries. Although a balance between transparency and political diplomacy must be respected, concerns have been raised on numerous occasions regarding transparency and a failure to exercise due diligence.
1.	How is the Commission ensuring transparency as regards the eligibility, monitoring and evaluation processes for GSP+?
2.	Could the Commission publish the scorecards of the beneficiary countries against which serious accusations of human rights violations have been made, such as Pakistan and the Philippines?
3.	In order to benefit from GSP+, beneficiaries must fulfil a series of criteria. The Commission assesses whether a country meets those requirements before granting GSP+. Where can these assessments regarding the eligibility of accepted beneficiaries be found?
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