
“Check Against Delivery”  

Honorable Members, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

 

First of all, I would like to thank you for this opportunity to be 

here today and to present our current working priorities and 

planned initiatives to improve the protection of the taxpayer’s 

money. 

 

It has been more than 1 year and a half since I became Director 

–general of OLAF. Since February 1st, 2012, OLAF has been 

applying new working procedures and we can see from the first 

results that we are on the right track: the overall duration of 

investigations has continuously decreased, the selection phase 

of cases takes a lot less time, there is an increased number of 

cases opened in accordance with the investigation priorities that 

we have identified in the beginning of the year, which is 

balanced by an equivalent number of old cases being closed. 

There is of course room for improvement and we will continue 

this work in order to achieve the best possible results in our 

investigations. 

 

The investigative work goes in parallel with OLAF’s commitment 

to our partners to help them put in place effective preventive 

policies against fraud. OLAF is an active contributor in the Anti-

fraud Strategy of the Commission (CAFS) and its reputation as 



a partner in helping other Commission services in identifying 

risks and preventing fraud is consolidating. 

 

Thus OLAF has drafted a methodology and guidance for the 

Commission’s services anti-fraud strategies and supports the 

DGs, on request, in the elaboration of their own anti-fraud 

strategies. A dedicated Commission anti-fraud website has 

been developed and made available to the Commission 

services. An OLAF casebook for the external actions sector has 

been prepared using a new format which reflects the needs of 

the services concerned.  

 

We are also involved in the preparation of relevant initiatives 

aiming at a better protection of the financial interests of the 

Union through criminal law. 

 

From this point of view, I will briefly refer to the proposal of the 

Commission for a directive on the protection of financial 

interests by criminal law which was adopted in July this year 

and which contains very important provisions on the definition of  

of fraud and specific fraud-related offences. In addition to 

fraud, the harmonised concepts also include illegal behaviour 

such as dishonest or obstructive conduct by tenderers in public 

procurement, corruption, misappropriation and they contain a 

reference to anti-money laundering legislation. 



 

The directive also provides for minimum sanctions for these 

offences. The sanctions would be proportionate to the 

seriousness of the offence and the damage caused. The 

proposal includes three thresholds for obligations on sanctions, 

depending on the damage, or the advantage obtained by the 

offender) defined in financial terms to determine the 

seriousness of the crime. The proposal aims to achieve a 

level playing field in the Member States, thus preventing 

fraudsters from choosing “safe havens”. The proposed 

minimum sanction would be 6 months’ imprisonment, provided 

that the financial damage to the EU budget was above a 

specific threshold laid down in the proposal.  

 

To ensure effective prosecution and sentencing, the proposal 

contains general rules on prescription, jurisdiction and 

confiscation. The prescription period has been fixed such as to 

achieve unified minimum periods of limitation, five years from 

the time when the offence was committed. 

 

This proposal for a directive represents a very important step 

towards a better protection of the taxpayer’s money and I hope 

that the CONT committee will be strongly involved in the 

adoption of this proposal. 

 



Finally, I would like to refer to the ambitious project that the 

Commission is preparing for adoption in June 2012: the 

establishment of a European Public Prosecutor’s Office. 

Together with DG JUST, OLAF is actively working on this 

project.  

 

As you know, criminality affecting the financial interests of the 

EU requires measures throughout the Union. In complex cases, 

there is a need to gather evidence in one Member State and 

use it in trial in another Member State. National concepts 

such as territoriality and jurisdiction do not provide the 

appropriate framework to combat complex cases which by 

their nature are European and go beyond the national context. 

Mutual recognition does not function as well as it should. The 

establishment of the EPPO would make the investigation, 

prosecution and bringing to justice of offences against the 

EU budget much more speedy and effective. This is 

especially needed at a time of economic and fiscal crisis in 

Europe when every euro counts.   

 

Finally, together with the initiative for the establishment of the 

EPPO, the Commission intends to put forward a legal 

instrument on the strengthening of administrative and criminal 

law procedural rules for the protection of EU financial interests.  

 



This instrument will focus mainly on relevant aspects of the 

exchange of information in multi-disciplinary investigations 

carried out by administrative, tax, customs, police and judicial 

authorities. As it is a proposal which is complementary to the 

EPPO proposal, the time plan for this proposal is aligned with 

the timetable of the future EPPO. 

 

The initiative will treat procedural issues in the multi-disciplinary 

cooperation between administrative and criminal anti-fraud 

investigations. They are partially covered by the PIF Convention 

and its protocols which have not been fully implemented. It will 

also take into account and possibly replace the Commission's 

2006 proposal on mutual administrative assistance for the 

protection of the EU’s financial interests (COM (2004) 509 as 

amended by COM(2006) 473. 

 

A strong support from the CONT is needed for these 

projects. I take this opportunity to say that it was this 

committee that supported the studies, concepts and ideas that 

fuelled the EPPO project already many years ago and that that 

important contribution led to Article 86 of the treaty which allows 

for the establishment of the EPPO. We need this strong support 

to continue.  

Thank you for your attention. I look forward to an interesting 

exchange of views with you. 


