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2012 Discharge to the Commission 

 

WRITTEN QUESTIONS TO COMMISSIONER 

HAHN 

Hearing on 16 December 2013 

 
Error rate 

1. According to the ECA Annual Report 2012 the error rate in Regional Policy, 

Energy and Transport increased from 6.0% (2011) to 6.8% (2012). What are 

the Commissioner's explanations for this increase? What is the expected 

impact of financial corrections, interruption and suspensions on the error rate 

taking into account that recoveries and financial corrections have increased 

over the last years? Is there any progress made in the harmonisation of 

interruptions and suspensions with other DGs in the Commission and what is 

the outlook for the programming period 2014-2020?  

Commission's answer :  

The Court reports for 2012 a most likely error of 6,8% for chapter 5 (Regional Policy, 

Energy and Transport).  The Commission doesn't share the Court's view concerning 

0,8 percentage points of the reported error rate because it considers that the Court 

should have taken flat rate corrections into account that were applied for some of the 

audited programmes when quantifying the errors. The Commission therefore 

considers that the error rate for the policy area in question did not increase but 

remained stable at 6%, the same rate that the Court reported in 2011. 

As mentioned in its replies to the 2012 Annual Report of the Court (see paragraphs 

1.31, 1.33 and 5.26), flat rate corrections are a tool foreseen in the regulation to allow 

the Commission to exercise its supervisory role when it is not possible or 

cost/efficient to calculate individual amounts of corrections for each operation 

affected by a deficiency. Flat rate corrections mean that all projects in a programme 

affected by a detected deficiency have been subject to a financial correction of a 

certain percentage.  

The Commission points out that the levels of error reported by the Court for the 

current programming period are less than half compared with the previous period. 

This significant drop in the error rate can be regarded as a direct result of the strict 

implementation by the Commission of the instruments provided by the current legal 

framework: interruptions, suspensions and financial corrections. These legal tools 

have been instrumental in reducing substantially error rates compared to the 2000-

2006 period and in speeding-up the implementation of the required actions by 

Member States when deficiencies are detected, including by national audits. The error 

rate has therefore to be analyzed in the recovery context and take account of the 

financial corrections imposed by the Commission when needed (see recent 

communication from the Commission on the “Protection of the European union 

budget to end 2012”, COM(2013)682 final/2). 
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Nevertheless, the progress made in reducing error rates has proved to be insufficient. 

For the next programming period the existing preventive instruments will be 

complemented with net financial corrections reducing the Member States’ allocation 

in case of serious deficiencies not detected / reported in the annual management 

declaration and audit opinion. This will allow extending best practices across shared 

management policy areas (see recent communication from the Commission on 

“Methods of application of net financial corrections impacting at the level of the 

Member States” adopted on 13 December 2013 and replies to the following questions 

n° 6 and 7).This will also increase the incentive for Member States and programme 

authorities to detect and correct errors earlier, before declaring expenditure to the 

Commission.  

As regards the harmonisation of interruptions and suspensions in the Commission, in 

the area of Cohesion policy both DG REGIO and EMPL now apply a fully aligned 

approach. For the new programming period 2014-2020, the regulation under adoption 

for common provisions on the Funds foresees a further harmonisation of the 

interruption of payments for all funds under shared management, including rural 

development (DG AGRI). 

 

2. Many of the errors take place in a few specific Member States. How will the 

Commission step up its targeted training in order to help Member States that 

are struggling with complex eligibility rules?   Did the flexibility given to 

Member States in determining eligibility rules for 2007-2013 mentioned in the 

response to para 5.9 in the ECA 2012 Annual Report go too far, and how 

much has this been mitigated for the 2014-2020 period? 

Commission's answer :  

Allowing Member States to determine national eligibility rules for 2007-2013 period 

was a simplification.  In the context of shared management the Member States have 

primary responsibility for the efficient management and implementation of Structural 

Funds. Under cohesion policy especially, where Member States can support a very 

wide scope of actions, it is appropriate that eligibility rules are tailored to the specific 

circumstances and to the nature of support provided. It also allows Member States to 

align interventions with national strategies.  

The approach by which a limited set of eligibility rules is established at EU level and 

additional eligibility rules are established by Member States has also been followed 

the programming period 2014-2020. There are however more topics covered by the 

EU level rules for the new period. 

The Commission has also made considerable effort to harmonise eligibility rules set 

out at EU level across European Structural and Investment (ESI) Funds, and with 

other EU instruments, where possible.  The Commission has also strongly encouraged 

this harmonisation at national and regional level in order to simplify management for 

beneficiaries who otherwise would be faced with a different set of rules for each 

Fund. Harmonisation across policy areas should lead to a further reduction in errors 

due to mistakes by beneficiaries or authorities managing different Funds.  
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The new policy framework envisages ex-ante conditionalities linked to policy 

priorities to ensure minimum conditions for the implementation of ESI Funds are in 

place before operations are implemented. This will also offer a framework for 

defining eligibility rules. However, in certain cases capacity building continues to be 

necessary to ensure that the systems are truly effective. Member States will be 

required to analyse the need for capacity building (of both authorities and 

beneficiaries) in their Partnership Agreements and to set out a summary of the actions 

to be taken to this effect. This will give the Commission a possibility to engage in 

dialogue with Member States early on in the programming process to map their needs 

and to identify the support needed.  

Support provided to Member States with specific needs regarding administrative 

capacity may take various forms – experts from Member States, following the model 

of the twinning facility offered to candidate countries and new Member States; 

facilitation of cooperation with international institutions; organising tailor made 

workshops/seminars; creation of expert networks and/or good practice exchange 

platforms; peer-to-peer reviews etc. All these resources will be used to pro-actively 

intervene beyond the traditional scope of assistance by supporting, advising and 

guiding Member States to increase the quality of spending. Member States / regions 

with frequent errors will be targeted with tailor made actions. A dedicated unit in DG 

REGIO has been established to lead these actions. 

 

3. Failure to comply with public procurement rules accounts for more than half 

of the error rate estimated by the Court. How can the Commission ensure that 

the numbers of errors in public procurement procedures are reduced? To what 

extent can the revision and harmonisation of shared management contribute to 

the reduction of errors? Does the Commission have estimates of the amounts 

actually at risk from such errors, compared with the ECA´s judgement that the 

whole value of a procurement project is counted as error, whatever the nature 

or the scale of the error involved? 

Commission's answer :  

Under shared management, Member States have primary responsibility for the 

efficient management and implementation of Structural and Cohesion Funds. The 

responsibility for complying with public procurement law rests in first place with the  

beneficiary of EU funds who act as contracting authority for a public tender. 

Programme authorities have to verify that the implementation of public procurements 

rules is complied with by beneficiaries of public funds. However, when  the policy is 

not being implemented correctly or effectively, the Commission does its utmost to 

assist the responsible authorities..  

Public procurement errors account for over half of the total errors and for an even 

higher proportion of financial corrections. In part this is due to the complexity of 

public procurement rules, but also to the diverse arrangements for managing EU funds 

across Member States and the broad range of contracting authorities involved at 

different levels of government, each with different degrees of expertise. 
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The reduction of errors in public procurement is possible if the different managing 

and contracting authorities improve their knowledge of the rules and the way to 

comply with them. The Commission has made continuous efforts to assist Member 

States to build their administrative capacity in the area of public procurement, notably 

through "train-the-trainer" events and through audits recommendations to the 

auditees. The Commission has also shared with Member States’ audit authorities its 

check lists to control operations subject to public procurement procedures, and 

encouraged audit authorities to share these check-lists with managing authorities to 

help them improving their management verifications. DG Internal Market is 

increasingly looking at the effectiveness of policy implementation and produced its 

first Public Procurement Implementation Report in 2012. 

The Commission has recently established an inter service working group, including 

DGs Internal Market, Regional and Urban policy, Employment and Social Affairs, 

Agriculture and rural Development, and Maritime Affairs and Fisheries, to identify 

and launch a coordinated Action Plan for improving implementation of public 

procurement rules in the new programming period. The first actions include the 

development of Guidance for Practitioners on how to avoid the most frequent errors 

and an assessment of how best to disseminate the findings to Contracting Authorities.  

This action plan also includes actions to exploit the potential of using public 

procurement as a strategic tool to further policy objectives and achieve more with 

limited public budgets.  This includes sharing good practices between Member States 

on themes such as value-for-money, improved process efficiency and transparency 

through e-procurement, greater cross-border competition, green procurement, 

procurement of innovation, and ensuring access for SMEs to public tenders.   

Targeted seminars are also envisaged to take place in four other Member States in 

2014. For the specific cases of Romania and Bulgaria, DGs Regional and Urban 

policy and Internal Market are working with the national authorities on country action 

plans to address public procurement weaknesses, with support from technical 

assistance experts for concrete deliverables, such as standardized tender documents. 

The regulation for the 2014-2020 period, to be adopted before year end, also sets out 

ex ante conditionalities for the proper implementation of the upcoming programmes, 

as from the beginning of the programming period.  

The new package of public procurement Directives due to be adopted early in 2014 

will help further simplifying the rules for all actors. 

On the corrective side, the Commission is carrying out targeted audits to programmes 

where specific risks in relation to public procurement procedures have been detected. 

The Commission is also updating its guidelines of financial corrections on public 

procurement to be applied by all Commission Services responsible for shared 

management Funds. This harmonisation will help extending the public procurement 

expertise and facilitating the administrative capacity of the bodies involved. These 

updated Guidelines are in the final stage of being adopted by the Commission.  

The Commission and the European Court of Auditors usually agree on the type of 

errors but take different views on the way to quantify such errors, despite efforts made 

to try and harmonise the position. In 2009, the Commission invited the Court to 
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harmonise methodologies for breaches on public procurement, financial corrections 

and to agree on the criteria to be applied. The Court declined this invitation. The 

Court indicated to the European Parliament in previous discharge exercises that while 

it quantifies the error as 100% for quantifiable errors (but not compliance errors), it 

understands that the Commissions needs to quantify financial corrections on a 

different basis with rates of corrections 2%, 5%, 10%, 25% and to 100% through the 

Commission guidelines for financial corrections under public procurement. The 

Commission estimates that the amounts actually at risk from such public procurement 

errors detected by the ECA would have an impact of 1.9 percentage point less on the 

error rate reported by the Court (including compliance errors not quantified by the 

Court but that would lead to a financial correction in accordance with the Commission 

guidelines on financial corrections).  

 

4. Jedes Jahr finden wir die gleichen Fehlerarten wie im Vorjahr: Verstöße gegen 

die Vorschriften für die Vergabe öffentlicher Aufträge sowie das Geltend-

Machen Nicht-anrechenbarer Ausgaben. Warum gelingt es der Kommission 

nicht, diese abzustellen? 

Commission's answer :  

In 2011, the Commission published an analysis of errors in Cohesion Policy for the 

years 2006-2009 (SEC(2011) 1179, 5 October 2011), providing an analysis of the 

most frequent types or errors which are breaches of public procurement rules and 

declaration of ineligible expenditure and projects.  

Root causes of the errors include complex rules both at EU and national level, in 

particular in the area of public procurement, the set-up of complex management 

structures in the Member States and the involvement of many actors in the 

implementation of the programmes, as well as persistent weaknesses in the 

management and control systems in certain Member States. The Commission has 

recognised the need to simplify rules wherever possible and has taken action. The new 

common legal framework for all Funds will reduce legal complexity in the next period 

and enhance possibilities for simplification and the use of simplified cost options. In 

the area of public procurement, rules will be simplified in a new Directive which is to 

be adopted in early next year. 

The Honourable Member is referred to Commission's reply to question 3. 

 

5. Bei 56% der fehlerbehafteten Vorgänge im Bereich Regionalpolitik 

(quantifizierbar und/oder nicht quantifizierbar) lagen den mitgliedstaatlichen 

Behörden nach Ansicht des Hofes Informationen vor, die ausgereicht hätten, 

um einen oder mehrere Fehler vor der Bescheinigung der an die Kommission 

übermittelten Ausgabenerklärungen aufzudecken und zu berichtigen. Kommt 

die Kommission in ausreichender Weise ihrer Aufsichtsfunktion nach? 

Commission's answer :  
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The fact that 56% of the error found could and should have been detected by the 

Member States before certifying the expenditure is a cause of serious concern for the 

Commission since first level verifications are the first line of defence against errors in 

multilevel and multiannual management and control systems. The Commission takes 

fully account of this in exercising its supervisory role and continuously takes action to 

identify and remedy problems. 

DG Regional and Urban Policy carried out complementary audit work directly at the 

level of the managing authorities, intermediate bodies and beneficiaries in order to 

obtain assurance on the functioning of the management verifications through the audit 

of high risk operational programmes and areas such as management verifications in 

complex areas such as public procurement, state aid, revenue generating projects or 

financial engineering instruments. 77 audit missions were carried out under this 

enquiry during the period mid 2010 until November 2013 covering  more than 70 

operational programmes in 16 Member States. 

The Commission therefore targets its audits to programmes where quality of 

management verifications is at risk. 

In order to exercise its supervisory role when management and control systems are not 

effective, the Commission has at its disposal a range of preventive and corrective 

legal tool. DG Regional and Urban Policy applies a strict policy on interruption and 

suspensions of payments in order to safeguard EU Funds as soon as there is evidence 

to suggest a significant deficiency in the management and control system, and in 

particular in management verifications. In 2012, 109 warning letters have been sent, 

78 interruptions decided, suspension procedures were initiated for 66 programmes, 

and 2 suspension decisions were adopted. In 2013, these figures amount respectively 

to 66 warning letters, 106 interruptions, suspension procedures for 71 programmes, 

and 4 suspensions decisions. This represents a EUR 3.9 billion of interrupted payment 

deadlines in 2013 

The Honourable Member is also referred to the Commission's reply to question 6 on 

further requirements under the 2014-2020 legal framework to reinforce Member 

Sates' accountability. 
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Supervisory and Control Systems 

6. The European Parliament has consistently called for the Commission to ensure 

that Member States' management and control systems are improved. With the 

new programming period due to get underway, how can the Commission 

ensure that measures are taken to improve the detection and correction of 

errors at Member State level? What more can be done to share best practice 

between Member States and regions so that methods are improved with the 

aim of reducing the error rate? 

Commission's answer :  

The Common Provisions Regulation contains reinforced control provisions 

compared to 2007-2013 and requirements that improve the Member States’ 

accountability so as to better address errors and ensure legality and regularity of co-

financed expenditure. Two major aspects need to be underlined: 

- The introduction of compulsory net financial corrections to be adopted by the 

Commission when EU audits detect irregularities indicating a serious deficiency not 

detected / reported by the programme authorities in relation to the programme 

accounts submitted  by 15 February each year (see the Communication from the 

Commission on “Methods of application of net financial corrections impacting at the 

level of Member States” adopted on 13 December and transmitted to the European 

Parliament and the CONT Committee). Net financial corrections reducing the 

Member States’allocations in case of undetected/non reported serious deficiencies will 

provide increased incentives for national robust and timely controls, including by the 

managing authorities, before certifying programme accounts to the Commission.  

- The increased use of simplified cost options and their positive results in bringing 

down the error rate. 

Other reinforced financial management and control provisions compared to the 2007-

2013 programming period includes in particular: 

- A new financial management framework with a programme accounting year running 

from 1
st
 July to 30 June each year. The certifying authority certifies to the 

Commission the expenditure in the programme accounts drawn up for each 

accounting year, containing only legal and regular expenditure cumulatively declared 

during the accounting year and cleared from all irregularities detected following 

national verifications and audits. 

- A 10% retention mechanism on all Commission interim payments during the 

accounting year meaning that the Commission reimburses the entirety of claimed 

expenditure only once all national controls including the audits by the audit authority 

have been carried out and their results fully analysed and taken into account by the 

managing and certifying authorities. 

- The submission by the programme managing authority of a management declaration 

confirming information contained in the accounts and that the control system in place 

gives the necessary guarantees concerning the legality and regularity of the operations 

and declared expenditure. This declaration will be accompanied by a report containing 
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a summary of all control and audit results carried out up to certification of the 

accounts, an analysis of the nature and extent of errors and system weaknesses 

identified, as well as of corrective actions taken or planned. 

- Independent audit work and audit opinion on the accounts, in addition to audits on 

the proper functioning of systems and representative samples of operations and 

expenditure as in the current period, by the programme audit authority. This will 

include assurance that all detected irregular expenditure has been appropriately and 

correctly decertified and excluded from interim payment claims or from the annual 

accounts and that when serious deficiencies were detected, corrective actions were 

implemented. 

These improved 2014-2020 financial control procedures imply that the Member States 

will have strong incentives to carry out timely, effective and robust control 

procedures, including management verifications, before certification of the accounts. 

When drawing up the accounts, the management declaration and the audit opinion, the 

programme authorities should have obtained reasonable assurance through such 

control procedures that all material irregularities have been corrected and that possible 

serious deficiency, at any level of the management and control system, have been 

detected and addressed, or are being addressed to avoid the risk of net financial 

corrections.  

With regard to sharing best practices, the Commission is working closely with both 

the audit authorities and the managing authorities. On the audit side, regular meetings 

on methodological issues are organised: the regulatory annual bilateral control 

meetings where the Commission meets individually the audit authorities on general 

and specific audit issues and methodologies; multilateral technical meetings with 

representatives from all 28 Member States' audit authorities; and the annual meeting 

with the "Homologues group" where audit issues of common interest are debated 

extensively. On the implementation side, DG Regional and Urban Policy also 

organised and will continue to organise specific technical trainings targeted for some 

Member States on management verification, public procurement procedures and fraud 

prevention measures. It holds also annual technical meetings to develop and share best 

practices and guidance. 

Furthermore, DG REGIO has established a dedicated competence centre (unit) for 

addressing the significant weaknesses in administrative and institutional capacities of 

some Member States and removing bottlenecks in the management of the Funds. A 

new instrument to learn from each other will make it possible for programme 

authorities to exchange experts and practices. The role of the Commission will be to 

promote the mechanism, collect requests and offers and provide quality control. The 

Commission has also launched a public procurement action plan between Structural 

Funds Directorates General and DG MARKT. One of the first deliverables is the 

development of a guide on public procurement dedicated to national authorities on 

how to mitigate the most common errors leading to financial corrections. It will also 

set a training plan for 2014-2020 for national authorities so as to "Train the trainers" 

on new 2014-2020 management and control rules (see also reply to question 2). 

Specific training seminars will be held in selected Member States. 
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Financial corrections 

7. Wie möchte die Kommission, die Mittel, die durch Nettofinanzkorrekturen 

eingezogen werden, neu verwenden? 

Commission's answer :   

Financial corrections that lead to "revenue arising from the repayment,…, of amounts 

wrongly paid" are treated as assigned revenue (Art. 21(3)(c) FR). Article 7 of the 

Rules of Application of the Financial Regulation (RAP) determines that the budget 

remarks shall show which budget lines may receive the appropriations corresponding 

to the assigned revenue. The amounts corrected and clawed back by the Commission 

are credited to the EU budget as assigned revenue on specific budget lines. The 

resulting appropriations can be used to cover any type of expenditure of that budget 

line without being targeted to any specific Member State. 

 

8. Bis Ende 2012 entfielen 90% der Finanzkorrekturen auf Frankreich, 

Griechenland, Italien, Polen Portugal, Rumänien, Spanien und auf die 

Tschechische Republik. Wie erklärt die Kommission die Schwächen dieser 

Mitgliedsländer und was unternimmt die Kommission, um die Schwächen 

abzustellen? 

Commission's answer : 

The Honourable Member refers to figures presented in the Communication from the 

Commission on the “Protection of the European union budget to end 2012” 

(COM(2013)682 final/2) where table 6.2.2. presents financial corrections 

implemented in 2012 from all budget areas under shared management. In this 

Communication, the Commission also indicates that in addition to making financial 

corrections and recoveries, it also implements a strict policy of interruptions and 

suspensions as soon as significant weaknesses are identified. This strict policy has 

contributed to reinforcing the Commission’s supervision over Member States and 

speeding-up the adoption of the necessary corrective measures at Member State level, 

including implementation of financial correction, when necessary. 

As indicated in reply to questions 6, 11 and 13, the Common Provisions Regulation 

for the next programming period also contains reinforced control provisions and a 

new legal tool for compulsory net financial corrections by the Commission which 

should strengthen the Member States' management and control system. The 

Commission believes that those above-described actions will bring substantial 

improvements overtime and progressively remedy the weaknesses identified in the 

Member States most error-prone. 

Regarding the specific cases mentioned in the question, the following Member States 

are concerned by important financial corrections implemented in 2012 in the area of 

ERDF and the Cohesion Fund, the other ones being under the responsibility of 

Commissioners Ciolos and Andor who will provide replies to their written questions
1
: 

                                                 
1
 See in particular replies of Commissioner Ciolos to questions 8-10, 19-20 and 32. 
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For Spain, the implementation of important financial corrections in 2012 was mainly 

a result of the closure of the 2000-2006 programmes, where corrections decided in 

previous years or at closure of the programmes could eventually be implemented with 

the final EU payment in 2012. 

For the current programming period 2007-2013, the situation as regards the 

management and control systems has improved significantly. However, the complex 

implementation structure of the Spanish ERDF programmes where the responsibility 

stays basically at the level of the intermediate bodies (national, regional or local ones) 

contributes to errors. Deficiencies can still be found in specific intermediate bodies. 

Out of a total of 150 intermediate bodies, DG REGIO issued reservations for 15 

bodies in its 2012 AAR. These are not necessary the same as in previous AARs, 

which is inherent with so many bodies involved in the management of the Funds (see 

see Annex II). In relation to the main risky area (public procurement), the preventive 

actions implemented by the Spanish authorities following REGIO's recommendations 

has led to a reduction of the errors. It has to be noted that the reliable audit work 

carried out by the Spanish audit authority (IGAE) has allowed the identification of the 

problematic bodies in order to take the appropriate corrective measures. 

For Romania, Commission audits identified in 2011 serious weaknesses in the area of 

public procurement, related management verifications and fraud prevention and 

detection. As a result, it interrupted payments to 4 of the 5 ERDF/Cohesion fund 

programmes. In December 2011, following improvements made by the national 

authorities to the set-up of the management and control system the Commission lifted 

the interruption but requested the Romanian authorities to demonstrate by mid-2012 

that the improved system was functioning effectively. Subsequent national and 

Commission audits however identified in the first half of 2012 remaining serious 

deficiencies. Therefore, reservations were made in DG REGIO's 2012 AAR for 3 

programmes and flat rate financial corrections ranging from 10% to 25% were 

proposed by the Commission and accepted and implemented by the Romanian 

authorities for a total of EUR 49,7 million for the 4 mainstream programmes. As the 

flat rate corrections affected contracts which had only been partially implemented at 

that date it was also agreed that any future expenditure on these contracts would be 

corrected by the national authorities before declaration to the Commission. This could 

potentially raise the total correction to over EUR 500 million. 

During the last 2 years, the Commission services have organised frequent technical 

meetings with the national authorities, and held numerous training seminars with the 

Romanian programmes authorities (on the approach to public procurement audit and 

management verifications, on fraud prevention). It commissioned and coordinated a 

study on the public procurement system with concrete recommendations to 

standardised tendering documents and procedures and presented a risk scoring tool to 

improve the efficiency of management verifications. Through its audit work in 2013 

and 2014, the Commission will continue to monitor the functioning of the 

management and control system 

Concerning the Czech Republic, the Commission, the Court of Auditors and the 

national authorities detected in 2011 important deficiencies in the functioning of the 

ERDF/CF management and control systems for the programming period 2007-2013. 

In particular, the Commission assessed the work of the audit authority in 2011 as "not 
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working" due to the lack of independence of the delegated audit bodies (DAB), 

insufficient supervision and coordination of the audit authority on the DABs but also 

to weak management verifications, weak management of irregularities and inadequate 

administrative capacity. As a result, DG REGIO issued reservations for all 14 

mainstream programmes in its 2011 AAR. EU payments were stopped as long as the 

corrective actions were not implemented. The Czech authorities agreed to an action 

plan addressing these deficiencies. Based on audit evidence, the Commission resumed 

payments for 7 programmes in July 2012. For the remaining 7 programmes, further 

corrective measures were required. Following two follow-up audit missions carried 

out in 2013 and the analysis of the 2013 Annual control report to be received in 

December 2013, the Commission will take a final conclusion on the implementation 

of the action plan. In the meantime, improvements were noted in the work of the 

Czech audit authority. DG REGIO is increasingly relying on the work carried out by 

the audit authority, though insisting on the requirements that the irregularities detected 

in the audit reports should be quantified adequately. 

With reference to Poland, the main reason for the high level of financial corrections 

was due to incompliance of the national public procurement law with the EU 

legislation in this area and to the incorrect application of public procurement rules. 

The corrections were agreed between the EC services and the Polish authorities in the 

framework of an Action Plan (programming period 2000-06). The national authorities 

adjusted the national public procurement provisions to comply with the EU law. 

However, due to the impact of public procurement tender procedures on expenditure 

declared for up to a few years thereafter, the relevant corrections are still being 

applied. In particular, within Cohesion Fund a flat-rate correction of 2% is applied as 

a result of an agreement between Commission services and national authorities during 

the closure procedure. The Polish authorities have since 2008 taken a much stricter 

approach to the modifications of contracts and the award of additional works and 

services to contractors to provide for greater compliance with public procurement 

legislation. The Commission is monitoring the correct application of the legislation 

and carrying out audits on a regular basis. 

As regards Portugal, the financial corrections relating to ERDF were applied at the 

closure of the 2000-06 programming period due to high error rates which were 

extrapolated to the whole expenditure declared to the Commission. The high error 

rates referred to three operational programmes. These error rates were mainly due to 

instances of incompliance with public procurement rules which were detected by the 

national audit authority. Furthermore, for one operational programme, the error rate 

was further increased by the ineligibility of a whole financial engineering instrument 

due to non-compliance with the funding conditions 

 

9. Die Kommission wünscht, dass der Hof Pauschalberichtigungen in seine 

Berechnungen einbezieht, was dieser ablehnt. Der Hof argumentiert, dass bei 

der Anwendung von Pauschalberichtigungen der Art und Schwere des 

Verstoßes nicht ausreichend Rechnung getragen wird. Welche Schritte 

unternehmen die Kommission und der Hof, um mehr Gemeinsamkeiten in 

diesem Punkt zu erzielen? 

Commission's answer :  
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The Commission regrets that the Court included in its quantification errors that have 

been corrected through flat rate corrections at programme level. The Commission 

raised this with the Court in early 2013 to seek clarification and to explain the 

Commission's position that flat rate corrections effectively protect the EU budget. It 

furthermore addressed letters to the Court to lay down the position. The Commission 

maintained its position and expressed subsequently its divergent views in its official 

replies to the Court's 2012 annual report. In 2009, the Commission invited the Court 

to harmonise methodologies on financial corrections but the Court declined this 

invitation. 

The regulation foresees that whenever possible, the financial impact of an irregularity 

is quantified on the basis of the examination of individual cases but also allows the 

use of extrapolated or flat rate corrections. Flat rate corrections are the right and 

cost/efficient instrument to protect the EU budget when it is not possible to quantify 

precisely the financial impact of irregularities at programme or intermediary body 

level, due to the nature of the irregularity or system deficiency or when irregularities 

have occurred in an important number of operations. Alternatively extrapolated 

corrections may be applied on the basis of the audit results taken from a representative 

sample of operations. A specific Commission decision sets out the level of correction 

to be decided when flat rate corrections are applied, with clear criteria to be followed. 

In any case – individual, extrapolated or flat rate financial correction - the application 

of the financial correction by the Commission is deemed to restore a situation where 

all the expenditure declared for co-financing from the Structural and Cohesion Funds 

is in line with the applicable rules. By definition expenditure covered by a flat rate 

correction includes projects with and without errors. It should be noted that the 

population of projects subject to the extrapolated or flat rate correction may include: 

 Expenditure already declared to the Commission; 

 Expenditure incurred by beneficiaries, declared and registered by the Certifying 

Authorities in their accounts and to be declared to the Commission in future 

claims; 

 Expenditure still to be incurred by beneficiaries and to be declared to the 

Commission in future claims related to breaches of public procurement rules. In 

these cases a correction can also be fixed for the future since it may not be 

possible to put right the breach immediately. There may be continuous breaches 

that affect also future expenditure. 

All these three cases have an impact on the legality and regularity of the current and 

future EU reimbursements. The preventive and corrective impact is therefore 

maximized. 

Flat rate corrections are an essential tool for the Commission as they aim at correcting 

globally systemic errors for all expenditure concerned, up to a certain cut-off date. 

They are the result of the audit work carried out by Commission services and/or audit 

authorities. Two third of interruptions / suspensions by DG REGIO in 2013 are 

stemming from national audit work. This shows the reliability and importance of the 

national audit work. Flat rate corrections are not neutral for programme authorities, 

which have to find alternative (national) financing for the corrected projects since 

they generally cannot recover their financing from individual beneficiaries. They 

therefore have to justify their administrative shortcomings in front of their legislator 

and budgetary control authorities.  
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The deterrent effect of flat-rate corrections will increase significantly in 2014-2020 

with the new legal requirement for the Commission to implement net financial 

corrections under certain conditions. 

 

10. Machen Pauschalberichtigungen von 5% überhaupt Sinn? Sind diese 

„schmerzhaft“ genug? 

Commission's answer :  

Levels of the correction are fixed in line with pre-defined criteria and have to be 

proportionate taking into account the level of risk that is related to the detected error.  

The prime objective of all financial corrections is to restore the legality and regularity 

of expenditure, and not to sanction Member States. 

 

Structural funds 

11. Könnten wir bitte, bis zum 13 Dezember 2013, eine Übersicht erhalten, die die 

2007-2013 mit der 2014-2020 Strukturfondsverordnung vergleicht und die 

erzielten Verbesserungen im Bereich wirtschaftlichen Haushaltsführung 

herausstellt? 

Commission's answer :  

The key elements of the 2014-2020 reform are related to enhancing the accountability 

of Member States, increasing result orientation and performance, and emphasizing on 

simplification, particularly for beneficiaries. 

First, in the area of financial management, the framework for 2014-2020 will 

increase the accountability of Member States and managing authorities. Built up on 

experience to overcome errors and weaknesses on legality/regularity issues, it 

includes reinforced control provisions to provide additional incentives for improved 

accountability at national level: national designation of authorities based on the report 

of an independent audit body, introduction of a requirement for management 

declarations each year by managing authorities; of a formal certification of  accounts 

once all national controls have been carried out, combined with the 10% retention 

mechanism on interim payments during the accounting year. 

Compulsory net financial corrections following Community audits demonstrating 

serious deficiencies in the management and control system not 

detected/reported/corrected by the Member State are a new legal tool to complete the 

legal arsenal of the Commission supervision over Member States. This will mean that 

Member States will lose the corrected amounts. This will be an increased incentive to 

timely carry out robust controls at national level. These reinforced control provisions 

are to offset the risk that expenditure claimed from the Commission are not legal and 

regular. 
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These changes enhance the responsibility of Member States and aim to provide 

reasonable assurance on the legality and regularity of expenditure on an annual basis 

(see also reply to question 6). 

Second, to reinforce performance and effectiveness, the new legal framework 

foresees several key elements: targeting resources at key growth sectors linked to the 

Europe 2020 strategy through thematic concentration requirements; the introduction 

of the performance framework - fixing clear, transparent, measurable aims and targets 

for accountability and results; the introduction of ex-ante conditionalities to ensure 

that pre-conditions for effective investment are in place before funds are used; 

encouraging the increased use of financial instruments to give SMEs more support 

and access to credit.  

The Common Strategic Framework provides also the basis for better coordination 

between the European Structural and Investment Funds (ERDF, Cohesion Fund and 

ESF as the three funds under Cohesion Policy as well as the EAFRD and the EMFF). 

And more focus is put on the reliability of monitoring systems and of the data they 

contain, as this is linked to the possibility of suspension of payments by the 

Commission in case of non-compliance. 

Third, the reform will contribute to cutting red tape and simplifying the use of EU 

Funds. A common set of rules for all European Structural and Investment Funds will 

simplify management particularly for beneficiaries who implement operations under 

more than one Fund. The wider use of simplified costs will be encouraged, which will 

enable to simplify financial management of operations while shifting the focus of 

beneficiaries on the delivery of quality outputs and results. With simpler and clearer 

rules, legal certainly for beneficiaries will be reinforced, and with increased 

proportionality for small programmes and operations, their administrative burden will 

be adjusted to a lower level of risk. More targeted reporting requirements are defined, 

as reporting is focused on key indicators and hard data on progress made on the 

ground, and a requirement for electronic information exchange with beneficiaries by 

the end of 2015 under cohesion policy (“e-cohesion”) has been set. 

Annex 1. Key differences of financial management as compared with 2007-2013 

programming period. 

2007-2013 2014-2020 

1. Commitments 

 The first annual instalment of the budget 

commitment released automatically by the 

Commission, before the adoption of the 

OP. 

 First installment of the budget commitment 

released automatically by the Commission, 

following the adoption of the OP which 

represents the financing decision. 

 Subsequent commitments related to an OP 

are made annually and are adapted in case 

of amendments of the OP. 

 Commitments for the performance reserve 

are made annually on the basis of the initial 

financial plan of the OP and cannot be 

modified anymore. 

2. Automatic de-commitment rule 

 N+2 rule for EU 15  N+3 rule  
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 N+3 rule for EU 10+2 

Exception: Article 94 of the General Regulation 

on the Interruption for major projects and state 

aid schemes 

 The commitments for the performance 

reserve are not concerned by the N+3 rule 

Exceptions: No special derogation anymore for 

major projects and state aid schemes.   

3. Pre-financing/clearance of pre-financing 

 The pre-financing is paid in different 

instalments, spread over the years to the 

Member States (EU-15, EU 10+2) and 

Funds: SF (5%-10%) and CF (7,5%-10,5%). 

 The pre-financing is cleared at latest at the 

closure of the programme. 

 The initial pre-financing has been reduced. 

 The initial pre-financing amount shall be 

paid in installments as a percentage of the 

amount of support from the Funds for the 

entire programming period to the operational 

programme, as follows: 1 % in 2014 (1.5% 

for Member States receiving financial 

assistance); 1 % in 2015 (1.5% for Member 

States receiving financial assistance) and 

1 % in 2016. 

 Initial pre-financing is cleared at latest at 

the closure of the programme.  

 In addition, an annual pre-financing 

amount shall be paid as a percentage of the 

amount of the support from the Funds for the 

whole programming period to the 

operational programme, before 1 July in the 

years  

2016: 2% 

2017: 2,625% 

2018: 2,75% 

2019: 2.875% 

2020 to 2023: 3%  

 Annual pre-financing is cleared in the 

context of annual examination and 

acceptance of accounts.   

 The amount of the performance reserve 

will be excluded of the calculation of the 

pre-financing 

4. Submission of interim payments 

 The first application for interim payment 

shall be made after the report on the 

management and control systems is accepted 

by the Commission. 

 The first application for interim payment 
can be submitted by the Member State after 

the notification to the Commission on the 

designation of the managing and certifying 

authorities. 

 Regular submission of interim payment 

applications with an obligatory final 

application for interim payment at the end 

of the accounting period (by 31 July). 

 The first application for interim payment for 

the next accounting year can only be 

submitted after the Commission has received 

the final application for interim payment for 

the precedent accounting year 

5. M+24 rule(repayment of the pre-financing) 

 If no application for payment under the 

operational programme is sent within 24 

months from the date on which the 

Commission pays the first instalment pre-

 No obligation for repayment of pre-

financing. 
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financing amount, the total amount paid as 

pre-financing shall be reimbursed to the 

Commission 

6. Content of payment application 

 The certifying authority declares 

expenditure in applications for interim 

payments on cumulative basis from the start 

of the programme.   

 The total amount of eligible expenditure is 

broken down at the level of priority axis  

 The certifying authority declares expenditure 

in applications for interim payments 

cumulative in the accounting year (1 July to 

30 June and from 1 January 2014 to 30 June 

2015 for the first accounting year).  

 The total amount of eligible expenditure is 

broken down at the level of priority and 

Categories of Region, if applicable (Less 

Developed, Transition, More Developed, 

Outermost regions and Northern sparsely 

populated regions) 

7. Calculation of the interim payments 

 The co-financing rate is applied for each 

priority axis to the eligible expenditure 

 The amount to be paid to the MS is 

calculated on the basis of the application of 

the co-financing rate to each priority axis 

(and – if applicable - category of region). 

However a 10% retention is applied to the 

result of this calculation.  

 10% remaining balance to be paid/recovered 

after the examination and acceptance of the 

accounts. 

8. Closure of the OP 

 Closure documents: an application for 

payment of the final balance, a final 

implementation report and a declaration 

assessing the validity of the application for 

payment of the final balance and the legality 

and regularity of the underlying 

transactions, supported by a final control 

report  

 Closure documents: the final 

implementation report, and documents for 

the final accounting year (the accounts, the 

management declaration and the summary 

report, the audit opinion and the control 

report). 

 As the Commission examines and accepts 

the accounts on annual basis, the closure of 

the programme is lighter than in the 2007-

2013 programming period and corresponds 

to the last accounting year. 

 The payment of the final balance will be 

subject to the same process of annual 

examination and acceptance of accounts for 

the final accounting year. 

 

Annex 2. The functions of the authorities participating in the management and control 

systems (new functions compared to 2007-2013 period are indicated in bold). 

 
Main Bodies Functions 

Managing Authority  

(Article 114 of the CPR) 
 Supply adequate information to the beneficiaries and 

intermediate bodies 

 Make the selection of  the operations 

 Execute administrative and on the spot verifications 

(management verifications) 

 Submit the expenditure claims  occurred by beneficiaries  to 

CA 
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 Ensure an adequate audit trail 

 Put in place effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures taking into account the risks identified  

 Establish a system to record and store in computerised from 

data on operation, in particular data relating to indicators 

and milestones 

 Support the Monitoring Committee with information  

 Draw up the annual and final implementation reports, and 

submit them to the Commission after approval by the 

monitoring committee 

 Draw and submit the management declaration and the 

annual summary of controls 

Certifying Authority 

(Article 115 of the CPR) 
 Draw the payment claims and the annual accounts 

 Prepares and certifies the final payment application and the 

annual accounts (accounting year 30 June-1 July) 

 Ensure that there is a system which records and stores, in 

computerised form, accounting records for each operation 

Audit Authority 

(Article 116 of the CPR) 
 Set up the audit strategy – time to prepare it was reduced to 

[8] months. To be updated annually from 2016 until and 

including 2022. Not to be submitted to the Commission, only 

upon request 

 Carry out audits on systems and on operations  

 Supply annual audit opinion  and Annual Control Reports on 

systems,  including on the fraud risk assessment which was 

carried out by the managing authority and the 

accompanying effective and proportionate anti-fraud 

measures, on operations, as well as on annual accounts 

 Carry out audits on annual accounts 

Intermediate bodies  Carry out certain tasks of the managing or the certifying 

authority under the responsibility of that authority   The 

relevant arrangements between the managing authority or 

certifying authority and the intermediate bodies shall be 

formally recorded in writing, which is a new requirement in 

the regulation.  

 

12. Was hat sich aus Sicht der Kommission in der neuen Strukturfondsverordnung 

geändert, um Wiederholungstäter zu läutern? Wie werden die Mitgliedsstaaten 

in die Pflicht genommen? 

Commission's answer : 

The Common Provisions Regulation for the 2014-2020 programming period, to be 

adopted in the coming days, introduces a significant change with regard to financial 

corrections: under certain conditions fixed in the Common Provisions Regulation 

(Article 137(6)), in case of irregularities demonstrating a serious deficiency in the 

functioning of the management and control systems, the Commission must adopt a 

decision of a net financial correction. This has to be done even if the Member State 
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agrees to the correction, thus removing the current possibility for the Member State to 

re-use the EU amount made available through the financial correction.  

The  level of correction will take account of proportionality and of the residual risk in 

the programme accounts, as required in the regulation. The delegated act, to be 

adopted by the Commission under the empowerment procedure according to Article 

136(6) of the Common Provisions Regulation, will foresee this proportionality and 

also the possibility for increased corrections in case of repetition of the same 

deficiencies. When the same deficiencies are detected despite a previous financial 

correction, the Commission will apply an increased rate of correction compare to the 

first one. 

 

13. Wie sieht es aus mit den Finanzkorrekturen aus der neuen Allgemeinen 

Strukturfondsverordnung? Art. 137.6 besagt, dass Nettofinanzkorrekturen 

angewandt werden können, wenn die KOM "schwerwiegende Defizite" 

feststellt. Die Definition des KOM im entsprechenden delegierten Rechtsakt 

ist sehr schwammig - gibt es inzwischen eine stichfeste Formulierung der 

Kriterien, was als "schwerwiegendes Defizit"  gezählt wird? Wird auch der 

Wiederholung Rechnung getragen? Die Nettofinanzkorrektur-Schritte 

scheinen relativ Bescheiden - 5%, 10%, 25% oder 100% - warum gibt es keine 

Abstufungen zwischen 25% und 100%? Wie ist der Zeitplan für die 

Verhandlung der delegierten Rechtsakte? 

Commission's answer : 

The Honourable Member is referred to the Communication from the Commission on 

Methods of application of net financial corrections impacting at the level of Member 

States adopted on 13 December and sent to the President of the European Parliament 

and the Chairman of the Committee on Budgetary Control, as well as to the Discharge 

rapporteur and the Coordinators of the political Group of the Committee on Budgetary 

Control. 

The notion of “serious deficiency in the effective functioning of a management and 

control system” is clearly defined in the Common Provisions Regulation itself (Article 

2) to be adopted in the coming days. Essentially it means that if the deficiency in one 

of the key requirements of the system is such as to give rise to a risk of material error, 

it is serious.  

In addition, the delegated act gives the criteria for determining when a serious 

deficiency exists: it will be done on the basis of the assessment of the compliance and 

effectiveness of the key requirements of the management and control systems. 13 key 

requirements related to the adequacy and the appropriateness of systems and 

procedures are defined in the delegated act. They concern the Managing, the 

Certifying and the Audit authorities.  

The assessment of these key requirements will be performed by means of system 

audits, and will result in a classification in one of the four categories, ranging from 

"Works well; only minor improvement(s) needed" for the best (Category 1) to 

"Essentially does not work" for the worst (Category 4). It will be considered that a 
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serious deficiency exists when one at least of the main key requirements or two at 

least of the others are assessed as Category 3 or 4. 

The decision to use any level of correction will take account of proportionality and of 

the residual risk in the programme accounts, as required in the Common Provisions 

Regulation. The delegated act foreseen in Article 136(6) of the Common Provisions 

Regulation foresees this proportionality and also the possibility for increased 

corrections for repeated deficiencies.  

The Commission intends to adopt the delegated act in February 2014. Its entry into 

force will then depend on whether the Legislator raises any objection. According to 

article 290 of the Treaty on the functioning of the European Union, there are no 

negotiations on delegated acts. So if the European Parliament and the Council do not 

raise objections at the required majorities, the act will be deemed adopted two months 

after its formal notification. 

The Honourable Member is also referred to the Commission's reply to question 12. 

 

14. In seinem Brief vom 26. November 2013 akzeptiert der Kommissionspräsident 

die wichtige Rolle von automatischen Nettofinanzkorrekturen. Welche 

Vorschläge werden Ihre Dienste unterbreiten, um dem Anliegen des 

Haushaltskontrollausschusses und des Kommissionspräsidenten Rechnung zu 

tragen? 

Commission's answer :  

The Honourable Member is referred to the Commission's reply to question 13. 

 

15. Wurden bei wiederholt auffälligen Mitgliedsstaaten entsprechende 

Reformbedingungen in die Partnerschaftsvereinbarungen geschrieben? Wenn 

ja, welche? Wenn nein, warum nicht? 

Commission's answer :  

When initiating the preparations with Member States for the 2014-2020 programming 

period, the Commission services analysed development needs and obstacles in all 

Member States and outlined in position papers the priorities for funding in all 

countries. Where necessary, the position papers also outlined shortcomings in 

administrative capacity to deliver the EU funding. Where relevant, issues with 

delivery system of European Structural and Investment Funds were included in their 

respective position papers, which now form the framework for the Commission to 

negotiate the new programmes with these Member States.  

Commission has proposed (and Council agreed) country-specific recommendations on 

the issue of administrative capacity to several Member States and these form an 

essential element of the negotiations with these Member States for the 2014-2020 

period.  
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Furthermore, for many Member States with problems in administrative capacity, 

Commission has proposed in the position papers to make use of thematic objective 11 

- Enhancing institutional capacity and an efficient public administration – to ensure 

continuous support to improving the ESIF delivery system throughout the 2014-2020 

period. The thematic objective 11 has been proposed for: PL, BG, CZ, EE, EL, HU, 

IT, LT, LV, PT, RO, SI, SK, HR, FR (outermost regions of FR) 

The above issues are currently discussed in the informal dialogue with Member 

States. Once Member States submit their Partnership Agreements and programmes 

formally, the Commission will analyse whether sufficient improvements have taken 

place in the delivery system and if not, continue to stress the relevant points during 

the formal negotiations. Where the ex-ante conditionality on administrative capacity 

has not been met, an action plan will be requested and inserted into the concerned 

programmes. 

 

16. Wie bewertet die KOM die Möglichkeit, nationale 

Zuverlässigkeitserklärungen als Teil der ESM-Auflagen einzuführen? 

Commission's answer : 

The conditionality attached to the assistance provided by the ESM is monitored by the 

European Commission, in liaison with the ECB and, wherever possible, with the IMF. 

A national declaration of assurance would add little to the very thorough and detailed 

monitoring process pursued by these institutions 

 

17. The co-financing rates for EU Structural Funds increased for some member 

states which benefitted from the EFSM and from financial assistance for 

member states balances of payments. Could the Commission please provide an 

overview of the 1) member states which profited from the increase 2) the new 

and the former co-financing rate per member state 3) dates, when it has 

entered into force (where they applied retroactively) and the date it has been 

limited to per member state 4) a detailed list of projects (including the 

amounts) which were funded under these provisions per member state. 

Commission's answer :  

1) The countries that have been or still are eligible for the top-up are LV, PT, GR, IE, 

RO, HU and CY. LV did not ask to benefit from the top-up. All other countries have 

benefited, or still are benefiting, from the top-up.  

2) Technically, the top-up is not a new co-financing rate. It is a payment given as 

extra on top of the co-financing rate. In any case the top-up was given to each 

programme and therefore it cannot be calculated at Member State level because 

Member States have programmes under the competitiveness and the convergence 

objectives which have different maximum co-financing rates. Moreover, for a 

programme to benefit from the top-up it first must use the maximum rate allowed by 

ANNEX III of regulation 1083/2006. The co-financing rate for all convergence 
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programmes was 85% and for all competitiveness programmes was 50%. The top-up 

payment effectively allowed the Commission to make payments as if the co-financing 

rate was 95% for convergence and 60% for competitiveness. 

3) The top-up was given from 1 January 2010 and initially was going to be applied 

until 31 December 2013. However, a recent modification which will enter into force 

in a few days will prolong the top-up until the end of the programming period. 

4) The Commission manages programmes and not projects and is therefore not in a 

position to provide the requested list of projects. 

  10% top-up start date 
10% top-up end 

date  

Greece 11/05/2010 end of period 

Cyprus 08/05/2013 end of period 

Romania 01/01/2010 31/03/2013* 

Romania 25/10/2013 end of the period 

Latvia did not apply did not apply 

Portugal 24/05/2011 end of period 

Hungary 01/01/2010 04/11/2010 

Ireland 10/12/2010 end of period** 

* Romania came back under a pre-cautionary assistance programme in October 2013 

and it started receiving the top-up again until the end of the period 

** The Irish financial assistance was extended for a further two months up to 8 

February 2014. This is a technical adjustment but it allows IE to continue receiving 

the top-up until the end of the period 

 

18. At the end of 2013 the Moratorium on recoveries for certain Member states 

ends. Could the COM indicate which sums of the Structural Funds fall under 

this Moratorium - in which Member states? Could the COM also indicate the 

payment deadlines and sums for 2014 and 2015? 

Commission's answer :  

Since the issue of "Moratorium for financial corrections" concerns agriculture and not 

Structural/Cohesion Funds, the Honourable Member is invited to refer to the reply to 

written question n°1 to the attention of Commissioner Ciolos. 

 

19. Gibt es eine Aufstellung seitens der KOM über "nachgerückte" Projekte in der 

letzten Finanzperiode pro Mitgliedsstaat? Kann die Kommission schätzen, 

welcher Schaden dem jeweiligen nationalen Steuerzahler durch diese 
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"nachgerückten" Projekte (100% nationale Mittel im gestrichenen Projekt + 

erneute Ko-Finanzierung im nachgerückten Projekt) entstanden ist? 

 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission manages programmes and not projects under the 2007-2013 

programming period. It therefore does not possess and is not in a position to provide 

the Honourable Member with a list of ‘replacement’ projects at Member State level. 

All expenditure that has been deemed irregular and thus subject to a financial 

correction by the Commission is borne by the respective national budgets and tax 

payers, unless the Member States recover the unduly paid amounts from the 

beneficiaries (which is an obligation under Article 101 of the current regulation, when 

this is possible). The EU budget is protected. Since a significant number of financial 

corrections are due to deficiencies in the Member States' management and control 

systems, national authorities cannot recover all corrections from individual 

beneficiaries. They are obliged to find alternative (national) financing and have to 

justify their administrative shortcomings in front of their legislator and budgetary 

control authorities.  

Under the 2007-2013 programming period, the Commission imposed EUR 979 

million of corrections for ERDF/CF programmes, in addition to national financial 

corrections. These corrections were accepted by Member States, which therefore can 

re-use these amounts for other, eligible projects under the current programmes. The 

most concerned Member States are Spain, Greece, Hungary, the Czech Republic and 

Poland. 

 

Reservations 

20. Following the information given in the AAR DG REGI there are two 

Cohesion Fund reservations (one full, one reputational) due to suspicion of 

fraud and which are still concerning the Programming period 2000 – 2006 

(2012 AAR, page 70): 

a. Romania - Transport: due to suspicion of fraud in the implementation of 

several projects (non-respect of contract specifications). It is a full 

reservation. Payments were made in 2012 

b. Poland - Transport: reservation is due to the suspicion of fraud at the level 

of the road agency. It is a reputational reservation due to the fact that there 

were no payments made in 2012. 

Could you please provide the Parliament with detailed information about these 

two programmes: (e.g. financial means involved, since when the programmes 

are under reservation; please give details about the fraud cases; how many 

years each programme has been under reservation (please give each period and 

type of reservation))? 
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Commission's answer :Reply to question 20 a) 

In 2012, DG REGIO contracted external experts to carry out a quality assessment of 

three separate Cohesion Fund transport projects in Romania. The objective of the 

quality assessment was to verify compliance of the works with the related contract 

requirements, the technical specifications and any variations. The 3 assessed projects 

were: (i) Bucuresti - Baneasa - Feteşti railway, (ii) Campina - Predeal railway and (iii)  

Sibiu bypass motorway. 

The report identified a number of quality problems in these projects relating to ballast 

layers below the top layer, rails which needed to be repaired and second hand sleepers 

in sidings of bad quality. These quality related problems together with a suspected 

fraud case involving one of the 3 projects led to the reservation in the Annual Activity 

Report for 2012. These issues are being followed up by both the national authorities 

and by DG REGIO in the context of the closure of these three individual Cohesion 

Fund projects. In relation to the suspected fraud case the matter has been sent to the 

Romanian Directorate for Anti-corruption. No payments were made to these projects 

in 2012 or 2013. 

Reply to question 20 b) 

The reputational reservation for road construction projects in Poland co-financed by 

the Cohesion Fund for the period 2000-2006 was made following criminal 

investigations, brought to Court, concerning projects implemented by the Polish 

National Road Agency, GDDKiA, within the Infrastructure and Environment 

Operational Programme for the programme period 2007-2013.  

In December 2012 and the first quarter of 2013 the Commission services requested 

the Polish authorities to perform a wide-ranging control on road construction projects 

implemented by GDDKiA in order to establish the scope of irregularities and to assess 

the risk of other projects having been affected and to further develop a comprehensive 

fraud prevention strategy. These actions resulted in that for 11 projects the competent 

national Polish bodies, i.e. the President of the Office of Competition and Consumer 

Protection, the Internal Security Agency, the Central Anti-Corruption Bureau, the 

Police and the Public Prosecutor’s Office have been asked to verify the regularity of 

the work contracts in these projects. 

In the context of the closure of the 2000-2006 Cohesion Fund projects in Poland, the 

Commission will not make any final payments to the open road construction projects 

managed by GDDKiA and will take appropriate measures before closure. This 

concerns 10 projects with a total approved Cohesion Fund contribution of 

approximately EURO 1 422 467 580,00. 

It is the first time the Cohesion Fund 2000-2006 in Poland came under a reservation. 

Finally, it has to be mentioned that, as it can be seen page 77 of the AAR 2012, these 

two sectors were not under reservation in the AAR 2011. 

 

21. There are nine reputational reservations for the ERDF programmes concerning 

the 2000 - 2006 programming period due to the fact that financial corrections 
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above 5% still need to be paid at closure (2012 AAR, page 70). Could the 

Commission please provide the Parliament with a detailed list of these 

Programmes: respective programme; total amount of the Programme; financial 

corrections already implemented and still need to be paid per programme; how 

many years each programme has been under reservation (please give each 

period and type of reservation))? 

Commission's answer : list with the 9 OPs as annex 

As regards the detailed list of these nine programmes and the additional information 

requested, the Honourable Member is referred to Annex I attached. For each 

programme, the reasons for each year reservation (2009-2012), together with the 

financial data requested (fund allocations and financial corrections) is given. The 

reservations linked to the three Spanish programmes are lifted as the Spanish 

authorities have accepted the closure proposal 

The reservations for the three Italian programmes are still open as the Member State is 

contesting the amounts of the corrections and the contradictory process is still on-

going.  

Two out of three reservations linked to the Irish programmes are still open as there is 

not yet an agreement on the correction to be applied. 

 

 

22. Für die folgenden Länder hat der Generaldirektor in seinem Tätigkeitsbericht 

Vorbehalte geltend gemacht: Schweden, Spanien, die Tschechische Republik 

und für grenzübergreifende Programme aufzuweisen. Welche Maßnahmen hat 

die Kommission ergriffen? 

Commission's answer :  

Following the issuance of reservations in the Annual Activity Report, the next step for 

DG Regional and Urban Policy is to adequately protect the EU budget: for all 

programmes subject to a reservation, a payment interruption letter or a pre-suspension 

letter has been sent, in case a payment claim had been submitted by the Member State. 

For the programmes without a payment claim submitted, there was no payment 

deadline to interrupt. However, DG Regional and Urban Policy informed the Member 

States by letter of the weaknesses identified and made proposals for actions to address 

the identified deficiencies. Where appropriate, these letters counted as a pre-

suspension letter, warning Member States of a suspension if the issues identified are 

not resolved. DG Regional and Urban Policy lifts the interruptions and suspensions 

only on evidence that irregularities have been corrected and, if appropriate, systemic 

deficiencies have been addressed. 

As regards Sweden, the necessary corrective measures have been implemented in 

Sweden and the partial pre-suspensions have been lifted.  

Annexes%20on%20reservations/Q21%20-%209%20reservations.xlsx
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In the case of Spain, there were partial reservations on 22 programmes due to 

deficiencies in fourteen intermediate bodies. Five of the reservations at the level of the 

intermediate bodies have been already resolved and one is quite likely to be resolved 

before the end of 2013, so overall six out of the fourteen reservations at level of IB 

(i.e. 42%) are expected to be resolved before the end of the year. For the remaining 

eight reservations out of 22, it seems unlikely that the applicable action plans are 

finalised and fully implemented by the Spanish authorities before the end of 2013.  

Regarding the Czech Republic, in the case of six out of nine programmes, all the 

issues have been resolved. For a remaining three programmes, interruptions and pre-

suspensions are still in force.   

In relation to the cross-border programmes, for six out of the twelve reservations, the 

issues have been resolved, while a remaining six programmes remain pre-suspended. 

 

23. 2007 - 2013 programming period: there are 86 programmes under reservation 

(2012 AAR, page 72 ff.) Could the Commission please provide the Parliament 

with a detailed list of these Programmes (for the following countries: DE, ES, 

IT, BG, RO: respective programme; total amount of the Programme; financial 

corrections already implemented and still need to be applied per programme; 

please specify the main problems per programme (a bit more in detail than in 

the table of the 2012 AAR); how many years each programme has been under 

reservation (please give each period and type of reservation)? 

Commission's answer :  list with the 86 OPs as annex 

As regards the detailed list of all 86 programmes under reservation in 2012 and the 

additional information requested, the Honourable Member is referred to Annex II 

attached. Information is given on the reasons for the yearly reservations (2009-2012), 

the Funds allocations to the programmes and on the financial corrections accepted by 

the Member States (with details on the corrections already implemented and the ones 

still to be implemented). For the countries mentioned (DE, ES, IT and RO, as there 

are no reservations in 2012 for BG) additional information is also given on the 

reasons for the 2012 reservations.. 

Follow- up of previous year's reservations 

24. For the period 2000 - 2006 there were 2 Programmes (OP Abruzzo and OP 

Espace Atlantique) for which the closure letter was still outstanding as of 

27.03.2013 (see 2012 AAR, page 57). Could you please give details about 

these Programmes: total amount of the Programme; financial corrections 

already implemented and still need to be paid; how many years each 

programme has been under reservation (please give each period and type of 

reservation); please specify the main problems and why wasn't the closure 

letter sent and when will it be send? 

Commission's answer :  

OP Espace Atlantique 

Annexes%20on%20reservations/Q21%20-%209%20reservations.xlsx
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This OP was not under reservation in 2012. In order to proceed with the closure of the 

programme, the Commission had to receive and accept the final report. In this case, 

the final report was received on time but could not be accepted as it was found out 

that the document presented to the Commission has not been approved by all the 

members of the Monitoring Committee. 

Following our refusal to accept the final report until it would be approved according 

the rules of procedure, the Managing Authority (Région Poitou-Charentes) launched 

an appeal to the European Court of Justice against the Commission. Until this issue is 

solved the Commission could not proceed with closure including sending any closure 

letter. 

The Court ruling confirmed that the position of the Commission was right, so the final 

report document was approved by all the members of the Monitoring Committee, the 

first closure letter was sent on 22/7/2013.  

Nevertheless, the Commission proposal for closure has been contested by the 

Managing authority which provided complementary information in order to reduce 

the amount proposed to be recovered of EUR 7,200,828. 

The analysis of the information provided and recalculation of the actual amount to 

recover (EUR 5,963,433) calls for a second closure letter to be sent before the year 

end to the Managing authority. 

Programme's total amount: EUR 201,115,139  

ERDF contribution: EUR 117,317,920 

National private contribution: EUR 9,773,863 

OP Abruzzo 

The 2000-2006 ERDF Abruzzo  Programme was not under reservation in 2012. The 

closure letter was still outstanding as of 27 March 2013 since, following the 

earthquake which hit Region Abruzzo on 06 April 2009 and for reasons of the ensuing 

physical damage and state of emergency,  the Abruzzo Operational Programme was 

granted a one year extension by Commission Decision C(2009) 3851 of 11 May 2009. 

Thereby the date for eligibility of expenditure became 30.06.2010, the date for the 

transmission of the closure documents to the Commission became 30.09.2011 and the 

date for the final communication on any uncompleted and/or not-operational projects 

became 31 October 2013. 

The relevant closure documents were sent by the Region on 28 September 2011. 

Following further information regarding unfinished and/or non-operational projects 

by the region on 25 October 2013, a definitive closure letter was sent by Commission 

services on 25 November 2013. Thereby the programme is now closed. 

The declared eligible expenditure related to the programme amounted to EUR 

586,475,934 (for an ERDF contribution of EUR 193,509,363), after deductions for i) 

irregular cases duly communicated by the region (€ 280,375),  ii) 8 suspended projects 

withdrawn from the final statement (€ 497,277) and iii) 19 projects still unfinished as 

of 30 September 2013 (€ 4,619,788). As a result, a closure payment of EUR  

17,060,445 was made by the Commission to the Region on 14 October 2013. 
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25. For the period 2000 - 2006 there are 8 programmes which remain under 

reservation (see 2012 AAR, page 57). Could the Commission please provide 

the Parliament with a detailed list of these Programmes: respective 

programme; total amount of the Programme; financial corrections already 

implemented and still need to be applied per programme; please specify the 

main problems per programme; how many years each programme has been 

under reservation (please give each period and type of reservation)? 

Commission's answer : see also Q21 

Eight programmes which were under reservations in the AAR 2011 were still under 

reservation in the AAR 2012 as there were significant amount of corrections to be 

applied at closure (above 5%). 

These programmes are referred to under question 21: three OPs in Italy (Sicilia, 

Calabria, Campania), three OPs in Spain (Lucha contra la discriminación, Orense and 

Jaen, and two Irish OPs (Economic and Social infrastructure and Productive sector. 

The Irish OP - Technical assistance was not in reservation in the AAR 2011 but as the 

correction to be applied at closure (following the detailed analysis of the winding up 

documents) is above 5% it was put under reservation in the AAR 2012. 

 

26. For the period 2007 - 2013 there are 21 reservations carried over from AAR 

2011 to 2012 which are still outstanding. Could you please give a detailed list 

of these programmes: respective programme; total amount of the Programme; 

financial corrections already implemented and still need to be paid per 

programme; please specify the main problems per programme; how many 

years each programme has been under reservation (please give each period 

type of reservation)? 

Commission's answer :  

As regards the detailed list of all 21 programmes under reservation carried over in 

2012 from 2011 and the additional information requested, the Honourable Member is 

referred to Annex III attached. 

For each programme under reservation, updated information on the reason and the 

status of the reservations is given, together with the requested financial data. 

 

Annexes%20on%20reservations/Q21%20-%209%20reservations.xlsx
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 50 % of the programmes are concerning Spain. "Although the issue at 

national level was solved, specific problems at level of intermediate bodies 

still remained" (2012 AAR, page 58). Could you please give details about 

the problems which occurred and the intermediate bodies? 

Commission's answer :  

For ERDF Spain, the reservations issued in the AAR, which were impacting partially 

22 programmes, are due to deficiencies at the level of 14 intermediate bodies (IBs) out 

of the total 150 Spanish bodies. It has to be noted that the main part of these 

reservations were coming from assessments made by the reliable Spanish audit 

authority.  In the last 3 years the number of intermediate bodies with deficiencies in 

average moves from 12 to 16 meaning around 10% of the total ERDF.  With such 

number of intermediate bodies, some of them have no capacity to run properly the 

management and control systems as required by the Regulation. As consequence, the 

Spanish authorities have been requested to simplify their ERDF systems by reducing 

the number of intermediate bodies and excluding the weakest ones in the 2014-2020 

programming period. 

 

Pre-suspensions/ suspensions 

27. 127 of the 188 interruptions and suspension cases were resolved by end of 

March 2013. However 61 cases remained unresolved at the end of the year 

(2012 AAR, page 45 and Annex 12). Could the Commission please provide 

the Parliament with a detailed list of these (unsolved) Programmes (for the 

following countries: DE, ES, GR, IT, BG, RO: respective programme; total 

amount of the Programme; financial corrections already implemented and still 

need to be applied per programme; please specify the main problems per 

programme;  

Commission's answer :  

Out of the 61 cases from the 2012 interruptions and suspension cases which remained 

unresolved at the end of 2012, 33 programmes were affected in the 5 out of the 6 

countries identified in the question (no case for Bulgaria) as set out below. 

In addition to these 33 programmes, 2 programmes were also suspended by formal 

Commission decision in 2012 (DE – Saarland and IT – Calabria). 

For the 14 Spanish programmes still affected, the issues relate to 4 specific 

intermediate bodies and mainly to the application of public procurement procedures. 

The Commission has adopted suspension decisions in relation to 3 of these bodies and 

is about to adopt a suspension decision for the 4
th

 body. 
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Germany : 3 

Programme CCI-Nr. Total amount in € ERDF/CF 

amount in € 

Date of 

resolution 
(interruption/pre-

suspension lifted) 

Financial 

corrections 

implemented in 

€ 

Financial 

corrections 

accepted, but 

not yet 

implemented 

Main problems 

Brandenburg 2007DE161PO002 1 998 310 118  1 498 732 588  17/04/2013 7 885  Management verification in 

the one of the OP measures 

were not sufficient, the 

verification process improved 

and the pre-suspension was 

lifted in April 2013 

Thüringen 2007DE161PO001  1 970 287 909  1 477 687 909  25/06/2013 N/A N/A Selection of the operations 

was not sufficiently 

documented for one measure 

in the OP, the operations have 

been re-evaluated, correction 

for projects inadequately 

selected have been carried out 

and the pre-suspension was 

lifted in June 2013 

Niedersachsen 2007DE162PO010  1 340 486 726    638 769 613   08/01/2013 N/A N/A Selection of the operations 

was not sufficiently 

documented for one measure 

in the OP, the operations have 

been adequately re-evaluated 

by the programme authorities 

and the reserve was solved 
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Spain : 17 

Programme CCI-Nr. Total amount in € ERDF/CF 

amount in € 

Date of 

resolution 

Financial 

corrections 

implemented 

Financial 

corrections 

accepted, but 

not yet 

implemented
2
 

Main problems 

Murcia 2007ES161PO001    654 823 840     523 859 034  on-going 267.400  IBs AENA, DGCI 

Melilla 2007ES161PO002       54 735 637        43 788 494  on-going 135  IB DGCI 

Ceuta 2007ES161PO003       56 590 780       45 272 610  on-going 127.553  IB DGCI 

Asturias 2007ES161PO004    4 94 019 011      395 215 192  on-going 261.171  IB DGCI 

Galicia 2007ES161PO005  2 739 430 497  2 191 544 341  on-going 605.377  IBs AENA, DGCI 

Extremadura 2007ES161PO006  1 975 234 954   1 580 187 909  on-going 285.581  IBs AENA, DGCI 

Castilla la 

Mancha 

2007ES161PO007  1 799 242 368  1 439 393 894  on-going 551.152  IB DGCI 

Andalucía 2007ES161PO008  8 554 911 768  6 843 929 341  on-going 1.562.224  IBs AENA, DGCI 

Pais vasco 2007ES162PO002    481 164 314     240 582 157 02/08/2013 -  Deficiency at the level of 

AA 

IB DGI, Regional IB 

Rioja 2007ES162PO005       65 244 190       32 622 095 29/05/2013 -  IB DGI 

Cataluña 2007ES162PO006  1 358 148 456     679 074 228  on-going -  IBs ACC10 

Baleares 2007ES162PO007     205 352 076     102 676 038 29/05/2013 -  IBs DGI, DG Investigacion 

y gestion I+D+I, DGIDTI 

Castilla y León 2007ES162PO009  1 022 743 078     818 194 437  on-going 673.163  IBs AENA, DGCI 

Valencia 2007ES162PO010  1 657 925 749  1 326 340 547  on-going 3.793.143 80.848 IBs AENA, DGCI 

Canarias 2007ES162PO011  1 602 450 158  1 019 297 761  on-going 436.070  IBs AENA, DGCI 

Investigación, 2007ES16UPO001  3 038 676 779  2 248 456 484  on-going 208.894.690  IB DGTTDE 

                                                 
2
 Additional corrections may be further decided/accepted. 
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desarrollo e 

innovacion 

Asistencia 

tecnica 

2007ES16UPO002        88 165 382       63 898 598  on-going -  IB AENA 

AENA – Aeropuertos Españoles y Navegación Aérea, DGCI – Dirección General Comercio Interior, DG TTDE - Dirección General de Transferencia de 

Tecnología y Desarrollo Empresarial, ACCIO - Agència de Suport a l’Empresa Catalana 

 
 Greece : 8  

Programme CCI-Nr. Total amount 

in € 

ERDF/CF 

amount in € 

Date of 

resolution 

Financial 

corrections 

implemented 

Financial 

corrections 

accepted, but not 

yet implemented 

Main problems 

Competitiveness 2007GR161PO001 1 712 941 177 1 456 000 000   06/03/2013 41.387.156 57.929.299 Reserves stemming 

from reported suspected 

fraud cases from staff 

members from an 

Intermediate Body for 

the implementation of 

the Structural Funds. 

Greek authorities 

carried out an action 

plan.  Relevant financial 

corrections 

implemented in the 

payment claims 

submitted on 31 

December 2012. Greek 

authorities continue to 

apply a 5% financial 

correction on any new 

expenditure declared to 

the Commission which 

is managed by the IB. 

Digital 

Convergence 

2007GR161PO002    711 764 706    605 000 000   06/03/2013 

165.325 194.500 

Environment 2007GR161PO005 2 023 529 417 1 720 000 000   06/03/2013 9.997.087 21.710.993 

Attica 2007GR161PO006 2 632 941 177 2 238 000 000   06/03/2013 6.701.943 8.839.661 

Western Greece, 

Peloponnesus, 

Ionian Islands 

2007GR161PO007 1 057 647 060    899 000 000   06/03/2013 

1.459.350 -  

Macedonia - 

Thrace 

2007GR161PO008 3 029 411 766 2 575 000 000   06/03/2013 

11.049.226 22.053.724 

Thessaly, 

Continental 

Greece, Epirus 

2007GR16UPO001 1 382 997 916 1 105 000 000   06/03/2013 

5.078.362 14.334.952 

Crete & Aegean 2007GR16UPO002 1 140 000 178    871 300 178   06/03/2013 

6.530.193 21.194.662 
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 Italy :  2  

Programme CCI-Nr. Total amount in 

€ 

ERDF/CF 

amount in € 

Date of 

resolution 

Financial 

corrections 

implemented 

Financial 

corrections 

accepted, but not 

yet implemented 

Main problems 

Attrattori  Culturali 2007IT161PO001    681 732 692    505 866 346 30/04/2013
3
 N/A N/A Compliance 

assessment rejected. 

Sicily 2007IT161PO011 4 359 736 734 3 269 802 550 06/02/2013 5.873.305  Deficiencies at MA 

level concerning 

management 

verifications 

 

                                                 
3
 This date was when the programme’s compliance assessment was adopted. The Commission immediately interrupted payments as programme expenditure had to be 

verified through the programme’s newly approved procedures. 
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Romania : 3 

Programme CCI-Nr. Total amount in 

€ 

ERDF/CF 

amount in € 

Date of 

resolution 

Financial 

corrections 

implemented 

Financial 

corrections 

accepted, but not 

yet implemented 

Main problems 

Transport 2007RO161PO003 5 371 690 933 4 565 937 295 21/06/2013 18.570.860  Irregularities in public 

procurement 

procedures, 

deficiencies in 

management 

verifications, cases of 

suspected fraud. 

Economic 

Competitiveness 

2007RO161PO002 3 004 967 187 2 554 222 109 08/10/2013 - 3.762.695 Irregularities in public 

procurement 

procedures, 

deficiencies in 

management 

verifications, cases of 

suspected fraud. 

Regional OP 2007RO161PO001 4 383 583 698 3 726 021 762 22/04/2013 12.800.232  Irregularities in public 

procurement 

procedures, 

deficiencies in 

management 

verifications, cases of 

suspected fraud. 
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28. How have the significant numbers of suspensions and interruptions mentioned 

in paragraph 5.14 of the ECA 2012 Annual Report been followed up and what 

trends, if any, can be observed? 

Commission's answer :  

First it is important to highlight that the main reasons for the 2007-2013 reservations 

in the 2012 AAR - which have led to warning/interruption/suspension procedures - 

were deficiencies at the level of the managing authority/intermediate bodies, in 

particular deficiencies in management verifications. Deficiencies at the level of the 

audit authorities accounted only for a minor part of the reservations. 

The follow up of such deficiencies is ensured by DG REGIO through its audit enquiry 

"Bridge the assurance gap". Already in 2010 DG Regional Policy has developed a 

risk-based audit enquiry to carry out audits at the level of the managing authorities/ 

intermediate bodies and/or beneficiaries to obtain assurance on the functioning of the 

management and control systems through the audit of high risk operational 

programmes/ areas and horizontal themes, in particular on management verifications.  

The missions on the spot for this enquiry are selected every year in March on the basis 

of an in-depth risk assessment of all programmes taking into account, amongst others, 

on-going interruption of payments/action plans due to significant deficiencies in the 

functioning of the audit authority or the functioning of the management and control 

system. 

As a result, most of the missions carried out in 2013 under this audit enquiry had as 

audit objective to follow up the corrective measures taken by the MS as a result of 

high errors rates and/or significant deficiencies reported in the 2012 annual control 

reports, leading to reservations in the 2012 AAR and triggering warning, interruption 

or pre-suspension procedures.   

Each warning letter/interruption/pre-suspension letter contains concrete corrective 

measures which have to be fully implemented before payments can be resumed. These 

corrective measures should ensure that the functioning of the management and control 

system be improved in the future such as to prevent the repetition of the identified 

deficiencies and that corrective measures be taken to compensate the financial risk 

linked to the deficiencies in the management and control system in the past. Such 

financial corrections may take the form of a flat-rate or an extrapolation possibly 

following an ex-post verification of the declared expenditure. 

The missions carried out under the abovementioned audit enquiry have thus lead to 

the implementation of action plans and corrective measures and to individual and /or 

flat rate financial corrections.  

In some cases these corrections were based on the verification by the MS of a 

representative sample of expenditure certified to the Commission in prior years in 

order to clean past expenditure, in other cases the MS accepted a correction in the 

form of a flat rate correction or extrapolated correction to enable the interruption/pre-
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suspension procedure to be ended. By imposing these corrections, DG REGIO 

significantly contributed to ensuring that past expenditure is free of material error.  

In line with prior years' discharge recommendation DG REGIO's Interruption 

Comittee has only resumed payments to a programme when there is sufficient and 

reliable evidence that weaknesses have been remedied. 

Globally, the situation regarding the number of reservations end of 2012 has improved 

compared to the previous year. The number of reservations in the AAR has decreased 

from 148 in 2011 to 86 in 2012. This is mainly due to the corrective measures taken in 

particular in France, Latvia, Netherlands and in some Italian programmes. However, 

deficiencies in management and control systems remained end of 2012 for some 

programmes, in particular in Spain, Romania, Hungary, the Czech Republic and Italy. 

A significant part of the audit missions on the spot carried out in the framework of the 

above mentioned audit enquiry have been dedicated to these Member States/regions 

hence ensuring appropriate follow up of the reservations in the AAR. 

As at end November 2013, 46 out of the 86 reservations from the 2012 AAR have 

been resolved. 

The decisive approach of the DG is corroborated by the statistics. In 2012 and 2013 

cumulatively, DG Regional and Urban Policy has launched 184 interruption and 175 

warning cases for ERDF/CF programmes, of which 137 have also been pre-

suspension cases. This represents EUR 3.9 billion of interrupted payment requests in 

2013 only.  

The DG has also accelerated the adoption of suspension decisions and taken six 

suspension decisions so far (out of which two were adopted in 2012) covering all or 

part of 13 ERDF/CF programmes in Spain, Italy, Estonia and Germany. Only the 

2012 suspension decision for Germany has been lifted so far following satisfactory 

remedial action. A further 4 decisions, covering 24 ERDF/CF programmes, are under 

preparation. 

 

Declarations of the Certifying authorities and audit bodies 

29. How many managing authorities of the member states made a declaration of 

assurance for the money spent under Cohesion (CF) and Structural Funds (SF) 

in 2012? 

Commission's answer :  

No managing authority made such a declaration of assurance in 2012. 

 

30. How many Audit bodies of the member states made a declaration of assurance 

for the money spent under CF und SF? 

Commission's answer :  
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Audit authorities must submit to the Commission, by year end an annual control 

report (ACR) accompanied by an audit opinion for the programme(s) for which they 

are responsible. By end 2012, the audit authorities had sent 304 out of 317 ACRs (two 

ACRs were submitted in early 2013 but still on time for an analysis for the AAR). For 

the 13 programmes (4% of total number of programmes; all 9 Austrian programmes 

and 4 ETC programmes with an Audit Authority in Austria) the ACRs were received 

with significant delays in mid-2013 so that DG REGIO expressed an adverse audit 

opinion and a reservation in its 2012 AAR.  

The Honourable Member is referred to the detailed information given on pp.31-36 of 

DG REGIO's 2012 AAR. 

 

31. How many audits did the COM on these declarations of 

- Managing authorities? 

Commission's answer :  

N/A 

 

- Audit bodies? 

Commission's answer : 

DG REGIO performed a detailed assessment of all ACRs and audit opinions against 

all audit results and information at its disposal (from its own audit work, from the 

ECA, from other Structural Funds DGs and from national systems audit reports). DG 

REGIO also assessed the reliability and correctness of the total projected error rates 

reported by the audit authorities. In cases where serious inconsistencies/doubts or lack 

of information were identified, on-the-spot fact finding missions were carried out in 

January-February 2013 in 9 Member States to review the audit authorities results and 

basis for the calculation for their error rate: Czech Republic, Germany (Saarland and 

Niedersachsen), Hungary, Italy (Basilicata), Estonia, Romania, Slovakia, Spain and 

the UK (Scotland and England).  

The Honourable Member is referred to the detailed information given on pp.31-36 of 

DG REGIO's 2012 AAR (table on reliability of accounts). 

 

32. How many declarations were approved by the Commission of 

- Managing authorities? 

Commission's answer :  

N/A 
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- Audit bodies? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission does not approve but assess the ACRs and the audit opinions. 

Following its analysis of the 2012 ACRs, DG REGIO confirmed the audit opinions of 

the audit authorities for 141 programmes (54 unqualified opinions and 87 qualified 

opinions). This means that DG REGIO considered that it can follow the national audit 

opinions for 46% of programmes. For the remaining 54% programmes, DG REGIO 

expressed a different audit opinion, taking account of additional information at its 

disposal or taking a more prudent approach based on professional judgement. In 14 

cases (less than 5% of programmes) DG REGIO expressed a negative audit opinion 

(qualified opinion with significant impact in 13 programmes and adverse opinion in 

one case) while an unqualified opinion was reported by the audit authority. It made its 

assessment based on additional audit information (4 cases), fraud suspicion (3 cases) 

and questioned the audit results of the audit authorities for 7 of these programmes. All 

14 programmes were subsequently put under reservation. 

The Honourable Member is referred to the detailed information given on pp.31-36 of 

DG REGIO's 2012 AAR. 

 

33. In 2010 hat die Kommission begonnen, nationale Kontrollbehörden 

systematisch zu überprüfen (Fußnote betreffend den Paragraph 5.25 im 

Jahresbericht des Rechnungshofes). Wie ist der Sachstand Ende November 

2013? 

Commission's answer : 

The footnote to §5.25 of the 2012 Annual Report is an information provided by the 

Court and refers to the audits carried out by the Court, not the Commission.  

By November 2013, DG REGIO has carried out audit work to cover 47 ERDF/CF 

audit authorities in charge of 96% of our ERDF/CF budget (close to 200 audit 

missions since 2009). Results show that 38 of these work well and provide us reliable 

audit results, 6 need improvements (action plans are on-going) and for 3 cases audits 

were interrupted (overall problems in the rest of the management and control system). 

Overall for ERDF/CF we have reasonable assurance that the national audit work and 

reporting to the Commission is effective and reliable for audit authorities in charge of 

around 90% of the Funds allocations. Only 2 audit authorities have been found to be 

ineffective in the past, with unreliable audit results. Action plans and financial 

corrections procedures were carried out (CZ, IT). The Commission has now a very 

good knowledge in working with audit authorities.  

 

The European Recovery Plan 

34. In response to the crises of the international financial markets, the EU offered 

over EUR 5 bn. to member states through the European Recovery Plan (2008). 
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How much money was committed and paid (by year) through the respective 

Structural Funds and to which Member states? What were the results? 

Commission's answer :  

Within the context of the European Economic Recovery Plan, the Commission 

proposed a set of legislative changes and targeted recommendations to accelerate 

financing for programmes already approved.  This was done by way of increased EU 

pre-financing and a series of simplification measures. 

A detailed reporting is available in the staff working paper 'Cohesion Policy: 

Responding to the economic crisis' (25/10/2010)
4
.  This reporting was difficult for 

several reasons: 

- the recovery plan had been designed to give to MS a maximum of flexibility on the 

implementation of proposed measures to allow them to use only those which were 

most relevant to their specific domestic difficulties;  

- the take-up of Recovery Plan measures often depended on the availability and 

weight of Structural Fund resources in the MS;  

- cohesion policy is a long-term mechanism;  

- MS' reporting was fragmentary.  

However, most of the measures were implemented rapidly by the Member States and 

produced valuable effects within a short timeframe to help address with the crisis.  

Some of the measures have provided a response to increase demands for financing by 

making available additional resources and by accelerating the actual take-up of the 

Structural Funds by means of advances, intermediate payments for major projects, 

frontloading, temporary framework for State aid schemes, and the extension of the 

eligibility date of expenditure (2000- 06). 

Some measures have also helped SME's gain access to finance and promoted active 

labour market measures, targeting groups most affected by the crisis through the 

modification of operational programmes and use of the JEREMIE initiative with the 

support of EIB and EIF.  

 

                                                 
4
 http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docoffic/2007/working/economic_crisis_sec20101291.pdf  

http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docoffic/2007/working/economic_crisis_sec20101291.pdf
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Roma 

35. Could DG REGI please provide the Parliament with an overview on how 

much money was spent in which country on the respective Roma related 

programmes for each year (2011 – 2013) through the Structural Funds?  

Commission's answer :  

No specific category of European Social Fund (ESF) support is earmarked for Roma 

people. Therefore Member States do not report on ESF funding for Roma and some 

Member States even prohibit the registration of people’s ethnic origin. An 

approximate figure could be deduced from Member State reports on the broader 

priority Pathways to integration and re-entry into employment for disadvantaged 

people; combating discrimination in accessing and progressing in the labour market 

and promoting acceptance of diversity at the workplace, which includes most Roma 

inclusion programmes, but not to the exclusion of others. Up to the end of 2012, €7.8 

billion was committed to that priority. In addition, the funding of measures benefiting 

disadvantaged people in general, of whom Roma are one target group, should be taken 

into account, though the beneficiaries include non-Roma. 

There are either no specific Roma-related Operational Programmes co-financed by the 

ERDF. Furthermore, segregated ethnic data on the allocation of the fund is not 

available. 

Roma may benefit, for example, from projects co-financed from priorities established 

within Operational Programmes from cost categories such as housing as well as 

education, health and social infrastructure. In accordance with the ERDF regulation, 

expenditure on education, health and social infrastructure is eligible in convergence 

regions. However, such investments are not target-group based, but, in line with the 

core mission of ERDF, are aimed at contributing to territorial development, increasing 

attractiveness and the quality of life. Furthermore, there is no requirement for Member 

States to report on investments in support of marginalised groups. 

Member States report to the Commission on the multiannual programming of funds 

for cost categories as well as their implementation, in terms of selected projects, in 

their Annual Implementation Reports. On the basis of data supplied by Member States 

for the most recent exercise, Member States had allocated an aggregate amount of € 

17,8 billion for the 2007-2013 period corresponding to the above-mentioned cost 

categories, out of which €17,47 billion (98%) had been allocated to projects at the end 

of 2012. 

Given the mainstream nature of the bulk of this data, it is however by definition 

impossible for the Commission to quantify the proportion of these amounts from 

which Roma benefit, although it is aware of a number of individual projects which are 

of direct or indirect relevance.  

The Commission is able to provide more detailed information on the following: 

Firstly, two Member States with significant Roma populations have launched 

territorially-based comprehensive programmes. Hungary has brought together funding 

totalling € 360 million from separate ESF and ERDF programmes over the entire 
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2007-2013 period. This targets micro-regions which have been identified on the basis 

of socio-economic indicators, but includes localities with a high density of Roma. 

Slovakia set up a comprehensive programme for which Roma ethnic data were used 

as a basis, bringing together funding of € 300 million from ESF and ERDF 

Secondly, the Commission is in a position to provide an overview of those amounts 

which have been allocated by Member States to projects which have been selected or 

pre-selected following a modification of the ERDF regulation in May 2010, 

expanding the eligibility of housing to cover investments carried out in all Member 

States for the benefit of marginalised communities. In order to optimise the 

effectiveness of the projects, they should be implemented as part of an integrated 

approach, taking into account in particular the other Roma integration goals 

(employment, education and health). Through such projects, Roma benefit from 

explicit targeting, although this targeting is not exclusive in nature, in line with the 

Common Basic Principles on Roma Inclusion.  

DG REGIO has put in place a specific monitoring mechanism of the implementation 

of this new regulatory provision, and as a result is able to inform the Parliament that 

since 2010 8 Member States have allocated, from existing programmes, a total 

amount of € 86 million for such projects, as follows: 

Bulgaria  € 8 million 

Czech Republic € 14 million 

France   € 18,8 million 

Greece   € 10 million 

Hungary  € 8,56 million 

Italy   € 9,2 million 

Romania  € 10,5 million 

Slovakia  € 7 million 

Information on the state of play of implementation of these comprehensive 

programmes and integrated housing projects is to be found in the answer to question 

37 below. 

The URBACT programme has also co-financed a partnership project "Roma-Net",  

which has brought together nine European cities committed to tackling exclusion of 

Roma communities. The project has included exchanges of experience and practice as 

well as the development of local action plans by the participating cities. 

 

36. In its progress report on national Roma strategies (COM (2013) 454) from 

June 2013 the Commission states that “civil society organisations, in particular 

local organisations representing Roma, must have the appropriate capacity to 

better access public funding”. Which financial and other contributions made 

the Commission in order to achieve this goal?  

Commission's answer :  
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The Commission's proposal on ESF for 2014-2020
5
 envisages that in the less 

developed regions and Member States the ESF shall support the following investment 

priorities: investment in institutional capacity and in the efficiency of public 

administrations and public services at the national, regional and local levels with a 

view to reforms, better regulation and good governance; capacity building for all 

stakeholders delivering education, lifelong learning, training and employment and 

social policies, including through sectorial and territorial pacts to mobilise for reform 

at the national, regional and local levels. In the same Regulation, for the thematic 

objective 'promoting social inclusion, combating poverty and any discrimination', the 

socio-economic integration of marginalised communities such as the Roma is an 

intervention priority of the ESF. 

In the framework of the structural dialogue which DG REGIO maintains with civil 

society organisations, Roma NGOs and organisations are invited to take part in 

regular meetings held. The involvement of Roma civil society organisations is an 

important factor in the successful design of integrated housing projects co-financed by 

ERDF (see answer to question 37 below). 

 

37. What would be the maximum amount available from Structural Funds for 

Roma programmes for each Member state (2011 – 2013)? How much funding 

has been committed for each country from the Structural Funds for the 

respective Year (2011 – 2013)? How much funding has been paid out to each 

country from the Structural Funds? 

Commission's answer :  

As indicated in the Commission's answer to question 35, there are no ERDF Roma 

Operational Programmes for the 2007-2013 period and therefore no identifiable 

maximum amount of financing for this purpose. The answer to question 35 also 

provides quantitative information on the multi-annual amounts allocated by Member 

States to relevant comprehensive programmes for the whole period, or for integrated 

housing projects for marginalised communities, including Roma, since 2010.  

The Commission is not in a position to indicate how much funding  it has paid out to 

each country for these purposes, given that, in line with the regulatory framework, the 

reference point for payment claims submitted by Member States to the Commission is 

expenditure incurred on the priority axes as identified in an Operational Programme. 

Such information is not required with reference to specific cost categories, 

comprehensive programmes involving more than one Operational Programme and/or 

fund, or for individual projects. 

The Commission is nevertheless able to provide the Parliament with the following 

information: 

With regard to the comprehensive programmes, Hungary has reported that it has 

allocated a total of €115 million from ERDF for projects for its programme and other 

measures of benefit to Roma. The actions financed mainly focus on urban and rural 

                                                 
5
 http://ec.europa.eu/esf/home.jsp?langId=en 

http://ec.europa.eu/esf/home.jsp?langId=en
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development, with particular attention to housing measures. The Hungarian 

authorities are currently conducting an evaluation of the programme. In Slovakia, 

significant implementation difficulties have been encountered, especially due to the 

lack of a strong coordinator with an adequate mandate and weak coordination 

mechanisms among the different stakeholders. Out of the potential amount available 

from ERDF of €134 million, only € 5,9 million have been contracted to date, 

according to the latest information available. 

For the integrated housing projects for marginalised communities benefiting Roma, 

projects are either in an advanced planning or implementation phase. As a result of its 

proactive approach in monitoring projects developed since 2010, the Commission has 

gained valuable experience that the set-up phase of such projects is complex and 

lengthy. Critical factors encountered in this process include a lack of capacity of local 

authorities for the development of appropriate projects as well as the need to involve 

civil society representatives of both Roma and non-Roma populations. The current 

projects are in many cases conceived as pilot schemes which can be scaled up in the 

course of the next programming period, taking account of the lessons learnt. 

For ESF, 12.9 billion EUR of the ESF budget have been allocated by Member States 

to social inclusion in 2007-2013 period (through specific action to increase migrants' 

participation in employment, combating discrimination, support to self-employment, 

etc.). It is to be noted that funding does not exclusively target Roma, but migrants in 

general. 

 
MS 

EU allocated decided 
amount (2007-2013) 

ESF - Social inclusion 
allocated decided 

amount (2007-2013) 

total committed by 
the end of 2012 

AT 524.412.560 134.360.975 66.205.205 

BE 1.073.217.594 306.862.542 214.102.989 

BG 1.185.459.863 62.980.751 103.365.543 

CY 119.769.154 13.670.000 14.870.110 

CZ 3.787.795.992 470.318.331 354.257.159 

DE 9.380.654.763 3.103.872.041 3.186.850.014 

DK 254.788.619 0 0 

EE 391.517.329 9.900.251 7.268.601 

ES 8.053.022.222 1.034.526.803 460.544.804 

FI 618.564.064 132.602.749 148.483.402 

FR 5.394.547.990 1.831.658.655 1.037.022.983 

GR 4.363.800.403 496.376.571 337.995.763 

HU 3.629.088.551 322.498.659 347.976.590 

IE 375.362.370 17.881.468 9.031.765 

IT 6.930.542.469 792.875.763 491.041.628 

LT 1.028.306.727 67.966.501 109.454.638 

LU 25.243.666 2.218.392 2.050.484 

LV 583.103.717 56.671.542 55.952.545 

MT 112.000.000 21.621.600 16.008.773 

NL 830.002.737 136.400.219 179.175.818 

PL 10.007.397.937 1.544.883.664 1.256.322.732 
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PT 6.853.387.865 444.382.416 254.031.478 

RO 3.684.147.618 488.560.779 280.984.263 

SE 691.551.158 23.734.896 7.270.724 

SI 755.699.370 67.096.950 74.537.672 

SK 1.499.603.156 231.772.548 212.606.287 

UK 4.498.917.728 1.130.149.944 1.085.409.322 

EU27 76.804.318.728 12.945.845.007 10.312.821.292 

 

Greece 

38. The Task Force Greece stated in its report that it intervened on several priority 

projects where it either provided direct support to the Greek authorities and/or 

facilitated the provision of technical assistance to the Greek authorities and 

that it was involved in the finalisation of the public work programme which 

the Greek authorities presented to the public on 26
th

 of August 2013. 

According to information available at the beginning of September 2013: 

a. 181 priority projects to be completed (total co-financed budget EUR 438 

million) 

b. 83 are being implemented on schedule (total co-financed budget EUR 3 

million) 

c. 52 projects need to be accelerated (total co-financed budget EUR 7,334 

million) 

d. 14 projects are unlikely to be concluded (total co-financed budget EUR 

711 million) 

e. 2 projects were cancelled (co-financed budget EUR 2 million) 

Could the Commission please provide the Parliament with the 5 detailed lists 

(a-e) of the above mentioned projects which are funded through structural 

funds (programme content, financial commitments made, payments made up 

to date, what are the problems for the delay of these projects? 

Commission's answer :  

The (public expenditure) financial state of play of the priority projects is as follows 

(mid-October 2013):  

• Projects approved: 102.7% (EUR 11.8 billion),   

• Contracts: 82.47% (EUR 9.5 billion)   

• Payments: 50.29 % (EUR 5.8 billion) 

a) 37 projects have been completed (EUR 913 million)  

b) 83 projects are advancing according to schedule (EUR 3.4 billion)  

c) 49 projects whose implementation needs to be accelerated (EUR 6.7 billion) 

d) 10 projects are at risk (EUR 415 million)  

e) 2 projects were cancelled (EUR 43 million) 
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The main problems encountered during implementation are a) delays at maturation 

stage b) delays in licensing, c) dissolution of contracts due to lack of liquidity of 

contractors and d) lengthy court appeals during awarding procedures. The Greek 

authorities have reinforced the process of implementation for the priority projects with 

the use of project managers, Jaspers assistance and a close follow-up. 

A detailed list of the above mentioned projects which are funded through structural 

Funds is attached in Annex IV. 

 

39. In its communication from April 2013 on the implementation of Structural 

funds in Greece the COM indicates that 1.13 bn Euro out of the period 2000-

2006 have not yet been implemented and have to be decommitted at the end of 

2013. Could the Commission please give a state of play about this sum in 

Greece and other Member states under the Troika program? 

Commission's answer :  

Concerning the ERDF, at the submission of the closure documents of the 

programming period 2000-2006, 892 projects were declared uncompleted and/or non-

operational. These uncompleted projects represented EUR 3 099 893 639 (EU 

contribution), namely 21% of the total EU allocation.  

Today, 171 projects still remain uncompleted representing EUR 543 510 464. More 

concretely, out of the 892 projects listed as uncompleted projects at submission of the 

closure documents, up to date 721 projects have been completed and are operational. 

On the basis of the close follow-up carried out by the Commission services it is 

estimated that: 

- 807 projects are and will be completed and operational by December 2013 

- 85 projects will not be completed  

The amount related to the 85 projects that would not be completed by December 2013 

represent EUR 127 497 380 (community contribution) and the basis of the calculation 

done an amount of EUR 93 928 933 will have to be recovered. The programmes 

affected by the recovery are: OP Road, OP Rail, OP Fisheries, OP Ionian Islands and 

OP Attiki.  

Concerning the ESF, 65 projects were declared as uncompleted upon submission of 

the closure documents, amounting to 53,435,963 ESF contribution.  

Eleven (11) of these projects were still declared as uncompleted on 1/11/13 

(4,302,147 ESF) and should be completed before the end of 2013. Nevertheless, due 

to the small amounts involved and the level of overbooking for each of the respective 

ESF Operational Programmes involved, no recovery proceedings are expected. 
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The Azores – Main Island Sao Miguel, Portugal 

40. In the last few years, there has been constructed a new motorway which seems 

to be overdimensioned on the quite small island of Sao Miguel.  

 How was the EU involved in the construction of the motorway between 

Ponta Delgada and Ribeira? What were the EU-contribution? What were 

the overall costs? 

Commission's answer :  

The island of São Miguel is the largest of the archipelago, with 745 square km 

representing 32% of the total area of the 9 islands of the Azores and the island with 

the largest population, (around 140.000 inhabitants), more than half of the total 

population of the archipelago. 

The island of São Miguel has 3 cities, Ponta Delgada (the city with the largest 

population), where the island's strategic infrastructure, including the airport, the 

commercial port, the hospital and a University Pole are located. The city of Lagoa is 

located in the South, and the town of Ribeira Grande in the north which is the second 

largest agglomeration on the island.  Commuting takes place between these 3 cities. 

The connection between the city of Ponta Delgada and Ribeira Grande is a structural 

axis of road linking the two main population centres and the island's economic  

activities, and is done via a road which was completed more than 10 years ago, having 

been supported by the ERDF, with an investment value of € 6,297,499 that matched 

an ERDF contribution of € 5,352,874, for an extension of the road of 5.4 miles. It is 

clear by the amounts involved, and the configuration of the road, that this is not a 

motorway, but rather a highway. 

 

 This motorway seems to be illuminated at night? Has the EU contributed 

to these costs? 

Commission's answer :  

There is no ERDF contribution to the lighting of the road. The lighting is focussed on 

crossings and to the city entrances. 

 

 Northern of the hospital “Do Santo Spirito” in Porta Delgada There is an 

extension of the motorway interchange with integrated roundabout.  Were 

any EU grants used for the extension of this motorway interchange? If yes, 

how much? What were the overall costs?  

Commission's answer :  

The part of the road to access the hospital and its lighting was financed by ERDF to 

the amount of € 739.968, total cost of the project was €870.551. The objective was to 
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improve the access to the building, increase its security  to the intersection with Ponta 

Delgada, access to the city centre as well as access to the road in direction of Capelas 

(north of the island). 

 

 In 2012, were any EU grants used for the financing of the new 

construction of any big hotel projects on Sao Miguel? If yes, how much? 

Commission's answer :  

No big hotel projects were financed. The regional programme of Azores updates 

monthly the list of approved projects on its website. 

 

41. The bathing facility "Ferreira" has lately been beautifully rebuilt, but the new 

construction did not even endure the first winter storm. 

Were any EU grants used for the financing of the rebuilding of the bathing 

facility “Ferreira” near Ginetes? If yes, how much? What were the overall 

costs? Are there any other follow-up orders? 

Commission's answer :  

The springs of Ferraria (thermal station) were rebuilt, refurbished and protected in this 

programming period. The investment approved was €4.460.779 of which ERDF 

contributed €3.791.662. Any intervention needed for repairs caused by storms or 

similar is the responsibility of the concessionaire. 

 

Questions in the context of the "ECA Special report 24/2012: The European 

Union Solidarity Fund’s response to the 2009 Abruzzi earthquake: the 

relevance and cost of operations" and the Commission's audit reports: 

42. Did Mr. Anguel K. Beremliysky speak on behalf of the Commission in his 

statement from the 4 November 2013 regarding Mr. Sondegaard’s Working 

Document of ECA special report 24/2012 (see ASCA.it 4.November 2013, 

18:04)?  

Commission's answer : 

Mr A. Beremliysky is a press officer at the Representation of the European 

Commission in Rome, speaking on behalf of the Commission. The Commission does 

however not take responsibility for reports made by news agencies such as ASCA.  

The Commission is very concerned about reports in the media today regarding EU 

assistance  in the aftermath of the 2009 Abruzzo earthquake. These reports seem to be 

based on the first draft of a report yet to be discussed by the EP's budget control 

committee later this week.  The draft report by Danish MEP Mr Sondergaard itself is 

confusing -  mixing observations on the general development of the reconstruction in 
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L'Aquila with aspects related to the use of the EU Solidarity Fund grant. It is worth 

recalling that the EU provided quick and most needed support (EUR 494 million) 

through the Solidarity Fund to help the Italian authorities meet the costs of resettling 

the homeless and getting communities back on their feet after the devastating 

earthquake. That support and the use of the money have been monitored carefully for 

their correct use by Commission services , above all to ensure that timely help was 

provided where most required.  

The Commission rejects allegations that it had closed its eyes to misuse of EU funds.  

On the contrary , non-respect of public procurement rules was discovered through the 

Commission's own audit  of the use of the Solidarity Fund in Abruzzo and relevant 

EU funding was declared ineligible. Given the enormous cost of recovery operations 

to be borne by Italy the EU funding could be used for other, fully eligible operations. 

Criticism that the houses built to shelter those made homeless  could generate income 

in the future have no foundation as there are no provisions in the EUSF Regulation 

ruling this out. Even if the "CASE " housing project could generate some revenue in 

the future, this would be far outweighed by the enormous overall financial burden 

inflicted on the Italian authorities as a consequence of the disaster. 

 

43. Has the Commission forwarded to the ECA the Accountability Statement of 

the Accounting Office of the Presidency of the Council of Ministers?  

Commission's answer :  

Yes the ECA has received a copy of the whole file concerning EUSF Abruzzi in the 

frame of its audit on this grant. Pursuant to Article 8(2) the beneficiary State has to 

submit a “statement justifying the expenditure”.  In Article 9 of the Implementation 

Agreement concluded between the beneficiary State and the Commission this is 

referred to as “Statement of Validity”. On 12 January 2012 a meeting with the 

European Court of Auditors representatives took place in DG Regional and Urban 

Policy premises following which all relevant documents - from application to closure 

relating to the Abruzzi file and including the validity statement - were sent by email to 

the European Court of Auditors (emails dated 12/01/2012). 

 

44. Will the Commission forward to the Parliament the Accountability Statement 

of the Accounting Office of the Presidency of the Council of Ministers? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission can transmit to the European Parliament the mentioned Statement of 

Validity if it is requested, as it has done with all documents requested so far. 

However, before disclosing this information to the public, the European parliament 

should ensure compliance with Article 4(4) of Regulation (EC) 1049/2001, i.e. the 

Italian authority at stake should be consulted in order to give its approval as to the 

public dissemination of the Statement of Validity. Before such approval is obtained by 

the Parliament this document should remain confidential and only for the knowledge 

of Members of the European Parliament. 
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To the extent that the Accountability Statement contains personal information, 

attention of the honourable Members of Parliament is drawn to the requirements of 

Article 7 of Regulation EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and of the 

Council of 18 December 2000, on the protection of individuals with regard to the 

processing of personal data by the Community institutions and bodies and on the free 

movement of such data, without prejudice to Articles 4, 5, 6 and 10. 

 

45. Can the Commission explain why it considers the Accounting Office and the 

DPC independent of each other when both bodies depend on the same 

administration and both bodies are under the control of the Presidency of the 

Council of Ministers? 

Commission's answer : 

The functional independence of national audit bodies such as the UBRRAC (“Ufficio 

del Bilancio e per il Riscontro di Regularitá Amministrativo-Contabile” or “Budget 

and Administration-Accounting Audit Offices”) is ascertained on the basis of their 

independence in regard to the entities responsible to manage and implement the EU 

Solidarity Fund grant. All the national bodies responsible for the management and 

control systems under shared management across Europe are designated by their 

respective governments and report to them. This is acceptable in principle under EU 

regulatory frameworks . Risk-based EU audits verify the effectiveness of such 

independence of the national audit bodies in practice. 

For the case in hand, the UBRRAC is independent from the Department of Civil 

Protection, which is the implementing body in this case. Indeed, according to the 

revised validity statement (of 21 April 2011) “U.B.B.R.A.C. is autonomous as per 

Article 2 of Leg. Decree n.286 (Ann.3) dated July 30, 1999, in charge of auditing 

activities regarding the regularity of administration accounting provisions and 

expenditure titles issued by the various Departments and Offices under the Prime 

Minister's Office, including the Department of Civil Protection, with regard to which 

it operates in a position of absolute independence and impartiality. It also follows 

relations with the Court of Auditors, as external body in charge of overseeing the 

Administration.” The Commission has no indication pointing to a lack of 

independence of UBRRAC. 

 

46. Has the Commission forwarded the confidential preliminary internal audit to 

the ECA (forwarded to EP in July 2013)?  

Commission's answer :  

According to DG Regional and Urban Policy’s usual practice, the European Court of 

Auditors (ECA) has received copy of the final report when available in Italian, in 

November. The ECA is also in copy of the letter formally transmitting this report to 

the CONT Committee (ARES (2013)3686827 of 10 December). 
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47. Can the Commission explain why it has taken so long to produce the above 

mentioned preliminary confidential audit report?   

Commission's answer :  

As reflected in previous replies to the CONT Committee, the audit report was 

produced within a reasonable delay, considering the steps described below. 

The audits of EU Solidarity Fund grants are carried out after the Commission's 

analysis of the submission by the Member State of the final implementation report and 

the validity statement, which presents an opinion of the national authorities that the 

expenditure was spent according to the relevant rules. The deadline for a beneficiary 

country to submit the implementation report and validity statement is 18 months after 

the disbursement of the aid (i.e. 6 months after the 1-year implementation period). 

The grant to Italy for L'Aquila was paid on 30 November 2009, the report and validity 

statement were thus due by May 2011. 

In the case of this EU Solidarity Fund grant, the required report and validity statement 

were submitted to the Commission on 14 January 2011, therefore four months ahead 

of the due date. 

Following its analysis the Commission rejected the validity statement as it did not 

comply with regulatory requirements. The Italian authorities submitted additional 

information to the Commission on 10 May 2011. 

On this basis, and taking into account the importance of the EU Solidarity Fund grant, 

DG Regional and Urban Policy selected this project for an audit in its 2011-2012 

audit plan, initially planned for end 2011. However, it was informed that the ECA 

decided to carry out a performance audit on the same project and coordination took 

place with the Court to avoid unnecessary duplication of work and overlapping. As a 

result, the ECA services were given priority for their performance audit, and DG 

Regional and Urban Policy postponed its audit to the beginning of 2012. 

The Commission audit was carried out from 13 to 17 February 2012. Following on-

the-spot work, additional information was provided by the Italian authorities. After 

the analysis of this additional information, the draft audit report was submitted to the 

Member State on 19 July 2012. Its Italian translation was submitted on 20 November 

2012. In accordance with common audit practice, the national authorities had two 

months to provide comments to this report from the transmission of the report in 

national language. The Italian reply was received on 29 January 2013, so exactly 

within the deadline taking also into account the Christmas and year end public 

holidays. Following the translation of this reply on 8 February, the final report was 

submitted in English to the Member State on 29 May. The delay between February till 

May to finalise the report was mainly due to other work priorities in the unit in 

charge, taking also into account that no follow-up was deemed necessary (no financial 

impact). The final report was sent to the CONT committee on 15 July, following 

clarifications provided by BUDG on the procedure to follow. 

48. The Parliament received an audit report from the Commission on the 28th 

November. Is this audit report the final audit report? Is this report the complete 

audit? 
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Commission's answer :  

Yes this is the final audit report from the Commission. The formal submission of this 

final audit report to the CONT Committee in English and Italian languages was made 

on 10 December (ARES(2013)3686827), in view of a possible publication by the 

CONT Committee on its site.  

 

49. Will the Commission send to the Parliament the original copy of the audit with 

the signatures and date? 

Commission's answer : 

 The Parliament already received a full copy of the English audit report for its internal 

use, with signatures and date. This report is for the confidential information of 

Members of the CONT Committee, and not for publication. 

The Commission understands that the CONT Committee may publish on its site any 

information received in relation to the Court’s special report on Abruzzi. The 

Commission audit report has therefore been submitted without the names of persons 

or private firms for the purpose of making this report public, in order to respect EU 

rules – Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 

18 December 2001 on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of 

personal data by the Community institutions and bodies and on the free movement of 

such data. 

 

50. Will the Commission give to the Parliament the number of the protocol of the 

audit? 

Commission's answer :  

The reference number of the audit is indicated on the audit report and is : "Mission 

n°:2011/IT/REGIO/J1/1057/1". 

 

51. The Commission audit was carried out on the 13-17 of February 2012. Can the 

Commission explain why it has taken one year and half to write the report?  

Commission's answer :  

The Honourable Member is referred to Commission's detailed reply to question 47. 

The Commission audit was carried out from 13 to 17 February 2012 and the draft 

audit report was submitted to the Member State in English on 19 July 2012. The final 

report was sent in English to the Member State on 29 May 2013 and the Italian 

official version in November 2013. 
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52. Does the Commission intend to send the final audit report to the ECA? 

Commission's answer :  

Yes. The ECAhas received it and is also in copy of the letter to the CONT Committee 

with the report (see reply to question 46). 

 

53. The audit report submitted to the Parliament on the 28th November concludes 

that EUR 306 million is affected by irregularities.  Are all the irregularities 

linked to public procurement? 

Commission's answer :  

Yes. As explained in the report, the EUR 306 million relate with expenditure declared 

in the Member State's report on the implementation of the EU Solidarity Fund grant 

and affected by non-compliance with the Directive 2004/18/EC (CASE 181 

million, MAP 104,5 million, MUSP21,4 million for a total of EUR 306,9 million).  

As also explained in the report, the Commission audit also detected irregularities in 

regard to EUR 8,3million concerning tolls paid by the implementing body (CPD) to 

the affected persons during 6 April 2009 and 31 March 2010. This expenditure is not 

eligible under EU Solidarity Fund rules. 

 

54. Has the Commission forward the information concerning the irregular 

spending linked to public procurement to DG Internal Market and DG 

competition? 

Commission's answer :  

No. DG Internal Market is consulted when there are doubts in the interpretation of the 

EU Directives on public procurement, which is not the case. DG Competition's remit 

encompasses the tools of the EU competition policy (antitrust and merger 

enforcement as well as State aid control), which are unrelated with the irregularities 

detected. DG Regional and Urban Policy is in charge of following-up individual audit 

findings, where necessary. 

 

55. What kind of fraud has the Commission identified in its audit? Can the 

Commission give an estimate of how much money is affected by fraud? 

Commission's answer :  

REGIO. The Commission has not identified any case of fraud in its audit carried out 

in February 2012. Moreover, neither OLAF nor the ECA have detected any fraud 

related with the EU Solidarity Fund grant in question. 
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56. In the Commission's answer to parliamentary question no. E-5146/2009 

concerning rumours in the Italian press about Mafia involvement in the 

reconstruction work in Abruzzo, the Commission states: "The Commission 

cannot act solely on the basis of rumors in the press. Should more substantial 

information suggest that Community funds have been spent incorrectly the 

Commission will act accordingly.". Was the rumours never substantiated? 

Why did the Commission not take into account the allegations in the media? 

Why does the Commission maintain this position when the allegation has 

since been confirmed by ECA special report no. 24/2012 and by the Court in 

Aquila?  

Commission's answer :  

REGIO. In its reply to QE E-5146/2009, the Commission stated that it cannot act 

solely on the basis of rumours in the press. In accordance with the principle of shared 

management the responsibility for the implementation, audit and control of the EU 

Solidarity Fund grant lies with the beneficiary Member State, Italy. Six months after 

the end of the implementation period, the beneficiary State shall report to the 

Commission on the use of the grant including a statement providing assurance of the 

legality and regularity of the spending. Italy has done so and the report was received 

in January 2011. Furthermore, DG Regional and Urban Policy and OLAF have 

received a complaint from the law firm Vinciprova & Chinnici on 8 December 2011. 

OLAF dismissed it as a prima facie non-case (OF/2012/49). Moreover, DG Internal 

Market investigated the case and closed it in November 2012 as there were no legal 

grounds for initiating an infringement procedure. The rumours in some media were 

therefore not substantiated.  

Moreover the Commission is not aware the ECA ever referred to or confirmed the 

alleged Mafia involvement and cannot read this information in the Court’s special 

report. The ECA never raised this issue in its contacts with the Commission, apart 

from reference to some press articles as referred to by the Honourable Member of 

Parliament. 

 

57. Are the irregularities in connection with the procurement of the chemical 

toilets (presently under investigation by the prosecutor in Aquila) included in 

the Commission's estimate of the EUR 306 million affected by irregularities?  

Commission's answer :  

No. The EUSF did not co-finance the chemical toilets which are therefore not part of 

the EU Grant to Abruzzi. 

 

58. Will the Commission forward to the Parliament the implementation report 

submitted by the Italian State in January 2011, which lays out the measures 

taken by the Department of Civil Protection (DPC). 

Commission's answer :  
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The Commission can transmit to the European Parliament the mentioned 

implementation report. However, disclosure to the public should be in compliance 

with Article 4(4) of Regulation (EC) 1049/2001, i.e. the Italian authority at stake 

should be consulted in order to give its approval as to the public dissemination of this 

report. To the extent that the implementation report contains personal information, the 

provisions of Article 7 of Regulation EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and 

of the Council of 18 December 2000 should also be complied with (also see reply to 

question 44 above on transmission of the validity statement). 

 

59. Is the Commission aware that it is well documented that organized crime use 

public procurement as a tool to promote their business interests? If yes, did the 

Commission take any special precautions in this regard? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission is well aware that public procurement can be used by organized 

crime and involve fraud and disseminated to the attention of programmes’ authorities 

a document raising awareness on red flags linked to fraudulent behaviour in public 

procurement procedures. The Commission's audit carried out in February 2012 

applied the usual approach concerning the verification of compliance with public 

procurement EU rules and did not identify such red flags. The issues linked to public 

procurement raised by the Commission audit are common types of irregularities 

linked to public procurement procedures, particularly under urgent circumstances as 

in this case. Neither OLAF nor the ECA have detected any fraud concerning the 

EUSF grant at stake. 

 

60. Has the Commission forwarded information about irregularities or fraud to 

OLAF? If not, what is the reason for this? Is the Commission obliged to 

forward such information to OLAF? 

Commission's answer :  

REGIO. Since the Commission has not detected any fraud in regard to the EU 

Solidarity Fund grant at stake, there is nothing to be reported to OLAF. A copy of the 

audit report in Italian was transmitted to OLAF on 8 November 2013. As far as the 

Commission is aware the ECA has not raised any fraud issue and therefore did not 

report to OLAF either.  

 

61. In what way did the Commission ensure the audit trail? Is the Commission 

confident that it can identify what the EU funds have been spent on? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission was able to reconstitute the audit trail based on the information 

made available during the audit. The expenditure declared under the EUSF grant is 
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the total of EUR 919,06 million, which is traced back to the list of invoices attached 

to the implementation report together with the accounting records relating to the same 

expenditure presented by the DPC during the audit. On the basis of this information, 

the Commission verified a representative sample of the expenditure declared and 

could clearly identify what the EU Solidarity Fund grant contributed to. 

 

62. The Commission is requested to forward to the Parliament a list of the CASE, 

MAP and MUSP houses built with EU funds, including the exact address of 

these houses. The Commission is also requested to specify which contractors 

and building companies are responsible for the different houses.  

Commission's answer :  

The Commission does not have the information on the exact addresses of the 

hundreds of houses at stake since this information is kept by the national authorities. 

The European Parliament can request this information directly to the DPC. The names 

of the contractors are disclosed in the annexes to the Commission's report submitted 

to the CONT Committee on 15 July 2013 (Ares(2013)2653348), which are for the 

confidential use of the CONT Member s only (a version without reference to personal 

data has been sent to the EP  to ensure compliance with Article 4(4) of Regulation 

(EC) 1049/2001 in case of publication). 

 

63. Are EUSF recipients obliged to put up signage with information about the 

donor on projects funded by EU? If not, could the Commission explain why 

this is not a requirement under the EUSF regulation?  

Commission's answer :  

The Commission regrets that the Italian authorities have not widely advertised the 

contribution from EU Funds to the recovery of L’Aquila. However, the Solidarity 

Fund Regulation contains no provision on publicity and therefore publicity is made on 

a voluntary basis. The proposal to amend the current Solidarity Fund Regulation – 

currently being discussed in the Council and European Parliament - could however 

take this on board to further stimulate publicity on this important contribution of the 

Union to helping citizens and ensuring European solidarity in times of natural 

disaster. 

 

64.  Does the Commission have the power to investigate the legality and regularity 

of spending under shared management? If yes, did the Commission use its 

power in connection with the EU-funds to Aquila? 

Commission's answer :  

Yes. The Honourable Member is referred to the reply to questions 46 to 50. 
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65. Has the Commission carried out any audits of invoices, contracts etc. or has 

the Commission relied on the report from the Italian Presidency of the 

Council?  

Commission's answer :  

The Commission carried out its audit on the EUSF grant to L’Aquilla, Abruzzi under 

generally accepted audit standards and has duly verified a representative sample of 

expenditure, invoices and contracts out of the full amount declared by Italy against the 

relevant EU provisions. As mentioned in the Commission's audit report, the Statement 

of Validity was produced by UBRRAC relying completely on the verifications carried 

out by the implementing body (Civil Protection Department), accepting their results 

without questioning them and carrying out only limited further examination based on 

national rules.  

As a result of the Commission's audit an amount of EUR 315 million was found 

ineligible, mostly related with irregularities (not frauds) relating to the non-respect of 

procurement rules. These irregularities were not detected nor reported by the national 

authorities (see also replies to questions 46 to 50 and 53). The Commission's audit 

therefore included substantive testing of expenditure and did not simply rely on the 

report from the Italian Presidency of the Council. 

 

66. Can the Commission explain why it negotiates what is to be considered  

"irregular" and what is to be considered "regular" spending" with the Member 

States?   

Commission's answer :  

The Commission's audit conclusions on the EU Solidarity Fund grant are based on 

valid legal interpretations and robust audit procedures carried out in respect of the 

internationally accepted audit standards by its services, in respect of the relevant EU 

legislation. The honourable Member is referred to the reply to question 47 which 

relates the course of action for this audit, including the contradictory process with the 

auditee in accordance with audit standards and practice. The Commission never 

“negotiates” with the Member States what is to be considered "irregular" or “regular”. 

In this particular case it rejected the Member State’s arguments and confirmed its 

preliminary finding on an amount of EUR 315 million found ineligible, till the final 

audit report. 

 

67. At the CONT meeting on the 7th November 2013, the Commission stated that 

“the Member State can correct the irregular expenditure and replace it by 

regular expenditure”. Is this also standard practice in connection fraud, i.e. can 

the Member States correct the fraudulent expenditure and replace it with non-

fraudulent spending?  If yes, why is it standard practice? Does the 

Commission intend to change this practice? 

Commission's answer : 
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As explained above under the reply to question 65 and in regard to the EU Solidarity 

Fund grant at stake, the Member State could therefore legally exclude the irregular 

expenditure from the declared one, and still justify a sufficient amount of regular 

expenditure to cover the totality of the EU Solidarity Fund grant since the declared 

amount included more expenditure than necessary to justify the EUSF grant. Again, 

there was no fraud detected in regard to the EUSF grant (see also reply to questions 

56, 59 and 60). 

At present, there is no legal provision that allows the Commission to enforce net 

financial corrections in the context of EU Solidarity Fund.  

In the Proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council 

amending Council Regulation (EC) No 2012/2002 establishing the European Union 

Solidarity Fund
6
, the Commission proposes the following under Article 5: "The 

beneficiary State shall make the financial corrections required where an irregularity is 

ascertained. The corrections made by the beneficiary State shall consist in cancelling 

all or part of the contribution from the Fund. The beneficiary State shall recover any 

amount lost as a result of an irregularity detected." The Commission considers that 

this provision is an important tool that can be used to enforce net financial corrections 

where applicable.  

 

68. Can the Commission explain why there is a discrepancy between the 

Commission's estimate of the amount affected by irregularities and the ECA's 

estimate?  

Commission's answer :  

The Commission's audit verified the compliance with EU rules and ascertained the 

existing of the irregularities concerning mostly to public procurement matters. The 

European Court of Auditors took the position in its report that the CASE project was 

not eligible under the EUSF. The Commission provided detailed replies to the Court’s 

special report explaining why, in its views, the CASE project was considered eligible. 

 

69. Is the content of the audit report sent to Parliament on the 28
th

 of November 

different from the confidential preliminary audit report sent to Parliament on 

the 7
th

 of July, e.g. did the Commission receive new information between July 

and November?  

Commission's answer :  

No, this is the same report translated into Italian. In July the Commission transmitted 

the full report to the CONT Members for their confidential information. On the basis 

of the CONT’s Rapporteur request to publish the COmmisison’s final audit report, 

DG Regional and Urban Policy forwarded to the Honourable Member on 28 

November a final Italian version of the report without the personal data, to ensure 

                                                 
6
 COM(2013) 522 final of 25.7.2013. 
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compliance with the existing rules and regulations (see also replies to questions 48 

and 49). 

 

70. Is it standard practice that the preliminary audit reports are confidential? If 

yes, why is that and does the Commission intend to change this practice? 

Commission's answer :  

The transmission of Commission audit reports as "other confidential information" is 

in line with the rules laid down in Annex II 1.2.3 of the Framework Agreement on 

relations between the European Parliament and the European Commission (L 304/47).  

 

71. On the 28
th

 November 2013 the Parliament received an audit report from the 

Commission (Mission n°: 2011/IT/REGIO/J1/1057/1 and 

2001/FSUE/EUSF/27). Why is there no date on this report?  

Commission's answer :  

This report is an informal advance copy of the final report to the attention of the 

CONT Rapporteur. The formal transmission  of the final audit report to the CONT 

Committee is on its way to the EP (ARES (2013) 3686827 of 10/12/2013). The date 

of the final audit report is the date of the first transmission to the Italian authorities (in 

English), i.e. 29 May 2013 (ARES(2013)1499054). The report was then translated and 

sent into Italian on 8 November 2013 to finalise the process, but the date of 29 May 

remains the date of the final.   

 

72. Why are there different numbers for Mission and Inquiry in the audit? 

Commission's answer :  

The mission number 2011/IT/REGIO/J1/1057/1 is the identifier for the specific audit 

mission. The number 2001/FSUE/EUSF/27 corresponds to the reference of the 

Enquiry Planning Memorandum (audit methodological document) under which the 

mission has been carried out. All audits to the EUSF grants are carried out according 

to this same Enquiry Planning Memorandum. 

 

73. Finding 1 of the above mentioned audit report states: “Insufficient work by the 

independent body drawing up the validity statement”. However, in the 

Commission’s document “Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7 

November 2013” the Commission states the opposite. Can the Commission 

explain why it gives two different answers? Which of the answers is correct? 

Commission's answer : 
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The Commission’s document “Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7 

November 2013” explains the Member States' responsibilities under EUSF and replies 

to the question “Did the Commission satisfy itself whether the Italian authorities 

respected the anti-mafia legislation in place in the context of the disaster response 

operations funded by the EU Solidarity Fund”. It does not contain any qualification in 

regard to the work of the independent body that signed the validity statement. Hence, 

there is no contradiction with the finding n° 1 of the audit report. 

In its written replies to the CONT Committee, the Commission clarifies the content of 

any validity statement: “This statement which is similar to the winding up declaration 

under the Structural Funds has to be established by an independent authority and 

give assurance of the legality and regularity of the spending including national 

requirements, such as anti-Mafia legislation. The national controls entail the 

verification of this additional rule”.  

The Commission audit report refers to the fact that the independent body UBBRAC 

did not carry out EUSF types of audits (system audits and audits on operations) 

against EUSF specific eligibility rules as required by the EUSF regulatory framework, 

but carried out “control of regularity of administration accounting” in accordance with 

national rule sonly. In addition the audit report refers to the fact that UBBRAC “relied 

completely on the verifications carried out by the implementing body (Civil Protection 

Department)”.  

The written replies to the CONT Committee also refer to the implementation report by 

the Civil Protection Department, to further clarify what national controls were carried 

out in relation to the additional national anti-mafia rule and clarify that “Concerning 

the compliance with the Anti-Mafia legislation, the implementation report submitted 

by the Member State in January 2011 explains the measures taken by the Department 

of Civil Protection (DPC) to ensure the prevention of infiltration of crime 

organisations in the building contracts and tendering procedures, including the 

application of the relevant national legislation and guidelines. In footnote 1 of the 

same reply, the Commission further clarifies that “In the [Abruzzi] implementing 

report, it is stated the following: "In mid August 2010 the companies involved in the 

reconstruction amounted to 2.031, in the same period with the purpose of verifying 

infiltrations on behalf of the mafia 1.271 building companies were investigated, 

amounting to approx. 62,5% of the total amount, and 14 antimafia disqualifications 

were issued while 33 elements of incongruous information were reported."  

There is therefore no reference to the quality of the specific work needed from the 

independent body under the EUSF rules in the written replies 7 November 2013. 

Finding 1 is clearly disclosed in the Commission audit report audit report, an English 

version of which was already transmitted for confidential information of the CONT 

Committee on 15 July 2013 (Ares(2013)2653348).  

 

74. Finding 2 in the audit report states: “ The Italian authorities have not ensured 

a clear identification in both the implementation report and the validity 

statement of the expenditure declared as eligible under EUSF” and that “The 

assurance provided by the validity statement is inadequate and the 

independent body (i.e. the UBRRAC) has not complied with Article 6(4) of the 
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agreement for the implementation of the Commission Decision ” and that 

doesn’t exist “a clear audit trail between this expenditure and the contracts 

awarded in relation to projects funded by the EUSF grant”. However, in the 

Commission document “Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7 

November 2013” the Commission states the opposite? Can the Commission 

explain why it gives two different answers? Which of the answers is correct? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission’s document “Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7 

November 2013” explains the Member States' responsibilities under EUSF. It does 

not contain any qualification in regard to the matters covered by the finding n° 2 of 

the audit report. Hence, there is no contradiction with the finding n° 2 of the audit 

report.  

 

75. Finding 3 mentions EUR 8.340.525,58 in expenditures.  What kind of 

expenditures does finding 3 refer to? 

Commission's answer :  

As indicated in the final audit report "The expenditure declared in the implementation 

report includes EUR 8 340 525,58 concerning tolls paid by the implementing body 

(CPD) to the affected persons during 6 April 2009 and 31 March 2010. This 

expenditure is not eligible under EU Solidarity Fund rules" (see also reply to question 

53). 

 

76. Can the Commission specify why the amount referred to in finding 3 (EUR 

8.340.525,58) is not admissible ? Why is this not specified in the audit report? 

Commission's answer :  

The Honourable Member is referred to the reply to question 75, which refers to the 

explanations provided in the audit report. 

 

77. Finding 4 in the audit report states: “For the CASE, MAP and MUSP projects, 

the use of negotiated procedures without publication in the Official Journal of 

the European Union (OJEU) for several additional contracts and other 

contracts awarded by the implementing body (CPD) is not justified under the 

Directive 2004/18/EC for the contracts above the thresholds defined in Article 

7 of this Directive”. This information is not included in the Commission 

document “Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7th November 

2013”. Why did the Commission not inform the Parliament about this? 

Commission's answer :  
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The document "Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7th November 2013" 

addresses two questions put forward to the Commission during the CONT meeting 

and relating to the verification of the Italian anti-mafia legislation and the need or not 

to recover the detected irregular expenditure. It clearly disclose the “(…) 

irregularities (not frauds) relating to the non –respect of procurement rules” for an 

amount of EUR 181 million under CASE buildings (out of EUR 315 million in total). 

All details are disclosed in the audit report, an English version of which was already 

transmitted for confidential information of the CONT Committee on 15 July 2013 

(Ares(2013)2653348). 

 

78. In the audit report the Commission states: “Although requested before and 

during the audit, the Italian authorities did not provide a list of contracts with 

the expenditure declared as eligible under EUSF, i.e. with the cut-off date as 

at the final eligibility date of 30 November 2010”. In the Commission 

document “Replies to Questions raised CONT meeting of 7th November 

20113” the Commission states: “The Commission has obtained reasonable 

assurance, from its own audit work, that expenditure declared by the Member 

State (amounting to EUR 920 million) complies with the relevant eligibility 

rules”. With the audit report in mind, how can the Commission arrive at the 

above conclusion?  

Commission's answer : Commission's answer : REGIO 

Despite the limitations identified under finding n°2 of the audit report, the 

Commission was able to reconstitute the audit trail based on the information made 

available during the audit, as explained in reply to question 61 above. The reasonable 

assurance obtained by the Commission is based on the verification of a representative 

sample of the expenditure declared under the EU Solidarity Fund grant. 

The Commission would like to recall the full text of the sentence quoted by the 

Honourable Member. In the reply to the first question raised in the CONT meeting of 

7 November 2013, the Commission states (quotation in extenso, emphasis added): 

“The Commission has obtained reasonable assurance, from its own audit work, that 

expenditure declared by the Member State (amounting to EUR 920 million) complies 

with the relevant eligibility rules (among which the EU rules on public procurement), 

except for EUR 315 million, where irregularities were detected (see below).” 

Furthermore, in its reply to the last question, the Commission states (quotation in 

extenso): 

“Question: Why did the Commission not recover the detected irregular expenditure? 

Answer: The Solidarity Fund grant amounted to EUR 494 million. Italy declared 

expenditure of EUR 920 million, exceeding the EU grant by over 426 million. 

REGIO did an audit on the basis of a representative sample of the full amount 

declared by Italy. As a result of DG REGIO’s audit an amount of EUR 315 million 
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was found ineligible, EUR 181 million of which relate to the CASE buildings, mainly 

for irregularities (not frauds) relating to the non-respect of procurement rules. 

Based on the REGIO audit work carried out, we have reasonable assurance that the 

error linked to public procurement rules does not apply to the remaining expenditure 

of EUR 604 million. The Member State could therefore legally exclude the irregular 

expenditure from the declared one and still justify a sufficient amount of regular 

expenditure to cover the totality of the EUSF grant. As a consequence the findings 

detected did not have any financial impact on the Community budget and no recovery 

of EU funds is required.” (end of quotation). 

 

79. Why are the names of the persons responsible for the audit from the 

Commission secret? Why are the names of the responsible persons from DPC 

in Italy secret? 

Commission's answer :  

The names of persons mentioned in the audit report are concealed in order to comply 

with Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 

18 December2000 on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of 

personal data by the Community institutions and bodies and on the free movement of 

such data. The CONT Committee has received on 15 July 2013 (Ares(2013)2653348) 

a full version of the audit report where the Honourable Member can obtain all details 

on the names of the officials concerned for the work of this Committee. 

 

80. According to the audit report, the DPC granted contracts to less than 20 

companies. Yet in mid-August 2010, 2.031 companies were involved in the 

reconstruction. Why did the Commission allow this when according to the 

rules “it is allowed the subcontracting of works of the prevailing category up 

to 50%”? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commission's audit verified the compliance with EU rules on public 

procurement, which do not refer to the threshold of 50% mentioned by the CONT 

Committee. 

 

81. On page 6 of the audit report, the Commission defines CASE as temporary 

houses. Why is that?  

Commission's answer :  

As indicated in its replies to the ECA’s Special Report, the Commission firmly 

maintains the view that the CASE buildings were not only “relevant to the actual 

needs” as recognised by the Court and the CONT Rapporteur himself but were fully 

in line with the requirements of the Solidarity Fund Regulation. The notion of 



62 | P a g e  

 

“temporary” housing is to be applied in the context of a given concrete situation. In 

view of the expected duration of reconstruction at L’Aquila of up to 10 years or more, 

thousands of people to be accommodated rapidly and the specific climatic conditions, 

the construction of the CASE complexes was an appropriate choice covered by the 

Regulation. 

For the sake of clarity, the Commission has meanwhile included a wording in its 

proposal for a modified Solidarity Fund Regulation spelling out that temporary should 

mean until the return of the population to their original homes is possible. 

 

82. Has the Commission forwarded to the Italian I.G.R.U.E. the information 

concerning the EUR 315 million that is not admissible? If yes, on which date 

was this information sent to I.G.R.U.E.? 

Commission's answer :  

I.G.R.U.E. is the audit authority for the Structural Funds. The EU Solidarity Fund is 

outside its remit. Hence, there is no purpose in sending the Commission's audit report 

on EUSF to I.G.R.U.E. 

 

83. Can the Commission explain why the Commission on behalf of OLAF send a 

letter to the Parliament regarding the lack of response from OLAF in 

connection with Aquila? Is the Commission and OLAF the same in this case? 

If so, will the Commission explain how an alleged years old letter can 

suddenly appear in an undated version and whether it is common practice for 

the Commission/OLAF to send undated letters? 

Commission's answer :  

The letter in question addressed to Mr. Theurer is dated 7 November 2013. It was 

signed by OLAF Director-General, Mr. Kessler. It is not the practice of either the 

Commission or OLAF to send undated letters. 

 

Getting results from the EU budget 

84. To which extend did DG REGIO contribute to the achievements of the main 

objectives of the Europe 2020 Strategy? 

Commission's answer :  

DG Regional and Urban Policy has made significant contributions towards the 

EU2020 targets, in particular in the fields of R&D and Innovation and generating 

employment.   

On increasing spending on R&D and Innovation, over EUR 42 billion of European 

Regional Development Funds was allocated to 80,000 Research, Technology and 
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Development projects between 2007-2012.   Three quarters of that total (EUR 31.5 

billion) was allocated to RTD projects in Convergence regions.  Member States 

reported the creation of at least 20,000 high quality research jobs by end 2012.  

On increasing employment, Member States report that European Regional 

Development Funds have contributed to the creation of almost 600,000 jobs between 

2007-2012.  At least 260,000 of those jobs were created in SMEs. Support for SMEs 

and business totals over EUR 20 billion. 

On reducing poverty and social exclusion, over 9 billion Euros of European 

Regional Development Funds have been allocated to social inclusion projects and 

over 8.5 billion Euros have been allocated to social infrastructure projects, such as 

health, childcare and housing.   At least 3,500 projects promoting equal opportunities 

for minorities and young people have been supported.  

On increasing energy from renewables and increasing energy efficiency, ERDF 

financing has supported over 2,400 MW of new renewable energy production 

capacity.   At least 2.5 billion Euros of ERDF has been allocated to energy generation 

from wind, solar, biomass, hydroelectric and geothermal energy sources.  Over 4 

billion Euros has been allocated to improving energy efficiency projects.   

On education, almost 9 billion Euros has been allocated to investments in Education 

Infrastructure. 

While it is clear that these outputs from Programmes co-financed by European 

Regional Development Funds are contributing to the EU2020 objectives, we will be 

only able to judge the extent through the ex-post evaluation which is being launched 

now and will be completed by the end of 2015. 

 

Which are the 5 main SMART objectives foreseen in the annual management 

plan of the DG? 

Commission's answer :  

For next year’s management plan five key performance indicators will be selected: 

four related to the main policy objectives and one related to the internal performance 

(cumulative residual error rate). These key performance indicators have still to be 

validated as the Management Plan will be finalised by the 20
th

 of January. 

 

Is there any mechanism in place in order to evaluate the performance of the 

DG? 

Commission's answer :  

The DG’s objectives are translated every year into operational priorities. For each of 

these priorities, indicators and targets have been set. Progress against these targets is 

monitored on a bimonthly basis and discussed at the board of directors. This allows 

the senior management to identify any obstacles/delays and to take corrective 

measures. 
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As regards policy achievements, they are measured through the core indicators 

embedded into the operational programmes. 

 

If yes, how does it contribute to the article 318 TFUE evaluation report of the 

financial performance of the Union? 

Commission's answer : 

The Article 318 TFEU evaluation report covers the results of EU spending 

programmes under all Budget Headings of the current MFF. Performance on Regional 

Policy is reported upon under Heading 1B. This year's Report provides a more 

complete coverage of progress and results achieved. The performance information 

results from evaluations, the Annual Activity Reports and the special reports from the 

European Court of Auditors, as well as national reports and reports from expert 

networks for the implementation of programmes under shared management, and 

internal audit reports. 

 

85. How did DG REGIO coordinate its actions with other services of the 

Commission in order to implement the Flagship Initiative Innovation Union? 

Commission's answer :  

DG Regio was made responsible for the launching of Research and innovation 

strategies for smart specialization (RIS3). 

The RIS3 initiative involves a range of DGs and high-level experts and provides a 

range of different support measures to the member states and regions – and to the 

REGIO geographical units – to facilitate the development and assessment of smart 

specialisation strategies. This comprises notably: 

The Smart Specialisation Mirror Group is composed of high-level academics and 

representatives of innovation support intermediaries and networks, as well as of 

international and EU institutions (see Annex 2). It was set up to (a) provide input to 

the development of the concept of smart specialisation and related guidance material, 

(b) to steer the development of the RIS3 initiative to ensure it matches the needs of 

policy-makers and (c) to mobilise important stakeholder groups for supporting the 

regions and Member States in the development of their strategies. The Mirror Group 

meets 3 times per year. The meeting in July was dedicated to preparing the high-level 

event on 8 November
7
, by extracting main policy messages from the RIS3 

experiences so far that can give a vision for the RIS3 implementation phase as 2014 

that will probably be bolstered by up to €100 billion ESIF support. 

DG REGIO organises national events with the relevant ministries and stakeholders 

to kick-off the RIS3 development processes (done in DE, PL, SK, CZ, PT, UK, BG, 

ES, GR, IT, RO, HU, Croatia and Finland). 

                                                 
7
 See: http://www.vleva.eu/smartspecialisation  

http://www.vleva.eu/smartspecialisation
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DG REGIO puts experts at the disposal of the Member States and regions (and the 

geographical units) to provide individual analytical and process support for the 

development and appraisal of smart specialisation strategies. Currently 96 such 

contracts are either on-going, in the process of being launched or have been 

terminated already. Some of them are 2
nd

 contracts, as the first analysis showed severe 

shortcomings in the RIS3 development process. 52 experts provide the expertise for 

14 national and 78 regional strategies in a total of 20 MS. 41 reports have been 

finalised, covering 9 national level strategies (Spain, Italy, Czech Republic, Greece, 

Poland,  Cyprus, Bulgaria, Belgium, Malta) and 51 regions
8
. We have currently over 

250 experts registered through the call for expression of interest. We expect up to 15 

more contracts to be signed before the end of the year. The development of maritime 

innovation and SME aspects in the Adriatic-Ionian Macro-regional Strategy benefits 

also from 2 experts to help draw on the RIS3 of the involved countries and help 

develop their trans-national potential. 

The RIS3 "Steering Team" involves officials from DG RTD, ENTR, CNECT, EAC, 

EMPL, AGRI, MARE and the Committee of the Regions. Its mandate was renewed in 

2012 to shape it up for the new phase in the RIS3 initiative related to the assessment 

of the strategies in the negotiation context. 

An administrative agreement (€3million, 3 years, ending Dec. 2013, renewal until end 

2016 is foreseen) with the IPTS-JRC to run the "S3Platform" that organises peer-

reviews, trainings, 4 trans-national events
9
, facilitates the further analytical and 

conceptual basis for "smart specialisation", develops guidance material (most of the 

content stems with from REGIO, RTD or the high-level experts in the Mirror Group), 

runs the RIS3 web-site and issues a Newsletter. Currently 142 EU regions in 19 MS 

and 14 countries at national level (Slovakia, Lithuania, Malta, Hungary, Slovenia, 

Cyprus, Croatia, Czech Republic, Latvia, Portugal, Poland, Ireland, Romania, 

Estonia) are registered in the Platform (and 2 observer regions:  Nordland (Norway) 

and Vojvodina (Serbia)
10

. Up to now 10 peer-reviews for a total of 41 regions and 4 

MS have been organised
11

 with some 110 regions participating in the debates. The 

                                                 
8
 14 from ES (Canarias, Castilla y Leon, Andalucia, Castilla la Mancha, Extremadura, Asturias, 

Cantabria, Navarra, Madrid, Basque country, Aragon, Baleares & Valencia, Murcia, La Rioja, 

Catalonia), 13 from Greece (all regions), 12 from FR (Auvergne,  Champagne-Ardenne, Alsace, 

PACA, Bourgogne, Centre, DOM, Aquitaine, Franche-Comté, Martinique, Guayana, Bretagne), 3 from 

UK (Scotland, England, Northern Ireland), 1 from DE (Saxony), 4 from NL, 2 from PT (Algarve, 

Centro), 1 from PL (Lubelskie) 
9
 Baltic Sea, outer-most-regions, Danube basin. Atlantic Arc regions, 20-21 Nov. In Bordeaux 

10
 See: http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/s3-platform-registered-regions  

11
 Peer-reviews organised by S3Platform: in 2012: 31 January (Friesland (NL), Nord-Pas-de-Calais 

(FR), País Vasco (ES), Vest (RO)), 3 May (Puglia (IT), Skane (SE), Northern Ireland (UK), Wallonia 

(BE)), 5 June  (Réunion (FR),  Canary Islands (ES),  Azores (PT), Cornwall (UK)) and in 25 

September in Pisa (Centre (FR), Satakunta (FI), Tuscany (IT), that Västra Götaland (SE)); 3-4 

December (Strasbourg): Alsace (FR), Emilia-Romagna (IT), Bratislava (SK),  Attica (GR);in 2013:7-8 

Feb. (Aragón and Baleares (ES), Marche (IT), Pomorskie (PL) and Lapland (FI)) 

Peer-reviews organised by OECD:  28 March in Linz and 10 May in Paris (13 regions / countries 

covered (Lower and Upper Austria, Flanders (BE), South Moravian (CZ), EE, Lahti Region (FI), 

Brandenburg (DE), Brainport Eindhoven (NL), Małopolska (PL), Andalusia, Basque Country (ES), UK  

+ East Marmara (TR); 7-8 February on Baleares (Mallorca): Aragón and Baleares (ES), Marche (IT), 

Pomorskie (PL) and Lapland (FI). 14-15 March 2013 in Brno: Saxony (DE), South Moravia (CZ), 

Świętokrzyskie (PL) and Wales (UK) ; 14-15 May in Vaasa: Ostrobothnia (FI), Lubelskie (PO), 

Languedoc-Roussillon (FR), Piedmont (IT). Faro on 4-5 July on tourism-related innovation (Algarve 

(PT),  Kujawsko-Pomorskie (PO),  Rhone-Alps (FR),  Sicily (IT)). Crete 26/27 Sept (Castile y León 

http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/s3-platform-registered-regions


66 | P a g e  

 

most recent regional peer-review was on 26/27 Sept in Crete (regions under review: 

Castile and León (ES), Crete (GR), Moravia-Silesia (CR), Nordland (NO) and Umbria 

(IT)) and the next on 5-6 Nov. in Potsdam (DE) on city regions (Berlin-Brandenburg 

(DE), Greater Manchester (UK), Mazovia (PL), Prague (CR)). The first peer-review 

of national strategies (Hungary, Lithuania, Malta and Portugal) took place on 24-25 

June in Budapest. The second national level peer-review is planned for late February 

2014 in Riga (Latvia ).  

A first scanning of the fields of specialisation in which regions and Member States 

showed interest in the peer-reviews, a survey in summer 2012 and as emerged in the 

AMI list studies on innovation systems, shows that specialisations related to the 

following fields are popular: 

 Energy  

 life science 

 ICT 

 Environment 

 Agro-food 

 Tourism 

 New materials 

The S3Platform launched a more systematic collection of information on the 

specialisation fields, inviting the regions and MS to indicate their preferences via an 

on-line tool (http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/eye-ris3). This information will serve 

as basis for inviting regions with similar priorities to workshops for identification of 

further need for differentiation / diversification and opportunities for cooperation and 

synergies among regions / MS. The first such workshop will be held in April on ICT 

related priorities. The next will be on KETs and agrifood (April, Murcia) and on 

transport/logistics (later in April, Las Palmas). Envisaged are health and growth (HU), 

tourism (PT – Faro in July), aerospace (Aquitaine + DATAR tbc), rural innovation 

(21-23 October in Fundão (PT)). 

DG REGIO develops with other DGs further guidance on innovation related 

policy-approaches, e.g. to cluster initiatives, social innovation, innovation in and 

through the service sector, innovation demand through public procurement, creativity 

and creative industries for innovation, incubators, university-industry collaboration, 

broadband, synergies between Horizon 2020 and ESIF, SME innovation, science and 

technology parks, etc. 

The OECD (under a € 198 500 contract ended in December 2012) deepened the 

global outlook and conceptual basis. It confirmed smart specialisation as an 

imperative in the global economic context. The result of their project was presented 

on 5 December to Commissioners. 

The World Bank helps to promote smart specialisation in PL, BG, RO and possibly 

other countries (notably Latvia). Paulo Correa is revising the conceptual note about 

smart specialisation and has joined the Mirror Group of the Platform. 

                                                                                                                                            
(ES), Crete (GR), Moravia-Silesia (CR), Nordland (NO) and Umbria (IT)); 5-6 Nov. in Potsdam (DE) 

on city regions (Berlin-Brandenburg (DE), Greater Manchester (UK), Mazovia (PL), Prague (CZ)). 

http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/eye-ris3
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The WB finalised its report on the 'Romania West Region' in June 2013. The results 

seem to be a   good example of the application of the concept taking into account the 

caveats we raised in that note; there are also some discussions with the central 

government (Min of Economy) on-going. A contract has started (January 2013) with 

Poland (very beginning), and proceeds with Bulgaria (more focus on the innovation 

policy) under the coordination of Donato de Rosa. The Ministry of Regional 

Integration in Croatia approach the Bank in December 2012 with a request to help 

them develop a smart specialization strategy. 

JASPERS will provide technical assistance to cohesion countries for the translation 

of the RIS3 and the related OPs into concrete measures. JASPERS provides some 

limited support to Romania to help identifying the current situation and priorities 

(analysis of evidence base). The JASPERS networking platform started also providing 

training for MA, notably on CBA for research infrastructure projects (11 June 2013). 

Additional trainings, e.g. on broadband may follow. 

DG RTD supports the conceptual development and analysis in particular by setting 

up 15 expert groups to look into R&D specific issues in Bulgaria, Cyprus, Czech 

Republic, Estonia, Greece, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Portugal, 

Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain – see list of experts in annex 6), and facilitates 

synergies with Horizon 2020 (G.1 is jointly with RTD preparing guidance material 

for MA and Horizon2020 programme managers on provisions necessary to be 

introduced in OP, work programmes, calls, etc. to combine the Horizon2020 and ESIF 

funding; to be finalised in November). RTD generates important data material to 

provide an evidence-base and facilitate trans-national comparisons
12

. It disseminates 

through expert groups (like ERAC and ERIAB) and conferences (e.g. the Week of 

Innovative Regions in Europe, next on 5-7 June in Cork (IE)) the RIS3 concept. 

DG RTD ran under the FP7 "social sciences and humanities" work programme this 

year a call for proposals on smart specialisation. The project is expected to cost 

around €2.8 million and will end by 2015.  The aim of the project is directed at 

operationalizing the concept of smart specialisation in a manner which will be useful 

to actors in different regional contexts. It will do this by strengthening the analytical 

underpinnings of the smart specialisation concept, providing methodological guidance 

for practice and generating strategic intelligence for policy-makers. It will deliver 

results to inform practitioners and policymakers in the development and assessment of 

smart specialisation strategies. Consortium partners include universities from the UK, 

CZ, NL, SE, IT, a Spanish foundation and European regional networks and members 

of the Mirror Group (Kevin Morgan). 

DG RTD runs an expert group on Clusters and Smart Specialisation under the 

chairmanship of Christian Ketels (member of the Mirror Group), Claire Nauwelaers 

(Rapporteur), Franck Peck, Jennifer Harper, Göran Lindqvist (European Cluster 

Observatory) and Beata Lubicka. The group has almost finished its work.  First results 

were presented at the WIRE Conference in Cork (5-7 June 2013). 

DG RTD also launched a pilot call for ERA-Chairs, i.e. one of the future 

Horizon2020 measures to bridge the innovation divide between the more and less 

developed EU MS. 

                                                 
12

 E.g. ERAWATCH, Innovation Union Competitiveness reports, foresight studies 
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DG CNECT set up an administrative agreement with the IPTS-JRC on ICT take-up 

and broadband mapping and will run a study on this. CNECT will give priority 

support to 7 countries (BG, RO, PL, SK, IT, ES, GR) including via "going local" 

events and a “virtual task force”
13

. Jointly with REGIO (who pays for the expert) an 

up-date of the broadband guide is being prepared. The S3Platform ICT colleagues are 

compilind guidance on digital growth support measures (“toolbox”). 

DG ENTR supports RIS3 mainly through analytical tools, both regarding statistical 

analysis of the Member States' and regions' innovation performance and capacities
14

 

and regarding innovation policy and governance, in particular at regional level
15

 and 

gives input to the cluster guide. 

The European Parliament is preparing an own initiative report on smart 

specialisation (rapporteur: Hermann WINKLER, REGI committee member). 

The EP (L. Van Nistelroij) also proposed budget for a pilot action in 2013 with a 

budget of €1.5 million to facilitate the participation of less developed regions in 

Horizon2020. The EP (Winkler) proposed a  budget for a pilot action in 2014 with a 

budget of €0.7 million to help Eastern Greece with the development and 

implementation of RIS3. REGIO.G.1 together with the S3Platform are envisaged as 

implementing services for both. 

The Committee of the Regions (Commission for Education, Youth, Culture and 

Research) is equally considering a smart specialisation opinion. The CoR member 

Markku Markkula is member of the S3 Mirror group. At the Innovation Union 

conference of the CoR on 27 Nov.2013, smart specialisation had a prominent role. 

 

How many meetings of the groups of Commissioners for the innovation 

(created by the Commission on 28 April 2010) took place? 

Commission's answer :  

The Commissioner Group on Innovation met three times in 2012. 

 

How many meetings of the dedicated inter service and inter Cabinet groups 

Innovation Union and European Innovation Partnership took place? 

Commission's answer :  

DG RTD coordinated the implementation and the follow-up to the Innovation Union 

through the ad-hoc Innovation Union Inter-service Group. 

The Commissioners Group met 7 times so far. The Innovation Union inter-service 

group met 11 times. 

                                                 
13

  http://connected.cnect.cec.eu.int/groups/virtual-task-force-regio-connect-vtf  
14

 Innovation Union Scoreboard, including regional scoreboard 
15

 Regional Innovation Monitor 

http://connected.cnect.cec.eu.int/groups/virtual-task-force-regio-connect-vtf
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Four EIP Inter-Cab/Inter-Service meetings took place in 2012, including all 

Cabinets/Services. In addition, a number of multi-lateral meetings were held on 

individual EIPs. 

 

Is there a specific mechanism in place in the Secretariat general to evaluate 

and coordinate the actions off the DGs involved in the Strategy? 

Commission's answer :  

As regards the overall coordination of the Europe 2020 strategy, the Commission 

follows up yearly progress report on state of play Member States' national 2020 

targets, which is part of the Commission's European Semester package, including the 

country-specific recommendations and analytical background documents (for 2013, 

see: http://ec.europa.eu/europe2020/making-it-happen/country-specific-

recommendations/index_en.htm ). The Secretariat-general coordinates this work 

within the Commission, with the inputs and close cooperation of relevant DGs. 

As regards the Innovation Union specifically, the corresponding initiatives have been 

prepared under the leadership of the relevant DGs and the Secretariat General has 

been involved at all levels of inter-service preparation, as is traditionally its role (see 

also reply to question 86). 

 

86. How has DG REGIO been involved in the achievement of flagship initiatives 

for which it was not directly responsible? 

Commission's answer :  

DG REGIO has played an active role in supporting the implementation of the 

Flagship initiative on “A resource efficient Europe” in particular through the adoption 

early 2011 of a dedicated Communication on “Regional Policy contributing to 

sustainable growth in Europe 2020” and related follow-up activities. A number of 

practical guides for managing authorities and stakeholders have been published in 

order to spread practical support and good practices on programmes related to climate 

change, sustainable energy and environment such as the Guide on “Connecting smart 

and sustainable growth through smart specialisation”. In addition DG REGIO has 

been working extensively with other services, Member States and relevant 

organisations on the implementation through EU funds in key areas such as energy 

efficiency, waste and water management or Green Infrastructure. 

Also in the field of smart growth DG REGIO has played an active role in supporting 

the implementation of the Europe 2020 Flagship initiatives Innovation Union, Digital 

Agenda, Agenda for new skills and jobs, in particular through the adoption of a 

Communication on "Regional Policy contributing to smart growth in Europe 2020 " in 

2010 that spells out the implementation steps for the Innovation Union commitment 

for which DG REGIO is in the lead: the development of smart specialisation 

strategies. By now this has materialised in the set-up of the S3Platform (run by the 

JRC IPTS; currently 142 EU regions in 19 MS and 14 countries at national level are 

enrolled; up to now 11 peer-reviews for a total of 44 regions and 4 MS have been 
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organised) and about 100 contracts of REGIO with experts to advise 14 Member 

States for their national level strategies and 78 regions in 20 countries on their smart 

specialisation strategy development process. REGIO also issued number of practical 

guides for managing authorities and stakeholders, notably on Regional policy for 

smart growth of SMEs, Connecting universities to regional growth, Smart guide to 

innovation-based incubators, and Broadband investment models and promoted 

thematic guidance material from other DGs, notably EAC, RTD, ENTR and CNECT. 

In addition DG REGIO is working intensively with other services, Member States and 

relevant organisations on the design and implementation of innovation, SME and 

digital policies and support systems. The results of this work was translated in the 

innovation and ICT related ex ante conditionalities for the improvement of policy 

design and more effective implementation and the introduction of advanced support 

concepts in the investment priorities for the future operational programmes where up 

to 100 billon EUR will be invested in support of innovation drivers (research and 

innovation, ICT, SME competitiveness and the take-up and development of energy 

related innovations). 

In the current programming period, around EUR 88 billion are being invested in R&D 

and innovation, entrepreneurship, innovative information and communication 

technologies accessibility and up-take and human capital for innovation. This resulted 

by end of 2012 in more than 53 200 RTD projects, many of them infrastructure and 

purchase of equipment, but also R&D activities, more than 15 900 cooperation 

projects between enterprises and research institutions, more than 15 600 Research 

jobs created, more than 20 700 ICT projects, more than 53 100 start-ups and more 

than 1.8 million more citizens having broadband access. (See Strategic Report 2013: 

http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/how/policy/strategic_report_en.cfm#sr2013 ). 

These figures include around EUR 25 billion fully dedicated to SMEs (technology 

transfer, promotion of environmentally-friendly products, ICT application, …) and 

around EUR 30 billion mainly dedicated to SMEs. More than EUR 10 billion of this 

is being delivered through financial instruments (loans, guarantees or equity, venture 

capital and other financial products). Until October 2013 of this amount some EUR 

4.5 billion were effectively paid to enterprises. The remaining EUR 4.4 billion being 

readily available in holding funds or specific funds, to invest in enterprises, upon 

presentation. 

 

Which mechanism(s) assured the consistency between all the different 

flagships initiatives? 

Commission's answer : 

The Commission's Europe 2020 Communication of 3 March 2010 set out a 

comprehensive strategy to put Europe on a path towards smart, sustainable and 

inclusive growth. It also proposed to initiate seven flagships initiatives catalysing 

progress towards this goal. These flagship initiatives were conceived and constituted 

as targeted work programmes, taking the form of action plans identifying possible 

priority initiatives at EU level to support the achievement of the Europe 2020 targets.  

http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/how/policy/strategic_report_en.cfm#sr2013
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The preparation and follow-up of the many individual actions have been done through 

the normal preparation channels within the Commission, including inter-service 

checks and coordination (such as impact assessments and interservice consultation 

with all services concerned). This is through these well-established mechanisms that 

the relevance and coherence of individual initiatives has been ensured.  

The yearly Commission Work Programme is the main vehicle to take stock of 

progress/delivery and review priorities for the Commission on an annual basis. 

 

* * * 



AAR 2009

Period Res No MS CCI No Description Comments (extract from the 2012 AAR)
Res Type 

2012

Resolved? 

(as of 

8/11.2013) 

Y / N

Comments 2011
Res Type 

2011
Comments 2010 Res Type 2010 Comments 2009 Res Type 2009

 Total amount of 

the program 

 Financial 

Corrections 

Implemented

30/09/2013 

 Financial 

Corrections 

accepted, but 

not yet 

implemented by 

30/09/2013* 

2000-2006 1 ES 2000ES051PO016 Lucha contra la Discriminación
The amount of the correction proposed are EUR 9.6 M ERDF which represents

9,62% of the ERDF allocation of 99 815 195 €.  
Rep-Full Y

The financial correction proposed at closure is 

above 5%. Rep-Full     99.815.195           9.611.420             

2000-2006 2 ES 2001ES160PC003 Orense-Espagne Correction proposed : ERDF 830 113€ representing 8,41% of allocation. Rep-Full Y
The financial correction proposed at closure is 

above 5%. Rep-Full     9.866.208             830.113                 

2000-2006 3 ES 2001ES160PC007 Jaén-Espagne Financial correction of 7,2% of total declared expenditure (EUR 1.2 M) Rep-Full Y
The financial correction proposed at closure is 

above 5%. Rep-Full     12.526.534           903.433                 

2000-2006 4 IE 2000IE161PO002 PO obj. 1 Productive Sector Correction of 10% at closure Rep-Full N

Weaknessess in the management 

verifications, in particular in the area of public 

procurement and audit trail sometime 

inappropriate.

Rep-Full     211.521.023         235.155                 

2000-2006 5 IE 2000IE161PO003 PO obj. 1 Technical Assistance Correction of 10% at closure Rep-Full Y      4.900.000             

2000-2006 6 IE 2000IE161PO004
PO obj. 1 Economic and Social 

Infrastructure
Correction of 10% at closure Rep-Full N

Weaknessess in the management 

verifications, in particular in the area of public 

procurement and audit trail sometime 

inappropriate.

Rep-Full     1.039.621.077     1.605.527             

2000-2006 7 IT 1999IT161PO006 PO OBJ 1 CALABRIA Correction of 14.42% to be applied (maximum correction around EUR 160 M) Rep-Full N
Lack of reliability of the WUD and the lack of 

reliability of the work done by the MA
Rep-Full

Residual error rate well above the

materiality level. 
full

Important delays and weaknesses in the execution of 

article 10 checks (error rate well above the 

materiality level)
full 1.258.742.000     15.463.083           11.164.012           

2000-2006 8 IT 1999IT161PO007 PO OBJ 1 CAMPANIA
Flat rate correction of 25% to be applied and large amount of unfinished projects

(maximum correction around EUR 420 M)
Rep-Full N

Lack of reliability of the WUD and the lack of 

reliability of the work done by the MA, lack of 

supervision by the AA.

Rep-Full

Residual error rate well above the 

materiality level. In addition, important 

financial corrections proposed by the 

Commission.

full
High level of irregularities in public procurement 

procedures and weaknesses in first level controls. 
full 2.775.703.660     7.106.318             27.117.956           

2000-2006 9 IT 1999IT161PO011 PO OBJ 1 SICILIA
Correction of 8,47% and large amount on unfinished unfinished projects

(maximum correction around EUR 300 M)
Rep-Full N

Error rate resulting from the article 10 checks 

is 10.98 %. 
Rep-Full

Important financial corrections  proposed

by the Commission.
full

High level of irregularities in public procurement 

procedures and high error rate. full 2.524.128.000     147.703.265         35.293.840           

* In addition to the financial corrections already reported for Q3 2013, there are further corrections which will be reported in Q4 2013  

 

AAR 2012 AAR 2011 AAR 2010 Financial data



MS CCI No Description Comments (extract from the 2012 AAR) Additional information for some MSs (see Q23) 
Res Type 

2012

Resolved? 

(as of 

8/11.2013) 

Y / N

Comments 2011
Res Type 

2011
Comments 2010 Res Type 2010 Comments 2009 Res Type 2009

 Total amount of 

the program 

 Financial 

Corrections 

Implemented by 

30/09/2013* 

 Financial 

Corrections 

accepted, not 

yet 

implemented by 

30/09/2013 

AT 2007AT161PO001 Burgenland Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). Full Y
System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed"

Full     125.026.964         

AT 2007AT162PO001 Niederösterreich Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). Full Y

System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed" and 

significant weaknesses in the 

systems at the level of the 

intermediate body WST3

Full     145.646.798         

AT 2007AT162PO002 Oberösterreich Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). Full Y
System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed"

Full     95.543.517            

AT 2007AT162PO003 Vorarlberg Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). Full Y
System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed"

Full     17.660.129            

AT 2007AT162PO005 Kärnten
Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). There

were no payments made in 2012
Rep-Full Y

System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed"

Full     67.388.430            

AT 2007AT162PO006 Salzburg
Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). There

were no payments made in 2012
Rep-Full Y

System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed"

Full     13.813.480            

AT 2007AT162PO007 Steiermark
Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). There

were no payments made in 2012
Rep-Full Y

System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed" and 

significant weaknesses in the 

systems at the level of the 

intermediate body SFG

Full     155.061.854         -                          2.046.933              

AT 2007AT162PO008 Tirol Deficiencies at the level of the AA. No opinion provided (ACR was not submitted). Full Y
System audit report classifies CA as 

"works partially, substantial 

improvements are needed"

Full     34.772.988            

BE 2007BE161PO001 Convergence' Hainaut - FEDER Deficiencies at the level of the certifying authority (quantification of the reservation 5%) Full Y       449.229.535         

BE 2007BE162PO003
Compétitivité régionale et emploi' - 

Wallonie (hors Hainaut ) - FEDER
Deficiencies at the level of the certifying authority (quantification of the reservation 5%) Full Y       282.514.931         

CB 2007CB163PO002 Austria - Czech Republic 2007-2013 Deficiencies at AA level. No opinion provided (ACR not submitted) Full N   
Serious delays concerning the 

execution of the audit strategy.
Full   107.435.393         

CB 2007CB163PO003 Slovakia-Austria 2007-2013 Deficiencies at AA level. No opinion provided (ACR not submitted) Full N   
Serious delays concerning the 

execution of the audit strategy.
Full   59.906.355            

CB 2007CB163PO004
Deutschland/Bayern - Österreich 

2007-2013
Deficiencies at AA level. No opinion provided (ACR not submitted); no payments in 2012. Rep-Full Y High error rate (22,33%) Full     54.101.822            125.384                 

CB 2007CB163PO010 Austria - Hungary 2007-2013 Deficiencies at the level of the CA. No payments in 2012. Rep-Full Y       82.280.309            

CB 2007CB163PO014
Alpine Space 2007-2013 

(Transnational Cooperation)
Deficiencies at AA level. No opinion provided (ACR not submitted) Full Y ACR rejected until clarifications Full

No audit work carried out : 

delay in the selection of external 

consultant. Audit strategy not 

implemented

Full   97.792.311            

CB 2007CB163PO019
Ziel 3-Programm zur 

grenzüberschreitenden 

Zusammenarbeit MV/BB - Polen

Deficiencies in management verifications related to the German side of the programme

(Mecklenburg-Vorprommern- Brandenburg). The error rate is high.
Partial Y   

AA opinion is a disclaimer - No 

audit work yet
Rep

Status of compliance 

assessment
Full 132.812.670         

CB 2007CB163PO050
ESTONIA – LATVIA PROGRAMME 

2007-2013
Deficiencies at MA level. High error rate (above 5%) Full N       38.228.549            

CB 2007CB163PO054 Slovenia-Austria 2007-2013 Deficiencies at MA level. High error rate (above 5%). Full N     
Status of compliance 

assessment
Full 67.111.477            

CB 2007CB163PO055
North Sea Region Programme 2007-

2013
Deficiencies in management verifications on the German and Flanders side Partial Y

Qualified opinion by AA as 

reservations on FLC in the UK 

following DG REGIO audit in 2011. 

Error rate is 2%. 

Partial     138.538.957         58.893                    -                          

CB 2007CB163PO061 Central Europe 2007-2013 Deficiencies at AA level. No opinion provided (ACR not submitted) Full Y
Unqualified opinion by AA, however, 

error rate is 2.47%.  Deficiencies at 

the level of CA also identified.

Full

No audit work carried out : 

delay in the selection of external 

consultant. Audit strategy not 

implemented

Full   246.011.074         

CB 2007CB163PO065
Grensregio Vlaanderen - Nederland - 

ETS 2007-2013
Deficiencies at MA level . Provisional high error rate and system deficiencies Full N

The projected error rate reported for 

2010 is 8,29%, mainly caused by a 

systemic error on staff costs. 

Management verifications show 

deficiencies. 

Full     94.873.561            107.862                 

CB 2007CB16IPO001
Adriatic IPA Cross-border 

Programme

Deficiencies at the level of the AA (unreliable error rate provided) and provisional high error

rate.
Full N

Based on ACR for 2011. A limited 

system audit was  carried out in 

December 2011 due to the late 

approval of the compliance 

assessment and the late set-up of 

the AA.  

Full
The Compliance assessment of 

the system description was not 

yet approved. 

Full   245.611.916         

CZ 2007CZ161PO002 ROP NUTS II Střední Morava Cumulative residual risk above 2% Full Y Horizontal  system shortcomings Full     672.244.025         

CZ 2007CZ161PO004 OP Podnikání a inovace

1. Deficiencies at MA level (Serious issues detected by OLAF regarding the Chamber of

Commerce (providing support to Managing Authority for Art 13 checks))

2. Issues on FEI

3. The error rate reported by the AA is not reliable

Full N
Deficiencies at AA level, Techanical 

Assistance and financial instrument 
Full

Insufficient coverage in the 

system audits. One out of the 

two Intermediate Bodies 

(CMZRBank) was not audited. 

Significant deficiencies in the 

project selection process.

Full   3.120.690.664      70.822                    

CZ 2007CZ161PO005 ROP NUTS II Severovýchod
Deficiencies at MA level (management verifications). Projected error rate recalculated >

10%. No payments in 2012 therefore the reservation is reputational.
Rep-Full Y

ACR: qualified opinion with 

projected error rate of 3,57%
Full     671.291.163         

CZ 2007CZ161PO008 ROP NUTS II Severozápad

Deficiencies at the level of the AA. Unreliable error rate. DG REGIO has used a flat rate of

25% as a proxy of the error rate. No payments in 2012, therefore the reservation is

reputational

Rep-Full Y

Deficiencies in management 

verifications and in the selection 

procedures - The managing authority 

had not detected errors in the area 

of public procurement and with 

respect to the eligibility of 

expenditure.

Full
Inadequate selection procedure 

and management verifications 
Full   762.765.901         

AAR 2012 AAR 2011 AAR 2010 AAR 2009 Financial data



CZ 2007CZ161PO009 ROP NUTS II Střední Čechy
Reservation due to the corruption investigation concerning the governor of this region. No

payments in 2012 therefore the reservation is reputational.
Rep-Full N

Horizontal  system shortcomings. 

Deficiencies at AA level + Techanical 

Assistance
Full     571.717.102         

CZ 2007CZ161PO010 ROP NUTS II Moravskoslezsko
Deficiencies at MA level (in management verifications). Re-computed projected error rate of

7,31% above the materiality.
Full Y Horizontal  system shortcomings Full     732.274.322         

CZ 2007CZ162PO001 OP Praha Konkurenceschopnost Deficiencies in the system for priority axis 3.3 (reporting on irregularities) Partial Y Audit opinion for mesure 3.3. Full     241.205.606         

CZ 2007CZ16UPO001 OP Technická pomoc

Deficiencies in the audit (Priority axis 3,1 was not sufficiently covered) and issue of irregular

staff expenditure for the same axis. The Audit Authority should carry out additional audit

work

Partial Y Horizontal  system shortcomings Full     194.874.312         

CZ 2007CZ16UPO002 Integrovaný operační program
1. Cumulative residual risk >2%

2. Deficiencies at AA level (unreliable error rate reported) 
Full N Results of ACR (error rate 13,7%) Full     1.620.736.185      3.836.236              -                          

DE 2007DE161PO002 Brandenburg
Deficiencies in road sector (measure 3.1.2.1 and 3.2.1.1). No expenditure paid in 2012 for

these measures.

Significant weaknesses were found by the audit authority in two measures:

For measures 3.1.2.1 and 3.2.1.1 deficiencies were identified in respect of segregation of functions

between the final beneficiaries and intermediate bodies; inadequate management verifications in

the area of public procurement. Measures 3.1.2.1 and 3.2.1.1 comprise with 179 MEUR around

12% of the value of the OP (1.499 MEUR). The total financial impact of the deficiencies cannot be

estimated as the action plan was not fully implemented. As a mitigating factor the audit authority

reports that no errors were identified during the operations audits for these measures. 

Rep-Par Y
Qualified significant opinion for AAR. 

Error rate is 2,49%,  outstanding 

issue regarding public procurement. 

Full   

No compliance 

assessment -  the system 

audits could only be 

started after the reporting 

period 

Full 1.498.732.588      7.886                      

DE 2007DE161PO004 Sachsen Deficiencies in measure 3.1 SME support 

Significant weaknesses were found by the audit authority in one measure:

For measure 3.1 deficiencies were identified in respect of: state aid non-compliance: wrong

calculation of the co-financing rate; eligibility issues: definition of SME; Non compliance with

performance: fewer jobs created and maintained than foreseen (national rule). Deficiencies in

measure 3.1 are assessed as systemic. Irregularities amount to 5.9 mio EUR (4.5 mio EUR ERDF

part) out of 54 mio EUR declared expenditure in 2011 for this measure (11% error at the level of

measure 3.1). Expenditure in amount of 248 mio EUR was declared to the EC in 2009, 2010 and

2012 for measure 3.1. The level of error in this expenditure is not yet quantified as the action plan

to remedy the deficiencies is still ongoing. Since December 2012 the German authorities stopped

declaring expenditure for this measure.Deficiencies in measure 3.1 were identified both through a

system audit from 2012 and through the audits of operations for 2011 expenditure. Deficiencies

have a material financial impact at the level of the expenditure declared for the measure.

Partial N       3.091.139.706      -                          425.713                 

DE 2007DE162PO006 Bremen
Deficiencies at the level of the AA (delays in implementing its audit work) and high

provisional error rate. 

Audit Authority issued a disclaimer of opinion with the ACR 2012 and the provisional error rate is

not reliable and lies at 16.18%. The EC returned the ACR for correction and asked for a revised

version. A revised ACR was submitted on the 08/03/2013 and an update on the error rate was sent

on 12/03/2013; error rate reported lies at 7,83% (including several errors which are still subject to

contradictory procedure); qualified opinion is given by the AA. 

Full Y       142.006.631         

DE 2007DE162PO010
Niedersachsen - ohne Region 

Lüneburg
Deficiencies at the level of one measure (3.5.1)

Following the organisational changes of 2012 in the AA, there were delays in the implementation of

the audit strategy both in terms of system audits and operations audits. The initial error rate

disclosed of 1.62% was not complete. This error rate did not include public procurement

irregularities which had not been quantified by the AA at the date of submitting the ACR. During

the fact finding mission, DG REGIO auditors could estimate and compute the error rate at 2.28%

taking into account provisional results of all audits of operations.

Significant weaknesses were found by the audit authority in one measure: For measure 3.5.1

deficiencies were identified in respect of selection of operations which are assessed as category 3 in

the ACR (based on system audit results).

Partial Y       638.769.613         

EE 2007EE161PO002 Development of Living Environment

Deficiencies in relation to the Intermediate Body, Ministry of Social Affairs, affecting three

measures (2.6.1, 2.6.2, 2.6.3). As there were no payments made under these measures in

2012, the reservation is reputational. A decision of suspension of payments for this IB has

been adopted in August 2013.

Rep-Par N

The qualified moderate opinion is 

primarily based on weaknesses in 

management verifications in the 

area of public procurement for a 

number of intermediate bodies and 

measures.

Partial     1.548.899.259      17.077                    -                          

ES 2007ES161PO001 la Región de Murcia
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado with a qualified-significant/adverse

opinion 

DG Comercio Interior (IB in the OPs FEDER Region de Murcia, Melilla, Ceuta, Asturias, Galicia,

Extremadura, Castilla La Mancha, Andalucía, Castilla y León, Comunidad Valenciana y Canarias):

reservation based on the conclusions of the national system audit report ("works partially,

substantial improvements are needed") and the audit authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012.

Payments currently interrupted due to the significant deficiencies disclosed in the national system

audit report (esp.management verifications and audit trail).

AENA (IB in the OPs FEDER Murcia, Galicia, Extremadura, Andalucía, Castilla León, Comunidad

Valenciana, Canarias and Asistencia Técnica y Gobemanza): reservation based on the audit

authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012 due to systemic deficiencies in AENA's procurement

procedures. Deficiencies already highlighted in the ACR 2011. Warning letter and a pre-suspension

letter issued  in February and September 2012 respectively.

Puertos del Estado (IB in the OPs CF/FEDER,FEDER Andalucía, Canarias, Ceuta, Melilla, Murcia and

Comunidad Valenciana):audit authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012 due to a systemic error

detected in the context of the OP CF/FEDER.

Partial N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 523.859.034         267.401                 

ES 2007ES161PO002 Melilla Deficiencies in IB's DGCI and Puertos des Estado with a qualified-significant opinion 

DGCI: see above

Puertos des Estado: see above Partial N
Reservation on the national part due 

to deficiencies in the management 

and control system 

Partial IB Ciudad A. de Melilla Full absence of audit work Full 43.788.494            135                         

ES 2007ES161PO003 Ceuta Deficiencies in IB's DGCI and Puertos des Estado with a qualified-significant opinion 

DGCI: see above

Puertos des Estado: see above Partial N
Reservation on the national part due 

to deficiencies in the management 

and control system 

Partial   absence of audit work Full 45.272.610            127.553                 

ES 2007ES161PO005 Galicia
Deficiencies at IB level - DG Comercio Interior and AENA (all national bodies) DG Comercio Interior: see above

AENA: see above
Partial N IB AENA. Partial

IB DG Cooperación Local  and 

Xunta de Galicia
Partial absence of audit work Full 2.191.544.341      605.378                 

ES 2007ES161PO006 Extremadura
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI/AENA and the IB DG Financiacion Autonomica (regional part) with

a qualified-significant opinion 

 DGCI/AENA: see above

DG de Financiación Autonómica de la Junta de Extremadura (intermediate body in the regional

part of the OP FEDER Extremadura): The national audit report issued on 20/12/2012 disclosed

significant deficiencies in the public procurement procedures and the associated management

verifications. The intermediate body has launched an action plan, which is currently ongoing.

Partial N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 1.580.187.909      285.581                 

ES 2007ES161PO007 Castilla La Mancha
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI and DG Universidades, investigacion e innovacion with a qualified-

significant opinion 

DGCI: see above

DG Universidades, Investigación e Innovación (second level intermediate body in the regional

part of the OP FEDER Castilla La Mancha): reservation based on the conclusions of the national

system audit report ("works partially, substantial improvements are needed") and the audit

authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012.

Partial N
Reservation on the national part due 

to deficiencies in the management 

and control system of the IB

Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 1.439.393.894      551.153                 



ES 2007ES161PO008 Andalucía
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI/AENA/Agencia IDEA and Puertos des Estado with a qualified-

significant opinion 

 DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado: see above

Agencia IDEA: Agencia de Innovación y Desarrollo de Andalucía (intermediate body in the regional

part of the OP FEDER Andalucía), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion in the Annual

Control Report 2012 due to the high error rate in the audits of operations.

Partial N
National part Intermediate bodies, 

AENA
Full IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 6.843.929.341      1.562.224              

ES 2007ES161PO009 Fondo de Cohesión - FEDER Deficiencies at IB level (IB Puertos del Estado and SOMACYIL)

 Puertos del Estado: see above

SOMACYL: Sociedad Publica de Medio Ambiente de Castilla y León (second-level intermediate body

in the Fondo de Cohesión/FEDER and FEDER Castilla y León), based on the national system audit

report ("works partially, substantial improvements are needed") and the audit authority's qualified

opinion in the ACR 2012 for the OP CF/FEDER.

Partial N   
IB Municipalities of Zaragoza 

and ADVERSE opinion for Ciudad 

A. de Melilla

Partial absence of audit work Full 4.900.164.342      

ES 2007ES162PO001 Cantabria
Deficiencies in IB DG Investigacion y Gestion del Plan I+D+I with a qualified-significant

opinion 

DGI: DG Investigación y Gestión del Plan Nacional I+D+I (national intermediate body in the OPs

FEDER Aragon, Baleares, Cantabria La Riója, Madrid, Navarra, País vasco, I+D+i Fondo Tecnológico

and Economia basada en el conocimiento), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion in the

Annual Control Report 2012 due to the high number of irregularities detected in the operations

audited in the context of the ERDF Pluriregional OPs.

Partial N
Reservation on the national part due 

to high error rate reported in the 

ACR

Partial
IB DGI and Gobierno de 

Cantabria
Partial absence of audit work Full 89.030.873            

ES 2007ES162PO002 País Vasco

Deficiencies at the level of the AA (regional part). The error rate is unreliable (audits of

operations are not completed). Recurrent delays in the implementation of the audit

strategy for the last three years.

Deficiencies at the level of two Intermediate bodies: Regional IB (regional body) for which

an adverse opinion is issued and DGI (national body) for which a qualified significant

opinion is issued. The reservation is partial

DGI: see above

Regional IB: adverse opinion is based on the recurrent delays on the implementation of the audit

strategy for the last three years. 
Partial N  National Intermediate bodies Full

IBs DGI and 4 Regional 

intermediate bodies of País 

Vasco

Partial absence of audit work Full 240.582.157         

ES 2007ES162PO003 Navarra
Deficiencies at IB level - IB DGI (national body). It is reputational because no payments were

made for this deficient IB in 2012

DGI: see above
Rep-Par N

Reservation on the national part due 

to high error rate reported in the 

ACR

Partial
IB DGI and ADVERSE opinion for  

Navarra
Partial absence of audit work Full 47.108.905            

ES 2007ES162PO004 Madrid
Deficiencies in IB DG Investigacion y Gestion del Plan I+D+I with a qualified-significant

opinion 

DGI: see above
Partial N

Full reservation on the national part 

due to high error rate reported in the 

ACR

Partial
IB DGI and Comunidad de 

Madrid
Partial absence of audit work Full 336.953.127         

ES 2007ES162PO005 La Rioja

Deficiencies at IB level -DGI (national body). No payments were made in 2012 for this IB.

Therefore the reservation is reputational.

DGI: see above
Rep-Par N

Full reservation on the national part 

due to high error rate reported in the 

ACR

Partial IB DGI  Partial absence of audit work Full 32.622.095            

ES 2007ES162PO006 Cataluña

Deficiencies at AA level (unreliable error rate provided: audits of operations not completed)

Deficiencies in IB's DG Investigacion y Gestion del Plan I+D+I and Regional part of the OP

with a qualified-significant opinion for ACCIO

DGI: see above

ACCIO: insufficient corrective actions taken to address the deficiencies evidenced in the ACR 2011

The AA stated a scope limitation and did not provide an opinion, as the controls (audits of

operations and system audits) foreseen in the audit plan 2011/2012 had not been completed by

31/12/2012. The error rate reported in the ACR 2012 is based on the results of 10 out of the 44

planned audits of operations (i.e. 22.7%) and therefore cannot be considered reliable. As a

consequence, DG REGIO qualifies its opinion with significant impact.

Partial N IBs ACCIO and IFEM Partial IB DGI   Partial absence of audit work Full 679.074.228         

ES 2007ES162PO007 Baleares
Deficiencies in IB's DG Investigacion y Gestion del Plan I+D+I and DGIDTI with a qualified-

significant opinion 

DGI: see above

DGIDTI: DG Investigación, Desarrollo Tecnológico e Innovación de Baleares (second level

intermediate body in the regional part of the OP FEDER Baleares), based on a national system audit

report concluding that the system "works partially, with significant improvements needed"

(category 3). Significant deficiencies disclosed in the national system audit report, specifically

concerning the selection procedures, the guidance to beneficiaries, the management verifications

and the audit trail. 

Partial N

Reservation due to the residual risk 

for the regional part; in addition  

reservation on the national part due 

to deficiencied in the management 

and control system

Partial
IB DGI and Gobierno de 

Baleares
Partial absence of audit work Full 102.676.038         

ES 2007ES162PO008 Aragón
Deficiencies in IB DG Investigacion y Gestion del Plan I+D+I with a qualified-significant

opinion 

DGI: see above
Rep-Par N

Full reservation on the national part 

due to high error rate reported in the 

ACR

Partial IB DGI and   Aragón Partial absence of audit work Full 163.101.304         190.236                 -                          

ES 2007ES162PO009 Castilla y León
Deficiencies in 5 IB's National: DGCI/AENA, Regional: DG Patrimonio Cultural/Agencia

Innovacion/Sociedad de Medio Ambiente de Castilla y Leon

DGCI/AENA: see above

DG Patrimonio Cultural de Castilla y León (second- level intermediate body in the regional part of

the OP FEDER Castilla y León), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion in the Annual

Control Report 2012 due to the systemic errors noted in the audits of operations. An action plan

has been implemented to treat and correct the systemic errors and is currently under review by the

audit authority.

Agencia de Innovación, Financiación e Internacionalización (second-level intermediate body in

the regional part of the OP FEDER Castilla y León), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion

in the Annual Control Report 2012 due to the irregularities (not systemic) noted in the audits of

operations.

Sociedad Publica de Medio Ambiente de Castilla y León (second-level intermediate body in the

Fondo de Cohesión/FEDER and FEDER Castilla y León), based on the national system audit report

("works partially, substantial imporvements are needed") and the audit authority's qualified

opinion in the ACR 2012 for the OP Fondo de Cohesión/FEDER.

Partial N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 818.194.437         673.164                 

ES 2007ES162PO010 Comunidad Valenciana
Deficiencies in 3 IB's DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado for which a qualified-significant/

adverse opinion was issued 

DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado: see above
Partial N IBs AENA, AVT and IMPIVA Partial

IB DG Cooperación Local and 

Comunidad Valenciana
Partial absence of audit work Full 1.326.340.547      3.793.143              80.849                    

ES 2007ES162PO011 Canarias

Deficiencies at IB level - IBs DG Commercio Interior, AENA and Puertos del Estado (all three

national bodies). It is reputational because no payments were made for these bodies in

2012

DGCI, AENA and Puertos del Estado: see above
Rep-Par N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 1.019.297.761      436.070                 

ES 2007ES16UPO001

Investigación, Desarrollo e 

innovación por y para el beneficio de 

las empresas

Deficiencies at IB level  -DGI and DGTTDE (national body) and AENA (adverse opinion)

DGI and AENA: see above

DGTTDE: DG Transferencia de Tecnología y Desarrollo Empresarial" (national intermediate body in

the OP I+D+i - Fondo Tecnològico), based on the audit authority's qualification in the Annual

Control Report 2012 due to the high number of irregularities detected in the audits of operations..

Partial N
IBs INIA, CDTI, DG Transferencia de 

Tecnología y Desarrollo Empresarial
Partial IBs DGI and ENISA Partial absence of audit work Full 2.248.456.484      208.894.691         

ES 2007ES16UPO002 Asistencia Técnica y Gobernanza Deficiencies at IB level  -DGI and DGTTDE (national body) and AENA (adverse opinion)
DGI, DGTTDE and AENA: see above

Rep-Par N IBs INIA and CDTI, Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 63.898.598            

ES 2007ES16UPO003 Economía basada en el Conocimiento Deficiencies at IB level  -DGI and DGTTDE (national body) and AENA (adverse opinion)
DGI, DGTTDE and AENA: see above

Partial N IBs INIA and CDTI Partial IB DGI Partial absence of audit work Full 1.465.192.921      

FR 2007FR162PO009
Programme opérationnel FEDER 

CORSE

Deficiencies at the level of the MA (report from the AA qualifies as "works partially,

substantial imporvements are needed")
Full Y Systemic errors Full     150.465.376         

GR 2007GR161PO001
Ανταγωνιστικότητα & 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

Deficiencies at IB level "Directorate for the development Planning - Region Crete (called

DIAP) qualified by the MS audit as "works partially, substantial imporvements are needed". 
Rep-Par Y

Based on the 7 audit missions under 

the audit enquiry "functioing of the 

AA" and the one mission under the 

audit enquiry "bridging the gap".

Rep-Partial     1.546.000.000      41.387.156            57.929.299            

HU 2007HU161PO002 Environment and Energy Public procurement irregularities not detected by the management and control system Full Y

The audit authority issued a qualified 

opinion ("works, but some 

improvements are needed") with a 

projected error rate of  1.01%. 

Deficiencies were identified by the 

AA, in particular, in the functioning 

of management verification of public 

procurement procedures.

Rep-Full     4.506.703.484      274.411                 23.114.554            



HU 2007HU161PO007 Transport
Deficiencies at MA and AA level (public procurement irregularities not detected by the

management and control system)
Full Y

The audit authority issued a qualified 

opinion ("works, but some 

improvements are needed") with an 

error rate of  0.78%.Significant 

shortcomings were identified by DG 

REGIO in relation to public 

procurement procedures

Rep-Full     5.699.418.160      -                          122.948.286         

HU 2007HU161PO008 Social Infrastructure
Deficiencies at MA and AA level (public procurement irregularities not detected by the

management and control system)
Full Y

The audit authority issued a qualified 

opinion ("works, but some 

improvements are needed") with a 

projected error rate of  1,45%. 

Significant shortcomings were 

identified by DG REGIO in relation to 

public procurement procedures

Rep-Full     1.782.022.172      2.392.023              16.375.317            

IT 2007IT161PO001
POI Attrattori culturali, naturali e 

turismo FESR

Deficiencies at MA, CA, AA level. The compliance assessment has been rejected and no

audits of operations were carried out.

A third version of the compliance assessment has been rejected by DG REGIO on 25.05.2012 . A

new compliance assessment has been submitted on 01/02/2013. For the period 1.7.2011-

30.6.2012, the AA has interrupted the execution of system audits pending the approval of the new

MCS. In addition, although expenditure was declared for this OP in 2011, the AA has not conducted

any audit of operations during 2012. The AA has provided a disclaimer of opinion.

Rep-Full N

The compliance assessment has 

been rejected by DG REGIO - the 

compliance assessment body was 

obsolete 

Full
Compliance assessment not 

approved by the Commission
Full

No compliance 

assessment (no assurance 

can be placed on the set-

up of this programme). 

Full 505.866.346         

IT 2007IT161PO002
POI Energia rinnovabile e risparmio 

energetico FESR
Deficiencies at the level of the MA. No appointed head of the MA. 

The assessment of the system audits of the AA and the ACR 2012 indicate that the systems are

functioning, however some improvements are required in the MCS related to the MA. Also the

audit of DG REGIO on the AA has detected weaknesses which still needed improvements. The error

rate reported for the programme is low (0.21 %). The AA reports in the ACR as "subsequent event"

that in October 2012 a reorganisation of the OP had been decided. A revised MCS was prepared

and subjected to compliance assessment by the AA. 

Full Y     

the compliance 

assessment has been 

rejected by the 

Commission. No assurance 

can be placed on the set-

up of the programme. 

Full 803.893.176         

IT 2007IT161PO007
Sicurezza per lo sviluppo del 

Mezzogiorno d'Italia

Deficiencies at the level of the MA. On-going enquiry into the regularity of a number of

public contracts following allegations and a judicial investigation against the former Head of

the MA

The assessment of the MCS provided by the AA is generally positive.

The information provided by the AA in ACR 2012 does not reveal any particular issue (unqualified

opinion - systems "works, but some improvements are needed" - no irregularities found in the

sample of operations audited - error rate 0,00%). However, press articles have reported during

November 2012 suspected cases of fraud/corruption affecting projects co-financed by the ERDF. A

letter has been addressed to the Italian authorities requesting the conduction of internal

investigations and the transmission of any information concerning development in the

investigations ( ARES 1320678 of 09/11/2012).

In January 2013 press articles reported that on-going investigations have revealed irregularities in

the public procurement procedures for ERDF co-financed projects and the adoption of measures

against the former MA and the Official responsible for the priority axis 1 (disqualification from

holding public office). 

Full N       579.040.437         

IT 2007IT161PO008 POR Calabria FESR 2007 - 2013 Significant deficiencies at both the AA and MA level. No payments in 2012.

Reservation on the basis of the ACR 2010 which reported a negative assessment on the functioning

of the MCS and a high error rate and the audits of DG REGIO which identified important

weaknesses at the level of the MA and the AA. DG REGIO considered that the corrective measures

adopted were insufficient . In addition, during 1st quarter 2011, DG REGIO received information

indicating the possible interruption of activity of the AA (problems linked with the

renewal/extension of the employment contract for the majority of the staff). A solution to the

problem was only found in the last quarter of 2011. The analysis of the ACR 2011 confirmed

important delays in the execution of the audit work. The assessment of the ACR 2012 shows that

delays have not yet fully recovered and the opinion provided by the AA is again incomplete. In

addition, a mission conducted in November 2012 indicates the persistence of weaknesses at level

of MA in respect of selection procedures and management verifications. The current MCS is not

functioning properly in order to detect and correct irregularities. .

Rep-Full N

On the basis of the ACR 2010 which 

reported a negative assessment on 

the functioning of the MCS and a 

high error rate and the audits of DG 

REGIO which identified important 

weaknesses at the level of the MA 

and the AA

Full

Generalised weakness of the 

management and control 

systems at level of MA and AA. 

A significant part of the audit of 

operations related to the 2009 

expenditure has not been 

carried out 

Full   1.499.120.026      -                          3.904.936              

IT 2007IT161PO012 Por Basilicata ST FESR Deficiencies at the level of the AA (non reliable error rate provided)

The information provided by the AA in ACR 2012 does not reveal any particular issue (system

"works, but some improvements are needed" - error rate 1,21% - qualifications with moderate

financial impact ).

However, an audit carried out by DG EMPL on the AA has revealed significant deficiencies,

particularly in relation to the execution of audit of operations by the AA. The re-performance of a

sample of audit of operations indicates that several irregularities have not been identified by the

AA. To address the risk that similar deficiencies exist also for the ERDF a fact-finding mission has

been carried out by DG REGIO from 29 to 31 January 2013. This mission has revealed weaknesses

at the level of the audit authority, in respect of "system audits" and "audit of operations". Due to

the failure to detect some irregularities the error rate reported in the ACR (1.21%) is considered not

reliable. 

Full N     

The systems audit work 

has been limited to the 

operational functions of 

the audited bodies (mainly 

MA and CA) as the set-up 

and the implementation of 

the programmes have 

been very slow;

No audits of operations 

were carried out during 

the audit period, in 

absence of certification of 

expenditures during 2008;

Full 300.874.549         

IT 2007IT162PO012 Por Toscana FESR
Deficiencies at the level of the AA (lack of quality review, inadequate check on

procurement). Unreliable error rate provided.

The assessment of the MCS provided by the AA is generally positive. The information provided by

the AA in ACR 2012 does not reveal any particular issue (unqualified opinion – system "works, but

some improvements are needed" – error rate 0,06%). After the transmission of the ACR, the audit

authority has carried out a re-performance of 4 audits of operations performed by the external

audit firm and have found, in 2 out of 4 audits, irregularities not identified by the external audit

firm which will conduct to a revision of the error rate communicated in the ACR 2012. In addition, a

review of the work of the audit authority has been carried out by DG REGIO from 4 to 13 March

2013. During the review, the EC auditors have found the following significant deficiencies :

inadequate resources allocated to the audit authority, inadequate supervision by the audit

authority of the work carried out by the external audit firm, inadequate control of public

procurement procedures and incomplete audit work on one important project of priority axis 5. 

Full N       338.466.574         

PL 2007PL161PO013
Regionalny Program Operacyjny 

Województwa Podkarpackiego
Reservation due to suspicion of fraudulent activity at the level of the MA Full N       1.198.786.957      16.398                    -                          

RO 2007RO161PO001 Regional Operational Programme Deficiencies in the management and control system (in the area of procurement).

Based on the AA's opinion issued in July 2012 on weaknesses in MCS (public procurement) and on

the EC assessment, a pre-suspension letter was sent in October 2012 for all axes except for old

contracts launched before October 2011 on axis 2 . The proposed financial corrections to be

applied at contract value, of 10% for axis 1,3 and 5 and 19% for axis 2, were accepted and

implemented by the member state.

Full Y
Deficiencies in management and 

control system (procurement)
Rep-Full

Deficiencies  in relation to  

public procurement (addenda to 

contracts, quality of the 

evaluation proces and of the 

terms of reference) . 

Rep   3.726.021.762      12.800.232            -                          



RO 2007RO161PO002

Sectoral Operational Programme 

Increase of Economic 

Competitiveness

Deficiencies in the management and control system (in the area of procurement).

Based on the AA's opinion issued in July 2012 on weaknesses in MCS (public procurement) and on

the EC assessment, a pre-suspension letter was send in October 2012, covering all priority axes.

The proposed financial corrections of 10% for axis 2 and 25% for priority axis 3 were accepted and

will be implemented by the member state. 

From the preliminary assessment from both AA and EC, significant deficiencies still existed at the

level of the MA and IB SMEs in relation with management verifications, conflict of interest and

potential fraud cases, lack of expertise and appropriate procedural framework.

Full Y
Deficiencies in management and 

control system (procurement)
Rep-Full     2.554.222.109      3.762.695              

RO 2007RO161PO003
Sectoral Operational Programme 

Transport

Deficiencies at MA and AA level (public procurement irregularities not detected by the

management and control system)

An interruption letter was sent to the Romanian authorities in July 2012 in order to address issues

concerning suspicion of fraud. 

Based on the elements available, DG REGIO acknowledged that important improvements took

place in line with the action plans under the presuspension/interraption exercise. Nevertheless, not

all measures, including financial corrections, had been yet implemented by the MA, mainly for the

rail sector (priority axis 2). Therefore, DG REGIO maintained the evaluation of the system as

"works, but significant improvements are needed" .

Full Y
Deficiencies in management and 

control system (procurement)
Rep-Full     4.565.937.295      18.570.860            

SE 2007SE162PO001 Skåne-Blekinge Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Rep-Par Y       70.690.065            

SE 2007SE162PO002 Småland och Öarna Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Partial Y       67.442.370            

SE 2007SE162PO003 Västsverige Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Partial Y       63.565.567            

SE 2007SE162PO004 Östra Mellansverige Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Partial Y       81.028.706            

SE 2007SE162PO005 Stockholm Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Rep-Par Y       37.571.270            

SE 2007SE162PO006 Norra Mellansverige Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Rep-Par Y       194.987.837         

SE 2007SE162PO007 Mellersta Norrland Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Rep-Par Y       176.617.833         180.464                 -                          

SE 2007SE162PO008 Övre Norrland Systemic deficiencies detected at the level of financial instruments impacting all OPs. Rep-Par Y       242.637.082         

SI 2007SI161PO001
Operativni program krepitve 

regionalnih razvojnih potencialov za 

obdobje 2007 - 2013

Deficiencies at MA level . The reservation is due to the high error rate detected by the AA.

System deficiencies at the source of these high error rates need to be addressed
Full Y

 3 fraud cases identified by the audit 

authority and  related weaknesses in 

management verifications. 

Partial     1.768.249.522      12.388.145            

SI 2007SI161PO002
Operativni program razvoja okoljske 

in prometne infrastrukture za 

obdobje 2007 - 2013

Reservation due to high error  rate Full Y       1.577.099.744      1.811.855              

SK 2007SK161PO004 OP Transport
Due to error rate and cumulative residual risk above 2%, deficiencies in public procurement

and the allegation of fraud and corruption in the railway sector.
Full N

Significant deficiencies identified in 

management verifications; especially 

within public procurement controls 

and on-the-spot verifications;

Full     3.160.154.595      

UK 2007UK161PO001

Highlands and Islands of Scotland 

ERDF phasing out Convergence 

programme

Deficiencies at the level of the Audit Authority detected by DG REGIO. Full Y   

Sample of audits of operations  

not completed and  payment 

request  introduced to the 

Commission before the first 

level controls were concluded

Full   121.862.392         

UK 2007UK162PO001

Lowlands and Uplands of Scotland 

ERDF Regional Competitiveness and 

Employment programme

Deficiencies at the level of the Audit Authority. The reservation is qualitative/reputational

due to the fact  that no payments were made in 2012 for this OP
Rep-Full Y   

Sample of audits of operations  

not completed and  payment 

request  introduced to the 

Commission before the first 

level controls were concluded

Full   375.957.844         



MS CCI No Description Comments (extract from the 2012 AAR) Additional information for some MSs (see Q23) 
Res Type 

2012

Resolved? 

(as of 

8/11.2013) 

Y / N

Comments 2011
Res Type 

2011
Comments 2010 Res Type 2010 Comments 2009 Res Type 2009

 Total amount of 

the program 

 Financial 

Corrections 

Implemented by 

30/09/2013* 

 Financial 

Corrections 

accepted, not 

yet 

implemented by 

30/09/2013 

CB 2007CB163PO004
Deutschland/Bayern - Österreich 

2007-2013
Deficiencies at AA level. No opinion provided (ACR not submitted); no payments in 2012. Rep-Full Y High error rate (22,33%) Full     54.101.822            125.384                 

CZ 2007CZ161PO004 OP Podnikání a inovace

1. Deficiencies at MA level (Serious issues detected by OLAF regarding the Chamber of

Commerce (providing support to Managing Authority for Art 13 checks))

2. Issues on FEI

3. The error rate reported by the AA is not reliable

Full N
Deficiencies at AA level, Techanical 

Assistance and financial instrument 
Full

Insufficient coverage in the 

system audits. One out of the 

two Intermediate Bodies 

(CMZRBank) was not audited. 

Significant deficiencies in the 

project selection process.

Full   3.120.690.664      70.822                    

CZ 2007CZ161PO008 ROP NUTS II Severozápad

Deficiencies at the level of the AA. Unreliable error rate. DG REGIO has used a flat rate of

25% as a proxy of the error rate. No payments in 2012, therefore the reservation is

reputational

Rep-Full Y

Deficiencies in management 

verifications and in the selection 

procedures - The managing authority 

had not detected errors in the area 

of public procurement and with 

respect to the eligibility of 

expenditure.

Full
Inadequate selection procedure 

and management verifications 
Full   762.765.901         

CZ 2007CZ161PO009 ROP NUTS II Střední Čechy
Reservation due to the corruption investigation concerning the governor of this region. No

payments in 2012 therefore the reservation is reputational.
Rep-Full N

Horizontal  system shortcomings. 

Deficiencies at AA level + Techanical 

Assistance
Full     571.717.102         

EE 2007EE161PO002 Development of Living Environment

Deficiencies in relation to the Intermediate Body, Ministry of Social Affairs, affecting three

measures (2.6.1, 2.6.2, 2.6.3). As there were no payments made under these measures in

2012, the reservation is reputational. A decision of suspension of payments for this IB has

been adopted in August 2013.

Rep-Par N

The qualified moderate opinion is 

primarily based on weaknesses in 

management verifications in the 

area of public procurement for a 

number of intermediate bodies and 

measures.

Partial     1.548.899.259      17.077                    -                          

ES 2007ES161PO001 la Región de Murcia
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado with a qualified-significant/adverse

opinion 

DG Comercio Interior (IB in the OPs FEDER Region de Murcia, Melilla, Ceuta, Asturias, Galicia,

Extremadura, Castilla La Mancha, Andalucía, Castilla y León, Comunidad Valenciana y Canarias):

reservation based on the conclusions of the national system audit report ("works partially,

substantial improvements are needed") and the audit authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012.

Payments currently interrupted due to the significant deficiencies disclosed in the national system

audit report (esp.management verifications and audit trail).

AENA (IB in the OPs FEDER Murcia, Galicia, Extremadura, Andalucía, Castilla León, Comunidad

Valenciana, Canarias and Asistencia Técnica y Gobemanza): reservation based on the audit

authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012 due to systemic deficiencies in AENA's procurement

procedures. Deficiencies already highlighted in the ACR 2011. Warning letter and a pre-suspension

letter issued  in February and September 2012 respectively.

Puertos del Estado (IB in the OPs CF/FEDER,FEDER Andalucía, Canarias, Ceuta, Melilla, Murcia and

Comunidad Valenciana):audit authority's qualified opinion in the ACR 2012 due to a systemic error

detected in the context of the OP CF/FEDER.

Partial N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 523.859.034         267.401                 

ES 2007ES161PO005 Galicia
Deficiencies at IB level - DG Comercio Interior and AENA (all national bodies) DG Comercio Interior: see above

AENA: see above
Partial N IB AENA. Partial

IB DG Cooperación Local  and 

Xunta de Galicia
Partial absence of audit work Full 2.191.544.341      605.378                 

ES 2007ES161PO006 Extremadura
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI/AENA and the IB DG Financiacion Autonomica (regional part) with

a qualified-significant opinion 

 DGCI/AENA: see above

DG de Financiación Autonómica de la Junta de Extremadura (intermediate body in the regional

part of the OP FEDER Extremadura): The national audit report issued on 20/12/2012 disclosed

significant deficiencies in the public procurement procedures and the associated management

verifications. The intermediate body has launched an action plan, which is currently ongoing.

Partial N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 1.580.187.909      285.581                 

ES 2007ES161PO008 Andalucía
Deficiencies in IB's DGCI/AENA/Agencia IDEA and Puertos des Estado with a qualified-

significant opinion 

 DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado: see above

Agencia IDEA: Agencia de Innovación y Desarrollo de Andalucía (intermediate body in the regional

part of the OP FEDER Andalucía), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion in the Annual

Control Report 2012 due to the high error rate in the audits of operations.

Partial N
National part Intermediate bodies, 

AENA
Full IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 6.843.929.341      1.562.224              

ES 2007ES162PO002 País Vasco

Deficiencies at the level of the AA (regional part). The error rate is unreliable (audits of

operations are not completed). Recurrent delays in the implementation of the audit

strategy for the last three years.

Deficiencies at the level of two Intermediate bodies: Regional IB (regional body) for which

an adverse opinion is issued and DGI (national body) for which a qualified significant

opinion is issued. The reservation is partial

DGI: see above

Regional IB: adverse opinion is based on the recurrent delays on the implementation of the audit

strategy for the last three years. 
Partial N  National Intermediate bodies Full

IBs DGI and 4 Regional 

intermediate bodies of País 

Vasco

Partial absence of audit work Full 240.582.157         

ES 2007ES162PO006 Cataluña

Deficiencies at AA level (unreliable error rate provided: audits of operations not completed)

Deficiencies in IB's DG Investigacion y Gestion del Plan I+D+I and Regional part of the OP

with a qualified-significant opinion for ACCIO

DGI: see above

ACCIO: insufficient corrective actions taken to address the deficiencies evidenced in the ACR 2011

The AA stated a scope limitation and did not provide an opinion, as the controls (audits of

operations and system audits) foreseen in the audit plan 2011/2012 had not been completed by

31/12/2012. The error rate reported in the ACR 2012 is based on the results of 10 out of the 44

planned audits of operations (i.e. 22.7%) and therefore cannot be considered reliable. As a

consequence, DG REGIO qualifies its opinion with significant impact.

Partial N IBs ACCIO and IFEM Partial IB DGI   Partial absence of audit work Full 679.074.228         

ES 2007ES162PO009 Castilla y León
Deficiencies in 5 IB's National: DGCI/AENA, Regional: DG Patrimonio Cultural/Agencia

Innovacion/Sociedad de Medio Ambiente de Castilla y Leon

DGCI/AENA: see above

DG Patrimonio Cultural de Castilla y León (second- level intermediate body in the regional part of

the OP FEDER Castilla y León), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion in the Annual

Control Report 2012 due to the systemic errors noted in the audits of operations. An action plan

has been implemented to treat and correct the systemic errors and is currently under review by the

audit authority.

Agencia de Innovación, Financiación e Internacionalización (second-level intermediate body in

the regional part of the OP FEDER Castilla y León), based on the audit authority's qualified opinion

in the Annual Control Report 2012 due to the irregularities (not systemic) noted in the audits of

operations.

Sociedad Publica de Medio Ambiente de Castilla y León (second-level intermediate body in the

Fondo de Cohesión/FEDER and FEDER Castilla y León), based on the national system audit report

("works partially, substantial imporvements are needed") and the audit authority's qualified

opinion in the ACR 2012 for the OP Fondo de Cohesión/FEDER.

Partial N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 818.194.437         673.164                 

ES 2007ES162PO010 Comunidad Valenciana
Deficiencies in 3 IB's DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado for which a qualified-significant/

adverse opinion was issued 

DGCI/AENA and Puertos des Estado: see above
Partial N IBs AENA, AVT and IMPIVA Partial

IB DG Cooperación Local and 

Comunidad Valenciana
Partial absence of audit work Full 1.326.340.547      3.793.143              80.849                    

ES 2007ES162PO011 Canarias

Deficiencies at IB level - IBs DG Commercio Interior, AENA and Puertos del Estado (all three

national bodies). It is reputational because no payments were made for these bodies in

2012

DGCI, AENA and Puertos del Estado: see above
Rep-Par N IB AENA Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 1.019.297.761      436.070                 

AAR 2012 AAR 2011 AAR 2010 AAR 2009 Financial data



ES 2007ES16UPO001

Investigación, Desarrollo e 

innovación por y para el beneficio de 

las empresas

Deficiencies at IB level  -DGI and DGTTDE (national body) and AENA (adverse opinion)

DGI and AENA: see above

DGTTDE: DG Transferencia de Tecnología y Desarrollo Empresarial" (national intermediate body in

the OP I+D+i - Fondo Tecnològico), based on the audit authority's qualification in the Annual

Control Report 2012 due to the high number of irregularities detected in the audits of operations..

Partial N
IBs INIA, CDTI, DG Transferencia de 

Tecnología y Desarrollo Empresarial
Partial IBs DGI and ENISA Partial absence of audit work Full 2.248.456.484      208.894.691         

ES 2007ES16UPO002 Asistencia Técnica y Gobernanza Deficiencies at IB level  -DGI and DGTTDE (national body) and AENA (adverse opinion)
DGI, DGTTDE and AENA: see above

Rep-Par N IBs INIA and CDTI, Partial IB DG Cooperación Local Partial absence of audit work Full 63.898.598            

IT 2007IT161PO001
POI Attrattori culturali, naturali e 

turismo FESR

Deficiencies at MA, CA, AA level. The compliance assessment has been rejected and no

audits of operations were carried out.

A third version of the compliance assessment has been rejected by DG REGIO on 25.05.2012 . A

new compliance assessment has been submitted on 01/02/2013. For the period 1.7.2011-

30.6.2012, the AA has interrupted the execution of system audits pending the approval of the new

MCS. In addition, although expenditure was declared for this OP in 2011, the AA has not conducted

any audit of operations during 2012. The AA has provided a disclaimer of opinion.

Rep-Full N

The compliance assessment has 

been rejected by DG REGIO - the 

compliance assessment body was 

obsolete 

Full
Compliance assessment not 

approved by the Commission
Full

No compliance 

assessment (no assurance 

can be placed on the set-

up of this programme). 

Full 505.866.346         

IT 2007IT161PO008 POR Calabria FESR 2007 - 2013 Significant deficiencies at both the AA and MA level. No payments in 2012.

Reservation on the basis of the ACR 2010 which reported a negative assessment on the functioning

of the MCS and a high error rate and the audits of DG REGIO which identified important

weaknesses at the level of the MA and the AA. DG REGIO considered that the corrective measures

adopted were insufficient . In addition, during 1st quarter 2011, DG REGIO received information

indicating the possible interruption of activity of the AA (problems linked with the

renewal/extension of the employment contract for the majority of the staff). A solution to the

problem was only found in the last quarter of 2011. The analysis of the ACR 2011 confirmed

important delays in the execution of the audit work. The assessment of the ACR 2012 shows that

delays have not yet fully recovered and the opinion provided by the AA is again incomplete. In

addition, a mission conducted in November 2012 indicates the persistence of weaknesses at level

of MA in respect of selection procedures and management verifications. The current MCS is not

functioning properly in order to detect and correct irregularities. .

Rep-Full N

On the basis of the ACR 2010 which 

reported a negative assessment on 

the functioning of the MCS and a 

high error rate and the audits of DG 

REGIO which identified important 

weaknesses at the level of the MA 

and the AA

Full

Generalised weakness of the 

management and control 

systems at level of MA and AA. 

A significant part of the audit of 

operations related to the 2009 

expenditure has not been 

carried out 

Full   1.499.120.026      -                          3.904.936              

RO 2007RO161PO001 Regional Operational Programme Deficiencies in the management and control system (in the area of procurement).

Based on the AA's opinion issued in July 2012 on weaknesses in MCS (public procurement) and on

the EC assessment, a pre-suspension letter was sent in October 2012 for all axes except for old

contracts launched before October 2011 on axis 2 . The proposed financial corrections to be

applied at contract value, of 10% for axis 1,3 and 5 and 19% for axis 2, were accepted and

implemented by the member state.

Full Y
Deficiencies in management and 

control system (procurement)
Rep-Full

Deficiencies  in relation to  

public procurement (addenda to 

contracts, quality of the 

evaluation proces and of the 

terms of reference) . 

Rep   3.726.021.762      12.800.232            -                          

RO 2007RO161PO002

Sectoral Operational Programme 

Increase of Economic 

Competitiveness

Deficiencies in the management and control system (in the area of procurement).

Based on the AA's opinion issued in July 2012 on weaknesses in MCS (public procurement) and on

the EC assessment, a pre-suspension letter was send in October 2012, covering all priority axes.

The proposed financial corrections of 10% for axis 2 and 25% for priority axis 3 were accepted and

will be implemented by the member state. 

From the preliminary assessment from both AA and EC, significant deficiencies still existed at the

level of the MA and IB SMEs in relation with management verifications, conflict of interest and

potential fraud cases, lack of expertise and appropriate procedural framework.

Full Y
Deficiencies in management and 

control system (procurement)
Rep-Full     2.554.222.109      3.762.695              

RO 2007RO161PO003
Sectoral Operational Programme 

Transport

Deficiencies at MA and AA level (public procurement irregularities not detected by the

management and control system)

An interruption letter was sent to the Romanian authorities in July 2012 in order to address issues

concerning suspicion of fraud. 

Based on the elements available, DG REGIO acknowledged that important improvements took

place in line with the action plans under the presuspension/interraption exercise. Nevertheless, not

all measures, including financial corrections, had been yet implemented by the MA, mainly for the

rail sector (priority axis 2). Therefore, DG REGIO maintained the evaluation of the system as

"works, but significant improvements are needed" .

Full Y
Deficiencies in management and 

control system (procurement)
Rep-Full     4.565.937.295      18.570.860            



ΚΑΤΗΓΟΡΙΟΠΟΙΗΣΗ 

ΕΡΓΟΥ

AA ΤΙΤΛΟΣ ΕΡΓΟΥ ΠΡΟΤΕΡΑΙΟΤΗΤΑΣ ΤΟΜΕΑΣ ΧΩΡΟΘΕΤΗΣΗ 

ΕΡΓΟΥ 

ΠΡΟΤΕΡΑΙΟΤΗΤΑ

Σ

ΤΙΤΛΟΣ 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΣΙΑΚΟΥ 

ΠΡΟΓΡΑΜΜΑΤΟΣ

ΕΚΤΙΜΩΜΕΝΟΣ 

ΠΡΟΫΠΟΛΟΓΙΣΜΟ

Σ ΣΥΓΧΡ.

1 1

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

24 Εθνικό Ληξιαρχείο ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 44.860.000

2 2

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

28 Κτηματολόγιο ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 130.000.000

3 3

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

31 Ηλεκτρονικό Εισητήριο (OAΣA) ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

Αττική Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 34.758.000

4 4

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

60 Βελτίωση οδού πρόσβασης Χ.Υ.Τ.Α. 2ης ΓΕΝ 

Νομού Αιτωλοακαρνανίας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Ελλάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

11.350.000

5 5

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

75 Βελτίωση – Διαπλάτυνση Επαρχιακής Οδού 

Βέλο – Στιμάγκα – Κούτσι - Νεμέα

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

7.000.000

6 6

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

85 Αποβάθρα στη θέση Πέταλο στο λιμάνι της 

Σύμης

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 5.500.000

7 7

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

88 Νέος Λιμένας Ηγουμενίτσας: Γ Φάση ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Ήπειρος Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

53.722.500

8 8

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

103 Αποπεράτωση προαστιακού σιδηρόδρομου 

Αττικής: τμήμα Πειραιάς- 3 Γέφυρες

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Αθήνα-Πειραιάς Αττική 70.000.000

9 9

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

127 Επαναδημιουργία Λίμνης Κάρλας ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Θεσσαλία Περιβάλλον - Αειφόρος 

Ανάπτυξη

50.000.000

10 10

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Δ - ΣΕ 

ΚΙΝΔΥΝΟ

125 Αντικατάσταση του κεντρικού αγωγού 

ύδρευσης Ζακύνθου

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Ζάκυνθος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

8.500.000

ΣΥΝΟΛΟ 415.690.500

11 1

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

1 Σταθμός συμπίεσης φυσικού αερίου στη Νέα 

Μεσημβρία (Θεσσαλονίκη)

ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

23.098.741

12 2

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

2 Αγωγός Φυσικού Αεριού Υψηλής Πίεσης προς 

Αλιβέρι

ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα, 

Αττική

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

24.681.926

13 3

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

22 Ανάπτυξη του Εθνικού Συστήματος 

Ηλεκτρονικών Δημόσιων Προμηθειών - ΕΣΗΔΠ

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 9.630.422

14 4

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

25 Ολοκληρωμένο Πληροφοριακό Σύστημα 

ΕλεγκτικώνΥπηρεσιών -ΟΠΣΕΥ

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 22.826.681

15 5

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

32 Ολοκληρωμένο Πληροφοριακό Σύστημα 

Δημοσιονομικής Πολιτικής του Υπουργείου 

Οικονομικών

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 9.009.201

16 6

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

38 Περιμετρική Οδός Βαθέος Σάμου ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Βόρειο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 14.006.224

17 7

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

46 Βελτίωση του τµήµατος: κόµβος Ανατολής - 

Α/Κ µε Εγνατία οδό της Ε.O. Ιωαννίνων - 

Άρτας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

14.540.855

18 8

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

52 Βελτίωση Επαρχιακής Οδού Αγ. Ισίδωρος - 

Λάερμα ν. Ρόδου

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 4.180.305

19 9

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

53 Διάνοιξη νέου τμήματος Φράγμα Ποταμών -

Παντάνασσα Επαρχιακής οδού 13 (τμήμα 

Πατσός – Παντάνασσα)»

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 7.535.000

20 10

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

77 Ανακαίνιση υποδομής - επιδομής των γραμμών 

και ενίσχυση της σήραγγας από Ομόνοια ως 

Μοναστηράκι της ΑΕ ΗΣΑΠ

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΚΑΘΑΡΕΣ 

ΑΣΤΙΚΕΣ ΣΥΓΚΟΙΝΩΝΙΕΣ

Αττική Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

53.090.542

21 11

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

80 Νέα Λεωφορεία ΕΘΕΛ ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΚΑΘΑΡΕΣ 

ΑΣΤΙΚΕΣ ΣΥΓΚΟΙΝΩΝΙΕΣ

Αττική Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

42.066.205

22 12

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

84 Βελτίωση και Επέκταση Λιμένος Μαντουδίου ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

8.100.000

23 13

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

92 Λιμάνι Λαυρίου ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Αττική Αττική 37.000.000

24 14

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

95 Αποπεράτωση της ηλεκτροκίνησης της νέας 

διπλής σιδηροδρομικής γραμμής στο τμήμα 

από Μενίδι (Σιδηροδρομικό Κέντρο Αχαρνών-

ΣΚΑ) μέχρι το Κιάτο, μήκους 105 χλμ.

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Αττική, 

Πελοπόννησος

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

27.084.540

25 15

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

98 Αποπεράτωση προαστιακού σιδηρόδρομου 

Αττικής Τμήμα ΣΚΑ - Τρεις Γέφυρες

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Αττική Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

74.883.659

26 16

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

104 Αναβάθμιση σιδηροδρομικής γραμμής 

Αλεξ/πολης -Ορμενίου, μεταξύ Σ.Σ. 

Διδυμοτείχου – Σ.Σ. Μαρασίων

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Ανατολική 

Μακεδονία Θράκη

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 12.986.732

27 17

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

105 Προμήθεια ,Εγκατάσταση Συστήματος 

Τηλεελέγχου Τηλεχειρισμού για την 

Βελτιστοποίηση της Διαχείρισης του πόσιμου 

Νερού της ΔΕΥΑ Λαμίας

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

3.094.000

28 18

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

106 Αποφόρτιση Χειμάρρου Κραυσίδωνα από 

όμβρια ύδατα του αστικού ιστού και συλλογή – 

εκτροπή – εκβολή αυτών στη θάλασσα

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Θεσσαλία Περιβάλλον - Αειφόρος 

Ανάπτυξη

2.891.740

29 19

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

107 Αποκατάσταση σε διάφορα σημεία του 

Ποταμού Πηνειού

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

2.584.033

Priority projects list (8th monitoring progress report received mid-October 2013)



30 20

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

108 Εσωτερικά δίκτυα ύδρευσης οικισμών του 

Δήμου Κοζάνης

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 2.025.210

31 21

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

109 Κατασκευή δικτύου αποχέτευσης ακαθάρτων, 

επέκτασης σχεδίου. πόλης στην περιοχή 

Δροσιά, του Δήμου Πρέβεζας

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

1.255.600

32 22

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

110 Αντικαταστάσεις - Επεκτάσεις του δικτύου 

ύδρευσης της νοτιοανατολικής πλευράς 

Πάτρας

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Ελλάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

3.000.000

33 23

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

112 Νέοι σταθμοί τηλεελέγχου – τηλεχειρισμού 

ύδρευσης Δήμου Σερρών

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 1.980.000

34 24

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

115 Εσωτερικά και εξωτερικά δίκτυα αποχέτευσης 

ακαθάρτων Δ.Δ. Βατερού Δ. Κοζάνης

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 3.319.328

35 25

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

121 Κατασκευής δικτύων απορροής ομβρίων 

υδάτων στο Δήμο Παιανίας

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Αττική Αττική 22.150.000

36 26

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

149 Κατασκευή Νηπιαγωγείου στην περιοχή Αγίου 

Αθανασίου Κοζάνης

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 1.215.000

37 27

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

150 Κατασκευή Δημοτικού Σχολείου στο 

Χιλιοδένδρι

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 2.100.000

38 28

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

151 Ανέγερση 15ου Γυμνασίου - 15ου Λυκείου 

Λάρισας

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

3.145.773

39 29

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

152 Δωδεκαθέσιο Δημοτικό Σχολείο στο Τ.Δ. Νέας 

Καλλικράτειας του Δήμου Καλλικράτειας

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 3.460.000

40 30

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

153 Κατασκευή κτιρίου τμήματος Οικολογίας και 

Ιονίων Νήσων Περιβάλλοντος στη Ζάκυνθο 

(Τ.Ε.Ι. Ιονίων Νήσων)

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Ιόνια Νησιά Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

5.222.755

41 31

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

154 Κατασκευή Τεχνικού Επαγγελματικού 

Εκπαιδευτηρίου Θήρας

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 4.286.918

42 32

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

155 2ο Γυμνάσιο ν. Κω ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 2.180.000

43 33

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

156 Κατασκευή νέου κτιρίου και εκσυγχρονισμός 

υφιστάμενης κτιριακής υποδομής του Γενικού 

Νοσοκομείου Χίου ""Σκυλίτσειο""

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Βόρειο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 8.897.673

44 34

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

157 Ενιαίο σχολικό συγκρότημα (Γυμνάσιο - 

Λύκειο) Λαμίας

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

10.902.800

45 35

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

160 Ολοκλήρωση κατασκευής του Γενικού 

Νοσοκομείου Αγρινίου

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Δυτική Ελλάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

58.560.071

46 36

EKT - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

168 Εναρμόνιση Οικογενειακής & Επαγγελματικής 

Ζωής

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ ΑΝΘΡΩΠΙΝΟΥ 

ΔΥΝΑΜΙΚΟΥ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανάπτυξη Ανθρώπινου 

Δυναμικού

384.660.000

47 37

EKT - Α - 

ΟΛΟΚΛΗΡΩΜΕΝΟ

176 Αναμόρφωση του κράτους: Προς ένα επιτελικό 

κράτος(Εισήχθη στο ΕΠ το 2010 ως έργο που 

προβλέπεται από το Μνημόνιο όσον αφορά την 

λειτουργική ανασκόπηση της λειτουργικής 

Κυβέρνησης) - Νομοθετικό Πλαίσιο

ΔΙΟΙΚΗΤΙΚΗ ΜΕΤΑΡΥΘΜΙΣΗ 

(ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Διοικητική Μεταρρύθμιση 

2007-2013

1.500.000

ΣΥΝΟΛΟ 913.151.934

48 1

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

3 Ενεργόπολις - Κοζάνη ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 20.000.000

49 2

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

4 Β’ Αναβάθμιση Του Τερματικού Σταθμού 

Υγροποιημένου Φυσικού Αερίου (ΥΦΑ) της 

Νήσου Ρεβυθούσας (Κατασκευή 3ης 

δεξαμενής)

ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Αττική Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

54.962.757

50 3

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

7 Διασύνδεση των Κυκλάδων με το ηπειρωτικό 

διασυνδεδεμένο σύστημα υψηλής τάσης (ΥΤ)

ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Κυκλάδες, Αττική Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

127.119.047

51 4

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

10 Ενίσχυση επιχειρήσεων για την υλοποίηση 

επενδύσεων στον τομέα του ψηφιακού 

ευρυζωνικού περιεχομένου

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 20.000.000

52 5

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

11 Ενίσχυση επιχειρήσεων λιανεμπορίου για την 

υλοποίηση ψηφιακών επενδύσεων

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 100.000.000

53 6

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

14 Εκπαιδευτικό Αστρονομικό πάρκο Όρλιακα ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 6.000.000

54 7

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

17 «ΣΥΝΕΡΓΑΣΙΑ». ΠΡΑΞΗ Ι:« Συνεργατικά έργα 

μικρής και μεσαίας κλίμακας». ΠΡΑΞΗ ΙΙ:« 

Συνεργατικά έργα μεγάλης κλίμακας»- 1η 

προκήρυξη, 2009

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

93.620.000

55 8

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

18 ΣΥΝΕΡΓΑΣΙΑ 2011 – Συμπράξεις παραγωγικών 

και ερευνητικών φορέων σε εστιασμένους 

ερευνητικούς & τεχνολογικούς τομείς

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

68.320.000

56 9

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

19 JEREMIE (250 M) και Ταμείο 

Επιχειρηματικότητας (ETEAN 460M)

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΜΑΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΓΙΑ 

ΜΙΚΡΟΜΕΣΑΙΕΣ 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΣΕΙΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Αττική, Θεσσαλία - 

Στερεά Ελλάδα - 

Ήπειρος, Κρήτη & Νήσοι 

Αιγαίου, Μακεδονία - 

Θράκη, Ψηφιακή 

Σύγκλιση

710.000.000

57 10

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

21 Μεταποίηση στις νέες συνθήκες ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΜΑΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΓΙΑ 

ΜΙΚΡΟΜΕΣΑΙΕΣ 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΣΕΙΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

184.313.675

58 11

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

23 Ψηφιακό Σχολείο ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 152.630.000

59 12

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

26 Ανάπτυξη υπηρεσιών και υποδομής χωρικών 

δεδομένων για την προστασία των δασών και 

δασικών εκτάσεων

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 39.000.000

60 13

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

27 Ανάπτυξη Συστήματος Ηλεκτρονικής 

Συνταγογράφησης και Παροχή σχετικών 

Υποστηρικτικών Υπηρεσιών

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 25.000.010



61 14

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

30 Ανάπτυξη Ευρυζωνικών Υποδομών σε 

Αγροτικές-Νησιωτικές περιοχές

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Αγροτικές περιοχές Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 140.000.000

62 15

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

33 Κατασκευή του αυτοκινητοδρόμου ΟΛΥΜΠΙΑ 

ΟΔΟΣ (Ελευσίνα - Κόρινθος - Πάτρα - Πύργος - 

Τσακώνα)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ 

ΠΑΡΑΧΩΡΗΣΗΣ

Δυτ. Ελλάδα, 

Πελοπόννησος

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

511.399.757

63 16

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

35 Κατασκευή αυτοκινητόδρομου Κεντρικής 

Ελλάδας (E65)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ 

ΠΑΡΑΧΩΡΗΣΗΣ

Στερεά Ελλάδα, 

Θεσσαλία, Δυτική 

Μακεδονία

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

455.637.672

64 17

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

36 Κατασκευή του αυτοκινητόδρομου Ιόνια Οδός ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ 

ΠΑΡΑΧΩΡΗΣΗΣ

Ήπειρος, Δυτική 

Ελλάδα και Στερεά 

Ελλάδα

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

183.970.114

65 18

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

37 Κατασκευή του αυτοκινητόδρομου Μαλιακός - 

Κλειδί

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ 

ΠΑΡΑΧΩΡΗΣΗΣ

Θεσσαλία, Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία και 

Στερεά Ελλάδα

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

149.545.685

66 19

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

47 Οδός Ραπταίοι – Ν. Στύρα – Στύρα (Χ.Θ. 

0+000 έως. Χ.Θ. 16+499,33

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

19.077.120

67 20

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

49 Βελτίωση οδού Κυλλήνη - Εθνική οδός 

Πατρών- Πύργου

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Ελλάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

7.796.920

68 21

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

51 Ολοκλήρωση - βελτίωση της Εθνικής Οδού 

Ρόδου - Λίνδου

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 13.000.000

69 22

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

54 Ολοκλήρωση Δυτικής Περιφερειακής Αιγάλεω 

Τµήµατα και Εκατέρωθεν Δίκτυα

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Αττική Αττική 17.000.000

70 23

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

65 Κατασκευή οδικού δικτύου Αεροδρόμιο - Φηρά 

- Βουρβούλο - Οία Θήρας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 16.500.000

71 24

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

68 ΝΟΑΚ: Ολοκλήρωση κατασκευής του τμήματος 

Αγ. Βαρβάρα-Αγ. Δέκα (Καστέλλι) (χ.θ. 

22+170-χ.θ. 37+900) του κάθετου οδικού 

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κρήτη Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

52.146.437

72 25

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

69 ΒΟΑΚ: Ολοκλήρωση της κατασκευής και 

αναβάθμιση του Βόρειου Οδικού Άξονα Κρήτης

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κρήτη Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

72.222.120

73 26

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

71 Οδική Σύνδεση της περιοχής Ακτίου με το 

Δυτικό Άξονα Βορρά – Νότου

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Ελλάδα Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

212.832.896

74 27

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

81 Κατασκευή Μετρό Θεσσαλονίκης ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΚΑΘΑΡΕΣ 

ΑΣΤΙΚΕΣ ΣΥΓΚΟΙΝΩΝΙΕΣ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 323.000.000

75 28

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

86 Έργα υποδομής και προστασίας λιμανιού Παρ. 

Άστρους

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

5.340.000

76 29

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

89 Λιμάνι Κατάκολου ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Δυτική Ελλάδας Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

20.000.000

77 30

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

91 Λιμάνι Μυτιλήνης ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Βόρειο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 8.000.000

78 31

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

94 Ολοκλήρωση αναβάθμισης Κρατικού 

αερολιμένα Θεσσαλονίκης Μακεδονία

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΑΕΡΟΔΡΟΜΙΑ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

72.421.368

79 32

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

96 Κατασκευή νέας διπλής σιδηροδρομικής 

γραμμής στο τμήμα Ροδοδάφνη (Αίγιο) - Ρίο, 

μήκους 27 χλμ, της σιδηροδρομικής γραμμής 

Αθήνα – Πάτρα

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Πελοπόννησος - 

Δυτική Ελλάδα

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

429.356.400

80 33

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

97 Ολοκλήρωση νέας διπλής σιδηροδρομικής 

γραμμής υψηλών ταχυτήτων Τιθορέας - 

Λιανοκλαδίου - Δομοκού

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Στερεά Ελλάδα Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

474.099.000

81 34

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

99 Αποπεράτωση εγκατάστασης σύγχρονης 

σηματοδότησης - τηλεδιοίκησης και 

τηλεπικοινωνιών στον ΠΑΘΕΠ

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία, 

Θεσσαλία

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

90.000.000

82 35

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

100 Κατασκευή νέας διπλής σιδηροδρομικής 

γραμμής Αθήνας (ΣΚΑ) - Πάτρας στο τμήμα 

Διακοφτό - Ροδοδάφνη

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Δυτ. Ελλάδα Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

158.850.000

83 36

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

101 Κατασκευή παραλλαγής της σιδηροδρομικής 

γραμμής Θεσσαλονίκη – Ειδομένη, στο τμήμα 

Πολύκαστρο – Ειδομένη (Φάση Β)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 68.841.600

84 37

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

111 Κλείσιμο και Αποκατάσταση Χώρων 

Ανεξέλεγκτης διάθεσης Απορριμμάτων (ΧΑΔΑ)

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Διαπεριφερειακό Περιβάλλον - Αειφόρος 

Ανάπτυξη

150.000.000

85 38

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

124 Αποκατάσταση Ποταμού Σούλου ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 36.000.000

86 39

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

128 Έργα Διαχείρισης Υγρών Αποβλήτων σε 120 

μικρούς οικισμούς κατηγορίας Γ (2.000- 

15.000 κάτοικοι)

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Διαπεριφερειακό Περιβάλλον - Αειφόρος 

Ανάπτυξη

1.050.000.000

87 40

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

129 Συλλογή, μεταφορά, επεξεργασία και διάθεση 

ακαθάρτων των περιοχών Κορωπίου - 

Παιανίας

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Ανατολική Αττική Αττική 124.890.213

88 41

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

131 Αξιοποίηση και Ανάδειξη Λίμνης Πολυφύτου ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 35.000.000

89 42

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

133 Εργασίες προστασίας της Λίμνης της Καστοριάς ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 10.000.000

90 43

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

136 Διαπλάτυνση θαλάσσιου διαύλου Λευκάδας ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Λευκάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

22.631.000

91 44

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

142 Νέο Μουσείο της Βεργίνας ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 24.000.000

92 45

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

164 Αναβάθμιση κεντρικού κτιρίου του Γενικού 

Νοσοκομείου Πατρών “Ο Άγιος Ανδρέας” και 

προμήθεια – εγκατάσταση ιατρικού, 

ξενοδοχειακού και λοιπού εξοπλισμού

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Δυτική Ελλάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

20.739.217

93 46

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

166 Κατασκευή και εξοπλισμός νοσοκομείου 

Κομοτηνής σε νέες κτιριακές δομές 200 

κλινών

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Ανατολική 

Μακεδονία-Θράκη

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 50.000.000

94 47

ΕΚΤ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

167 Αναβάθμιση των μηχανισμών επιτήρησης της 

αδήλωτης εργασίας

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ ΑΝΘΡΩΠΙΝΟΥ 

ΔΥΝΑΜΙΚΟΥ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανάπτυξη Ανθρώπινου 

Δυναμικού

7.197.231

95 48

ΕΚΤ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

169 Α. Εκπόνηση θεσμικού, κανονιστικού, 

διοικητικού και δημοσιονομικού πλαισίου με 

στόχο την προώθηση της κοινωνικής 

οικονομίας και τη διευκόλυνση της ίδρυσης και 

λειτουργίας κοινωνικών επιχειρήσεων Β. 

Ανάπτυξη της Κοινωνικής Οικονομίας για την 

απασχόληση ευάλωτων ομάδων

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ ΑΝΘΡΩΠΙΝΟΥ 

ΔΥΝΑΜΙΚΟΥ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανάπτυξη Ανθρώπινου 

Δυναμικού

60.000.000

96 49

ΕΚΤ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

177 Αναδιοργάνωση του Γενικού Λογιστηρίου του 

Κράτους και καθιέρωση του ERP σε όλα τα 

Υπουργεία

ΔΙΟΙΚΗΤΙΚΗ ΜΕΤΑΡΥΘΜΙΣΗ 

(ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Διοικητική Μεταρρύθμιση 

2007-2013

45.000.000



ΣΥΝΟΛΟ 6.737.460.239

97 1

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

5 Πιλοτική αξιοποίηση του γεωθερμικού πεδίου 

Ερατείνου στο Δήμο Νέστου

ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Ανατολική 

Μακεδονία - Θράκη

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 5.000.000

98 2

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

6 Αγωγός Φυσικού Αερίου Υψηλής Πίεσης από 

τους Αγ. Θεοδώρους έως τη Μεγαλόπολη

ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Αττική, 

Πελοπόννησος

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

44.670.162

99 3

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

8 Πρόγραμμα Εξοικονόμηση κατ οίκον ΕΝΕΡΓΕΙΑ Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

396.000.000

100 4

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

9 ΙΤΕ – Ινστιτούτο Πληροφορικής – Κτήριο 

Διάχυτης Νοημοσύνης

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 3.059.923

101 5

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

12 Νέα κτίρια του ΙΤΕ Πάτρας ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Πάτρα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

9.657.025

102 6

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

13 Νέα γνώση ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

3.500.000

103 7

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

15 Νέα - Καινοτομική Επιχειρηματικότητα (New 

Innovative Entrepreneurship)

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

30.000.000

104 8

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

16 Corallia - Micro-electronics clusters (ΦΑΣΗ-2 

ΕΝΙΣΧΥΣΗΣ ΕΛΛΗΝΙΚΩΝ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΚΩΝ 

ΣΥΝΕΡΓΑΤΙΚΩΝ ΣΧΗΜΑΤΙΣΜΩΝ ΣΤΗ 

ΜΙΚΡΟΗΛΕΚΤΡΟΝΙΚΗ)

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΚΑΙΝΟΤΟΜΙΑ, ΕΡΕΥΝΑ ΚΑΙ 

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

37.700.000

105 9

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

20 Εξωστρέφεια - Ανταγωνιστικότητα των 

Επιχειρήσεων

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΜΑΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΓΙΑ 

ΜΙΚΡΟΜΕΣΑΙΕΣ 

ΕΠΙΧΕΙΡΗΣΕΙΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

30.000.000

106 10

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

34 Κατασκευή του αυτοκινητόδρομου ΜΟΡΕΑ 

ΟΔΟΣ (Κόρινθος - Τρίπολη - Καλαμάτα και 

κλάδος Λεύκτρο-Σπάρτη)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ 

ΠΑΡΑΧΩΡΗΣΗΣ

Πελοπόννησος Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

296.657.714

107 11

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

39 Βελτιώσεις στην εθνική Χίου Καρδαμύλων ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Βόρειο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 10.985.000

108 12

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

40 Επαρχιακή οδός Καμπί - Χαβουνά - Κάτω 

Μεριά Κέας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 3.377.565

109 13

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

41 Κατασκευή Παραϊόνιας οδού: Οδικές συνδέσεις 

σήραγγας Αγίου Ηλία

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Ελλάδα Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

7.234.646

110 14

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

42 Ολοκλήρωση επαρχιακής οδού Λάρισας-

Καρδίτσας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

23.000.000

111 15

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

43 Βελτίωση Γεωμετρικών στοιχείων και χάραξης 

της επαρχιακής οδού 40: Παιανία - Σπάτα - 

Λούτσα

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Αττική Αττική 13.090.000

112 16

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

44 Εθνική Οδός Θήβα- Λιβαδειά από χ.θ. 9+000 

έως χ.θ. 11+ 600

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

7.880.000

113 17

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

45 Οδός Αταλάντη – όρια Νομού Βοιωτίας, τμήμα 

Ε

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

10.000.000

114 18

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

48 Βελτίωση ασφαλτόστρωση 2ης επαρχιακής 

οδού από κόμβο Ελληνικού έως Καλέντζι

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

9.800.000

115 19

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

50 Ολοκλήρωση κάθετου Άξονα της Εγνατίας 

Οδού: Κομοτηνή - Νυμφαία - 

Ελληνοβουλγαρικά Σύνορα (κωδ. EOAE 75.0)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Ανατολική 

Μακεδονία - Θράκη

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

38.722.853

116 20

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

55 Επαρχιακή Οδός Καλλονής – Ερεσού / 

Παράκαμψη οικισμού Άγρας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Βόρειο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 5.363.000

117 21

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

56 Κατασκευή οδού Καναβάρι – Διασταύρωση 

Θεσπιών – Δόμβραινα (Κορύνη). – Θίσβη – 

Πρόδρομος (με παράκαμψη Δομβραίνας)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

35.106.274

118 22

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

57 Κατασκευή οδού Ηγουμενίτσας - Πρέβεζας, 

βελτίωση κατά τμήματα, υποτμήμα 4: Καρτέρι- 

Γερακάρι - Πάργα από χ.θ. 0+000 έως χ.θ. 

14+937.20»

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

45.000.000

119 23

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

58 Οδικός άξονας Σέρρες - Αμφίπολη ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 21.400.000

120 24

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

59 Παράκαμψη αεροδρομίου ΧΘ 0+000 έως ΧΘ 

0+500(Κέρκυρας)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Ιόνια Νησιά Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

2.162.639

121 25

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

61 Αποπεράτωση κάθετου άξονα Εγνατίας οδού 

"Θεσσαλονίκη (Δερβένι)-Σέρρες-

Προμαχώνας": τμήματα "Λαχανάς-Α/Κ 

Χριστού" και "Κάτω Αμπέλα-Α/Κ Πετριτσίου"

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

103.077.754

122 26

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

62 Κάθετος άξονας Εγνατίας οδού Σιάτιστα - 

Κρυσταλλοπηγή: τμήμα Κορομηλιά - Ιεροπηγή 

- Κρυσταλλοπηγή.

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Μακεδονία Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

131.901.159

123 27

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

63 Κάθετος άξονας Εγνατίας οδού Κοζάνη – 

Φλώρινα – Νίκη: τμήμα «Φλώρινα – Νίκη»

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Μακεδονία Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

69.000.000

124 28

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

64 Παράκαμψη Λάρισας (Κατασκευή οδού 

Kαράγιωργα, Τεχνικού Τ1 & Οδού 

Αεροδρομίου)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

21.602.000

125 29

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

66 Κατασκευή Οδικού Τμήματος Ποτίδαια-

Κασσανδρεία του Οδικού Κυκλώματος 

Κασσάνδρας Ν. Χαλκιδικής

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 64.300.000

126 30

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

67 Βελτίωση της οδού Γύθειο – Αρεόπολη – 

Γερολιμένας κατά τμήματα

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

13.203.000

127 31

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

70 Ολοκλήρωση συνδέσεων αυτοκινητοδρόμου 

ΠΑΘΕ με το λιμάνι και την πόλη της Πάτρας

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Δυτική Ελλάδα Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

85.877.311

128 32

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

72 Κάθετος άξονας Εγνατίας Οδού Αρδάνιο - 

Ορμένιο: τμήματα Αρδάνιο- Μάνδρα & Μάνδρα 

Ψαθάδες

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Ανατολική 

Μακεδονία - Θράκη

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 105.369.105

129 33

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

73 Οδικός άξονας Βέροια – Νάουσα – Σκύδρα: 

Αποπεράτωση τμήματος Πατρίδα - Νάουσα

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 19.250.000

130 34

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

74 Εθνική Οδός Λάρισα- Τρίκαλα ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

49.312.648

131 35

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

76 Ασφάλεια Οδικού Δικτύου ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΟΔΙΚΑ ΕΡΓΑ Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 35.000.000

132 36

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

78 Επέκταση γραμμής 3 του ΜΕΤΡΟ Αθήνας. 

Τμήμα Αιγάλεω-Χαϊδάρι, αμαξοστάσιο 

Ελαιώνα, σταθμός μετεπιβίβασης Χαϊδάρι, 

σταθμός μετεπιβίβασης Κεραμικός

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΚΑΘΑΡΕΣ 

ΑΣΤΙΚΕΣ ΣΥΓΚΟΙΝΩΝΙΕΣ

Αττική Περιβάλλον - Αειφόρος 

Ανάπτυξη

54.837.993

133 37

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

79 Επέκταση της γραμμής 3 του μετρό της 

Αθήνας: τμήμα Χαϊδάρι - Πειραιάς.

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΚΑΘΑΡΕΣ 

ΑΣΤΙΚΕΣ ΣΥΓΚΟΙΝΩΝΙΕΣ

Αττική Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

414.217.350



134 38

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

82 Δυτική επέκταση του τραμ στον Πειραιά ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΚΑΘΑΡΕΣ 

ΑΣΤΙΚΕΣ ΣΥΓΚΟΙΝΩΝΙΕΣ

Αθήνα -Πειραιάς Αττική 120.884.500

135 39

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

83 Τροποποίηση και εκσυγχρονισμός λιμένα 

Κύμης

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

8.979.000

136 40

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

87 Νέος Λιμένας Πατρών: 3ο τμήμα Α Φάσης ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Δυτική Ελλάδα Ενίσχυση της 

Προσπελασιμότητας

55.406.655

137 41

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

90 Λιμάνι Γυθείου (Εμπορικό και 

Κρουαζιερόπλοια)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

22.150.000

138 42

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

93 Λιμένας Πειραιά: Έργα εξυπηρέτησης 

κρουαζιερόπλοιων (Άγιος Νικόλαος) και 

ακτοπλοϊας (Λιμένας Αλών)

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: ΛΙΜΑΝΙΑ Αττική Αττική 6.000.000

139 43

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

102 Κατασκευή Β΄ λειτουργικής φάσης Θριασίου 

πεδίου & κατασκευή Σ.Σ. ΖΕΦΥΡΙΟΥ

ΜΕΤΑΦΟΡΕΣ: 

ΣΙΔΗΡΟΔΡΟΜΟΙ

Αττική Αττική 78.302.200

140 44

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

113 Σταθμός Μεταφόρτωσης Απορριμμάτων 

(Σ.Μ.Α) Βορειοδυτικού Πολεοδομικού 

Συγκροτήματος Θεσσαλονίκης (ΒΔ ΠΣΘ)

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 12.213.215

141 45

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

114 Διευθέτηση ρέματος Εσχατιάς παρά την οδό 

Φλέβας και άρση στένωσης διευθετημένου 

τμήματός του

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Αττική Αττική 9.550.000

142 46

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

116 Επέκταση - αναβάθμιση- εκσυγχρονισμός 

αποχετευτικού συστήματος παραλίμνιας ζώνης

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

4.500.000

143 47

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

117 Επείγοντα αντιπλημμυρικά έργα χειμάρρου 

Ξηριά (τμήμα από χ.θ. 0+350 έως χ.θ. 2+200)

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

17.460.000

144 48

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

118 Δίκτυα αποχέτευσης και Ε.Ε.Λ. σε Δ.Δ. του 

Δήµου Κοζάνης

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Δυτική Μακεδονία Μακεδονία - Θράκη 5.869.328

145 49

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

119 Ανάπλαση Νέας Παραλίας Θεσσαλονίκης - 

Τμήμα από Βασιλικό Θέατρο έως τους Ομίλους 

Θαλασσίων Αθλημάτων

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 44.100.000

146 50

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

120 Αποχετευτικό σύστημα στην παραλιακή Ζώνη 

Ελούντας-Πλάκας

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 2.589.150

147 51

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

122 Αποχέτευση λυμάτων ΔΕΥΑΝ. Ολοκλήρωση 

εσωτερικού δικτύου λυμάτων ΔΔ Λευκακίων-

Πυργιώτικων-Εξώστη

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

1.700.000

148 52

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

123 Αποχέτευση Ηγουμενίτσας ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Ήπειρος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

4.500.000

149 53

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

126 Ολοκλήρωση ύδρευσης Ναυπλίου ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

3.500.000

150 54

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

130 Ολοκληρωμένες Εγκαταστάσεις Διαχείρισης 

Αποβλήτων

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Αττικής Αττική 120.000.000

151 55

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

132 Προμήθεια εξοπλισμού προεπεξεργασίας και 

ανακύκλωσης αστικών στερεών αποβλήτων σε 

επίπεδο Περιφέρειας ΑΜΘ

ΠΕΡΙΒΑΛΛΟΝ Ανατολική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 12.000.000

152 56

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

134 Ανάδειξη και αποκατάσταση περιφερειακών 

μνημείων αρχαιολογικού χώρου Κνωσού 

(κατοικία ιερέα, μινωική έπαυλη, βασιλικός 

τάφος)

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 1.400.000

153 57

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

135 Διατήρηση και αποκατάσταση των μνημείων 

της Ακρόπολης

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Κέντρο Αθήνας Αττική 8.000.000

154 58

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

137 Αποκατάσταση μνημείων Κάστρου Μυτιλήνης ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Βόρειο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 2.300.000

155 59

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

138 Ανάπλαση – Ανάδειξη της Βασιλικής 

Νεκρόπολης και του Ανακτόρου των Αιγών 

Φάση Γ΄

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 7.000.000

156 60

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

139 Θέατρο Ζακύνθου ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Ιόνια Νησιά Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

5.643.286

157 61

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

140 Αποκατάσταση και διαρρύθμιση παλαιού 

τελωνείου Χανίων για τη δημιουργία κέντρου 

πολλαπλών πολιτιστικών δραστηριοτήτων

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 7.600.000

158 62

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

141 Β΄ φάση επανέκθεσης προϊστορικών – 

κλασικών και βυζαντινών αρχαιοτήτων του 

Αρχαιολογικού Μουσείου Θήβας

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Στερεά Ελλάδα Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

4.500.000

159 63

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

143 Ανέγερση του Αρχαιολογικού Μουσείου 

Μεσσαράς Κρήτης

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 5.861.254

160 64

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

144 Υποβρύχια μουσεία και καταδυτικά πάρκα στην 

Αλόννησο και Σκόπελο

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Θεσσαλία Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

1.500.000

161 65

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

145 Τουριστική προβολή Περιφέρειας της Αττικής ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Αττική Αττική 8.500.000

162 66

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

146 Αποκατάσταση του ιστορικού κέντρου της 

Αθήνας και της σύνδεσης των αρχαιολογικών 

χώρων

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Αττική Αττική 20.000.000

163 67

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

147 Ανάδειξη Κάστρου Καρύταινας (διαμόρφωση 

μονοπατιού, συντήρηση-στερέωση Ιερού ναού 

Παναγίας, στερέωση οικίας Κολοκοτρώνη και 

αποκατάσταση Βυζαντινού Πύργου 

Ματζουρανόγιαννη, αποκατάσταση 

Λεβένταινας)

ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Πελοπόννησος Δυτική Ελλάδα - 

Πελοπόννησος - Ιόνιοι 

Νήσοι

1.300.000

164 68

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

148 Εναλλακτικός Τουρισμός ΠΟΛΙΤΙΣΜΟΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΤΟΥΡΙΣΜΟΣ

Διαπεριφερειακό Ανταγωνιστικότητα και 

Επιχειρηματικότητα

20.000.000

165 69

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

158 Κατασκευή νέου τριώροφου κτιρίου στο γενικό 

νοσοκομείο Έδεσσας

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Κεντρική 

Μακεδονία

Μακεδονία - Θράκη 5.082.022

166 70

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

159 Β φάση κτιριακών εγκαταστάσεων τμήματος 

Μηχανικών Περιβάλλοντος Πολυτεχνείου 

Κρήτης

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Κρήτη Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 7.825.555

167 71

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

161 Κατασκευή και προμήθεια εγκατάσταση 

εξοπλισμού του πολυδύναμου κέντρου 

αντιμετώπισης αλκοολικών και της κρίσης των 

χρηστών ναρκωτικών στο νοσοκομείο 

Χατζηκώστα Ιωαννίνων

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

9.316.773

168 72

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

162 Δημιουργία Νέου ΤΕΠ Γ.Ν Φιλιατών στην 

Ηγουμενίτσα

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Ήπειρος Θεσσαλία - Στερεά 

Ελλάδα - Ήπειρος

10.375.770

169 73

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Γ - ΑΠΑΙΤΕΙΤΑΙ 

ΕΠΙΤΑΧΥΝΣΗ

163 Αποκατάσταση κτιρίου Β κτιριακού 

συγκροτήματος Πανεπιστημίου Αιγαίου στη 

Ρόδο

ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 9.458.244

170 74

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ 

ΠΟΡΕΙΑ

165 Ολοήμερο Δημοτικό Σχολείο Γενναδίου Ρόδου ΥΠΟΔΟΜΕΣ ΥΓΕΙΑΣ ΚΑΙ 

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗΣ

Νότιο Αιγαίο Κρήτη & Νήσοι Αιγαίου 4.534.000

171 75

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 170 Α.Τοπικά Σχέδια για την απασχόληση, 

προσαρμοσμένα στις ανάγκες των τοπικών 

αγορών εργασίας (ΤΟΠΣΑ) Β. Τοπικές δράσεις 

κοινωνικής ένταξης για ευάλωτες ομάδες 

(ΤΟΠΕΚΟ)

ΑΝΑΠΤΥΞΗ ΑΝΘΡΩΠΙΝΟΥ 

ΔΥΝΑΜΙΚΟΥ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ανάπτυξη Ανθρώπινου 

Δυναμικού

140.000.000



172 76

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 171 Νέο σχολείο (σχολείο 21ου αιώνα): Στήριξη 

σχολείων με ενιαίο εκπαιδευτικό πρόγραμμα

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗ ΚΑΙ ΔΙΑ ΒΙΟΥ 

ΜΑΘΗΣΗ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Εκπαίδευση και Δια Βίου 

Μάθηση

69.000.000

173 77

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 172 Ανάπτυξη Ψηφιακού Εκπαιδευτικού Υλικού 

(Ψηφιακής Εκπαιδευτικής Πλατφόρμας) - 

Ψηφιακό Υλικό για τα Σχολεία

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗ ΚΑΙ ΔΙΑ ΒΙΟΥ 

ΜΑΘΗΣΗ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Εκπαίδευση και Δια Βίου 

Μάθηση

9.000.000

174 78

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 173 Σχολεία Δεύτερης Ευκαιρίας ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗ ΚΑΙ ΔΙΑ ΒΙΟΥ 

ΜΑΘΗΣΗ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Εκπαίδευση και Δια Βίου 

Μάθηση

25.000.000

175 79

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 174 Πρακτική Άσκηση γ΄ βάθμιας εκπαίδευσης 

(Πανεπιστήμια)

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗ ΚΑΙ ΔΙΑ ΒΙΟΥ 

ΜΑΘΗΣΗ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Εκπαίδευση και Δια Βίου 

Μάθηση

35.000.000

176 80

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 175 Ενίσχυση βασικής και εφαρμοσμένης έρευνας 

(Πρόγραμμα ΘΑΛΗΣ)

ΕΚΠΑΙΔΕΥΣΗ ΚΑΙ ΔΙΑ ΒΙΟΥ 

ΜΑΘΗΣΗ (ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Εκπαίδευση και Δια Βίου 

Μάθηση

120.000.000

177 81

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 179 Μελέτη και προτεινόμενες νέες διαδικασίες για 

την μείωση των διοικητικών βαρών και του 

κόστους σε πέντε τομείς πολιτικής.

ΔΙΟΙΚΗΤΙΚΗ ΜΕΤΑΡΥΘΜΙΣΗ 

(ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Διοικητική Μεταρρύθμιση 

2007-2013

6.000.000

178 82

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 180 Μεταρρύθμιση των συστημάτων 

προϋπολογισμού, διαχείρισης, λογιστικής 

διαχείρισης (συμπεριλαμβανομένου του 

διπλογραφικού συστήματος) και οικονομική 

διαχείριση των νοσοκομείων.

ΔΙΟΙΚΗΤΙΚΗ ΜΕΤΑΡΥΘΜΙΣΗ 

(ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Διοικητική Μεταρρύθμιση 

2007-2013

7.300.000

179 83

ΕΚΤ - Β - ΟΜΑΛΗ ΠΟΡΕΙΑ 181 Ολοκληρωμένη παρέμβαση με τη στήριξη των 

νέων επιχειρήσεων που βρίσκονται στην 

πρώτη τριετία, σε περιοχές που υφίσταται τις 

συνέπειες απρόβλεπτων τοπικών ή τομεακών 

κρίσεων, που συνδέονται με την οικονομική 

και κοινωνική αναδιάρθρωση

ΕΘΝΙΚΟ ΑΠΟΘΕΜΑΤΙΚΟ 

(ΕΚΤ)

Οι 8 Περιφέρειες 

που πληρούν τους 

όρους για το στόχο 

Σύγκλισης και οι 3 

Περιφέρειες που 

είναι επιλέξιμες για 

μεταβατική στήριξη 

στο πλαίσιο του 

στόχου Σύγκλισης 

(Σταδιακής Εξόδου)

Εθνικό Αποθεματικό 

Απροβλέπτων

72.000.000

ΣΥΝΟΛΟ 3.409.516.073

180 2

ΕΤΠΑ/ΤΣ- Ε - ΑΚΥΡΩΘΕΝ 29 Ολοκληρωμένο Επιχειρησιακό Πληροφοριακό 

Σύστημα του Διαχειριστή Ελληνικού 

Συστήματος Μεταφοράς Ηλεκτρικής Ενέργειας 

(ΔΕΣΜΗΕ)

ΑΝΤΑΓΩΝΙΣΤΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ: 

ΔΗΜΟΣΙΑ ΔΙΟΙΚΗΣΗ ΚΑΙ 

ΠΑΡΑΓΩΓΙΚΟΤΗΤΑ ΜΕ 

ΧΡΗΣΗ ΤΕΧΝΟΛΟΓΙΩΝ 

ΠΛΗΡΟΦΟΡΙΚΗΣ

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Ψηφιακή Σύγκλιση 40.631.000

181 1

ΕΚΤ - Ε - ΑΚΥΡΩΘΕΝ 178 Σύμβουλος για την εφαρμογή μέτρων πάταξης 

της γενικευμένης φοροδιαφυγής και επίτευξης 

βιώσιμης φορολογικής συμμόρφωσης

ΔΙΟΙΚΗΤΙΚΗ ΜΕΤΑΡΥΘΜΙΣΗ 

(ΕΚΤ)

Σε όλη την 

επικράτεια

Διοικητική Μεταρρύθμιση 

2007-2013

2.675.250

ΣΥΝΟΛΟ 43.306.250

43.306.250













11.519.124.996
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