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Bulgaria and the ethical standards applicable

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner indicates that he has been forced to abandon two companies owned by him as a 
result of fraud and corruption. His taxi company came to an end because he refused to work 
with drivers holding permits issued to fictitious undertakings. He reported the matter to the 
authorities but no action was taken. His pig farm came to an end after he was forced to 
surrender his land, which was redistributed and used to make fraudulent claims for EU 
subsidies. The petitioner indicates that politicians and officials were involved and is seeking 
an investigation. 

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 9 February 2011. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 6 May 2011.

The petition

The petitioner complains of a climate of corruption in Bulgaria and alleges that land 
consolidation ("remembrement") is being used by "mafia companies" to acquire title to 
agricultural land, without even the knowledge of the active farmers who cultivate it or keep 
animals on it. He indicates that he himself has been effectively deprived of a pig rearing 
activity.

The Commission's observations
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The Commission has to point out at the outset that the system of land ownership does not 
come within EU competence; the Commission is not competent to make detailed observations 
on the merits of the land consolidation exercise referred to, and which was implemented over 
the three years 2007-2010. One might simply remark that the land consolidation, according to 
the schedules submitted by the petitioner, concerned a large number of parcels of land all of 
which were around or more usually below 2.0 hectares in size. Such circumstances arguably 
make a good case for a land consolidation exercise.

The Commission would also point out that amongst the additional material submitted in 
January, the petitioner encloses a letter from the agriculture Ministry which explains why the 
control of his parcels had reverted to the owners: he had missed one or more deadlines for 
actively participating in the land consolidation process, which is the normal and preferable 
way of proceeding, and the necessary notices had been appropriately published. In short, the 
Ministry did not find fault with the procedure that had been followed.

Conclusions

On the basis of the limited information provided by the petitioner, the Commission does not 
find indications of any misuse of EU funds which would justify closer inquiry. Moreover, the 
petitioner's main concern appears to have been the conduct of a land consolidation exercise, 
which is not a matter falling within EU competence.


