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Question for written answer E-011315/2012
to the Commission
Rule 117
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi (S&D), Kinga Göncz (S&D), Edit Herczog (S&D) and Zita Gurmai (S&D)

Subject: Provisions of the new Hungarian electoral legislation which contravene fundamental 
rights

On 29 October 2012 the Hungarian Parliament amended the Basic Law of Hungary before adopting, 
on 26 November, law T/8405 on electoral procedure, which was submitted by the government. This 
makes the exercise of voters’ electoral rights conditional on their prior registration. Both laws are likely 
to result in serious discrimination against certain groups of voters (something which has since been 
highlighted by a number of public opinion surveys), thereby putting in jeopardy the implementation of 
universality, one of the requirements of universal suffrage and voter anonymity.  This goes against 
Article 21 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights; European legislation on the right of Europeans to be 
elected as MEPs; Article 14(3) TEU; decision 76/787/ECSC, EEC, Euratom; and Council Directive 
93/109/EC, which reinforce the principle of direct universal suffrage. It also contradicts the provisions 
of Parliament’s resolution of 16 February 2012, concerning the situation in Hungary, on fair conditions 
of political competition and political alternation. Under the rules laid down in the Basic Law, 
registration for voters whose permanent residence is in Hungary would be possible in person or by 
electronic means – a portal) – which makes it possible to identify the applicant. Research data 
suggest that this would lead to a reduction in the numbers of poor and elderly people and inhabitants 
of rural areas voting. Hungarians living in neighbouring countries who were granted voting rights at 
the same time as Hungarian citizenship would also be able to register – and subsequently vote – by 
post. All this clearly puts the inhabitants of Hungary at a disadvantage.

A further possibility for distorting the electoral procedure is provided by the election, under the new 
law on electoral procedure, of the members of the new National Electoral Commission for the 
unusually long period of nine years, which was criticised in opinion No 662/2012/EU of the Venice 
Commission, as this would make it possible for nominees from the current two-thirds majority in 
parliament to consolidate their position unreasonably.

1. Does the Commission intend to issue a warning to the Hungarian authorities as a result of the 
discriminatory restrictions of the electoral law?

2. Does the stipulation of a registration deadline by the Basic Law – which has no practical 
justification – count as a restriction of the universality and voter anonymity of electoral law, given that 
there exists an attested Hungarian register of residential addresses on which the last six free elections 
– which were conducted with no problems whatsoever – were based?

3. Given that, on 18 January 2012, Viviane Reding and José Manuel Barroso broached the 
subject of cooperation between the Commission and the Venice Commission in the European 
Parliament, do they intend to examine the relevant provision concerning the National Electoral 
Commission or seek the opinion of the Venice Commission?


