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Csaba Sándor Tabajdi (S&D), Kinga Göncz (S&D), Zita Gurmai (S&D) and Edit Herczog (S&D)

Subject: Reasons for the suspension of Cohesion Fund payments to Hungary

In mid-August 2013, the Hungarian public learned with concern that EU support for Hungary was 
being suspended. Particularly at a time of economic crisis, cohesion funding from the EU is extremely 
important to the development of the Hungarian economy and society and in helping to bring them up 
to the EU average. According to the Commission, since 2009, 97% of State investment in Hungary 
has been made by drawing on EU support.

According to a statement by János Lázár – the state secretary responsible – the Commission froze 
payments in 13 cases in the 15 operative programmes being carried out in Hungary, invoking an 
investigation conducted in 2012. However, Hungarian public opinion does not have sufficient 
information concerning the Commission’s decision.

Hungarian public opinion quite rightly expects both the Commission and the Hungarian Government 
to provide reliable information. Transparency of Commission decisions is important in order to gain 
the confidence of the population. As responsible Members of the European Parliament, therefore, we 
urgently seek from the Commission answers to the following questions.

1. Exactly what kind of irregularities were identified during the EU investigation, and how large a 
sum may be affected by the Commission decision?

2. In the case of which operational programmes have payments been suspended?

3. When and in what form was the Hungarian Government officially informed of the shortcomings 
and of the freezing of the funds?

4. Are the irregularities which have been identified proportionate to the amount of support which 
has been suspended, i.e. to the punishment?

5. What means and instruments does the Commission have at its disposal to provide trustworthy 
information to the broadest possible spectrum of Hungarian public opinion, so that the population 
can obtain information about these matters more swiftly? Has the Commission used these 
instruments?


