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Question for written answer E-000400/2016 

to the Commission 
Rule 130 

Tamás Deutsch (PPE), Ildikó Gáll-Pelcz (PPE), András Gyürk (PPE), Andor Deli (PPE), Norbert 

Erdős (PPE), Kinga Gál (PPE), Ádám Kósa (PPE), Pál Csáky (PPE), László Tőkés (PPE), György 

Schöpflin (PPE), Andrea Bocskor (PPE), József Szájer (PPE) and György Hölvényi (PPE) 

Subject: Analysis of the effectiveness of developments in cohesion policy in Poland 

On the basis of a framework agreement signed on 26 March 2014, the Commission concluded two 
contracts with a consortium headed by Altus Zrt. 

According to the second contract, dated 19 November 2015, the consortium called for a study to be 
drawn up to assess the likely outcome of implementing cohesion policy in Poland. 

The shares in Altus Zrt. are 100% owned by the former Socialist Prime Minister and current opposition 
MP, Ferenc Gyurcsány. So the Commission is entrusting the party-politically impartial assessment of 
the implementation and effectiveness of the cohesion policy programmes of former Polish 
governments, constituted by the People's Party, to a company owned by an active politician of the left 
– and run by his wife – who will finance his 'Democratic Coalition' party from the income thus accrued. 

In the light of the above, how can the Commission prove that there is neither a conflict of interest in 
connection with the task entrusted to the company nor an instance of prohibited political party funding 
using EU taxpayers' money and thus of interference in the internal affairs of a Member State? 

Whilst the Commission expects the Member States to comply with ever stricter rules on public 
procurement, the commissioning of Altus Zrt. shows that it fails to apply those rules in its own public 
procurement procedures. If the application by the Commission of the rules on conflict of interest in its 
own public procurement procedures enable it to conclude a contract with an actively party-political 
company, there is justification for a review of the rules in the interest of ensuring there are no political 
conflicts of interest. When does the Commission plan to review the current rules? 


