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Question for written answer P-000526/2014 

to the Commission 
Rule 117 

Fiorello Provera (EFD) 

Subject: Sustainability of EU Direct Financial Support to the Palestinian Authority 

On 11 December 2013, the European Court of Auditors issued a press release (ECA/13/44) with a list 
of recommendations for both the Commission and the EEAS regarding the sustainability of the EU 
PEGASE Direct Financial Support (DFS) to the Palestinian Authority (PA). Mr Hans Gustaf Wessberg, 
who was responsible for the report, stressed that steps needed to be taken to encourage the PA to 
reform the civil service. From 2008 to 2012, the PEGASE DFS was the largest aid programme to the 
Palestinian territories, providing EUR 1 billion in funding. 

The report stated that the programme made an important contribution to covering the PA’s 
expenditure on salaries. However, given the growing number of beneficiaries and the drop in the 
number of donors, some salary payments were delayed in 2012, which caused unrest in the territories. 
At the same time, civil servants in the Gaza Strip were being paid despite not going to work or 
providing a service. 

In short, the Court of Auditors has said that there should be greater use of competitive tendering and 
that the management system needs to be simplified in order to avoid unnecessary administrative 
costs. It also said that the Commission and the EEAS should develop performance indicators to 
assess how set objectives are met, that clear conditionality for future PEGASE DFS activities is 
required to ensure that real progress is made, and that an agreement with the PA is needed so that 
funding for the salaries and pensions of civil servants in Gaza is discontinued and redirected to the 
West Bank. 

In view of the above, can the Commission clarify the following: 

1. Is the Commission prepared to take steps in 2014 to gradually cut back on salary payments to 
Palestinian civil servants who are not currently performing a relevant government function in order 
to avoid abuse of PEGASE DFS funds? If so, how? 

2. As regards the application of conditionality for funding, what benchmarks are currently in place for 
the EU to monitor progress and reforms undertaken by the PA? 

3. What key aspects of PEGASE DFS is the Commission firmly committed to amending so as to 
ensure greater effectiveness before continuing its funding? 


