European Parliament resolution on the protection of the Communities' financial interests - Fight against fraud – Annual reports 2005 and 2006

1.
Rapporteur: Francesco MUSOTTO (EPP-ED/IT)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0009/2008 / P6-TA-PROV(2008)0052
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 19 February 2008

4.
Subject: The resolution is the European Parliament’s own initiative report on the protection of the financial interests of the Communities and the fight against fraud. Exceptionally the resolution covers two years, 2005 and 2006. It draws on the Commission’s annual reports on the fight against fraud for 2005
 and 2006
, the OLAF activity reports for 2005
 and 2006
, the Activity Report of the OLAF Supervisory Committee for the period from December 2005 to May 2007
 and the annual reports of the Court of Auditors for 2005
 and 2006.

5.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgetary Control (CONT)

6.
Brief analysis / assessment of the resolution and requests made in it:
The resolution focuses very much on the Member States’ efforts in combating irregularities and asks for a high number of follow up actions. It is divided into 6 sections.

(i) Amount of irregularities notified (paragraphs 1 to 5)
The resolution welcomes the more analytical approach in the Commission’s 2006 report on protection of financial interests. It calls for the Council to discuss the reports of the Commission and the Parliament on the fight against fraud and to submit its observations on the reports to the Parliament and the Commission. It considers that notifying a high number of irregularities does not necessarily imply a high level of fraud but may demonstrate effective supervision and cooperation.
(ii) General analysis (paragraphs 6 to 20)
In the agricultural sector, requests are made to the Commission to produce a report on the application of Council Regulation (EC) No. 1290/2005 on the financing of the CAP and on the efficiency and transparency of monitoring systems relating to payment of farmers. The report expresses satisfaction with the functioning of the Integrated Administration and Control System (IACS) and the work of the Recovery Task Force. The low level of recovery is regretted and support is given for the use of suspension of payments. The resolution calls for a debate on the agriculture black list.
The resolution regrets the level of material errors in the Structural Funds and calls for more projects to be audited and for the Commission to report every six months on progress made and specific measures taken to speed up recovery. The resolution calls for the notion of a “tolerable level of risk” to be better defined.

(iii) Weaknesses (paragraphs 21 to 47)
The resolution calls for the Commission to include in its 2008 annual report on the protection of financial interests
 an analysis of the Member States’ structures involved in combating irregularities with specific questions put on a range of subjects including inspection powers, organisation of cooperation, access to databases, costs of controls and implementation of Regulation 2185/96
. It asks the Commission what further action it will take to end fraudulent importations of televisions, cigarettes and counterfeit goods. It calls for the Commission to report in its Article 280 report for 2008 on the action taken in response to the resolution of the Parliament on the Philip Morris International (PMI) Agreement.

The resolution urges the Commission to take infringement procedures and withhold 10% of agricultural payments pending the procedures for the failure of Germany and Spain to communicate in electronic form agricultural irregularities. It further calls on the chairman of the COCOBU to ask in writing for an explanation from the Permanent Representations of the 2 Member States concerned.

It asks the Commission what action it has taken to call to order Member States who take 39 months to notify irregularities.

The resolution further asks for the Commission to say what action it has taken to reduce the number of irregularities in a number of agricultural sectors. Details of the funding provided to Greece to set up the IACS system are requested. It asks whether this amount may be recovered if the IACS is not fully operational in Greece by September 2008.

The Commission is asked to report to the COCOBU on the systems used by organised crime to undermine the Communities’ financial interests.
Deep concern is expressed at the findings of the Court of Auditors on the degree of effectiveness of the supervisory and control systems in the Member States.

It is suggested that appropriate measures should be taken against Member States who do not assist the Commission services in carrying out on the spot checks in accordance with Council Regulation 2185/96.

It is proposed that binding and precautionary elements should be included in future EC legislation concerning shared management with Member States providing a surety.
It is noted that more than EUR 1000 million remained to be recovered in the Structural Funds for 2006 and previous years.

The Member States are called upon to inform the Commission including OLAF once a year of court judgments on the fraudulent use of Structural Funds.

The Commission is asked to take a position on the negative assessment of its work by the Court of Auditors and to explain what steps it has taken to improve in the Member States a situation harmful to protection of financial interests.
The Commission is asked to indicate the measures it has taken to ensure a common interpretation and uniform application of guidelines in the reporting of irregularities in the pre-accession funds.

The Commission is requested to report back to the Member States on the follow up given to irregularities reported while the distinction between an irregularity and a fraud should be clarified.
The Member States should be given assistance by the Commission in using the Anti-Fraud Information System (AFIS).
(iv) OLAF activity reports (paragraphs 48 to 58)
The database referred to in Article 95 of the revised Financial Regulation (FR) should be operational from 1 January 2009 while the Commission should prepare a legal base to enable the names of companies who have defrauded the Community to be published.
It is requested that annexe 2 to the Commission’s Article 280 report on the protection of financial interests be made available in at least English, French and German.

(v) Revision of the OLAF regulation (paragraphs 59 to 60)
OLAF is requested to submit an analysis on the interoperability of the different legal bases granting legal powers to it in its annual activity report for 2007. Mention is made of 2 recent Court rulings.

(vi) Combating VAT fraud (paragraphs 61 to 67)

It is noted that certain Member States seem reluctant to cooperate with the Commission including OLAF in combating VAT fraud. The Commission’s communication
 to the Council on VAT anti-fraud strategy is welcomed. It is suggested that the President of the Parliament make contact with the Council Presidency to seek to achieve progress with the proposal for a regulation
 on mutual administrative assistance for the protection of the Communities’ financial interests.
7.
Response to requests and overview of action taken, or intended to be taken, by the Commission:
(i) Amount of irregularities notified (paragraphs 1 to 5)
A meeting of the GAF (Council anti-fraud working group) will take place on 24 April 2008. The Commission will do its utmost to ensure that the Parliament’s request to have this report on the Council agenda is met.

The Member States’ reporting discipline is an issue highlighted by the Commission in its most recent report and the presentation thereof: see press release http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/07/1034&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en.

(ii) General analysis (paragraphs 6 to 20)
(a) Agriculture: the Commission welcomes the Parliament’s positive comments on the IACS system and the work of the Recovery Task Force. The Commission will consider including some general comments on the results of the application of Council Regulation (EC) No. 1290/2005 on the financing of the CAP in the annual EAGF report. Regarding the efficiency and transparency of monitoring systems relating to payment of farmers on which the Parliament has requested an evaluation, the 50/50 rule is putting more pressure on Member States to recover unduly paid sums and this rule is working well. Secondly, in order to simplify further the existing possibility for suspension, the Council has on the basis of a proposal from the amended Council Regulation (EC) No 1290/2005 by including a provision for a new transparent and effective mechanism. This allows for the reduction or suspension of payments to a Member State in the event of serious and persistent deficiencies in the national control systems.
The Commission is ready to have a debate on “blacklisting” including the issue of penalties based on the report which the Commission submitted on the application of the so-called Black List regulation to the Parliament on 20 October 2005, in which it concluded that it did not work adequately. However, it should be borne in mind that the new Financial Regulation (articles 93-96) has significantly modified the overall framework for "blacklisting" in the meantime, with the creation of the exclusion database, accessible to all 'partners in implementation' and covering all areas of expenditure.
(b) Structural Funds: the Commission agrees that the high error rates may reflect a lack of appropriate controls. The controls that mainly need to be increased are the day-to-day controls by management in the Member States to verify systematically that the expenditure declared is accurate, that the goods and services paid for have been delivered and that all funding conditions have been met. Actions to improve these primary controls, such as developing further guidance for Member States as regards management verifications and holding a seminar for Managing Authorities in the first half of 2008, have been incorporated in the "Communication on an action plan to strengthen the Commission's supervisory role under shared management of structural actions" (COM(2008)97 final) issued on 19 February 2008.

The action plan includes specific outputs and deadlines and is organised under the following headings: 1. Actions under the Structural Actions joint audit strategy 2000-2006, 2. Main ongoing actions under the Action Plan towards and Integrated Internal Control Framework, 3. Preventive actions for closure of 2000-2006 programmes and projects, 4. Preventive actions for the 2007-2013 programming period, 5. Actions to improve primary controls at national level, 6. Actions to improve reporting on financial corrections by Member States, 7. Actions to improve reporting by Commission on impact of audit activity, 8. Actions to increase impact of Commission audit activity, 9. Actions to improve assurance provided by AAR, 10. Actions to maximise value of annual summaries under Article 53b(3) of the Financial Regulation.

The Commission has shown by adopting this Communication its strong political commitment to bring about improvements to reduce the error level and to apply suspension of payments and financial corrections to show that the structural actions budget is being managed rigorously. The Commission has committed itself to provide to the European Parliament quarterly reports on the implementation of the action plan, to provide a progress report in October 2008 and a final report at end of January 2009.

On recovery, the Commission has already committed in the framework of the discharge procedure to provide quarterly reports to Parliament on corrections and recoveries following Commission or ECA audit activity and OLAF enquiries. For corrections made by the Member States themselves, following their own control and audit activity, reporting will be yearly, in accordance with the existing regulatory framework (Article 8 of Commission Regulation 438/2001 and Article 2(3) of Regulation 448/2001, as amended by Regulation 1978/2006).
The Commission is surveying the costs and benefits of controls and the further scope for reducing errors by simplifying the design of delivery systems. The Commission will produce a report on the cost/benefit balance of controls with a view to determining an acceptable level of residual risk in October 2008.
(iii) Weaknesses (paragraphs 21 to 47)
(a) Member States’ structures for combating irregularities: the Commission can agree in principle to provide the information requested in next year’s Article 280 report. It would point out that some of the information requested, in particular on costs of controls, will be included in this year’s report
. In addition, as indicated below, work is already under way on the preparation of a report as well as on the updating of the vademecum on the implementation of Council Regulation 2185/96. The Commission will report in its Article 280 report for 2007 on the action taken in response to the resolution of the Parliament on the Philip Morris International (PMI) Agreement. This will also cover in general terms action taken to combat the fraudulent importation of cigarettes and counterfeit cigarettes. The Commission wishes to clarify that OLAF did not open an office in China but has posted a liaison officer in the Commission's delegation in Beijing to work with the Chinese authorities on combating cigarette smuggling and any other frauds or irregularities affecting the Communities’ financial interests.

(b) Own resources: while the Commission acknowledges that there were significant problems up to mid-2007 with the fraudulent importation of televisions, it considers that these problems have now been resolved and that fraudsters are now targeting other sectors. It is believed that this is linked to the fact that anti-dumping measures on colour televisions expired on 30/08/07 (C201/2007).
The Commission would point that it has been active in combating trade in counterfeit goods as illustrated by 2 successful anti-counterfeiting operations. The first was Operation Fake in May 2005 and was the result of close cooperation between the customs authorities of the 25 Member States, the European Anti-Fraud Office (OLAF) and DG TAXUD. The operation enabled different transport routes of counterfeit goods coming from China as well as the use of fake or defunct companies to be identified. The second was "Operation Diabolo" in February 2007. It involved over 300 customs officers across the EU. Nearly 135 million counterfeit branded cigarettes and 557,000 other counterfeit products such as textiles, footwear, toys, furniture, suitcases and watches were seized.

Other actions against counterfeit products are undertaken by DG TAXUD while the Commission has also tabled a proposal on criminalizing counterfeiting.
(c) Reporting cases of irregularities in the area of agriculture: Germany and Spain are not using the reporting module 595 which was introduced in 2002 and together with other Member States are not reporting irregularities through the electronic facility put at their disposal by the Commission. Germany is transmitting an electronic file that still needs some manual processing. It should be noted that the legal provision concerning the electronic reporting is not binding (the exact wording says "insofar as possible"). In any event the non electronic transmission of the data concerned cannot serve as a basis for reducing payments to Member States. On the other hand Germany does not provide the names of individuals and companies involved despite a clear legal obligation to do so.
The issue will be discussed with German authorities at a high level meeting at the beginning of April 2008. The Commission is ready to increase pressure and will consider launching an infringement procedure if no results can be achieved in the short term following this meeting.

The Spanish authorities have taken the initiative of requesting the activation of their connection to AFIS in order to be able to start reporting irregularities via the specific electronic modules. Once technical problems have been resolved, they should be in a position to begin to report their irregularities electronically.
(d) Measures taken to reduce irregularities in certain agricultural sectors: improvements in rural development, in particular in the agri-environmental area, are focused on a new institutional set-up regarding the management and control system for the rural development expenditure. This system will be very much aligned to the system applicable to the EAGGF-Guarantee system, whose value is widely recognised. Moreover, new control rules regarding rural development have been established by Commission Regulation 1975/2006. Regarding eligibility rules Member States have to ensure that all rural development measures they intend to implement are verifiable and controllable. The regulation also sets the ground for objective and transparent calculation of aid, based on verifiable parameters. Other measures taken in the control of rural development are improved risk analysis, yearly reporting and enhanced collaboration between the audit units and the geographical rural development units.

A new Common Market Organisation for fruit and vegetables, together with a fresh set of implementing rules, has been in place since 1 January 2008. This sector is thereby part of the Single Payment Scheme and thus managed under the IACS which has proven to be a successful tool to reduce errors in the agricultural area as acknowledged in this report. Direct payments in the beef and veal sector are managed under the integrated administration and control system, IACS, which is an effective system to limit the risk of irregular expenditure. For other payments the refunds have seriously reduced.
(e) Implementation of IACS in Greece: the relevant regulation is Council Regulation 3508/92. It provided for co-financing of not only the establishment of computer and control structures but also the acquisition of aerial photographs. Greece received 8.7% of the Community funding. The measure was prolonged by Regulation 2466/96 to a total period of 5 years from 1992-1997. Greece received 6.5 million euros between 1993 and 1997. No payments have been made to Greece since then. Given that the expenditure took place up to 15 years ago, it involves co-financing, the demands of the IACS system have increased considerably and no link could be made between the requirements of the Action Plan for Greece and the actual co-financing of the establishment of the system, the Commission does not consider that it could be justified to recover the Community funding provided to Greece. The Commission will take a firm stance if Greece fails to comply with the action plan to introduce IACS.

(f) Organised crime: OLAF contributes to the Europol Organised Crime Threat Assessment (OCTA). The short version of this document is public (http://www.europol.europa.eu/publications/European_Organised_Crime_Threat_Assessment(OCTA)/OCTA2007.pdf) and contains references to the potential threats posed by Organised crime groups in the area of public tendering and economic sectors close to the Communities financial interests (especially in transport and VAT fraud). The Commission is willing to make available to the Parliament the contribution to the OCTA report prepared by OLAF which covers the Communities' financial interests.

(g) Recovery in the area of the Structural Funds: recovery often has to be pursued through legal proceedings which can be lengthy. Some of the cases that are classified as "still to be recovered" are also situations where the amounts have become irrecoverable (for instance due to bankruptcy of the beneficiary). Under the new arrangements for the division of responsibility and cooperation between OLAF and authorising officers the operational departments, such as the Structural Fund DGs, will be the key actors in following up the progress of recovery enabling cases to be closed more promptly in the database, provided that Member States proceed to quick recoveries. It should be noted that the repayment of EU funding following the detection of irregularities does not necessarily depend on recovery. In many Member States irregular amounts are systematically withdrawn from expenditure declarations as soon as the irregularity is detected.

(h) Council Regulation 2185/96: a report is currently being prepared by OLAF on the implementation of Regulation 2185/96. It will be finalised by the summer of this year and will be transmitted to the Budgetary Control Committee of the European Parliament. It will inter alia reflect the best practices of Member States and include information on possible difficulties faced in the implementation of the Regulation in the Member States. If it should appear in the analysis undertaken that the practices of some Member States are not in compliance with the specific provisions of the Regulation, the Commission will consider the appropriate measures to be taken, including infringement procedures. At the same time the Vademecum on the application of the regulation, which contains guidelines for Member States on how to implement the Regulation, is being updated. It will be attached to the report as an annexe.
(i) Legislation on shared management: the Commission will consider the appropriateness of proposing binding and precautionary elements in future shared management legislation.
(j) Reporting by Member States of court judgments on the fraudulent use of the Structural Funds: the Commission would like to recall that it has included in its proposal to modify the OLAF regulation 1073/99 a provision which would require Member States to systematically inform OLAF on the follow-up to cases transmitted by OLAF to them. This would cover not only structural funds and court judgements but all spending and other forms of measures including administrative procedures.
(k) Assessment of the work of the Commission by the Court of Auditors: the Commission responds to the assessment of its work by the Court of Auditors in the framework of the annual discharge procedure.

(l) Follow up of irregularities/definition of fraud and irregularity: the Commission reports regularly to the Member States on the follow up given to reported cases in the framework of the meetings of the COCOLAF (Advisory Committee on the Coordination of Fraud Prevention). In addition, in the agricultural field, the Commission issues regular information bulletins in relation to Regulation 1848/2006 and analyses are presented at the meetings of the "irregularities and mutual assistance - agricultural products" committee. The Commission will discuss with Member States what more could be done.

In the area of structural actions, the national authorities are presented with an analysis of the information provided in the framework of the annual bilateral coordination meetings foreseen by article 38 of Council Regulation (EC) No. 1260/1999.
The sectoral regulations in the fields of the Structural and Cohesion Funds and agriculture have been updated respectively in 2005 (SF, CF) and 2006 (agriculture) to include the definition of both an irregularity and a suspected fraud.

This subject is discussed at the meetings of the COCOLAF on a regular basis. In addition, working documents are being prepared for the agriculture and Structural Funds fields to assist the Member States on the information to be provided when sending notifications of irregularities.
(m) Pre-accession funds: Member States are reminded of their reporting obligations on a regular basis during meetings of the COCOLAF (the Commission’s Advisory Committee for the Coordination of Fraud Prevention) and the Working Group Article 280 as well as since 2007 at the Annual Coordination meetings with Member States’ and Commission auditors in the area of Structural Actions (including Pre-accession assistance). Furthermore, a number of training courses on irregularity reporting in the area of pre-accession assistance have been organised since 2004 for all the 12 current Member States concerned and still continue on a bilateral basis especially for Romania and Bulgaria.
A working document containing instructions for the completion of a standard reporting form for pre-accession assistance irregularities was distributed to the Member States during a COCOLAF meeting in July 2006.

Member States and Candidate Countries benefiting from pre-accession assistance have also been reminded of their reporting obligations by means of formal letters and receive feedback on the information submitted on a quarterly basis.
(n) The Anti-Fraud Information System (AFIS): the Commission will provide in 2008 additional training sessions for Member States aiming at a smooth implementation of the new AFIS communication module.
(iv) OLAF activity reports (paragraphs 48 to 58)
(a) Financial Regulation (FR)/Publication of fraudsters: The recast FR adopted in 2002 provides for an exclusions database which has been set up by the Commission in the framework of its Early Warning System (Commission decision C(2004)193 on the Early Warning System (EWS)). Following the adoption of the revision of the FR, the Commission will set up a central database common to all institutions, executive agencies and the bodies referred to in Article 185 FR by 01/01/2009. The Commission notes that the names of the companies and individuals which are subject to an exclusion situation will only be accessible, for internal use, to the institutions, agencies, authorities and bodies referred to in Article 95 of the FR but not to the public. The Commission does not envisage at present publishing such a list.

Data protection issues as regards the exchange of data between the above mentioned institutions and bodies are notably dealt with in Article 134a paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Implementing Rules, which provide inter alia that any party entered in the database shall have the right to be informed of the data stored concerning that party upon request. These rules will be further detailed in a Commission decision and the agreements with the respective implementing authorities and bodies in full compliance with the relevant Community law on data protection (Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and of the Council and Directive 95/46/EC).
(b) Translation of annexe of annual report: Commission policy dictates the publication of the lengthy annexe in one language only. Consideration will be given to whether it would be possible to make the document available in 3 languages (EN, FR and DE).

(v) Revision of the OLAF regulation (paragraphs 59 to 60)
The Commission is ready to prepare the requested analysis on the interoperability of the different legal bases granting investigative powers to OLAF and to transmit it to the European Parliament by May 2008. It would be inappropriate, however, to include it in OLAF’s annual activity report for 2007.
The protection of the fundamental rights of persons is already covered in the current OLAF regulation. It should also be noted that the procedural rights of persons under investigation are proposed to be strengthened under the Commission proposal to reform Regulation 1073/99. Furthermore, OLAF is in the process of improving its internal manual.
(vi) Combating VAT fraud (paragraphs 61 to 67)

The Commission appreciates the strong support of the Parliament for the proposal for a Regulation on mutual administrative assistance for the protection of the Communities’ financial interests
 which inter alia concentrates on the large scale transnational VAT fraud cases where OLAF can provide added value to the Member States as part of its service platform. The Commission agrees that improved cooperation including support from the Commission including OLAF in the analysis of VAT data would significantly help to improve the anti-VAT fraud intelligence, prevention and support of Member States anti-fraud operations.

The Commission also appreciates the support of the Parliament for its Communication concerning some key elements to the establishment of the VAT anti-fraud strategy within the EU. The debate which has been launched in 2006 on the need for an anti-fraud strategy has already led to some concrete actions at administrative level. Moreover, a first legislative proposal with the objective of ensuring that tax authorities are informed much more quickly than at present about intra-community transactions was presented on 17 March 2008 [COM(2008)147 final]. The delay for obtaining this information was considered to be a major weakness for combating VAT fraud. Moreover, other legislative initiatives are to be expected at a later stage.
Annexe referred to in footnote 13.
The single audit opinion of the Court of Auditors (opinion 2/2004) introduced the idea that the type and intensity of checking within an internal control system would be set with reference to the costs and benefits. The European Parliament expressed its interest notably concerning the costs of controls which should be in proportion to the benefits they bring in its resolution on the 2003 discharge.

The Commission adopted in June 2005 a roadmap which makes a number of proposals for an integrated Community control framework.
 This roadmap was accompanied by a gap assessment between the internal control framework within Commission departments and the control principles set out in Court of Auditors’ Opinion No 2/2004
 (“gap assessment”).

Taking into account the conclusions of the Council of November 2005, in January 2006 the Commission adopted an action plan for an integrated control framework
.

Point 10A of the action plan foresees an analysis of the “Costs of controls” in the field of ERDF. DG REGIO realised a pilot phase with the cooperation of Hungary, Portugal, the UK (Wales only) and a region in Germany (North Rhine Westphalia). As a second step, DG REGIO launched the exercise to all Member States.

Action 11 of the action plan concerns the evaluation of benefits.

OLAF, at the request of MS during a COCOLAF meeting and having consulted DG BUDG and REGIO, proposed to include a study on the first level checks in the field of ERDF in the questionnaire sent to the MS for the report art.280 for 2007. On the basis of the answers received by OLAF, the information received by DG REGIO for the ‘costs analysis’ and the information DG REGIO receives regularly on second level checks, it will be possible to make an estimation of the benefits of controls made in 2006 in the field of ERDF. It is the first time that such a vast study has been made for all MS in the field of the Structural Funds.
------------
� COM(2006)0378.


� COM(2007)0390.


� http://ec.europa.eu/atwork/synthesis/aar/aar2005/index_en.htm.


� http://ec.europa.eu/atwork/synthesis/aar/index_en.htm.


� http://ec.europa.eu/anti_fraud/reports/sup-com_en.html.


� OJ C 263, 31.10.2006, p. 1.


� http://eca.europa.eu/portal/pls/portal/docs/1/483522.PDF.


� The report to be published in mid-2009.


� Council Regulation (Euratom, EC) No 2185/96 of 11 November 1996 concerning on-the-spot checks and inspections carried out by the Commission in order to protect the European Communities' financial interests against fraud and other irregularities.


� http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//TEXT+TA+P6-TA-2007-0432+0+DOC+XML+V0//EN&language=EN.


� COM(2007)0578.


� Proposal adopted by the Commission on 20/7/2004 (COM(2004)509), modified by COM(2006)473 adopted on 14 September 2006 taking into consideration the amendments suggested by the EP and the comments made by the Member States in the Council Anti-Fraud Working group as well as the opinion of the Court of Auditors and of the EDPS.


� See annexe with a detailed outline of the information which will be made available in relation to the ERDF.


� Proposal adopted by the Commission on 20/7/2004 (COM(2004) 509), modified by COM(2006) 473 adopted on 14 September 2006 taking into consideration the amendments suggested by the EP and the comments made by the Member States in the Council Anti-Fraud Working group as well as the opinion of the Court of Auditors and of the EDPS.


� Communication from the Commission to the Council, the European Parliament and the European Court of Auditors on a roadmap to an integrated internal control framework (COM(2005)252).


� Commission working paper concerning the gap assessment between the internal control framework in the Commission services and the control principles set out in the Court of Auditors’ “proposal for a Community internal control framework” Opinion No 2/2004 (SEC(2005)1152).


� Commission Action Plan towards an Integrated Control Framework (COM(2006)9).
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