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Corruption. We all pay.





	
1. ANTI-CORRUPTION MONITORING in the EUROPEAN UNION

	
Yes/No
	Comments

	1.1 - Should the EU set-up an internal mechanism to check the compliance of Member States with EU anti-corruption instruments (e.g. 2003 Council Framework Decision, 1997 Convention)?

	Yes
	The member States are responsible for implementing parts of the decision. The Commission does monitor and report on the parts of the decision within its area of responsibility and monitors member state compliance. This question seems a bit out of date.
http://europa.eu/scadplus/leg/en/lvb/l33308.htm

	1.2 - Do you support the continuation of the ‘cooperation and verification mechanism’ for Bulgaria and Romania? And an extension of this instrument to all current EU Member States and to all future EU Member States?

	Yes
 and

No
	Yes: The special situation in the two new countries requires special action which has been and is being implemented.
No: there is no need to treat all Member States as they were massively breaking the rules and unable to combat corrupt practices. Measures must be proportional to the scale of the problem.


	
2. REFORM of the EU BUDGET and TRANSPARENT SPENDING
	Yes/No
	Comments

	
2.1 - Should the EU clarify the distribution of responsibilities between the Commission and Member States for the financial management of EU funds, in particular the 80 percent of EU funds under “shared” management?
	Yes
	Yes, there are currently four member states that cannot properly certify expenditure carried out by them on behalf of the Union, thereby preventing the court of Auditors from certifying the overall Union Budget expenditure. We want to maintain the pressure so that all member states are able to certify their handling of Union funds.

	2.2 Should MEPs account for their official expenses by providing receipts for actual expenditure? 
	Yes
	This will be the rule for most expenses, travel and staff, from 14 July 2009.

	
3. TRANSPARENT EU LOBBYING
	
Yes/No
	
Comments

	3.1 - Should the EU create a mandatory inter-institutional Register of Lobbyists at the EU level including financial disclosure, individual names of lobbyists and a sanctioning mechanism?

	Yes

	This register has been established and will be further refined as definitions of lobbyists are agreed between all those concerned.  Avril Doyle MEP, for example named all the lobbyists who contacted her when she was writing Parliament's position on carbon trading. No doubt this initiative will be copied by other rapporteurs on sensitive subjects in the future

	
4. ACCESS to EU DOCUMENTS
	
Yes/No
	
Comments

	
4.1 - Should the EU ensure that EU citizens have maximum access to official EU documents, including for example, information on who receives EU funds and how the Member States voted in the Council etc?
	Yes
	Yes, this is already the practice for some sectors and we look forward to publication of  the subsidies to NGOs and others being published.


	
5. INTEGRITY STANDARDS in EU INSTITUTIONS 
	
Yes/No
	
Comments

	
5.1 - Should the EU establish clear conflicts of interest rules concerning EU staff and Members of the European Parliament and rigorously enforce them?
	Yes
	The European Parliament has provisions in its Rules requiring Members to state their interests. As regards staff there are already comprehensive rules in the Staff Regulations.

	5.2 - Should the EU ensure complete independence of the EU anti-fraud office (OLAF), beginning with its separation from the European Commission?
	Yes
and

 No
	OLAF is performing well and is as independent from the Commission as any similar national agency is independent from the corresponding national government. The limits on OLAF are more related to resources than to independence

	
6. JUDICIAL COOPERATION
	
Yes/No
	
Comments

	
6.1 - Should the EU increase judicial and police cooperation in the fight against corruption and simplify cross-border prosecutions?
	Yes
	Fine Gael does not agree with the government’s decision to seek an op-out of the relevant provisions in the Lisbon Treaty in this area. 


	7. ANTI-CORRUPTION and ENLARGEMENT


	
Yes/No
	
Comments

	7.1 - Should the EU strengthen independent anti-corruption monitoring in all candidate and potential candidate countries?

	Yes
and 

NO
	Yes for monitoring.
No, there is no limit to "potential candidate countries" and it would be wasteful to spend too much time and energy on monitoring, for example, Iceland. 

	
7.2 - Should civil society be consulted or afforded a role in monitoring progress towards anti-corruption commitments? 


	Yes
	

	7.3 - Should the EU and Member States monitor progress towards meeting anti-corruption criteria in EU Member States after accession? 
	?
	This question is not clear, we cannot imagine why all member states should monitor each other, it would be ridiculous for the 27 member states to each monitor the situation in, say, Croatia.
 The Commission has the central role and should continue to do its work.

	7.4 – Should those Member States that fail to meet such criteria be sanctioned? How?


	Yes
	Suspension of funds or partial suspension of funds from the Union.


             Thank you for taking part! 

�Questionnaire for Political Parties and Candidates


Survey to assess anti corruption commitments of political parties and candidates for the European Parliament Elections 2009


The purpose of this survey is to share Irish political parties’ and candidates’ views on how best corruption can be prevented and trust built in the European Union and its institutions. There are thirteen questions in total covering three separate areas: 1) Anti-Corruption Monitoring in the EU; 2) Reform of the EU Budget and Transparent Spending; 3) Transparent Lobbying; 4) Access to EU Documents; 5) Integrity Standards in EU Institutions; 6) Judicial Cooperation; 7) Anti-Corruption and Enlargement. All responses will be published on Transparency International Ireland’s website on 3 June 2009. Responses to the questionnaire should be returned to Transparency International Ireland by 30 May 2009. Please contact TI Ireland at � HYPERLINK "mailto:info@transparency.ie" �info@transparency.ie� for further information.











�


� HYPERLINK "http://www.stopcorruption.eu" \t "_new" �� INCLUDEPICTURE "http://www.stopcorruption.eu/banners/EN-180x150.jpg" \* MERGEFORMATINET ����





POLITICAL PARTY NAME: _______Fine Gael______   AND/OR       CANDIDATE NAME:__________________________________________________ 


(This questionnaire can be completed by candidates or a political party on behalf of candidates. Please indicate above)


CONSTITUENCY: ________________________________________________      CONTACT DETAILS:  Phone ________________________    Email__________________________________











