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I.

Opening of the meeting

1.
The 70th Plenary Meeting was chaired by Mr Marin MRČELA, President of GRECO (Croatia) who
opened the meeting by welcoming all participants, referring in particular to newly nominated
representatives.
2.

The list of participants appears in Appendix I.

II.

Adoption of the Agenda

3.

The agenda was adopted as it appears in Appendix II.

III.

Information Items
Director, Information Society and Action against Crime Directorate

4.
Mr Jan KLEIJSSEN informed the Plenary that just a few weeks before the terrible events in Paris
on 13 November, the Protocol (CETS No. 217) to the Council of Europe Convention on the Prevention of
Terrorism (CETS No. 196) had been opened for signature in Riga. The Protocol criminalises travel for the
purposes of terrorism and the financing of such travel and is specifically geared to combatting the
phenomenon of foreign terrorist fighters. Seven member States and the European Union immediately
signed the treaty1. The Director encouraged all GRECO representatives, to the extent that they have
contacts with their national authorities on those issues, to stress the importance of speedy ratification
of this new legal instrument.
5.
During the week of GRECO’s Plenary Meeting, the European Committee on Crime Problems
(CDPC) and the Cybercrime Convention Committee (T-CY) were also meeting, providing a good
opportunity for GRECO representatives to meet up with their colleagues to discuss issues of mutual
interest.
6.
GRECO’s decision to devote the Fifth Evaluation Round to preventing corruption and promoting
integrity both in law enforcement agencies and central government has been noticed with great
interest in the Organisation where, through the work of other bodies, the necessity to deal with
instances of corrupt and other criminal dealings in law enforcement has already been highlighted.
Moreover, the inclusion of central government is felt to be a very judicious choice. A logical
continuation of the current Fourth Evaluation Round, the findings in the new round will again be very
helpful in the long term, notably for the design of targeted anti-corruption technical assistance
activities for which GRECO reports provide the framework.
7.
The Director thanked the authorities of Turkey for their decision to become a major contributor
to the Organisation’s budgets which provides additional resources for 2016-2017. As a result and as
already discussed by GRECO’s Bureau, it will be possible to reinforce a number of activities as well as
better publicise GRECO’s work internationally and within individual member States in order to
encourage implementation. Acknowledging the concomitant need to reinforce GRECO’s Secretariat,
the Statutory Committee has agreed to the creation of an additional post.
8.
GRECO’s President had on 23 November 2015 attended a working lunch with fellow Presidents of
the Organisation’s monitoring and advisory bodies and the Secretary General of the Council of Europe
who refers to the results of these bodies in his high-level official contacts. Moreover, in the context of
budgetary discussions with the Committee of Ministers, the fight against corruption remains one of the
Secretary General’s top priorities.
1

Full text and number of signatures/ratifications: http://www.coe.int/en/web/conventions/search-on-treaties/-/conventions/treaty/217
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9.
The above efforts all contribute to the push for implementation of GRECO’s recommendations.
Nevertheless, in a number of cases from all geographical areas of the Council of Europe’s membership
non-compliance with GRECO recommendations has triggered the non-compliance procedures foreseen
in the Rules of Procedure entailing additional work for the Plenary – and of course for the Secretariat.
Those procedures have helped to accelerate reform in a number of countries – at least some 10 over
the past 3 years – and it is hoped that those examples will be followed by others. These
demonstrations of the collective will of the GRECO Plenary to see such progress achieved are good
examples of how seriously GRECO takes its work and its recommendations.
President
10. During its most recent discussions – report of the 74th Meeting of the Bureau (Greco (2015) 21E)
– the Bureau had decided that it is not in a position to grant a request by the authorities of the Kyrgyz
Republic to be invited to observe a plenary meeting. A similar request from another non-member
country had previously been refused. However, it is in favour of inviting a delegation from the Kyrgyz
Republic to GRECO 71 (March 2015) to discuss matters of mutual interest and to hear an up-date on
anti-corruption measures implemented since the exchange of views held in June 2015 (GRECO 68).
11. With regard to possibly providing in the Rules of Procedure for the automatic publication (within
a fixed timeframe) of reports adopted by GRECO, the Bureau concluded that there is no urgent need to
do so, given that in practice most member States authorise publication within a reasonable period of
time. The Bureau decided that formal reminders will be given, where necessary, by the President
during plenary meetings and recorded in GRECO’s decisions (see paragraph 35 below). The
effectiveness of this approach will be tracked and, if necessary, the Bureau will reconsider the need to
change the Rules of Procedure.
12.

The President informed the Plenary of his most recent speaking and other engagements.
Lecture on ethical matters based on GRECO experience in the framework of the Fourth
Evaluation Round at the Judicial Academy of Slovenia (Brdo pri Kranju, 22 October 2015).
Annual meeting between the Secretary General of the Council of Europe and the
Presidents of the Organisation’s monitoring mechanisms at a working lunch held in Strasbourg
on 23 November 2015) – cf. information provided by the Director of the Information Society and
Action and Crime Directorate (paragraph 8 above). The President reported on the framework for
ad hoc focused dialogue established by GRECO in response to the Secretary General’s request to
make the mechanisms more responsive to urgent events. The Secretary General agrees to do
even more to raise pressing issues that come to light in the context of GRECO monitoring at the
highest political level in member States and to add his voice to communication efforts when
reports are published, including for example in cases of persistent non-compliance. Exchanging
views in the framework of this annual meeting is highly constructive and, among other things,
highlights the complementarity of aspects of the work of GRECO and other monitoring bodies.
Vice-President

13. Mr Christian MANQUET (Austria) reported on his most recent speaking and other engagements
as Vice-President of GRECO.
UNODC Open-ended intergovernmental meeting to explore all options regarding an
appropriate and effective review mechanism for the United Nations Convention on Transnational
Organized Crime and its Protocols (Vienna, 29 September 2015) – he presented GRECO’s modus
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operandi and answered a number of questions concerning predominantly budget, NGO
involvement, publication of reports and on-site visits.
7th Prague Forum (Prague, 1-2 October 2015) at which the Council of Europe’s PanEuropean Platform on Ethics, Transparency and Integrity in Education (ETINED) was launched. In
his opinion it would be fitting to invite those responsible for that very interesting initiative to
present it to a future plenary meeting. The fifty States that are parties to the European Cultural
Convention of the Council of Europe (ETS 018) – the 47 members of the Council of Europe as well
as Belarus, Kazakhstan and the Holy See participate in the Platform.
International Conference “Developing trends in combating corruption, money laundering
and recovering criminal assets in Europe (Prague, 19-20 October 2015) organised by the Council
of Europe in the framework of the EAA and Norway Grants in partnership with the authorities of
the Czech Republic. He spoke on the theme “Preventing and combating corruption in the
prosecution and judiciary – what GRECO recommends”. Other GRECO experts who addressed
the conference with respect to the corruption component included Ms Nina BETETTO, GRECO
Evaluator (Slovenia) – on “Law v. ethics: standards and examples”; Mr Yves Marie DOUBLET,
GRECO Evaluator (France) on “Transparency and supervision of political financing/GRECO’s
perspective”. Mr Christophe SPECKBACHER, GRECO Secretariat spoke on “Integrity in
parliaments”.
Gender Equality Rapporteur
14. Ms Helena LISUCHOVA, Bureau member (Czech Republic) and GRECO’s Gender Equality
Rapporteur took part in a training session and exchange of views organised by the Council of Europe’s
Gender Equality Commission (GEC) on 17-18 November 2015. On that occasion GRECO was
complimented for setting and pursuing specific goals related to the Organisation’s policy on gender
mainstreaming in all activities.
Delegations
15. Ms Elena KONCEVICIUTE, representative of Lithuania, had continued to participate on behalf of
GRECO in the work of the European Committee on Crime Problems (CDPC) on an Action Plan to provide
the framework for follow-up to be given to the White Paper on Transnational Organised Crime
endorsed by the CDPC in 2014. At the second meeting of the Working Party on the Action Plan on
Transnational Organised Crime (Paris, 17-18 September 2015) great care was taken to clearly identify
where added value could be achieved in activities under the Action Plan. The identification of synergies
was greatly facilitated by involving a number of Council of Europe bodies in the working party. There is
in her opinion very clear potential for achieving concrete results. The Action Plan is to be implemented
over a relatively short period of time (2016-2018) and at the time of the meeting the question of
funding remained to be settled.
16. Ms KONCEVICIUTE also represented GRECO at a Roundtable organised by the Venice Commission
of the Council of Europe (European Commission for Democracy through Law) in cooperation with the
Institute of International Relations Prague on “Past and present-day lustration: similarities, differences,
applicable standards” (Prague, 7 September 2015). The question of whether classic lustration standards
for preventing former communist regime members from coming to power might be applied to prevent,
for example, those involved in corruption from coming to power was discussed. The national
experience shared by other countries was extremely interesting and the conclusion reached was that
combining the two issues in one piece of legislation was best avoided.
17. Finally, she informed the Plenary that in preparation for a planned new edition of the European
Commission’s Anti-corruption Report, statistics from EU member States were being collected. Their
analysis is likely to be extremely challenging. GRECO has already had to acknowledge how difficult it is
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to produce a meaningful individual or horizontal analysis of statistics that are collated in the framework
of different national institutional and legal structures, often diverse legal provisions and offences, and
according to different criteria.
18. Mr Aslan YUSUFOV, Bureau Member - Russian Federation reported on the highly productive and
successful Sixth Session of the Conference of the States Parties to the United Nations Convention
against Corruption hosted by the Russian Federation (St. Petersburg, 2-6 November 2015). Some 3000
delegates from around the world, including the Heads of several delegations in GRECO as well as over
eighty NGOs participated in the session which adopted twelve resolutions.
19. Ms Aneta ARNAUDOVSKA, Head of delegation - “the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”
who is also a member of the Council of Europe Consultative Council of European Judges (CCJE),
informed the Plenary in connection with the Fourth Evaluation Round of Opinion No. 18: The position
of the judiciary and its relations with other powers of state in a modern democracy, adopted by the
CCJE on 16 October 2015. The opinion addresses the issues of the relationship between the judicial
powers of a state and the legislative and executive powers, the bases on which judicial power is
established and demonstrated, to what extent and how the judiciary is to be accountable, and
achieving a proper balance between the three powers of the state while also acting in the interests of
society. Under the heading “punitive accountability”, the CCJE emphasises the importance of principles
of professional conduct (ethics and integrity) in the prevention of corruption in the judiciary and
recognises GRECO’s work in that field.
Executive Secretary
20. On 26 November 2015, GRECO’s budget for 2016 was adopted and the budget for 2017 was
provisionally approved by the Statutory Committee which is composed of the Permanent
Representatives of Council of Europe member States which are all members of GRECO and
representatives appointed by GRECO member States that are not members of the Council of Europe
(Belarus and the United States of America). On that occasion no technical issues were raised, GRECO
was complimented for its work and interest in the question of EU accession to GRECO was again voiced.
21. Bureau 74 had decided that in relation to the Fifth Evaluation Round INTERPOL and EUROPOL
should be invited for an exchange of views with the Plenary. Further exchanges of views will be
considered depending on the specific focus of GRECO’s work at any given time. The Bureau encourages
delegations to let the Secretariat know if they have any suggestions to make in that respect.
22. In the context of the 2015 edition of the World Forum for Democracy (Strasbourg, 18-20
November), on 20 November, the Executive Secretary met with Mr Yves LETERME, Secretary General of
the International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance (International IDEA). The focus of
discussions was cooperation and the considerable use made of GRECO reports, including in the context
of technical assistance delivered principally outside of Europe. International IDEA plans to produce a
documentary on dirty money and politics to raise awareness of a number of issues around political
financing.
23. He had also met, on 19 November, with Mr Jean Pierre CHABOT, Programme Director with the
Global Organization of Parliamentarians against Corruption (GOPAC) which made a very useful
contribution to the preparation of GRECO’s Fourth Evaluation Round. Efforts will be made by GOPAC to
spread information about GRECO’s work more widely among its numerous national chapters, and their
contacts in a number of European countries could serve as useful interlocutors for the gathering of
information with respect to the Fifth Evaluation Round.
24.

No issues were raised by the Plenary with respect to the above items.
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IV.

Fourth Evaluation Round
Prevention of corruption in respect of members of parliament, judges and prosecutors
Evaluation procedures

25. The delegations of all GRECO member States that make up the Plenary review the draft
evaluation reports in a first reading that involves the participation of a delegation from the country
concerned and the Evaluation Teams that carried out the on-site evaluation visits and contributed to
the drawing up of the draft report. A second reading of revisions made in light of the first is carried out
before the formal adoption of the texts.
26. GRECO adopted Fourth Round Evaluation Reports – including formal recommendations – on
Bosnia and Herzegovina (Greco Eval IV Rep (2015) 2E – publication pending), Portugal (Greco Eval IV
Rep (2015) 5E – publication pending) and Romania (Greco Eval IV Rep (2015) 4E – published on 22
January 2016). The deadline of 30 June 2017 was set for the submission of Situation Reports on
measures taken to implement the recommendations in the three cases.
V.

Third Evaluation Round
Theme I “Incriminations” / Theme II “Transparency of party funding”

27. In its compliance reports and interim compliance reports, GRECO pronounces itself on the level
of compliance of member States with its recommendations. A Situation Report submitted by the
authorities of a member State provides the basis for the assessments made. Rapporteurs designated by
two member States are associated with the preparation of each draft compliance or interim
compliance report tabled.
Compliance procedures
28. The 2nd Third Round Compliance Report on Ukraine (Greco RC-III (2015) 22E – published on
14 December 2015) and the Addendum to the 2nd Third Round Compliance Report on Azerbaijan
(Greco RC-III (2015) 20E – publication pending) were adopted and, in accordance with Rule 31,
paragraph 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the authorities are in both cases asked to provide additional
information regarding the implementation of certain recommendations by 30 September 2016.
29. With the adoption of Addendums to the 2nd Third Round Compliance Reports on Bulgaria (Greco
RC-III (2015) 10E – publication pending), the Republic of Moldova (Greco RC-III (2015) 8E) – published
on 9 December 2015) and Spain (Greco RC-III (2015) 16E: 2nd Addendum – publication pending) GRECO
terminates the Third Round compliance procedure in respect of those three members.
Rule 32 procedures – non-compliance
30. In the Interim Third Round Compliance Report on Cyprus (Greco RC-III (2015) 21E – publication
pending) GRECO concludes that the level of compliance with its recommendations remains “globally
unsatisfactory” in the meaning of Rule 31, paragraph 8.3 of the Rules of Procedure. Therefore, the
application of Rule 32 is maintained and, pursuant to paragraph 2(i) of that rule, the authorities are
asked to provide a report on progress in implementing the pending recommendations by 30 September
2016. Moreover, pursuant to paragraph 2 (ii) a) of Rule 32, a letter will be sent by the President of
GRECO to the Head of delegation of Cyprus – with a copy to the President of GRECO’s Statutory
Committee – on the need for the authorities to take determined action with a view to achieving
tangible progress as soon as possible.
31. In its 2nd Interim Third Round Compliance Report on Turkey (Greco RC-III (2015) 17E – publication
pending) GRECO concludes that the level of compliance with its recommendations remains “globally

6

unsatisfactory” in the meaning of Rule 31, paragraph 8.3 of the Rules of Procedure. Therefore, the
application of Rule 32 is maintained and, pursuant to paragraph 2(i) of that rule, the authorities are
asked to provide a report on progress in implementing the pending recommendations by 30 September
2016. Moreover, pursuant to paragraph 2 (ii) b) of Rule 32, the President of GRECO’s Statutory
Committee is invited to send a letter to the Permanent Representative of Turkey to the Council of
Europe on the level of non-compliance with GRECO’s recommendations.
32. In its 3rd Interim Third Round Compliance Report on the Czech Republic (Greco RC-III (2015) 18E –
publication pending) GRECO concludes that the level of compliance with its recommendations remains
“globally unsatisfactory” in the meaning of Rule 31, paragraph 8.3 of the Rules of Procedure.
Therefore, the application of Rule 32 is maintained and, pursuant to paragraph 2(i) of that rule, the
authorities are asked to provide a report on progress in implementing the pending recommendations
by 30 September 2016. Moreover, pursuant to paragraph 2 (ii) c) of Rule 32, the Secretary General of
the Council of Europe is invited to send a letter to the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Czech Republic
on the level of non-compliance with GRECO’s recommendations and the need to take firm action to
achieve tangible progress as soon as possible.
33. With the adoption of the 3rd Interim Third Round Compliance Report on France (Greco RC-III
(2015) 19E – publication pending) GRECO discontinues the application of Rule 32 and asks the
authorities to submit, pursuant to Rule 31, paragraph 9 of the Rules of Procedure, additional
information regarding action taken to implement certain recommendations by 30 September 2016.
VI.

Publication, translation and availability of adopted reports (www.coe.int/greco)

34. The authorities of the members concerned are invited to authorise the publication of the reports
adopted at the present meeting as soon as possible and, in that context, to adhere to the agreed action
to be taken when publishing a report (GRECO 58, decision 26), in particular setting the publication date
in consultation with the Secretariat. 2
35. Moreover, the President calls on the following authorities to authorise, with no further delay, the
publication of the reports indicated, placing a particular stress on the need for Belarus to follow GRECO
practice with regard to the reports addressed to the authorities, the first of which dates as far back as
June 2012:
Belarus: Joint First and Second Round Evaluation Report (adopted June 2012), Compliance
Report (adopted June 2014) and Interim Compliance Report (adopted June 2015)
Armenia and Turkey: Fourth Round Evaluation Reports (adopted October 2015)
Malta3 and Romania: Interim Third Round Compliance Reports (adopted October 2015)
Sweden: Fourth Round Compliance Report (adopted October 2015)
Slovenia Interim Fourth Round Compliance Report (adopted October 2015)

2

3

GRECO asks its members to:
agree a same-day publication date with the Secretariat
clearly mark both the date of adoption and date of publication on the cover page
make the national language version available and easily accessible on a domestic website
notify the Secretariat of the location of the report by communicating the internet link to it
include a link on the domestic website to the official language versions on GRECO’s website.
Authorisation was given to publish the report on 3 December 2015
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VII.

Fifth Evaluation Round – Preventing corruption and promoting integrity in central governments
(top executive functions) and law enforcement agencies

36. GRECO adopted the Terms of Reference (Greco (2015) 19E-fin) of the working party WP-Eval V
tasked with preparing the draft questionnaire and other proposals related to the Fifth Evaluation
Round which is due to be launched in 2017. The way the working party is to be composed and the
extent to which the related expenses will be borne by GRECO’s budget are also detailed in the
document. It was noted that for the preparation of the Fourth Evaluation Round, most member States
represented on the working party had chosen to nominate delegation members, an approach which
can be advantageous due to their familiarity with GRECO’s work. Nominations to WP-Eval V are to be
addressed to the secretariat by the Heads of delegation of member States. As and when the profile of
the scientific expert(s) to be associated with WP-Eval V is defined by the working party, the relevant
nomination(s) will be arranged in consultation with the Bureau.
37. WP-Eval V will meet in 2016 – probably twice in the first half of the year initially. Its principle
tasks are to identify the precise matters to be covered under the two sub-themes, and the relevant
standards and texts to be referred to by GRECO, to draw up a focused evaluation questionnaire clearly
setting out the information required from member States, and to advise on the desirable composition
of GRECO delegations during the new evaluation round, the selection of evaluation teams, the training
of evaluators, the organisation of on-site visits – including the key interlocutors to be met, etc.
38. WP-Eval V is to report regularly to the Plenary on its progress. Moreover, the Plenary wishes to
be given the opportunity to voice an opinion on certain key issues early in the preparatory work. It
therefore decided that WP-Eval V will report to the Plenary on what should be the approach with
respect to the following, before proceeding further with its work:
the law enforcement agencies and top executive functions to be included in the scope of
the evaluations
the standards and texts of reference
the extent to which the questionnaires from previous evaluation rounds might serve as the
basis for the draft questionnaire to be drawn up by WP-Eval V.
It was agreed that this gradual approach to the preparatory work will facilitate the final endorsement
of the texts prepared by the working party (notably the draft evaluation questionnaire) to be obtained
from the Plenary before the launch of the Fifth Evaluation Round.
VIII. Programme of Activities - 2016
39. GRECO adopted its Programme of Activities for 2016 (Greco (2015) 20E-fin) noting in particular
that due to the incidence of non-compliance (Rule 32) procedures and the additional reporting
obligations they trigger, decisions have been taken by the Bureau to ensure a manageable schedule for
the Plenary and the Secretariat.
40. First, a special measure regarding non-compliance procedures exclusively in the Fourth
Evaluation Round to slightly extend the stringent timelines for the preparation and adoption of interim
compliance reports - from 1 January 2016 all deadlines for the submission of situation reports under
those specific procedures will be extended to 12 months.
41. Second, annual schedules will include a maximum of around 40 reports. That will be achieved by
postponing the examination of compliance reports as necessary, and in such cases the Secretariat will
agree – with the members concerned – appropriate new deadlines for the submission of the related
situation reports. Meetings of the working party for the preparation of the Fifth Evaluation Round, and
possibly a training workshop will need to be added to the provisional schedule appended to the

8

Programme of Activities, and the conclusions of compliance reports tabled for adoption at the current
Plenary might lead to the addition of some interim compliance reports in December 2016.
IX.

Item 4 - Topical anti-corruption developments/events in member States

42. Under Item 4 of the Plenary’s agendas, delegations are invited to share information outside of
the statutory evaluation and compliance reporting cycles. The information reported by delegations is
summarised below.
Georgia
43. Based on the new Law on Civil Service, the Government decided to set up a system for the
electronic monitoring of asset declarations primarily to increase transparency and citizen’s trust in
public administration by monitoring disclosed information on assets of public officials, as well as to
prevent conflicts of interest and promote integrity within public institutions. The system is in place
since 2010 and the electronic monitoring process will be operational from 1 January 2017. The
monitoring of declarations will be carried out as follows:
-

-

first, constant verification of the declarations of top-level officials exposed to high risks of
corruption;
second, by random selection of declarations in a transparent manner through the electronic
system based on specific risk-criteria by the Independent Commission (the list of selected
declarations will be published at the beginning of each year by the CSB);
third, on the basis of well-grounded written complaints/information submitted to the CSB.

44. In order to contribute to further overhauling whistleblower protection and bring it into
compliance with international standards, the legal definition of whistleblowers which used to cover
only former and active public officials has been revised to include any person willing to inform an
application reviewing body, the police, prosecutor and/or public defender about infractions of the law
or, if applicable, of the Code of Ethics by the civil servants (exposed), which cause or may cause harm to
public interests or the reputation of public institutions.
45. A comprehensive reform of the Prosecution Service was initiated by the government at the
beginning of 2015 to strengthen the institutional independence of the Prosecution Service, to ensure
complete non-interference in the activities of the prosecutors and to provide a legal basis for
prosecutors to carry out their professional functions impartially and objectively. Within the framework
of the reform amendments to the Law on Prosecution Service were made to introduce three brand
new institutes: the Prosecutorial Council, the Conference of Prosecutors and the Special (ad hoc)
prosecutor. Moreover, the processes for appointment to and dismissal from the office of the Chief
Prosecutor have been substantially revised.
46. The third stage of the reform of the judiciary - focused on enhancing disciplinary proceedings and
increasing and strengthening the individual role of judges - is underway. The first wave of the reform
concentrated on institutional change, and the second on life-time appointment and evaluation
procedures.
47. Based on the new Methodology for Monitoring and Evaluation Methodology of Anticorruption
Strategic Documents adopted by the Anti-Corruption Council of Georgia in February 2015, the
Secretariat of the Council elaborated the first Progress Report and Monitoring Tool on the
implementation of the 2015-2016 Anti-Corruption Action Plan. Both documents were publicly
discussed and finally adopted by the Anti-Corruption Council in July 2015. The Second Progress Report
and Monitoring Tool as well as the Monitoring Report are to be adopted in February 2016.
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Latvia
48. GRECO is due to examine a Fourth Round Interim Compliance Report on Latvia at its March 2016
Plenary Meeting. In that context, implementation of GRECO’s recommendation “to take measures to
strengthen the independence of the Corruption Prevention and Combating Bureau (KNAB), thus
ensuring that it can exercise its functions in an independent and impartial manner” will again be
assessed.
49. On 1 December 2015, the government adopted urgent draft amendments to the Law on the
Corruption Prevention and Combating Bureau. The KNAB, during prior discussions, and the
1 December government session, had disapproved of the proposed amendments which aim to redefine the framework for relations between the KNAB and the Prime Minister and the conditions
pertaining to dismissal of the Director of the KNAB.
50. The KNAB is concerned that as the amendments do not prohibit the Prime Minister from
overruling decisions taken by the Director of KNAB in the context of the Bureau’s principal functions
such as supervision of political party funding, they are likely to weaken anti-corruption policy in Latvia
rather than strengthen the KNAB’s independence from political interference. Equally contentious is the
issue of the conditions for dismissal of the Director of KNAB. The amendments include a number of
broad criteria for dismissal, for example a lack of loyalty. Loyalty to whom is not defined however, and
could well be interpreted as implying loyalty to a political party or the Prime Minister for example.
51. The KNAB itself will therefore not support the amendments. In addition, the Public Consultative
Council of the KNAB which is composed of 15 NGOs has called an urgent meeting in order to prepare a
statement against the pushing through of draft amendments without it being consulted. Further updates will be provided to GRECO and the OECD which have both addressed recommendations to Latvia
related to these issues.
Romania
52. The Law establishing an assets recovery and assets management agency reported on at
GRECO 68 (June 2015) has been adopted by parliament and is in the process of being promulgated by
the President. A dedicated body will be established to deal with the exchange of data and information
among similar agencies in Europe, international cooperation, as well as the management of seized
assets. The agency will apply measures to manage seized assets before a final court decision and
measures for the social re-use of seized and confiscated assets, and will establish a national register of
those assets. Furthermore, as is the case in such agencies across the world, it will also play a role in the
dissemination of best practices in this field.
53. The support and sharing of expertise and know-how for the development of an efficient agency
that was provided by partners and colleagues from France, the Netherlands, Belgium and the United
States of America and also the European Commission was highly appreciated.
54. Once translated, the above-mentioned law will be forwarded to GRECO for information – it has
already served as the basis for a similar project in Ukraine, and Romania will now join the group of
countries that are working together to further disseminate this style of initiative in the fight against
corruption and organised crime.
55. A new draft law extending the attributes of the National Integrity Agency (NIA) – mentioned in
the Fourth Round Evaluation Report on Romania adopted at the present meeting – will establish an
electronic system (PREVENT) to allow the NIA to play an active role in the screening of public tender
procedures – which are worth some 15 billion Euros in Romania. Under the PREVENT system various
databases, including the assets and interest database, will be integrated into an environment that
performs cross-referencing which will allow NIA inspectors to issue a red flag integrity alert to
contracting authorities when there is a risk of a conflict of interests, and to initiate investigations as
appropriate.
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56. The related draft legislation has been approved by the Government and is currently with the first
Chamber of Parliament. Once the law is adopted and the mechanism has started to produce the first
data and information, the Delegation of Romania will present the new IT system to the GRECO Plenary.
Slovak Republic
57. The new Law on Criminal Liability of Legal Persons was adopted by parliament on 13 November
2015 and will enter into force on 1 July 2016. It is a lex specialis in relation to the Criminal Code. With
regard to the scope of the law, in Section 3 the crimes for which legal persons can be held liable are
listed, they include corruption – active and passive, trading in influence and money laundering.
58. The new law stipulates the entities that cannot be held liable for criminal offences such as the
State and its bodies, other States, international organisations, municipalities, etc. However, such
immunity does not apply to legal persons in which the State holds a majority of shares if the offence is
committed through an intermediary, in which case both the intermediary and the relevant legal person
are held liable. It also regulates situations of succession and the liability of the legal successor of the
legal person.
59. An effective regret defence can be invoked by legal persons, but is explicitly excluded in
corruption cases. Section 10 of the new law provides a list of the penalties that can be imposed on legal
persons, for example, they can be banned from receiving subsidies and subventions, or aid and support
from EU funds, banned from participating in public procurement, or the publication of the conviction
can be ordered.
60. The last part of the new law contains the procedural rules to be applied in proceedings against
legal persons. In Section 24, it allows common proceedings against the legal person and natural person
if the criminal offences they are charged with relate to each other as long as common proceedings
would not hinder closing the proceedings in due time.
61.

Section 34 provides for the granting of mutual legal assistance in cases against legal persons.

62. The new law reflects mainly requirements of international organisations, particularly the OECD. It
repeals the current regulation in the Criminal Code. The main distinction between the old and new
provisions regards the position of the legal person in the relevant proceedings. While, under the old
provisions the legal person was considered as a participant in the proceedings with certain rights,
under the new provisions the legal person is considered as the accused party with the full range of
procedural rights pertaining to criminal proceedings. Practice will show what the implications of that
strengthened position might be.
Note: A copy of extracts from the new legislation translated into English was sent to all GRECO delegations by the Secretariat on 08/01/2016.

Spain
63. A recent Royal Decree (948/2015) on the rules on the Office dealing with the proceeds of
corruption demonstrates the continued resolve of the government to tackle corruption.
“The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”
64. An agreement, facilitated by the international community, has been concluded between all
political parties to schedule parliamentary elections in April 2016 and to establish a special prosecutor
and team – equipped with a dedicated budget, human resources and premises - to deal with
prosecutions in the context of allegations of involvement of high-level politicians in corruption that
come from wiretapped conversations illegally obtained and made public by the main opposition
political party, according to the Law on the Public Prosecution Office for prosecuting cases surrounding
and arising from the content of the unauthorized interception of communications.
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65. Amendments to legislation on the media are planned in order to minimise the risk of corruption
by the media during parliamentary election periods. Moreover, a new law providing protection to
whistleblowers has recently been adopted.
X.

Adoption of decisions

66. The decisions of the 70th Plenary Meeting were adopted as they appear in document Greco
(2015) 22E.
XI.

Forthcoming meetings

67. The Bureau will hold its 75th meeting in Prague on 12 February 2016. GRECO’s 71st Plenary
Meeting will be held in Strasbourg on 14-18 March 2016.
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APPENDIX I
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS / LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS
ALBANIA / ALBANIE
Ms Iva NATHANAILI
Advisor to the Minister, Minister of State on Local Issues, National Coordinator on Anti-corruption, Prime Minister’s Office
ANDORRA / ANDORRE
Mme Ester MOLNÉ SOLDEVILA (Chef de délégation)
Responsable des Affaires Juridiques, Ministère de la Justice et de l’Intérieur, GOVERN D'ANDORRA
Mme Maria GELI
Directeur du Département de la Justice et de l’Intérieur, Ministère de la Justice et de l’Intérieur, GOVERN D'ANDORRA
ARMENIA / ARMENIE
Ms Anna MARGARYAN
Chair of Criminal Law and Criminology, Yerevan State University, Faculty of Law
AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE
Mr Christian MANQUET (Head of delegation)
Vice-President of GRECO / Vice-président du GRECO
Head of Department for Criminal Law, Ministry of Justice
AZERBAIJAN / AZERBAIDJAN
Mr Elnur MUSAYEV
Senior Prosecutor, Anticorruption Directorate, Prosecutor's Office
BELARUS
Ms Maryna ZHDANAVA
Chief Specialist of the International Legal Department of the Prosecutor General’s Office
BELGIUM / BELGIQUE
M. Carl PIRON
Attaché au Service de la Politique Criminelle, Direction Générale Législation, Libertés et Droits Fondamentaux
Service Public Fédéral Justice (SPF Justice)
Mme Dominique DASSONVILLE (evaluator – Portugal)
Conseiller au Service des Affaires Juridiques, de l’Evaluation de la Législation et de l’Analyse documentaire,
Sénat de Belgique, Parlement fédéral
BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA / BOSNIE-HERZEGOVINE
Mr Vjekoslav VUKOVIC (Head of delegation)
Assistant Minister, Sector for Fight against Terrorism, Organised Crime and Drugs Abuse, Ministry of Security
Mr Dragan SLIPAC
Deputy Director, Agency for the Prevention of Corruption and Coordination of the fight against Corruption
Ms Jasmin EMRIĆ
President of the Conflict of interest Committee
Ms Mirjana KUTANJAC
Head of legislative department, Secretariat of Parliamentary Assembly
Ms Danka POLOVINA MANDIĆ
Head of the Office Committee/Department for conflict of interest, Agency for the Prevention of Corruption and Coordination
of the fight against Corruption
Ms Ružica JUKIĆ
Vice-chairman of the High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council
Ms Alma DŽAFEROVIĆ
Member of the High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council
Ms Tatjana TRIKIĆ and Ms Amra ISOVIĆ OPERTA
Interpretors
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BULGARIA / BULGARIE
Mr Georgi RUPCHEV (Head of delegation)
State Expert, Criminal Law Division, Directorate of International Legal Cooperation and European Affairs, Ministry of Justice
CROATIA / CROATIE
Mr Marin MRČELA, President of GRECO / Président du GRECO
Justice at the Supreme Court
Mr Dražen JELENIĆ (Head of delegation)
Deputy State Attorney General
CYPRUS / CHYPRE
Ms Ioanna DEMOSTHENOUS
Legal Advisor, Permanent Representation of Cyprus to the Council of Europe
CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE
Ms Helena LIŠUCHOVÁ (Head of delegation)
Director, International Cooperation and EU Department, Ministry of Justice
Mr Václav MLYNAŘÍK
Security Policy and Crime Prevention Department, Ministry of the Interior
Ms Lenka HABRNÁLOVÁ
Head of International Organisation Unit, International Cooperation and EU Department, Ministry of Justice
DENMARK / DANEMARK
Mr Anders LINNET (Head of delegation)
Head of the International Division, State Prosecutor for Serious Economic and International Crime
ESTONIA / ESTONIE
Ms Kätlin-Chris KRUUSMAA
Advisor, Analysis Division, Criminal Policy Department, Ministry of Justice
FINLAND / FINLANDE
Mr Jouko HUHTAMÄKI
Ministerial Adviser, Police department, Ministry of the Interior
FRANCE
Mme Agnès MAITREPIERRE
Chargée de mission, Direction des affaires juridiques, Ministère des Affaires étrangères
M. Xavier INGLEBERT
Service Central de Prévention de la Corruption (SCPC), Ministère de la Justice
GEORGIA / GEORGIE
Ms Natalia BARATASHVILI (member of delegation + evaluator – Romania)
Coordinator of Anti-Corruption Issues, Analytical Department, Secretariat of the Anti-Corruption Council, Ministry of Justice
GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE
Mr Stefan SINNER
Head of Division PM1, Remuneration of Parliamentarians, Administration of the Bundestag
Mr Danny POLK
Administrative Officer, Ministry of Justice and Consumer Protection, Criminal law suppression of economic crime, computer
crime, corruption-related crime and environmental crime
GREECE / GRECE
Ms Panagiota VATIKALOU
Investigative Judge on corruption cases, Court of First Instance of Chania
Mr Antonios BALTAS
Secretariat-General against Corruption, Ministry of Justice
Mr Iraklis BAROGIANNIS
Secretariat-General against Corruption, Ministry of Justice
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HUNGARY / HONGRIE
Ms Nóra BAUS (acting Head of delegation)
Anti-corruption expert, Department for European Cooperation, Ministry of the Interior
ICELAND / ISLANDE
Apologised / excusée
IRELAND / IRLANDE
Mr Aidan MOORE
Assistant Principal Officer, Standards Commission Secretariat
Mr Martin SWITZER
Justice Attaché, Deputy to the Permanent Representative of Ireland to the Council of Europe
Mr Hugh GEOGHEGAN (evaluator – Portugal)
Retired Judge, Supreme Court
ITALY / ITALIE
Mme Maria-Laura PAESANO
Magistrate auprès du Cabinet, Ministère de la Justice
Ms Nicoleta PARISI
Anti-Corruption National Autority (ANAC)
LATVIA / LETTONIE
Mr Alvils STRIKERIS (member of delegation + evaluator – Romania)
Head of Policy Planning Division, Corruption Prevention and Combating Bureau (KNAB)
LIECHTENSTEIN
Apologised / excusé
LITHUANIA / LITUANIE
Ms Elena KONCEVICIUTE
International Relations Officer, International Cooperation Division, Special Investigation Service
Mr Aurelijus GUTAUSKAS (evaluator – Romania)
Judge, Supreme Court, Head of the Department of Criminal Law and Criminology, Mykolas Romeris University
LUXEMBOURG
Mme Doris WOLTZ (Chef de délégation)
Procureur d’Etat adjoint, Tribunal d’Arrondissement de Luxembourg
Mme Sandra KERSCH
Premier Substitut, Tribunal d’Arrondissement de Luxembourg
MALTA / MALTE
Mr Kevin VALLETTA (Head of delegation)
Office of the Attorney General
REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA / REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA
Mme Cornelia VICLEANSCHI (Chef de délégation)
Ancien Procureur, Bureau du Procureur Général
Mr Alexandru CLADCO (evaluator – Portugal)
Prosecutor, Head of Unit for analysis and implementing of ECHR, General Prosecutor’s Office
MONACO
M. Eric SENNA
Conseiller à la Cour d'Appel
MONTENEGRO
Mr Dušan DRAKIC (Head of Delegation)
Senior Advisor, Directorate for Anti-Corruption Initiative
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NETHERLANDS / PAYS-BAS
Ms Desiree de VRUGHT (Head of delegation)
Senior Policy Advisor, Ministry of Security and Justice, Law Enforcement Department, Fraud Unit
Mr Richard HAGEDOORN
Senior Policy Officer, Ministry of the Interior and Kingdom Relations
NORWAY / NORVEGE
Mr Atle ROALDSØY (Head of delegation)
Policy Director, Section for European and International Affairs, Ministry of Justice and Public Security
POLAND / POLOGNE
Mr Rafał KIERZYNKA (Head of delegation)
Judge in European Criminal Law Division, Criminal Law Department, Ministry of Justice
PORTUGAL
Mr António FOLGADO (Head of delegation)
Head of Unit of Criminal Justice, Directorate General for Justice Policy, International Affairs Department, Ministry of Justice
Mr Daniel MARINHO PIRES
Legal Adviser, Directorate General for Justice Policy, International Affairs Department, Ministry of Justice
Ms Patrícia Albuquerque FERREIRA
Ministry of Justice
Mr Jorge ALVES DE OLIVEIRA
High Council for Public Prosecution Service
Ms Maria João SANTOS
High Council for Judges
Mr Artur CORDEIRO
High Council for Judges
ROMANIA / ROUMANIE
Mr Cornel Virgiliu CALINESCU (Head of delegation)
Head of the National Office for Crime Prevention and Asset Recovery, Ministry of Justice
Ms Oana Andrea SCHIMIDT HAINEALA
Prosecutor, Member of the Superior Council of Magistracy
Mr Silviu POPA
Director, National Integrity Agency
RUSSIAN FEDERATION / FEDERATION DE RUSSIE
Mr Aleksandr BUKSMAN (Head of delegation)
First Deputy Prosecutor General, Prosecutor General’s Office
Mr Aslan YUSUFOV
Deputy Head of Directorate, Head of Section of supervision over implementation of anti-corruption legislation, Prosecutor
General’s Office
SAN MARINO / SAINT MARIN
Mr Eros GASPERONI (Head of delegation)
First Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
SERBIA / SERBIE
Apologised / excusée
SLOVAK REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE SLOVAQUE
Ms Alexandra KAPISOVSKA (Head of delegation)
Legal Adviser, Ministry of Justice
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SLOVENIA / SLOVENIE
Ms Vita HABJAN BARBORIČ (Head of delegation + evaluator – Portugal)
Head of the Centre for Prevention and Integrity of Public Service, Commission for the Prevention of Corruption
Ms Nina BETETTO (evaluator – Romania)
Supreme Court Judge, Vice-President of the Supreme Court, Member of the Consultative Council of European Judges
SPAIN / ESPAGNE
Mr Rafael VAILLO RAMOS
Technical Adviser, DG for International Cooperation, Ministry of Justice
Mr Íñigo ORTIZ DE URBINA (evaluator – Bosnia & Herzegovina)
Criminal law and criminology professor, Universitat Pompeu Fabra
SWEDEN / SUEDE
Apologised / excusée
SWITZERLAND / SUISSE
M. Ernst GNAEGI (Chef de délégation)
Chef de l’unité du droit pénal international, Office fédéral de la Justice
M. Olivier GONIN
Conseiller scientifique, Unité du droit pénal international, Office fédéral de la justice
“THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA” / « L’EX-RÉPUBLIQUE YOUGOSLAVE DE MACÉDOINE »
Ms Aneta ARNAUDOVSKA (Head of delegation)
Judge - Director of the Academy for Judges and Public Prosecutors
Mr Vladimir GEORGIEV (evaluator – Bosnia & Herzegovina)
State Adviser for Anti-Corruption Policies, Secretariat of the State Commission for Prevention of Corruption
Ms Suzana TASKOVA ADZIKOTAREVA
Member of the State Commission for Prevention of Corruption
TURKEY / TURQUIE
Mr Faris KARAK (Head of delegation)
Judge / Deputy General Director, DG of International Law and Foreign Relations, Ministry of Justice
Mr Dursun Ali DEMİRBOĞA
Judge, Ministry of Justice
UKRAINE
Mr Oleksandr DANYLYUK (Head of Delegation)
Representative of the President within the Cabinet of Ministers
Mr Robert SIVERS
Head of the Anticorruption Legislation, National Security and Defence Department, Ministry of Justice
Mr Oleksii SVIATUN
Senior expert, International Legal Issues Sector, Main Department of Foreign Policy and European Integration, Administration
of the President
UNITED KINGDOM / ROYAUME-UNI
Mr David MEYER (Head of delegation)
Head of International Relations, Law Rights and International Directorate, Ministry of Justice
Ms Sheridan GREENLAND (evaluator – Bosnia & Herzegovina)
Executive Director, Judicial College
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA / ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE
Ms Jane LEY
Senior Anticorruption Advisor, International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Bureau, U.S Department of State
Mr Michael OLMSTED
Senior Counsel for the European Union, U.S. Department of Justice, U.S. Mission to the European Union
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EUROPEAN COMMITTEE ON CRIME PROBLEMS (CDPC) / COMITE EUROPEEN POUR LES PROBLEMES CRIMINELS (CDPC)
Ms Helena LIŠUCHOVÁ, Head of the International Cooperation Department, Ministry of Justice (Czech Republic)
EUROPEAN COMMITTEE ON LEGAL CO-OPERATION (CDCJ) / COMITE EUROPEEN DE COOPERATION JURIDIQUE (CDCJ)
Apologised / excusé
PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY OF THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE / ASSEMBLEE PARLEMENTAIRE DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE
Mr Sergiy VLASENKO (Ukraine, EPP/CD), Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights, Parliamentary Assembly
Ms Véronique LERCH, Co-Secretary - Co-Secrétaire, Parliamentary Assembly Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights Commission des questions juridiques et des droits de l'homme de l’Assemblée Parlamentaire
COUNCIL OF EUROPE DEVELOPMENT BANK / BANQUE DE DEVELOPPEMENT DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE
Ms Katherine DELIKOURA, Chief Compliance Officer of the Council of Europe Development Bank
OBSERVERS / OBSERVATEURS
UNITED NATIONS – UNITED NATIONS OFFICE ON DRUGS AND CRIME (UNODC) /
NATIONS UNIES – OFFICE DES NATIONS UNIES CONTRE LA DROGUE ET LE CRIME (ONUDC)
Apologised / excusées
ORGANISATION FOR ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT (OECD) /
ORGANISATION DE COOPERATION ET DE DEVELOPPEMENT ECONOMIQUES (OCDE)
Apologised / excusée
INTERNATIONAL ANTI-CORRUPTION ACADEMY /
L’ACADEMIE INTERNATIONALE DE LUTTE CONTRE LA CORRUPTION (IACA)
Apologised / excusée
ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES (OAS) / ORGANISATION DES ETATS AMERICAINS (OEA)
Apologised / excusée
EVALUATION TEAMS / EQUIPES D’EVALUATION
Fourth Round Evaluation report - Bosnia and Herzegovina/Rapport d’Evaluation du Quatrième Cycle - Bosnie-Herzégovine
Mr Íñigo ORTIZ DE URBINA
Criminal law and criminology professor, Universitat Pompeu Fabra
Mr Vladimir GEORGIEV
State Adviser, Secretariat of the State Commission for Prevention of Corruption
Ms Anca JURMA – Apologised / excusée
Chief Prosecutor, International Cooperation Service, National Anticorruption Directorate, Prosecutors’ Office, High Court of
Cassation and Justice
Ms Sheridan GREENLAND
Executive Director, Judicial College
Fourth Round Evaluation report - Portugal/Rapport d’Evaluation du Quatrième Cycle - Portugal
Ms Vita HABJAN BARBORIČ
Chief Project Manager for Corruption Prevention, Center for Prevention and Integrity of Public Service, Commission for the
prevention of corruption
Mme Dominique DASSONVILLE
Conseiller au Service des Affaires Juridiques, de l’Evaluation de la Législation et de l’Analyse documentaire
Sénat de Belgique, Parlement fédéral
Mr Hugh GEOGHEGAN
Retired Judge, Supreme Court
Mr Alexandru CLADCO
Prosecutor, Head of Unit for analysis and implementing of ECHR, General Prosecutor’s Office

18

Fourth Round Evaluation report - Romania/Rapport d’Evaluation du Quatrième Cycle - Roumanie
Ms Natalia BARATASHVILI
Coordinator of Anti-Corruption Issues, Analytical Department, Secretariat of the Anti-Corruption Council, Ministry of Justice,
Mr Aurelijus GUTAUSKAS
Judge in the Supreme Court of Lithuania, Assoc. Prof. Dr. in Criminal Law, Head of the Department of Criminal Law and
Criminology
Ms Nina BETETTO
Supreme Court Judge, Vice-President of the Supreme Court, Member of the Consultative Council of European Judges,
Mr Alvils STRIKERIS
Head of Policy Planning Division, Corruption Prevention and Combating Bureau (KNAB)
RAPPORTEURS
Third Round - Compliance Reports / Troisième Cycle - Rapports de Conformité
Second Compliance Report / Deuxième rapport de conformité
UKRAINE
Mr Elnur MUSAYEV (Azerbaijan / Azerbaïdjan)
Mr Jouko HUHTAMÄKI (Finland / Finlande)
ADDENDA to Second Compliance Reports / ADDENDA aux Deuxièmes rapports de conformité
AZERBAIJAN / AZERBAÏDJAN
Mr Patrick RITTER (Liechtenstein) – Apologised / excusé
Mr Rafael VAILLO (Spain / Espagne)
BULGARIA / BULGARIE
Mr Oleksii SVIATUN (Ukraine)
Mr Walo von GREYERZ (Sweden / Suède) – Apologised / excusé
REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA / REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA
M. Carl PIRON (Belgium / Belgique)
Ms Doris WOLTZ (Luxembourg)
SPAIN / ESPAGNE
Ms Kätlin-Chris KRUUSMAA (Estonia / Estonie)
Ms Maria Laura PAESANO (Italy / Italie)
Interim Compliance Reports / Rapports de conformité intérimaires
CYPRUS / CHYPRE
Mr Dražen JELENIĆ (Croatia / Croatie)
Mr Aidan MOORE (Ireland / Irlande)
CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE
Ms Maria Laura PAESANO (Italy / Italie)
Ms Nora BAUS (Hungary / Hongrie)
FRANCE
M. Olivier GONIN (Switzerland / Suisse)
M. Guido HOSTYN (Belgium / Belgique) – Apologised / excusé
TURKEY / TURQUIE
Mr Atle ROALDSØY (Norway / Norvège)
Mr Georgi RUPCHEV (Bulgaria / Bulgarie)
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COUNCIL OF EUROPE SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT DU CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE
Mr Jan KLEIJSSEN, Director, Information Society and Action against Crime Directorate / Directeur, Direction de la Société de
l’Information et de la lutte contre la criminalité
Mr Wolfgang RAU, Executive Secretary of GRECO / Secrétaire Exécutif du GRECO
Ms Elspeth REILLY, Personal Assistant to the Executive Secretary / Assistante Particulière du Secrétaire Exécutif
Administrative Officers / Administrateurs
Mr Björn JANSON, Deputy to the Executive Secretary of GRECO
M. Christophe SPECKBACHER
Ms Laura SANZ-LEVIA
Ms Sophie MEUDAL-LEENDERS
Mr Michael JANSSEN
Ms Lioubov SAMOKHINA
Ms Valentina D’AGOSTINO
Central Office / Bureau Central
Ms Penelope PREBENSEN, Administrative Assistant / Assistante Administrative
Mme Laure PINCEMAILLE, Assistant / Assistante
Mme Marie-Rose PREVOST, Assistant / Assistante
Webmaster
Ms Simona GHITA, Directorate General 1 - Human Rights and Rule of Law / Direction générale des droits de l’Homme et état
de droit
Mme Marie-Rose PREVOST, GRECO
Interpreters / Interprètes
Mme Sally BAILEY-RAVET
Mme Isabelle MARCHINI
Mme Julia TANNER
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APPENDIX II
th
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70 GRECO PLENARY MEETING

70

REUNION PLENIERE DU GRECO

AGENDA

ORDRE DU JOUR

1.

Opening of the meeting

2.

Adoption of the agenda

Adoption de l’ordre du jour

3.

Information items

Points d’information

4.

Topical anti-corruption developments/events in
member States

Développements/événements anti-corruption
d’actualité dans les Etats membres

5.

First reading
Evaluation Report – Fourth Round
Portugal ........................................................... Monday
Bosnia and Herzegovina ................................. Tuesday
Romania .................................................... Wednesday

Première lecture
Rapport d’Evaluation – Quatrième Cycle
Portugal ...................................................................lundi
Bosnie-Herzégovine .............................................. mardi
Roumanie ......................................................... mercredi

6.

Adoption
nd
2 Compliance Report – Third Round
Ukraine

Adoption
e
2 Rapport de Conformité – Troisième Cycle
Ukraine

7.

Adoption
nd
Addendum to the 2 Compliance Report – Third
Round
Azerbaijan
Bulgaria
Moldova
nd
Spain (2 Addendum)

Adoption
e
Addendum au 2 Rapport de Conformité – Troisième
Cycle
Azerbaïdjan
Bulgarie
Moldova
e
Espagne (2 Addendum)

8.

Adoption
Interim Compliance Report – Third Round
Cyprus
Czech Republic
France
Turkey

Adoption
Rapport de Conformité intérimaire – Troisième Cycle
Chypre
République Tchèque
France
Turquie

9.

Fifth Evaluation Round
Decision on the mandate and composition of the
working party to prepare the draft questionnaire and
other proposals related to the evaluation round
(proposals by Bureau 74)
Thursday morning

Cinquième Cycle d’Evaluation
Décision sur le mandat et composition du groupe de
travail pour la préparation du projet de questionnaire et
d’autres propositions relatives au cycle d’évaluation
(propositions par le Bureau 74)
jeudi matin

9.30 am

Ouverture de la réunion

09h30

10. Programme of Activities 2016
Adoption
(draft approved by Bureau 74)

Programme d’activités 2016
Adoption
(projet approuvé par le Bureau 74)

11. Second reading and adoption
Evaluation Report – Fourth Round
Portugal
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Romania

Deuxième lecture et adoption
Rapport d’évaluation – Quatrième Cycle
Portugal
Bosnie-Herzégovine
Roumanie

Friday

12. Miscellaneous

Divers

13. Adoption of decisions

Adoption des décisions

14. Dates of next meetings

Dates des prochaines réunions

15. Close of the meeting

Friday, 12 noon
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Fin de la réunion

vendredi

vendredi, 12h00

