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Abtract: From 2005 until 2013, according to reports the EU Commission, the European
Antifraud Office and the Fight against Fraud Department – DLAF, Romania registered an
upward trend of fraud and irregularities in the use of EU funds. In this paper, in the
mentioned period, we make a comparative analysis regarding the evolution of these findings,
in order to detect factors that influence the development and maintenance of these negative
issues that put Romania in an "unfavourable light". In our conclusions we take into account
the views of experts in the Academic Society of Romania (the longest-standing active think
tank in Romania), who published a "Manual of fraud of EU funds". Direct consequences of
fraud and irregularities detected are found in the indictment and final conviction of persons
found guilty of these problems (whose evolution we analyse over periods, types and amount of
European funds involved). From the analysis of activities and collaborations between DLAF
and other professional bodies in the fight against these negative aspects of the use of EU
funds, we found the lack of collaboration of these organizations with expert accountants,
auditors and fiscal consultants. High responsibility on the activities conducted by these
professionals would substantially reduce the volume and value of fraud and irregularities
identified.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Brief introduction
In order to strengthen the legal framework regarding the fight against fraud for
protection of EU financial interests in Romania, the Romanian Government adopted on 1 June
2005 the Emergency Ordinance No. 49/2005. The duties of the Inspection Department of the
Prime Minister (Institute of contact with the OLAF) were taken by the DLAF. The principal
attribute of DLAF consists of carried out appropriate inspections concerning the obtaining, the
performing and utilization of EU funds, in order to discover irregularities and fraud affecting
the financial interests of the European Community. Since May 2011, according to Law No.
61/2011 and Government Decision 738/2011, DLAF is a structure with autonomous legal
personality, functional and independent from the other decision-making authorities and other
public institutions from Romania. An important role in the activities of OLAF at European
level and state (of each EU countries) is for the Services for Coordination of Fraud Prevention
(AFCOS). Such a structure exists in our country, called DLAF - AFCOS Romania. In
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carrying out its activities in general and implementing the National Anti-Corruption Strategy
in particular, DLAF made operational collaboration with the General Inspectorate of
Romanian Police, National Customs Authority, Central Finance and Phare Contracting,
Ministry of Justice, Ministry of Finance, the Court of Auditors, the Council of Magistrates,
the Prosecutor's Office attached to the High Court of Cassation and Justice, the National
Anticorruption Directorate, National Integrity Agency, Permanent Electoral Authority, the
Competition Council, etc. .. Regarding irregularities and fraud discovered in the use of EU
funds in the OLAF report for 2013, Romania shows an indictment rate of 46%, which
highlights the many problems facing our country in this regard. This finding can be seen in
the figure below (Table 1) extracted from the OLAF report mentioned above.
Table 1 – Actions taken by national judicial authorities following OLAF judicial
recommendations per Member State between 1 January 2006 and 31 December 2013
(Source:
http://ec.europa.eu/anti_fraud/documents/reportsolaf/2013/olaf_report_2013_en.pdf )

To understand the work done by DLAF - AFCOS Romania to eliminate unfavorable
situations (outcomes from the figure above), you must perform a review of the reporting
activities of this institution. That is the reason why, this paper aims to formulate relevant
opinions, in order to eliminate negative situations identified by OLAF in Romania. In our
approach, we started to explain irregularities and fraud through false accounting records,
incomplete financial statements and lack of responsibility for accountants and managers
involved in these illegal activities. In addition, in analyzing the DLAF reports (from the
period 2005-2013), we noticed the lack of collaboration between this institution and the
professional bodies of accountants (Body of Expert and Licensed Accountants of Romania),
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auditors (Chamber of Financial Auditors of Romania), tax consultant (Chamber of Tax
Consultants in Romania) and evaluators (National Union of Evaluators from Romania). We
approached to this subject of our paper, because we are part of professional bodies mentioned
above and we have participated in European funded projects. During the implementation of
these projects, we have experienced officers unable to understand the distinction between
deductible and eligible expenses, excessive paperwork and deadlines settlement non-respected
by the authorities for implementation. Considering the subject of our work, from the
beginning we must emphasize that we have not found any concern of Romanian and / or
foreign specialist to this topic. Instead, we found the opinions of experts in similar topics.
1.2. Literature review
Related to work of OLAF, White S. (1999) realized a paper in which he debated about
some issues raised by OLAF's increasing powers: independence, lifting of immunities and the
possibility of an inter‐institutional role. Ilett N. (2004) has outlined in his study the function
of the European Anti‐Fraud Office, known as OLAF and created in 1999: to protect the
finances of the European Commission by fighting fraud, corruption and other irregular
activities. Vlogaert J. (2006) present in his paper OLAF‘s overall structure, legal basis,
competencies and operational network, and will also give an insight into day-to-day
investigative activities, showing the problems that OLAF is currently facing in investigations
in this area. European organizations are supported in their work by the quality of specific
policy makers. That is why, Quirke B.J. (2007) believed that the fight against fraud was
fatally undermined by the high degree of fragmentation due to the multiplicity of national and
EU agencies involved. Again, Quirke B.J. (2007) has considered, in his research, the role of
the European Anti‐Fraud Office, OLAF, in the fight against EU fraud and to consider the
difficulties and problems it has to contend with in attempting to carry out its mission. On the
other hand, Harmati J., Laris L. and Meresz T. (2008) emphasizes in their study that OLAF
mandate is to increase the effectiveness of the fight against fraud and other illegal activities
detrimental to the financial interests of the Communities. Ghinea N. and Petcu P. (2009)
explained in their research that Anti-Fraud Department - DLAF ensure operational
coordination at national level by conduc-ting inspections in cooperation with representatives
of financial control bodies of tax police, police force or other public servants. Quirke B.
(2010) examined OLAF powers and its capacity to coordinate the activities of anti-fraud
agencies in twenty seven member states and it also considered the constraints which prevent it
from operating in a more effective manner. The same author (Quirke B, 2010) in other study
has provided an insight into the difficulties facing both OLAF and the agencies of new
Member States in terms of fragmentation and seeking to acquire investigative and other
technical skills in a very short period of time. On the other hand, Neagu N. (2010) has
identified the linkages between the common legislation applicable to fraud offences and
offences affecting the EU's financial interests, which are still blurred even for Romanian
legislators, especially in the field of Community revenue. Instead, White S. (2010) developed
a study focused on legal problems and blockages experienced by OLAF investigators in the
present legal framework. Xanthaki H. (2010) has assessed in her paper the real reasons behind
the widely accepted view that the European Anti‐Fraud Office (OLAF) is not performing to
its full potential. Furthermore, the study provides a list and an analysis of the main lacunae in
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OLAF's regulatory framework, an operation which has been neglected in the academic
literature. Furthermore, Bosie (Ungureanu) I. and Puica A. (2011) conducted an analysis of
the EU's structural funds, highlighting the importance of accessing them and the degree to
which Romania and member countries benefits of income support. Even more, Levi J. (2011)
claims that OLAF has some investigators keenly focused on criminal sanctions they rarely
achieve, and thus frustrated workers alongside contented ones. Vlad M., Tulvinschi M. and
Chirita I. (2011) emphasizes that the achievement of financial reporting by so-called
"fraudulent scheme" refers to short-term achievement of "management earnings", inducing
negative consequences in time, ruining public confidence and trust in accounting and auditing
profession. Károly M. and Gábor B. (2014) tried to explain, in their study, how the rules of
the game of EU cohesion policy shape the behaviour of Member State govern-ments as they
pursue their development goals.
2. Hypotheses and data resources
Given the importance of the collaboration between professional bodies of accountants,
auditors, tax consultants, evaluators and DLAF in the fight against fraud, we have proposed in
our paper the following hypotheses:
H1: There is a direct relationship between the increase in value of irregularities and
fraud specified in DLAF activity reports during 2005-2013 on the one hand and lack of
cooperation of this institution with professional bodies concerned, on the other hand?
H2: There is a direct relationship between financial corrections for European funds
projects on the one hand, and irregularities and fraud which were discovered in this area, in
Romania and reported by the European Parliament, on the other hand?
3. Activities carried out by the DLAF to identify irregularities and fraud, which
affecting the financial interests of the EU in Romania
In order to establish the checking or cancellation of the first hypothesis stated above,
we must analyze all the DLAF activity reports, published on the official website, between
2005 - 2013. In all the tables below (from Table 2 to Table 10) is presented, briefly, an extract
from each of these DLAF reports, for each year included in the analyzed period.
Table 2- Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2005
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
anual
de
activitate2005_ro.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source for Objective of
control DLAF documents
control actions
actions
submitted to the
Managing
Authority
of
European funds , to
other
national
authorities and to
the
European
Commission
structures
- in - a total of 48, of 48 actions in progress
In total 48 actions in 
30
control
2005 which 43 were
progress – checking the documents
have
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finished ;
- from
43
finished ac-tions, 43 completed actions
in
26 were
found indications
of fraud, in 6
have
found 34 finished actions - found
irregularities and indica-tions of fraud
in 11 the facts
notified do not
have confirmed

obtaining and utilization
of funds
43 completed actions (in
value of 100.000 € ) –
checking the obtaining
and utilization of funds
34 finished actions

been
used
as
evidence for NAD
preparation
by
prosecutors to 5
indictments
(of
which 5 to the
DLAF's complaint)
for the indic-tment
of 39 defendants.

Table 3 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2006
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF/introducere.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source for control Objective of control DLAF documents
actions
actions
submitted to the
Managing
Authority
of
European funds , to
other
national
authorities and to
the
European
Commission
structures
- in - a total of 87, of 87 actions in progress
In total 87 actions in 510
reports
2006 which 82 were
progress – checking submitted
by
finished ;
the obtaining and DLAF related to
- from 82 finished
utilization of funds
irregularities
for
actions, in 8 were 82 completed actions
82
completed OLAF;
found indications
actions (in value of 330 Notes of
of fraud, in 2 have
1.800.000 € )
– control;
found
checking
the
irregularities and
obtaining
and
in the 2 the facts
utilization of funds
notified do not 8 finished actions- found 8 finished actions
have confirmed
indications of fraud
Table 4 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2007
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
activitate2007_ro.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source
Objective
for control actions
control actions
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- a total of
in
103, of which 84
2007 were finished ;
- from the
total
of
103
actions, 42 were
opened during the
year;
- from 84
finished actions, in
56 were found
indica-tions
of
fraud and in 14
have
found
irregularities
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103
progress

actions

in

42 actions opened
during the year
84
completed
actions

56
finished
actions - found indications of fraud

In total 129 actions
in progress – checking the
obtaining and utilization
funds
31 actions opened
during the year
84
completed
actions (in value of
2.600.000 € ) – checking
the
obtaining
and
utilization funds
14
finished
actions

Authority
of
European funds , to
other
national
authorities and to
the
European
Commission
structures
169
reports submitted
by DLAF related to
irregula-rities for
OLAF;
 82 Notes
of control;

Table 5 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2008
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
anual
de
activitate2008_ro.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source for Objective of control DLAF documents
control actions
actions
submitted to the Managing
Authority of European
funds , to other national
authorities and to the
European
Commission
structures
- in - a total of 129, of 129 actions in progress In total 129 actions in 203
reports
2008 which 106 were finished (of
progress – checking submitted
the
by
DLAF
which 84 confirmed and 22
obtaining and utilization funds
related to irregula-rities for
unconfirmed);
OLAF (of which 97 initial
- from the total of 112 31
reports and 106 update
actions
opened 31
actions
opened
actions, 31 were opened during
reports)
during the year
during the year
the year;
84 completed actions
84 completed actions
- from 84 conformed
(in value of 4.500.000 € ) –
and finished actions, in 14
checking the obtaining and
were found indica-tions of
utilization funds
fraud, in 18 have found 14 finished actions - 14 finished actions
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irregularities and in the 52found
the indica-tions of fraud
facts notified do not have
confirmed
Table 6 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2009
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
anual
de
activitate2009_ro.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source for Objective of
control DLAF documents
control actions
actions
submitted to the
Managing
Authority
of
European funds , to
other
national
authorities and to
the
European
Commission
structures
- in - a total of 112, of 112 actions in progress In total 112 actions in 747
reports
2009 which
75
were
progress – checking the submitted
by
finished;
obtaining and utiliza-tion DLAF related to
- from the total of 112
of funds
irregula-rities for
actions, 37 were 37 actions opened 37 actions opened during OLAF (of which
opened during the during the year
214 initial reports
the year
year;
75 completed actions
75 completed actions (in and 533 update
- from 75 finished
value of 16.410.000 € ) reports)
actions, in 25 were
– checking the obfound indications of
taining and utilization of
fraud, in 9 have found
funds
irregularities and in 25 finished actions - 25 finished actions
41 the facts notified found indica-tions of
do
not
have fraud
confirmed
Table 7 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2010
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
anual
de
activitate2010_ro.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source for Objective of control actions DLAF documents
control actions
submitted to the
Managing
Authority
of
European funds , to
other
national
authorities and to
the
European
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- in - a total of
2010 373, of which
49
were
finished;
- from the total
of 373 actions,
78
were
opened during
the year;
- from
49
finished
actions, in 19
were
found
indications of
fraud, in 8
have
found
irregularities
and in the 22
the
facts
notified do not
have
confirmed
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For 373 actions in
progress:
OLAF
96;
Individual person 64;
Legal person 16 ; Massmedia 16; From state
authorities: 181.
78 actions opened during
the year
49 completed actions

In total 373 actions in
progress – checking the
obtaining and utilization
funds

78 actions opened during the
year
49 completed actions (in
value of 58.361.949 €, but
the value of financial
estimated
impact
for
irregularities and possible
fraud was 2.781.114 € ) –
checking the obtaining and
utilization of funds
19 finished actions - found 19 finished actions were
indications of fraud
found indications of fraud
(including
administrative
recovered debts totaling
1.452.887 €)

Commission
structures
646
reports
submitted
by
DLAF related to
irregula-rities for
OLAF (of which
235 initial reports
and 411 update
reports)

Table 8 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2011
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
anual
de
activitate2011_ro.pdf )
Control activities Intimation source for Objective of control actions
DLAF documents
control actions
submitted to the Managing
Authority of European
funds , to other national
authorities and to the
European
Commission
structures
- in - a total of 178 actions in progress
In total 178 actions in progress –  79 Notes of
2011 178, of which 97
checking the obtaining and utilization
control;
of
were finished;
funds from the:

20
control
- from the
 post-accession period:documents
85
have been used
total
of
178
(FEADR 41, SAPS 10, POSDRUas19,evidence for NAD
actions, 125 were
POSCCE 7, POR 5, Other 3);
preparation by prosecutors
opened during the
 pre-accession period: to 9316 indict-ments (of
year;
(SAPARD 64, PHARE 22, ISPA 7)which 9 to the DLAF's
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- from 97 For 125 actions opened 125 actions opened duringcomplaint
the
and 7 to the
fi-nished actions,
during the year: NAD 77; OLAF
year
NAD's complaint) for the
in 53 were found
3;
Managing
Authority
/
indictment of 37 defenindications Implementing
of
Authority 36;
dants;
fraud, in 7 Intimation
have
Office
2;
821
reports
found irregularities
Others 7.
submitted
by
DLAF
and in 37 the facts 97 completed actions
related
to
irregula-rities
for
97 completed actions (in value
notified do not
OLAF
(of which 317
of 247.140.915 €, but the value
of
have confirmed
financial
estimated
impact initial
for reports and 504
irregularities and possible fraud update
was reports)
28.883.658,88 € ) – checking the
obtaining and utilization of funds from
the:
 post-accession period: 49
(FEADR 23, SAPS 8, POSDRU 8,
POSCCE 5, POR 4, Other 1);
 pre-accession period: 48
(SAPARD 36, PHARE 10, ISPA 2)
96 finished actions - found In total 96 finished actions were
indications of fraud
found indications of fraud (including
administrative recovered debts totaling
4.615.302 €) for:
 post-accession period: 54
control
actions
completed
with
indications of fraud (POSDRU 28,
FEADR 26) ;
 pre-accession period: 42
control actions com-pleted with
indications of fraud; (SAPARD 42)
Table 9 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2012
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/raport_dlaf/DLAF_Raportul
anual
de
activitate2012_ro.pdf )
Control activities
Intimation source Objective of control actions
DLAF
documents
for control actions
submitted to the Managing
Authority of European funds ,
to other national authorities
and
to
the
European
Commission structures
1
2
3
4
5
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- in - a total of 310, of 310 actions in In total 310 actions in progress  129 Notes of control
2012 which 194 were finished;progress
– checking the obtaining (from
and which 96 for fraud, 6 for
- from the total of 310
utilization of funds from the: irre-gularities
and
27
actions, 230 were opened
 post-accession period:unconfirmed);
222
during the year;
(FEADR 50, SAPS 20, POSDRU 63,  control documents
- from 152 finished
POSCCE 53, POR 16, POS Transport
have been used as evidence for
actions, in 96 were found
1, PODCA 8, Border Cooperation
NAD2,
pre-paration
by
indications of fraud, in 7 have
POAT 2, POS Environment
prosecutors
6,
to 23 indictments
found irregu-larities and in the
Schengen 1);
(of which 15 to the DLAF's
49 the facts notified do not
 pre-accession period:
complaint
88
and 8 to the NAD's
have confirmed
(SAPARD 55, PHARE 18, complaint)
ISPA
for the indictment
1
8,Youth Ld V 7)
of 56 defendants;
2
3
4
For 230 actions In total 230 actions opened 5
1.375
reports
opened during theduring
year: the year - checking the 
NAD 65; OLAFobtaining
26;
and utilization of fundssubmitted by DLAF related to
irregularities for OLAF (of
Mana-ging authority 60;
which 730 initial reports and
Inti-mation Office 53;
645 update reports)
Audit Authority at the
Roma-nian Court of
Accounts 13; DIOCT 3;
Others10
152
completed 152 completed actions (in
actions
value of 678.572.779 €, but the value
of financial estimated impact for
irregularities and possible fraud was
80.854.274 € )
96
finished In total 96 finished actions
actions
were were
found found indications of fraud
indications of fraud(including admini-strative recovered
debts totaling 1.706.851,16 € and
4.299.021,52 lei) for:
 post-accession period: 54
control ac-tions completed with
indications of fraud (POSDRU 28,
FEADR 26) ;
 pre-accession period: 42
control ac-tions completed with
indications of fraud; (SAPARD 42)
Table 10 - Extract from the Report of the DLAF in 2013
(Source:www.antifrauda.gov.ro/docs/Raportul anual de activitate2013.pdf )
Control activities Intimation source for Objective of control actions
control actions
184
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- in - a total of
2013 290,
of
which 194
were
finished;
- from the
total
of
290
actions,
132 were
ope-ned
during the
year;
- from 194
finished
actions, in
93 were
found
indications
of fraud,
in 10 have
found irregularities
and in the
91
the
facts
notified do
not have
confirmed

ECONOMY AND MANAGEMENT

For 290 actions in
progress: NAD 102;
DIOCT 3; OLAF 21;
Mana-ging authority 96;
Intimation Office 41;
Audit Authority at the
Romanian Court of
Accounts 12; ANRMAP
4; Others 11.

For 132 actions opened
during the year: NAD
61; OLAF 1; Managing
authority 59; Intimation
Office
3;
Audit
Authority
at
the
Romanian Court of
Accounts 2; Others: 6.

For 194 completed
actions:
NAD
57;
DIOCT 3; OLAF 20;
Managing au-thority58;
Intimation Office 39;
Audit Authority at the
Romanian Court of
Accounts 9; ANRMAP

In total 290 actions in progress –
checking the obtaining and utilization
of funds from the:
 post-accession period: 244 (PNDR
60, SAPS 30, POSDRU 47, POSCCE
58, POR 22, POS Transport 7, PODCA
7, Interregional cooperation1, Border
Coopera-tion1, Operational Programme
for Fisheries 1, POS Envi-ronment 5,
Others 6);
 pre-accession period: 46 (SAPARD
23, PHARE 7, ISPA 8,Youth in Action
8)
In total 132 actions opened during the
year – checking the obtaining and
utilization of funds from the:
 post-accession period: 122 (PNDR
45, SAPS 18, POSDRU 16, POSCCE
15, POR13, POS Transport7, PODCA
2,
Interregional
cooperation
1,
Operational Pro-gramme for Fisheries
1, POS Environment 1, Life+PEAD
Grant Contract 3);
 pre-accession period:10 (SAPARD 2,
PHARE2, ISPA4, Youth in Action 2)
In total 194 completed actions (in value
of 624.466.739,13 €, but the value of
financial
estimated
impact
for
irregulari-ties and possible fraud was
31.623.093,47 € ) - checking the
obtaining and utilization of funds from
the:
 post-accession period: 153;
185

submitted to
the Managing
Authority of
European
funds , to other
national
authorities and
to
the
European
Commission
structures
139 Notes of
con-trol (from
which 114 for
NAD3
for
DIOCT, 3 for
The
Prosecutors‘
office attached
to Court of
Appeal
in
Cluj,
The
Prosecutors‘
office attached
to Law Court
from
Piatra
Neamt
and
The
Prosecutors‘
office attached
to Law Court
from the sector
No
1
Bucharest) and
60 Addresses
for
information;

control
documents
have been used
as evidence for
NAD
preparation by
prose-cutors to
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4; Individual person 3;  pre-accession period: 41 (SAPARD 23
indictLegal person 1.
23, PHARE 6, ISPA 5, Youth in ments
(of
Action72)
which 12 to
the
DLAF's
complaint and
93 finished actions - 93 finished actions - found indications
11
to
the
found indica-tions of of fraud (including administrative
NAD's
fraud: NAD 36; DIOCT recovered debts totaling 4.971.702 €) complaint) for
3; OLAF 1; Managing for:
the indictment
authority35; Intimation  post-accession period: 79 control
of 40 deOffice 10;
Audit actions completed with indications of
fendants.
Authori-ty
at
the fraud;
Romanian Court of  pre-accession period: 14 control
Accounts 6; Individual actions completed with indications of
person 1; Legal person fraud; (SAPARD 4, PHARE 4, ISPA 2,
1.
Youth in Action 4)
The main types of irregularities / frauds identified by DLAF were related to utilization
of false documents, changing the destination of EU funds received, non-compliance with
public procure-ment, including conflict of interest for the persons involved in the process.
Analyzing the informa-tion presented in the above tables (from Table1 to Table 9) we
formulate the following conclusions:
- from one year to another, increasing the irregularities and fraud detected by DLAF;
- the process for trial and conviction of guilty persons of criminal fraud in the EU
funds is very slow;
- frequent legislative changes affecting in a negative way DLAF's activities, because
legislative gaps from time to time help guilty person to perform fraudulent operations;
- lack of cooperation between professionals ‗bodies and specialists hampering DLAF's
activities.
Considering the above conclusions, we can say that the no1 hypothesis is verified,
meaning that: "There is a direct relationship between the increase in value of irregularities
and fraud specified in DLAF activity reports during 2005-2013 on the one hand and lack of
cooperation of this institution with professional bodies concerned, on the other hand (H1)".
4. Financial corrections for European funds projects, irregularities and fraud
reported by the European Parliament, regarding Romania
On 17 July 2014, the European Parliament published the report of the European
Council for 2013, regarding the Fight against fraud for EU funds. In this report is presented
the situation of Romania (together with other European countries) regarding financial
corrections on 31.12.2013 for EU funds, irregularities identified and reported or not as
fraudulent, by the bodies involved. Extracts from this report regarding the issues mentioned
are shown in the tables below (Tables 11-13).
Table 11 – Financial corrections implemented under shared management (EUR
million)
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http://ec.europa.eu/anti_fraud/documents/reports-

Table 12 – Irregularities reported as fraudulent
(Source:
http://ec.europa.eu/anti_fraud/documents/reportscommission/2013/1_act_part1_en.pdf )

Table 13 – Irregularities not reported as fraudulent
(Source:
http://ec.europa.eu/anti_fraud/documents/reportscommission/2013/1_act_part1_en.pdf )
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Taking into account the information contained in the above tables (Tables 11-13) we
formulated the following conclusions:
- Romania has many shortcomings, which resulted in more controls by the bodies
concerned for the early identification of fraud;
- irregularities reported as fraudulent for Romania were most from rural development
domain;
- frequent monitoring of Romania and legislative changes in our country have allowed
the recording of a smaller number of cases (even as value) compared to other European
countries;
- responsibility of decision makers in companies or institutions that benefit of
European funds, can be achieved by involving members of professional bodies.
Considering the above conclusions, we can say that the no2 hypothesis is verified,
meaning that:
"There is a direct relationship between financial corrections for European funds
projects on the one hand, and irregularities and fraud which were discovered in this area, in
Romania and reported by the European Parliament, on the other hand (H2)".
5. Conclusions, limits and perspectives
In order to aid the specialists in this field, experts from the Academic Society of
Romania (the longest-standing active think tank in Romania) published a "Manual of fraud of
EU funds".
Taking into considerations all the information presented above, we conclude that our
hypothesis are verified. But, most of all is important to emphasize the important role of
implication for expert accountants, auditors, tax consultants and evaluators in the management
of EU funds, together with DLAF-AFCOS Romania and other involved entities. However,
our research has been subject to certain limits, namely:
- lack of information on DLAF agreement for collaboration with professional bodies;
- lack of detailed information about actual amounts recovered from individuals and /
or legal guilty persons for defrauding EU funds.
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These limits will become future prospects of our research with the direct purpose of
improving the relationship between academia and business, and to contribute to the efforts of
DLAF and profesional bodies.
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