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Executive Summary  

According to article 31(1) of the Municipalities Law (L. 111/1985), the provisions of the Law on Election of 

Members of the Parliament of 1979 (L.72/1979), except of specific provisions, are implemented, subject 

to the proportions and the elections of Mayors and Municipal Councilors. 

According to article 52(5) of the Law on Election of Members of the Parliament of 1979 (L.72/1979), the 

Auditor General of the Republic, having audited the expenses of the candidates, prepares relevant Reports 

for publication on the Government Gazette. According to paragraph 6, of the above article, the Auditor 

General audits the advertising expenses of the candidates, based on aggregate reports sent to him by the 

bodies offering advertising services. 

Although the number of candidates was 2.016, however only 2.012 Electoral Expenses Reports (EER) 

were submitted for audit at our Office. During the audit, various weaknesses and omissions were 

noted, regarding, among others, the inappropriate completion of the said Reports by the 

candidates, as well as the  receiving procedure by the District Administrations (DA).  Weaknesses 

were also noted, regarding the information provided to our Office by the bodies offering advertising 

services to the candidates.  

Within the frameworks of the primary audit, which must be carried out after receiving the EER from 

the Election Commissioners, in order to avoid any subsequent time-consuming procedures, for 

securing additional and/or supplementary information by the candidates ; a procedure burdening 

the public funds with extra administrative cost, our Office recommended the implementation of 

good audit practices, proportional to the required result and based on the provisions of the current 

legislation.  

More specifically, our Office, based on the audit finding, recommended, among others, the 

following: 

 The EER should be stamped by the DA  upon receipt, noting the date, in order to be able to 

verify their receipt date. Also, it should be confirmed that these are accompanied by the 

statements of the candidate and his/her electoral representative (Form 3 and 4), which must 

be ascertained , either under oath or officially, appropriately. 

 The DA, when receiving the EER, must carry out a preliminary check, regarding any 

ambiguities and/or mistakes regarding their appropriate completion and/or the support of 

the expenses stated with the relevant documents, especially regarding the advertising 

expenses, since the amounts stated by the candidates must be compared to the aggregate 

reports that the bodies offering advertising services must send to our Office, according to 

the Law on Election of Members of the Parliament of 1979 (L.72/1979), article 52(6). 

 The lists of the candidate Mayors and Municipal Councilors, after being finalized but before 

the elections, should be submitted electronically to our office by the General Election 
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Commissioner. In these electronic lists, as well as in the EER, reference should be made to 

the candidates’ identity card number, in order to be able to identify them, since we found 

synonyms that made the relevant audit difficult.  

Our Office’s opinion is that the audit regarding the completeness and the appropriate information 

of the EER, as well as the review of the forms and particulars submitted by the candidates, are the 

Commissioner’s minimum obligation, upon their receipt, so that any omissions and weaknesses 

should be indicated to the candidates and/or their electoral representatives, since, according to 

article 52(1), the EER submitted to the Commissioners by the electoral representatives, must be 

accurate.    

Taking into account all of the above, our Office recommends that the Ministry of Interior should 

specify a single policy/system of internal audit, regarding the receipt of the EER by the 

Commissioners. 

Our Service also recommended entering the particulars and data, stated on the EER and/or based 

on the forms attached on the said Reports, in a suitable software. This is considered necessary for 

purposes of data processing and analysis regarding the receipt of the EER, imposing a penalty 

payment and the relevant expenses, based on the provisions and the requirements of the 

legislation. We highlighted that this is really time-consuming and it does not concern audit work, 

burdening the limited human resources of our Office. 

Carrying out the said job by the DA is expected to result to the faster recording of EER particulars 

and data, tracing any mistakes and omissions, before submitting them to our Office for audit, to the 

reduction of the relevant administrative cost and the completion (by our Office) of the audit, as 

soon as possible, since the man days required for entering the particulars and data will be 

distributed to the 6 (six) DA. 

Relevant to the issue of completing the audit, within specific time frameworks, is also the letter of 

the Advocate General to the Director General of the Ministry of Interior, dated 24.7.2019, according 

to which, by a recent amendment of article 88 of the Criminal Proceedings Law, Cap. 155, the list of 

offences falling within the limitation periods has been expanded. More specifically, for the offences 

for which the imprisonment does not exceed the 12 months or the penalty does not exceed €1.708, 

the limitation periodis 12 months after committing the criminal offence. 

In this regard and irrespective to the above mentioned, the separation of duties should be imposed, 

so that the auditor will not have the responsibility of both entering and auditing the correctness and 

completeness of the said particulars and data.   


