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The OLAF report

GAYLE Kimberley, the lobbyist whom Swed-
ish Match paid !5,000 to secure access to John 
Dalli, was an accomplice with Silvio Zammit 
in the preparation and facilitation of contacts 
and the alleged bribe requests that brought 
down the former EU commissioner.

The 37-year-old lawyer and former em-
ployee of the European Council’s legal service 
was clearly identified by the EU’s anti-fraud 
office, OLAF, as having been involved in the 
attempt to ask Swedish Match and the Euro-
pean Smokeless Tobacco Council (ESTOC) 
for !60 million and !10 million, respec-
tively, by creating the impression that John 
Dalli could reverse the EU’s ban on snus, 
the smokeless tobacco that Swedish Match 
produces.

The revelation is manifestly spelt out in 
the 43-page report that OLAF made of its 
investigation between May and September 
2012, which states that both Silvio Zammit 
and Gayle Kimberley could have been ac-
complices in the alleged offence of bribery or 
trading in influence.

The report, obtained by MaltaToday despite 
having been kept under wraps by the Maltese 
police and the Attorney General, even dur-
ing the ongoing judicial proceedings against 
Silvio Zammit, raises serious questions as 
to why the Maltese police refused to charge 

Kimberley when OLAF described her as “a 
person concerned.”

“Ms Kimberley was initially considered 
a witness, but based on the information 
gathered in the course of the investigation 
her status was changed to that of a person 
concerned (August 2012),” OLAF said in its 

final report.
“According to evidence collected it has ben 

ascertained that Kimberley was not telling 
the truth… depending on the interpretation 
of facts, she might be responsible for bribery 
or trading in influence.”

So far, Kimberley is being treated as a wit-
ness in the compilation of evidence against 
Zammit in Malta, where he is charged with 
bribery, trading in influence and money laun-
dering. The impression given by prosecuting 
officers is that Kimberley – who became a 
person of interest in the OLAF investigation 
after her initial interrogation in Portugal on 
14 June 2012 – is that she was not involved in 
Zammit’s bribe request.

In the course of investigations, OLAF found 
that Kimberley lied to Swedish Match when 
she claimed that she was present at a 10 Feb-
ruary 2012 meeting with Dalli and Zammit, 
where the issue of money being exchanged in 
return for lifting the snus ban was floated.

The OLAF report, which has emerged six 
months after Dalli resigned on 16 October, 
after being read a covering letter to the 
report by European Commission president 
José Barroso, also categorically states that 
there is “no conclusive evidence of the direct 
participation” of Dalli “either as instigator or 
as mastermind of the operation of requesting 
money in exchange for the political services 
as expressed by Silvio Zammit.”

However, according to OLAF chief Giovan-
ni Kessler’s letter to Attorney General Peter 
Grech on 17 October, “there are a number of 
unambiguous and converging circumstantial 
items of evidence gathered in the course of 
the investigation, indicating that Commis-
sioner John Dalli was actually aware of both 
the machinations of Silvio Zammit and the 
fact that the latter was using his name and 
position to gain financial advantages.”

This claim had been made clear by Kessler 

in his press conference of the same date in 
Brussels.

And this very same conclusion appears to 
have been made based solely on the tel-
ephone logs not conversations made between 
Silvio Zammit and John Dalli. Unknown or 
not to Kessler – but either way, conveniently 
omitted – is the entire list of telephone calls 
that Silvio Zammit made to not just John 
Dalli, but other PN and government officials 
that day, such as PN secretary-general Paul 
Borg Olivier, former minister Michael Refalo 
and then minister George Pullicino, con-
versations which could very well have been 
related to political ‘gossip’. Also omitted were 
numerous calls made by Zammit to Greece 
about the privatisation of the lotteries in 
Malta.

But Kessler also posited two scenarios: that 
if both Zammit and Kimberley were acting on 
behalf of Dalli, then they should be accused 
as accomplices in bribery; or if they were mis-
using Dalli’s name “to create credibility in the 
perception” of Swedish Match and ESTOC, 
then they should be charged with trading in 
influence.

So far, only Zammit has been charged for 
having allegedly requested !60 million from 
Swedish Match and then !10 million from 
ESTOC, in a bid to reverse the EU ban on the 
sale of snus, which Swedish Match can only 
sell in Sweden.

Kimberley, on the other hand, is a witness 
in this case, but police have given no indica-
tion of charges being issued against her.

The OLAF investigation into the !60 
million bribe solicited by Silvio Zammit, a 

former Nationalist councillor in Sliema and 
restaurateur, concluded that Gayle Kimberley 
– a Swedish Match lobbyist – was involved in 
the alleged bribe requests.

From the evidence collected, OLAF inves-
tigators ascertained that Kimberley was not 
telling the truth in details concerning the 
events under investigation, aside from con-
tradictions in her statements on the contacts 
with Zammit, their content and intensity.

“Indications have been found that Ms 
Kimberley was involved in the alleged bribe 
requests expressed by Mr Silvio Zammit to 
both Swedish Match and ESTOC,” OLAF 
said.

Specifically, OLAF said that, depending on 
the interpretation of the facts, “she might 
be responsible for bribery and/or trading in 
influence” – a startling revelation indicat-
ing that Kimberley, while acting as Swedish 
Match’s lobbyist in Malta, was an accomplice 
to Zammit’s bribe request in exchange for 
lifting the EU ban on snus.

A bribe request was made on 13 Febru-
ary 2012 to Swedish Match’s Public Affairs 
Director Johann Gabrielsson – formerly a 
European Commission official who knew 
both Kimberley and her husband Matthew 
Kimberley when they were employed with 
the EU institutions – at Zammit’s café Peppi’s 
Kiosk in Sliema, in the presence of Gayle 
Kimberley.

Although Gabrielsson told Kimberley to in-
form Zammit that Swedish Match would not 
accept the !60 million offer and instructed 
her to cease contact with him, OLAF’s in-
vestigation shows that Kimberley continued 
communicating with Zammit afterwards.

DRAMATIS PERSONAE [ Malta ]

OLAF REPORT • THE MAIN THESIS

Kimberley’s 
husband Matthew 
sent Zammit 
a proposal for 
consultancy 
services that 
eventually was 
sent to ESTOC

From left: Silvio Zammit, long-standing Nationalist Party actavist who canvassed for Dalli in 2008 and 
owner of Peppi’s Kiosk in Sliema - Zammit is alleged to have asked Swedish Match’s public affairs 
director Johan Gabrielsson for !60 million to reverse the ban on snus. He is now being charged in the 
Maltese courts with bribery, trading in influence, and money laundering.

“Ms Kimberley 
was initially 
considered a 
witness, but 
based on the 
information 
gathered in the 
course of the 
investigation 
her status was 
changed to that 
of a person 
concerned.”

The smoking gun
Kimberley could have been playing 
a double game, while ‘snus’ baited 
Silvio Zammit to get at John Dalli
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ESTOC email that connects Kimberley
The most damning evidence is an 8 March 

2012 email that Zammit sent to ESTOC’s 
secretary-general, Inge Delfosse, where he 
advertised a list of services he could offer 
the smokeless tobacco lobby to procure a 
meeting with Dalli.

After having had his !60 million offer 
turned down by Swedish Match, Zammit 
copied to ESTOC the exact proposal of 
lobbying services that Kimberley herself had 
sent to Swedish Match way back in Novem-
ber 2011 when she was first employed by 
Gabrielsson to set up the meeting with Dalli.

This was no coincidence: it turns out that 
Kimberley’s husband Matthew, owner of 
the consultancy firm You Rock Ltd, had 
sent Zammit this proposal for consultancy 
services – a proposal which surely created 
some surprise for the Swedish Match direc-
tors in Brussels when they recognised the 
similarity.

In fact, in the 8 March email Zammit told 
ESTOC’s Inge Delfosse that You Rock Ltd 
would be “the vehicle through which these 
services will be provided, a duly established 
Maltese company. Attached is the résumé of 
Dr Gayle Kimberley” – and it included the 
exact same bullet points of services Kimber-
ley first sent to Gabrielsson on 17 November 
2011 when she negotiated her fee.

Delfosse replied on 15 March, apologising 
to Zammit for not getting back to him soon-
er. But at this stage, Swedish Match’s Patrik 
Hildingsson – who was based in Brussels 
as chairman of ESTOC – had been alerted 
to Zammit’s new advance. Hildingsson told 
OLAF that, accordingly, he had instructed 
Delfosse “to be careful in responding or 
talking to Zammit after I learnt that he was 

contacting ESTOC. Until then, Delfosse 
was not informed about the proposal put 
forward to Swedish Match. But at that time 
I decided to reveal what I knew to her.”

This new development is perhaps the 
catalyst of what would become known as 
Dalligate.

Because at this moment, Swedish Match 
realised that Zammit – maybe suspecting 
how oblivious he was to the ESTOC-Swed-
ish Match connection – could be baited to 
make the multi-million-euro offer again.

Gabrielsson himself informed Gayle Kim-
berley that Zammit was using her services to 
make his offer to ESTOC.

But in two interviews to OLAF – first 
as a witness, then as a person of interest 
– Kimberley contradicts herself and then 
is belied by Gabrielsson. “Johann told me 
Silvio was trying to have the same deal with 
Inge, and that now he tried to appear more 
professional as he was using my consultancy 
proposal to present it as a package for his 
services. I told Johan that I was not part of 
this and that I have never had any discus-
sions with Silvio about this,” she told OLAF 
director Giovanni Kessler during her first 
interview in Troia, Portugal.

She claimed that she had not had 
further contact with Zammit, 
when the two exchanged over 
40 telephone calls and 110 
SMSs between 13 February 
and 5 July 2012 – well after 
her first interview on 14 June 
with Kessler.

Then in her second interview 
with Kessler at the Internal 
Audit and Investiga-
tion Department 
in Valletta, she 
retracted one 
notch, admit-
ting that it was 
her husband, 
Matthew Kim-
berley, who 
had forwarded 
on her behalf 
her proposal 
of services to 
Silvio Zam-
mit with the 
intention that 
it reach Brit-
ish American 
Tobacco – with 
whom Zam-
mit happened 
to be acquainted 
through its Maltese 
presence.

However she 
also alleged that it was 
Gabrielsson who had sug-
gested to her, while at dinner 
on the evening of 13 February, 
that BAT could be interested in her 
consultancy services – something 
Gabrielsson denied when quizzed 
by OLAF.

“Gabrielsson did not know 
anything about the possible in-
volvement of BAT or whether Ms 
Kimberley could have been work-
ing for BAT during this period,” 
OLAF said. “He never asked Ms 
Kimberley to contact BAT [for] any 
reason and cannot understand for 
what purpose.”

Enter Michel Petite: Barroso’s ‘ethics 
man’

15 March – With Zammit now suggesting 

to Delfosse that he could broker a meeting 
between “your boss and my boss” in Brus-
sels, Hildingsson and Gabrielsson spoke to 
their general counsel and head of compli-
ance, Frederik Peyron. He had previously 
suggested that they break off contact with 
Zammit and report the !60 million offer to 
the Swedish government.

Instead, using Inge Delfosse they en-
tertained Zammit’s new enquiry. What 
happened next was that they called Silvio 
Zammit on 29 March, recording the conver-
sation, in which he suggested a !10 million 
fee to broker the Dalli meeting, and then 
took the matter straight to the European 
Commission, courtesy of Michele Petite. 
Petite is a senior lobbyist at Clifford Chance, 

whose clients include Philip Morris, 
Swedish Match’s American partners. 
Not only that, but Petite was head of 
legal services at the European Council.

Peyron himself told OLAF what 
happened after the 29 March phone 
call: “We started planning for how to 
report this matter to the relevant EU 

authorities and contacted 
Michel Petite at Clif-

ford Chance to receive 
advice. At our request 
he contacted [EC 
secretary-general] 
Catherine Day, and 
we submitted a writ-

ten report on the 
matter.” 

In fact, Petite 
met Day before 
sending the 
report.

It remains 
unreported as 
to when Pe-
tite contacted 
Catherine 
Day and 
whether this 

took place 
over the next 

two months 
before Swedish 

Match officially 
wrote to her on 21 

May 2012. As irony would 
have it, Petite was sitting on 

José Barroso’s ethics commis-
sion on lobbying and trans-

parency. With Swedish Match 
as his client, informing his 

former colleague Catherine Day 
should have been only a matter 

of a phone call. The question is: 
Were members of the European 

Commission – people like Day 
and Barroso – already aware of the 
compromising recording?

And given the obvious link 
between Swedish Match and 
ESTOC, were they hoping that 
baiting Zammit would give 
them a new way of spiking the 

Tobacco Products Directive that 
was going to uphold the snus ban?

Dalligate

When Silvio Zammit’s !60 million request was refused, he tried his 
luck with the ESTOC lobby using a list of services forwarded to him by 
Gayle Kimberley’s husband.

Swedish Match then used ESTOC to bait Zammit, and used Barroso’s 
former head of the legal service to set the EU wheels in motion.

Gayle Kimberley, formerly employed at the European Council’s legal service - she knew Gabrielsson 
when he worked at the European Commission. In 2009 she took maternal leave and returned to Malta 
with husband Matthew Kimberley , a marketing expert and owner of You Rock Ltd. Rita Schembri, IAID 
head who assisted OLAF in its investigations in Malta. Right: John Dalli

After recording 
Zammit on 29 
March, Swedish 
Match’s lawyer 
Frederik Peyron 
informed Michel 
Petite, who 
contacted EC 
secretary-general 
Catherine Day
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Piecing together the interviews carried out 
by OLAF confirms the bizarre triangle that 
connects so many personages in the Dalligate 
affair.

The owner of an al fresco pizzeria in Sliema, 
Silvio Zammit’s name is synonymous with 
Sliema locals. In his political role, the life-
long Nationalist activist was a canvasser for 
Nationalist ministers like Michael Refalo and 
Michael Frendo, before being asked by the PN 
to canvass for John Dalli in 2008.

Zammit was introduced to the world of 
snus, the Swedish tobacco pouches, when he 
accompanied Thomas Hammargren to meet 
John Dalli at the Kempinski Hotel in Gozo, to 
present him with some documentation on 20 
August, 2010.

Hammargren had been Swedish Match’s 
vice-president for global corporate affairs un-
til 2007, but at the time of this meeting with 
Dalli he had been brought to Malta by British 
American Tobacco – which has a Maltese of-
fice together with Central Cigarettes – where 
he was head of harm reduction and smokeless 
tobacco like snus.

Clint Bajada, from BAT Malta, had called 
Zammit to have Dalli meet Hammargen, then 
also the president of ESTOC, the snus lobby. 
“I explained this to John and he told me that 
this is a hot issue because the Commission 
and, as far as I know, also Mr Dalli person-
ally was against the tobacco in general. Until 
that moment I did not know anything about 
snus, this was a completely new issue for me,” 
Zammit told OLAF during his first interview 
of 4 July 2012.

“The meeting was rather short, it lasted 
about 15 minutes,” Dalli told OLAF. “[Ham-
margren] passed on to me some Pricewater-
house reports on the issue of illegal trade of 
tobacco. We did not do any negotiation or 
discussion. The meeting was just between me 
and him. The role of Silvio was just to ask me 
in advance to meet this person. I am as acces-
sible as possible to people.”

On their way back from Gozo, Hammargren 
thanked Zammit – from then onwards, the 
snus network would widen.

Dreaming of becoming a millionaire
In October 2011, over a year after the Gozo 

meeting, Zammit emailed Hammargen on 

his ESTOC address to tell him that he would 
be coming up to Sweden with a friend of his, 
Mario Mercieca. Instead, he received a phone 
call from ESTOC secretary-general Inge Del-
fosse suggesting that they meet. “I did not 
know her until then, she was told by Mr Ham-
margren to meet me,” Zammit said.

So Zammit was met for lunch by Inge Del-
fosse, and Swedish Match’s spokesperson 
Rupini Bergstrom on 21 October 2011. At 
lunch in Stockholm, the three talked about 
snus and of course, about Zammit’s connec-
tion with Dalli, which Hammargren must 
have surely mentioned to Delfosse.

“She mentioned Johan Gabrielsson and a 
lawyer in Malta who I knew worked at the 
Maltese gaming authority, Dr Gayle Kim-
berley,” Zammit said. It seemed fortuitous: 
Zammit was a close friend of Iosif Galea, the 
gaming authority’s compliance manager, with 
whom Kimberley was having an affair (as 
Galea himself would later tell Maltese police 
investigators).

And here, the destinies of Zammit the busi-
nessman, and Gayle Kimberley collide.

During this lunch, Zammit calls Iosif Galea, 
telling him that Kimberley had been men-
tioned during his meeting with Delfosse and 
Rupini. Galea is at the LGA offices when he 
receives that call, because he tells co-worker 
Kimberley there and then.

Informed of the lunch, Swedish Match pub-
lic affairs director Johann Gabrielsson got 
in touch with Kimberley. He had known her 
since 2005, when Kimberley worked with his 
wife at the legal services of the EU Council. In 
2009, Kimberley left Brussels to take maternal 
leave and take up a job as a lawyer for the Lot-
teries and Gaming Authority in Malta.

As Gabrielsson described it to OLAF: 
“Knowing that she was working in Malta I 
thought it was a good opportunity to contact 
her… to find ways to reach Dalli and send 
him information relevant for the snus issue. I 
called her… and she was surprised by my call. 
She did not make a link with the telephone 
conversation she had had with Zammit in the 
presence of Delfosse” – a reference to the call 
Zammit must have made to Iosif Galea during 
the lunch meeting.

The two friends discussed the ban on snus, 
which is only retailed in Sweden under dero-

gation from an EU-wide ban. Swedish Match 
wanted the ban to be lifted, and John Dalli 
– commissioner for health and consumer af-
fairs – was pursuing a revision of the Tobacco 
Products Directive, and was apparently intent 
on keeping the snus ban. Not only Swedish 
Match wanted the ban lifted. Its American 
partners Philip Morris, who sell snus in the 
USA and the rest of the world, were also at 
loggerheads with Dalli over the EU’s inten-
tion to increase the size of health warnings on 
cigarette packets.

Kimberley mentioned that she knew Dalli, 
who happened to be an acquaintance of her 
mother’s partner, and that she was also aware 
of who Silvio Zammit was.

In the meantime, Zammit had returned to 
Malta from Sweden dreaming that he “could 
become a millionaire” if he could help the 
company get the ban lifted. As a photo of the 

Swedish threesome shows, included in the 
OLAF report, Delfosse and Bergstrom gifted 
Zammit with a few boxes of snus. In Malta, 
Zammit started with his online purchases of 
snus, which he then sold to the community 
of Scandinavians employed in the e-gaming 
businesses headquartered in Sliema.

Soon enough, Zammit spoke to Delfosse on 
the phone, putting himself at her service. “I did 
not mention the price, just said there will be 
six zeroes. I was ready to work hard but then I 
did not know exactly what they wanted…

“When I spoke with Gayle Kimberley to help 
me out with this I was a little bit confused. I 
did not know whether ESTOC and Swedish 
Match were linked. So we decided that Gayle 
was going to represent Swedish Match, and 
Inge Delfosse… was to continue speaking with 
me.”

On 17 November 2011, Kimberley emailed 

The OLAF report

MICHEL PETITE In and out through the revolving door

From left: (1) European Commission President José 
Manuel Durao Barroso - upon receiving the OLAF 
report’s covering letter, he instantly asked John Dalli 
to tender his resignation (2) Commission secretary-

general Catherine Day - she may have known of 
the alleged bribe way before Swedish Match wrote 
their complaint because Michel Petite (see above) 
called her to tell her what had happened in Malta 

How the story unfolded

1 32

Michel Petite (right)
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Gabrielsson a proposal: !5,000 for services 
provided by You Rock Ltd, Matthew Kimber-
ley’s consultancy firm, namely to draw up a 
presentation that would be given to Dalli in a 
meeting.

The pair met in Malta on 11 December. “It 
was understood by both Gayle and myself that 
Silvio Zammit was one of the options to arrive 
to the Commissioner, because he was a person 
which had shown personal interest in the mat-
ter as a business opportunity for him,” Gabri-
elsson said.

The ‘Meeting with Commissioner’ note
On familiar terms with Dalli, Zammit or-

ganised the meeting by calling him up on his 
mobile phone. Kimberley met Dalli, with Silvio 
Zammit, on 6 January 2012, at Dalli’s Porto-
maso office in St Julian’s.

“Silvio just sat there and listened. He was a 
pure spectator. I don’t think he is an expert on 
the subject,” Dalli said of the 20-minute meet-
ing with Kimberley.

“I repeated the present Commission position 
on the ban of snus which is not in favour of 
lifting the ban because there is a decision of the 
Court of Justice which we do not intend to re-
verse… she did not react to my statements.”

Later that day, Kimberley sent a positive re-
port to Gabrielsson. “You will be glad to hear 
he has an open mind and is no way pre-con-
ditioned... He did agree to look at the info he 
was given; he did not say he would reverse the 
situation or do a U-turn […]

“I think if any Commissioner has what it 
takes to lift the ban it’s this one. He did cite his 
decision on GMOs to demonstrate how ready 
he is to take unpopular but science-based and 

founded decisions…
“I liked his directness and his to-the-point 

manner. He has no moral, personal or strong 
opinions on the subject. I believe he is ready to 
take any decision so long as he has the backing 
for it. What the final carrot to tip the balance 
one way will be is too soon to say but so far so 
good. I think we should work towards the Feb-
ruary meeting and ensuring SM participate in 
the meeting not other snus producers…

“… by no means did he give me any assurance 
of lifting the ban but his openness to listen and 
willingness to take any decision he deems nec-
essary based on facts is very welcome.” 

A second meeting for 4 February was post-
poned, while Kimberley could not attend a sec-
ond meeting on 10 February. Instead she pre-
pared a note for Zammit with points he should 
ask Dalli: in the ‘Meeting with Commissioner’ 

note, which Kimberley gave to Zammit, the 
following notes were typed out – 

- ‘Give him very short bedside reading 
(3 documents);

- ‘Ask him to nominate someone in his 
Cabinet who should contact Gayle directly for 
anything he/she or the Commissioner needs 
which is snus-related (information, documen-
tation, argument etc) and how Gayle could 
have direct access to (to feed information etc)

- ‘Who are Dalli’s “friends” in the 
Commission (which other Commissioners); 
who is he relying on, and in general what coun-
tries does he have a good relation with?

- ‘SM = !500 mio, 50% of which is an-
nual profit

- ‘How does he intend to proceed re 
the snus ban and what does he need?’

Kimberley claimed that Zammit returned 
with the answers hand-written on the same 
paper she gave him, probably jotted down by 
Silvio. On the third point, there was written 
‘France ??’, an ‘S’ next to the fourth point, and 
finally ‘suggest to NO BAN. Ready to Meet 
Chief Executive’ below the fifth.

10 February meeting
In the meantime, Kimberley gave Gabrielsson 

the impression that she had met Dalli again that 
same day on 10 February. “She sounded a little 
agitated and upset. She told me that we should 
meet. I asked her if there was good or bad news 
and she replied that it was up to me to judge it. 
She asked who in Swedish Match was able to 
make a financial commitment. I replied that it 
was important to understand [what] the issue 
at stake was and that we would have clarified it 
during the meeting we were going to have.”

But there was nothing at this point to suggest 
that the 10 February meeting with Kimberley 
had never happened. Dalli himself told OLAF 
he did meet Zammit that day – the feast of St 
Paul in Malta – but claimed it had nothing to 
do with the snus issue, and that it was about 
Zammit having been accepted as a PN candi-
date for the local council elections.
Overhearing his telephone conversation with 

Dalligate

DRAMATIS PERSONAE [ Brussels ]

Former head of EU legal services Michel Petite today serves Philip Morris - 
Swedish Match’s US partners - through the Clifford Chance firm. Controversially 
he sits on Barroso’s ethics committee on transparency and lobbying

(3) Frederik Peyron, Swedish Match 
general counsel, who informed Petite 
(4) Patrik Hildingsson, Swedish Match 
vice-president and the chairman of 

ESTOC, the smokeless tobacco lobby (5) Johann 
Gabrielsson, Swedish Match public affairs director, 
who got in touch with Gayle Kimberley and was the 
first to hear of Zammit’s !60 million request (6) Inge 

Delfosse, the ESTOC secretary-general who got in touch 
with Silvio Zammit and then invited him for lunch in 
Stockholm with Rupini Bergstrom, the Swedish Match 
spokesperson.

Petite (b. 1947) starts his career the EU 
institutions in 1975 and ends with six 
years as the Head of Legal Affairs at the 
European Council.
Since 2008, Petite works for Clifford 
Chance, where lobbies former colleagues 
on behalf of Phillip Morris. Despite this, 
he is still appointed head of the Ethics 
Committee responsible for monitoring 
conflicts of interest. Despite the worries of 
transparency campaigners in the aftermath 
of DalliGate, Petite was re-appointed in 
December 2012 for another three years. 
His profile at the Clifford Chance website 
emphasises his broad experience in 
Brussels: At the Legal Service, Michel Petite 
was:  heading a staff of 200 providing 
advice to the Commission on proposed 
legislation, decisions and investigations, 
as well as representing the Commission at 
the European Court of Justice and at the 
World Trade Organisation. He was also a 
former legal adviser to three Commission 
Presidents: Jacques Delors, Romano Prodi 
(as Head of Cabinet), and José Manuel 
Barroso.
Petite’s role at Clifford Chance includes 
lobbying. Talking about their “Political 
Advocacy Strategy’, Clifford Chance tells 
potential clients: “You may be faced with 
the prospect of a regulatory development 

or policy decision that threatens the very 
nature of your business [...] 
“You will need to know who to approach 
and when, and how best to represent your 
interests to government. You may need to 
track the progress of new legislation in 
your national Parliament or a proposal for a 
Directive in the EU institutions. 
“We offer a blend of legal and political 
expertise and can assist in preparing 
position papers, approaching government 
or the EU institutions, campaigning, 
responding to public consultations, advising 
on the parliamentary and political process, 
and drafting and tabling amendments to 
proposed legislation.”

Dalligate
Michel Petite engages in lobbying activity 
in the EU Commission on behalf of his 
clients. In December 2012 it was revealed 
that he had two meetings on behalf of 
Philip Morris with his former colleagues at 
Legal Affairs: two brief conversations took 
place with Legal Service officials.
Petite mentioned that his law firm provided 
legal advice to a tobacco company (Philip 
Morris International) and set out his 
views on some legal issues of tobacco 
legislation,” after which “Director-General 
Luis Romero asked to be personally updated 

by Mr Petite of his legal counsel activities 
in this area” leading to a meeting on 14 
November 2012.
On 14 January 2013, the EU-Watchdog 
organisation, Corporate Europe Observatory, 
along with Lobby Control and Corporate 
Accountability International, submitted a 
formal complaint to European Commission 
President Barroso over Petite’s controversial 
re-appointment 
The groups pointed out that “Article 
4 of the 2003 Commission decision on 
establishing the ad hoc ethical committee 
states that the appointment of a member 
requires their ‘independence, an impeccable 
record of professional behaviour as well 
as sound knowledge of the existing legal 
framework and working methods of the 
Commission’”. 
MEPs have also been critical of Petite’s 
re-appointment. EPP deputy Inge Graessle 
said the decision was “lacking in instinct” 
and was an “impossible act”. Green MEP 
José Bové, branded the appointment a 
“disgrace”. “Rules have been put in place 
that are binding [in the] convention on 
tobacco control, which says that you cannot 
have relationships that are under the table. 
All EU member states have signed up to 
this. There are clear rules, and those rules 
have not been applied.”
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The OLAF report

Kimberley in their Brussels office, vice-presi-
dent Patrik Hildingsson – chairman of ESTOC 
– noted Gabrielsson’s concern. “He said some-
thing had gone very wrong in Malta, but Kim-
berley can’t tell [him] about it on the phone.”  
 Gabrielsson flew to Malta alone on 12 Feb-
ruary, and met Kimberley at lunchtime on 13 
February to meet Silvio Zammit at his Sliema 
pizzeria. “He was not present but Kimberley 
told me he would have come later, when the 
two of us would have spoken.”

Here Kimberley told Gabrielsson of the 10 
February meeting, saying that Dalli appeared 
very well informed about the snus debacle, that 
he “understood the absurdity of having the list 
of tobacco products excluded from the inter-
nal market; that he was aware of all the positive 
health effects that snus had in Sweden; that he 
had sufficient support within the Commission 
to defend this point.”

Gabrielsson says that at this point Kimberley 
added that – it was either Dalli or Zammit who 
said it – lifting the ban would have a big nega-
tive effect on Dalli’s political career “and that it 
would be costly.”

“Then Kimberly added that Dalli left the 
meeting and once again, I don’t know if it was 
Dalli or Zammit who told [her] that no further 
contacts would have occurred between Dalli 
and Kimberley, and [that] all future contact on 
the issue would have been maintained between 
Zammit and Kimberley. After another conver-
sation I had with Kimberley, my impression is 
that it was Dalli himself who passed this in-
struction to Kimberley to never contact him 
and again always pass through Zammit.”

Kimberley then told Gabrielsson, referring to 
Dalli: “He wants money”, without mentioning 
any figure but adding that it was a lot.

At this point Zammit arrived, carrying with 
him the papers that Swedish Match had sent 
Kimberly on the science of snus, and repeated 
the same things that Kimberley had just told 
Gabrielsson. As the conversation unfolded, 
Zammit demonstrated his own knowledge of 
both Swedish Match’s financial situation and 
of the potential enormous profit it stood to 
gain from lifting the snus ban.

“Zammit said the operation would have a 
cost. At that stage he said the amount to be 
paid to Dalli was !60 million,” Gabrielsson said 
of Zammit, who jokingly offered him his heart 
medication. “My reaction was to tell him ‘how 
would he imagine that a publicly-listed com-
pany makes !60 million disappear’. His reply 
was that ‘if there is a will, there is a way’.”

Swedish Match refuse to pay
Back at his hotel, Gabrielsson informed an 

“astonished” Patrick Hildingsson of what had 
happened. Later that day, he dined with Gayle 
and Matthew Kimberley. “I expressed my as-
tonishment [at the request] and I insisted on 
my opinion that this would never be accepted. 
Kimberley’s husband followed the conversa-
tion with certain amusement and found that 
the situation was exciting.”

Kimberley claimed she was embarrassed: 
“When he asked me for Silvio’s credentials 
I did not have any idea that he would ask for 
money. Johann asked me if I thought that this 
was money to go to the Commissioner.” 

Contrary to Gayle Kimberley’s statement to 
OLAF, at no point at this dinner did Gabriels-
son suggest that she should put her services to 
British-American Tobacco – a curious state-

ment that would later cement the perception 
of the intense relationship between the Kim-
berley couple and Silvio Zammit.

Gabrielsson returned to Brussels on 14 
February to meet Frederik Peyron, Swedish 
Match’s general counsel in charge of corpo-
rate compliance, who had been informed of 
the situation by Hildingsson. “It was very clear 
from the very beginning that none of us even 
considered paying the amount requested,” 
Hildingsson told OLAF.

“We had a discussion or rather a concern 
that we would be penalised for not paying. 
Even a concern of reporting this without any 
clear evidence of Dalli’s involvement (word 
against word) came up. We decided to inform 
the Swedish government since we also felt that 
this was a Swedish issue beyond just a Swedish 
corporation.”

Gabrielsson was instructed to cease contact 
and on 21 February he told Kimberley that 
Swedish Match would not pay. “Her reaction 
was that she would inform Zammit about that. 
She said ‘I had already told Zammit before the 
meeting that they will never accept that’.”

In the meantime, Dalli was finalising the re-
vised tobacco laws: meeting tobacco lobbies and 
health NGOs on the 7 March, and carrying out 
an impact assessment of the law, which included 
the ban on snus, planned for the 21 March.

When, towards 29 March, the EC’s health di-
rectorate (Sanco) was preparing to uphold the 
snus ban, Gabrielsson contacted Kimberley ask-
ing her if the development was linked to the re-
fusal of the bribe. “She said that she did not have 
any contact with Zammit after she informed 
him about our position” – a claim that would 
eventually be disproved by OLAF’s analysis of 
telephone exchanges between the two.

In a later interview with OLAF on 19 Septem-
ber, Gabrielsson would learn that Kimberley had 
not been present for the 10 February meeting – 
ostensibly the meeting in which Dalli or Zam-
mit would have floated the money request. It 
was here that Gabrielsson learnt that Kimberley 
had lied to him about the meeting, as he would 
later tell Green MEP José Bové: “It was only dur-
ing the long investigations with OLAF that [it 
turned out] that Gayle was not in the second 
meeting... [OLAF] had clearly already revealed 
this in investigations,” Gabrielsson told Bové.

In fact, OLAF’s transcript of the interview – 
which paraphrases Gabrielsson – suggests that 
the investigators asked him whether he felt 
Kimberley was in on the !60 million bribe. “She 
acted like a middleman. She never expressed 
that she did not want to participate in the meet-
ing and she never said that she did not want the 
meeting to take place. On the other hand I did 
not have the impression that she was part of the 
offer or deal.”

Kimberley claimed she was embarrassed with 
Zammit’s indecent proposal, she was still in 
constant contact with Silvio Zammit, even after 
Gabrielsson instructed her that Swedish Match 
would not pay. Ten SMSes and two telephone 
calls took place between Kimberley and Zammit 
between 7 March and 8 March 2012. Through-
out the period of March, an exchange of calls 
took place between Zammit and Kimberley, and 
also between Zammit and Dalli

Although Kimberley told OLAF that Zammit 
“pestered her” after his offer was turned down 
by Swedish Match, telephone records show that 
she was contacting Zammit regularly and rely-
ing on his assistance for various matters. OLAF 

deemed that her claims that she was not in 
contact with Zammit, were contradicted by the 
constant exchange of phone calls – 40 telephone 
calls and 110 SMSes between 13 February 2012 
and 5 July 2012.

 Sometime in mid-March, much to the sur-
prise of Swedish Match officials, Silvio Zammit 
emailed ESTOC with a similar replica of Kim-
berley’s proposal that she had sent back in No-
vember 2011. Gabrielsson had told Kimberley 
that Zammit was trying to make the same deal 
with Inge Delfosse by using her consultancy 
proposal and present it as a package for his serv-
ices. “I told Johann that I was not part of this and 
that I have never had any discussions with Silvio 
about this. I never had any further contacts with 
Silvio on the snus issue,” she claimed.

When on 7 September, she was again inter-
viewed at the IAID offices in Valletta by Giovan-
ni Kessler, this time accompanied by her lawyer 
Gianella de Marco, Kimberley said that t it was 
her husband who had sent the proposal to Zam-
mit, ostensibly to be forwarded to BAT.

Gabrielsson would later deny having talked 
about BAT during his dinner with the Kimber-
ley couple.

The 29 March telephone call
OLAF investigators believed that the recorded 

conversation refers to talk about John Dalli, 
considering that on 16 March Delfosse asked 
Zammit how much would he charge to organise 
an “informal meeting with Dalli in Brussels”.

OLAF also sets store in the fact that in the 
phone call, Delfosse mentions “John” twice; 
Zammit mentions “high level meetings” and ref-
erence to his “boss”; Zammit refers to both him-
self and someone else by saying “tell us where 
you want to do it”; Zammit states that “when 
you have a high person who works in favour of 
it, he’s risking”; and on the payment request, 
Zammit says that “this is the price he’s asking”.

Zammit would later tell OLAF that he was act-
ing on his own.

After finishing this telephone call, Zammit 
spoke to Gayle Kimberley for more than 25 min-
utes in a call made at 3:34pm. Later at 5:10pm, 
Dalli called Zammit twice in calls lasting 15 and 
26 seconds.

With the recording of the Zammit conversa-
tion of 29 March, where he requested !10 mil-
lion with a view to lift the snus ban, Swedish 
Match’s general counsel Frederik Peyron de-
cided to inform Clifford Chance lobbyist Michel 
Petite - formerly head of legal services of the 
European Council - who on his part informed 
the European Commission’s secretary-general 
Catherine Day.

On 21 May, Swedish Match officially filed a 
complaint with Day, and the case was taken to 
OLAF on 25 May.

Portugal interview
Kimberley was on official business for the LGA 

in Troia, in Portugal, on 14 June when Giovanni 
Kessler informed her of the OLAF investigation 
and carried out an interview between 10:15am 
and 4:31pm.

Also in Portugal was co-worker Iosif Galea, 
Zammit’s friend, who immediately after learn-
ing of the OLAF investigation contacted Zam-
mit on the matter.

In her claims to OLAF, Kimberley said that 
Zammit had told her that Dalli was interested 
in knowing what savings in health care could be 

made by lifting the ban; and that he could face 
down any criticism.

But Zammit also wanted to be paid, accord-
ing to Kimberley, hoping that he would get ex-
clusive rights to sell snus in the rest of Europe, 
and then that lifting the ban was a risk for Dalli’s 
political career.

“Silvio told me that if I wanted, he could try 
and push for the lifting of the ban. Silvio was 
telling me things that were obviously coming 
from the Commissioner. Silvio did not know 
anything about the subject… I knew that they 
technical things were coming from the Com-
missioner or maybe Inge, and not from Silvio. 
Silvio was not the kind of person to be able to 
know these things and details.”

On the 10 February meeting - which OLAF 
would later find out did not include Kimberley 
- the lawyer claimed that she had been asked to 
leave the room after receiving the answers to the 
questions of Swedish Match from Dalli. “I told 
Johann that the Commissioner nominated for 
contacts with him only Silvio. I said to Johan that 
Silvio had now said that the matter is no longer 
a cause and that there was a price for pushing 
further. I made it clear to him that I was out of 
this and that he should deal directly with Silvio 
from now on. I was very upset and annoyed with 
Silvio to be put in such position.”

Zammit interviewed by OLAF
In his second interview with OLAF – held the 

day after his first interview – Silvio Zammit was 
forthright in admitting that his emails to Inge 
Delfosse in mid-March, referred to cash pay-
ments even though he denied mentioning John 
Dalli in his conversation with Johann Gabriels-
son.

“I told Inge on several occasions that if I would 
have got my payment I would have also repaid 
her and all of them. That is why the amount is 
so big, because it is not all for me….”

But Zammit was cagey when faced with 
Gabrielsson’s statement that he had asked 
Swedish Match for !60 million to be paid to 
Dalli.

“My answer is ‘ha-ha-ha’,” Zammit said.
OLAF director Giovanni Kessler, who con-

ducted the interview at the offices of the In-
ternal Audit and Investigations Department 
in Valletta, face Zammit with the fact that he 
asked for !10 million during a 29 March tel-
ephone call to Delfosse, to broker a meeting 
with Dali.

“When I asked Inge for the money I insisted 
that I always ask her for my services only and 
not for what you are stating…”

Kessler asked him: could you tell who is your 
boss that you are referring to in this telephone 
conversation?

“God.”
Kessler: Did you ask for money on behalf of 

Commissioner Dalli as it appears in the tele-
phone conversation of 29 March 2012?

“No, this is not true and I did not do it even in 
this telephone conversation. I never mentioned 
the Commissioner…. OLAF is manipulating 
the conversation, the documentation and the 
evidence at their hands.”

Dalli interviewed by OLAF
OLAF’s investigations, and their records 

of the telephone exchanges, also suggest that 
Zammit may have kept Dalli informed of what 
had happened – even though Dalli always 
claimed that he became only aware of the 

Dear Mr Grech,

On 25/05/2013 OLAF opened an investigation 
regarding an alleged bribe request to economic 
operators in view to obtain the lifting of the EU 
ban on snus. Having completed all the necessary 
investigative activities I have no w closed this 
investigation.
I would like to inform you about the conclusions as 
set out in the attached Final Report:
On separate occasions, Mr Silvio Zammit requested 
two economic operators to pay bribes in exchange 
for ensuring a proposal for lifting of the EU ban on 
snus. The suggested action was a measure falling 
within the competence of the European commission, 

beneficial to the economic operators concerned.
More specifically, on 13/02/2012 one of the 
economic operators was requested to pay !60 
million. Following their refusal communicated on 
21/02/2012, Mr Silvio Zammit reiterated the request 
on 29/03/2012, this time addressing it to the other 
entity. The amount that he requested from the 
latter was !10 million.
On both occasions Mr Silvio Zammit referred to 
the name of the Commissioner John Dalli thus 
letting the representatives of the abovementioned 
economic operates to understand that he 
was acting on behalf of and in the benefit of 
the Commissioner. In making the necessary 
arrangements Ms Gayle Kimberley was also involved.

There is no conclusive evidence of the direct 
participation of Commissioner John Dalli either as 
instigator or as mastermind of the operation of 
requesting money in exchange for the promised 
political services as expressed by Mr Silvio Zammit. 
Nevertheless, there are a number of unambiguous 
and converging circumstantial evidences gathered 
in the course of the investigation, indicating that 
Commissioner John Dalli was actually aware of both 
the machinations of Mr Silvio Zammit and of the 
fact that the latter was using his name and position 
to gain financial advantages.
In relation to the above, if Mr Silvio Zammit and 
Ms Gayle Kimberley were acting on behalf of 
Commissioner John Dalli and if the latter was also 

GIOVANNI KESSLER What he told the Attorney General
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Dalligate

OLAF investigation when he was invited for 
the first interview of 16 July.

After his first interview with OLAF, Dalli 
wrote back to the office on 24 July 2012, 
clarifying his answers and informing the 
office that he had spoke with Silvio Zam-
mit on the matter “to understand what was 
happening”. In a subsequent interview with 
OLAF on 17 September, Dalli claimed he 
had never been informed of OLAF’s investi-
gation before the first interview of 16 July – 
even though OLAF faced him with records 
showing that Zammit spoke to him twice on 
the phone, on 17 and 18 June, the day af-
ter Zammit had learnt that Gayle Kimberly 

had been questioned by Giovanni Kessler in 
Portugal.

Instead he recalled a 6 July phone call he 
made to Zammit, lasting 15 minutes. “I re-
call this telephone call because at that time I 
was at a dinner in Cyprus. I must have been 
returning a phone call. The conversation 
was about a serious health issue of a com-
mon friend of ours, in fact a very sad issue.”

At this point, OLAF faced him with the 
fact that Zammit had only been interviewed 
on 4 and 5 July, and that it seemed “rather 
unlikely that during such conversation Zam-
mit would not have referred to his interview 
that took place the previous day.”

Dalli stood his ground, claiming that Zam-
mit may have been trying to check “whether 
I knew that such investigation was taking 
place”.

He also told OLAF that in August 2012, 
he sent a letter through his lawyer to Silvio 
Zammit, warning him not to compromise 
his standing.

Dalli also denied discussing snus with 
Zammit on 16 March in a two-minute con-
versation they had at 4pm, the same day 
that Zammit had spoken to Inge Delfosse 
for 18 minutes, on a possible meeting with 
Dalli. He adds he does not remember the 
content of his conversation with Zammit 

on 29 March, which took place between two 
crucial phone calls: first at 2:45pm where 
ESTOC asked Zammit whether it would be 
possible to meet Dalli, and then before 4pm 
when Zammit said that the meeting would 
come at a price.

Instead Dalli claimed that Zammit had told 
him that “he was being pushed by ESTOC 
and Swedish Match, offering him money to 
meet with me. In fact he told me that there 
was another off of money on the 3 or 4 July. 
He insisted that he never mentioned my 
name and that he had told the snus people 
in writing that he has been offering his serv-
ices on his own behalf.”

Dalli: the circumstantial evidence
OLAF said that at worst, Dalli had breached the Commissioners’ code of conduct by putting at 
risk the image and reputation of the European Commission.

OLAF felt that although there was no direct 
evidence found connecting the John Dalli 

to the bribe request, there was “unam-
biguous circumstantial evidence” in 

the form of phone calls repeatedly 
made between Silvio Zammit and 

Dalli at crucial times: in between 
Zammit’s conversations with 

ESTOC for example, or after 
Zammit’s interrogation by 
OLAF chief Giovanni Kes-
sler.

Taken in isolation, the 
dates and phone calls 
paint the picture of 

circumstantial evi-
dence that convinced 
Kessler that Dalli ‘must 
have been aware’ of 
Zammit’s machina-
tions.

Dalli on the other 
hand, insists in his in-
terviews that he never 
discussed anything 

to do with snus with 
Zammit after a meeting 

with Gayle Kimberley 
on 6 January 2012, and 

that the phone calls were 
concerned with the PN’s in-

ternal problems 
or news 

about other mutual friends.
But OLAF says that Gayle Kimberley prepared a note for Zam-

mit on 7 February, evidenced by the properties of the electronic 
file of this note, of questions he had to ask Dalli on a 10 February 
meeting. The ‘Meeting with the Commissioner’ was returned to 
her with hand-written notes – to OLAF this meant that Dalli 
had discussed snus well after the 6 January meeting with Kim-
berley.

In his final summary, Kessler stated there was “no conclusive 
evidence of the direct participation of Commissioner John Dalli 
either as instigator or mastermind” but that the circumstantial 
evidence indicated that Dalli was aware that his name was being 
used by Zammit to gain financial advantage.

Even if Zammit was acting on his own, Kessler felt that Dalli 
“could have breached his ethical obligations” by violating the 
Commissioners’ code of conduct, and minimising during the 
OLAF interviews the extent of the contacts he had with Zam-
mit.

“At no stage did Dalli take action to disassociate himself from 
the facts or to report the circumstances of which he was aware. 
As a result… it can be considered that Dalli put at risk the image 
and the reputation of the European Commission in the eyes of 
the tobacco producers and, potentially in front of public opin-
ion.

“Finally, the inconsistency of Dalli’s statements, together with 
the findings of this investigation relating to him, could be seen 
as a serious breach of his duty to behave in keeping with the 
dignity and duties of his office.”

Kessler’s conclusions on Dalli ultimately rested on five 
planks.

1. Use of Dalli’s name for the alleged bribe
After meeting Dalli on 10 February, Zammit himself told Gayle 

Kimberley that it would take a “six zeroes” figure to lift the snus 
ban. Kimberley sent Zammit to Dalli with a typed note of ques-
tions he had to ask the commission, and Zammit returned with 

some scribbles on the paper, which seemed to reflect informa-
tion he got from Dalli.

Kimberley herself alluded to “they” – as in Zammit and 
Dalli – when telling Swedish Match of a prospective mon-

ey request; and then there were Zammit’s request for !60 
million and !10 million. In the latter request, made the 
29 March, it is Inge Delfosse who mentions “John” twice, 
while Zammit says “this is the price he is asking”.

2. Unofficial meetings and telephone calls
In meeting Tomas Hammargren from ESTOC, 

Gayle Kimberley and then Silvio Zammit in three separate 
meetings, Dalli was said to have gone against advice from 
the Commission to meet lobbyists in this regard or that he 
encouraged such contact.

Additionally, OLAF felt that there was a pattern of tele-
phone calls exchanged between Dalli and Zammit with links 
to the snus talks: 17 calls and two SMSes were exchanged 
between 5 January to 17 July, with links of the events tak-
ing place.

A telephone call when Zammit lunched with Del-• 
fosse;
Two calls on 5 and 6 January, at the time of the Kim-• 
berley meeting;
A call Zammit made to Dalli and Kimberley on 16 • 
January when Delfosse asked Zammit how much we 
would charged to set up a meeting;
The 29 March calls between Zammit and Dalli, and • 
between Zammit and Kimberley in the period be-
tween and after the calls in which Zammit requested 
!10 million from Delfosse;
Two calls on 16 and 17 June, after Zammit learnt that • 
Kimberley had been interviewed by OLAF;
A call from Zammit to Dalli on 6 July after having • 
been interviewed by OLAF in Malta.

3. Zammit’s friendship with Dalli
Dalli’s association with Zammit – OLAF believed – al-

lowed the businessman to assume “high importance in front 
of possible stakeholders”. 

4. Lack of reporting about the meetings
Dalli did not report his “unofficial” meetings on snus to 

the Commission or DG Sanco.

5. Inconsistencies in Dalli’s statements
Dalli retracted some of his claims from his first interview, 

in a letter he sent to OLAF a week after the 16 July interview: 
for example that he did not meet Zammit on 10 February, 
which he later confirmed, but denied discussing snus.

Dalli claimed he was not aware of the OLAF investiga-
tion before receiving the invitation on 11 July. Yet Zammit 
called Dalli on 6 July, the day after his first interview with 
OLAF chief Giovanni Kessler in Valletta. “It is reasonable 
to believe that during at least one of these calls or both of 
them he had been informed in detail about the OLAF in-
vestigation.”

17 October 2012 Kessler writes to Attorney General Peter Grech, stating that there was no 
direct evidence of John Dalli’s involvement and that witness Gayle Kimberley was involved in 
Silvio Zammit’s bribe request.
involved in this request, then their acts could be 
qualified as complicity in the alleged offence of 
bribery as per the Criminal Code of Malta.
If Mr Silvio Zammit and Ms Gayle Kimberley 
were only pretending to be acting on behalf 
of Commissioner John Dalli and thus misusing 
the name of the Commissioner in an attempt to 
create credibility in the perceptions of the both 
economic operators, then the acts of Mr Silvio 
Zammit and Ms Kimberley could be qualified as 
allegedly committing the offence of trading in 
influence as per the Criminal Code of Malta.
On the basis of the above and in accordance with 
Article 9 and 10 of Regulation (EC) 1073/1999 

OLAF would like to submit for your attention the 
information relating to this case, for your kind 
consideration of further investigation and/or 
prosecution as appropriate.
Please, do no hesitate to contact OLAF should you 
need any assistance in this matter. In this regard 
please be aware that in the event you would like 
to interview any member, official or other servant 
of an EU institution, body, office or agency, or 
to conduct any searches of EU premises, it will 
be necessary to obtain a waiver of immunity or 
inviolability of the premises.
I would be very grateful if you could inform OLAF 
on any action or decision taken as a result of the 

current letter as soon as possible and in any event 
no later than 12 months. Please, be informed 
that OLAF Recommendations concerning this 
investigation were also sent to the President of 
the European Commission.


