
Rural Development Centre Public-benefit Nonprofit Ltd. of Kishantos 
2434 Hantos 
Hantos 
Phone:  30/3850-379  Fax: 25/506-021 

E-mail: kishantos@enternet.hu 

 
 
Ministry of Rural Development 
Sándor Fazekas, Dr 
Minister of Rural Development 
 
1055 Budapest, Kossuth tér 11. 
 
 
Subject: Complaint for evaluation of tenders on agricultural rural leases  
 
Dear Mr. Minister,  
 
 
According to guidelines of Prosecutorial Office and Section 4 paragraph (1) of the Act LXXXVII of 2010 
(hereinafter as NFA Act) on the National Land Fund, I am making a complaint on the consideration 
and results of the tender declared on the ecological model farm lands of Rural Development Centre 
Public-benefit Nonprofit Ltd., Kishantos with the numbers of Hantos HU21-10240, HU21-10241, 
HU21-10242, HU21-10243, HU21-10244, HU21-10245, HU21-10246, HU21-10247, HU21-10248, 
HU21-10249 based on the facts mentioned below: 
 

1.)  The reading committee did not take into consideration the special, unique, and 
accentuated compliance of the action of Rural Development Centre of Kishantos and the use of lands 
for ecological model farm with ’the National Rural Strategy 2012-2020’ and the governing principles 
of land-policy of NFA Act besides the fact that the compliance was an advantaged  tender 
requirement. 
 
The ecological model farm of Rural Development Centre of Kishantos forms a part with the 
following in a special and unique way: 

 
1.a) The Ecological Model farm of Kishantos fits with two advantaged chapters of the ’National 
Rural strategy 2012-2020’ as below: 
 

Page 102-103. ’7.7.4 Model farms, regional centers agricultural-consultancy program 

 

’1. ...development of exhibitory, area/range-organizing, sustainable rural development training 

regional centers 

2. development of exhibitory model farms, support of their professional programs with special 

focus on the field of ecological farming, regional farming.’ 

 

Page 76.  7.4.1 Ecological farming program 

 

’Incentive for creating exhibitory ecological farms’ 

 

The abolition/elimination of 452 acres Ecological Model Farm of Kishantos is not to be 
considered as either development or incentive.  
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We make a complaint because  the National Land Fund Management Organization 
(hereinafter as NFA) did not take into consideration the compliance of Kishantos Rural 
Development Center’s activity with the priorities of the ’National Rural Strategy 2012-2020’ 
during the evaluation of the tender. 

 

1.b) The Kishantos Ecological Model farm also fits with 3 of the estate-policy principles 
of NFA Act as is cited below: 

Estate-policy principles 

NFA Act Section 15 paragraph (3) 
 
c) strengthening growth aiming for environment-friendly, sustainable farming on the side of 

agricultural land utilization; 

d) facilitating the maintenance of cultivation of agricultural land, the coordination of 

agricultural production with the aspects of environment and soil protection; 

s) ensure the operation of farms with special purpose (especially education, research,...) 

at a reduced price. 

The elimination of 452 acres Ecological Model Farm of Kishantos is not considered to be 
support set out in paragraph c) and it does not serve the objectives formulated in section d) 
and particularly it cannot be considered to be a form of ensuring ’the operation of farms with 
special purpose (especially education, research,...) at a reduced price’ set out in paragraph s). 

We also make a complaint because the evaluation does not take into account the land 
policy guidelines cited above (NFA Act Section 15 paragraph (3) c, d, s items) during the 
evaluation of Kishantos Rural Development Center application. 

According to Section 15 paragraph (2) of the National Land Fund Act LXXXVII of 2010: 
 

’Section 15 paragraph (2) parcels of land belonging to the National Land Fund shall be 
utilized according to land policy principles set out in paragraph (3). ’ 

Since the NFA awards jury ignored the Section 15 paragraph (3) items c, d, s of NFA Act while 
making its decision in the case of Kishantos Ecological Model Farm we consider the decision 
as unlawful and thus invalid. 

2.)  Furthermore, we make a complaint since the evaluators did not take into account that the area 
falls under the agri-environmental program (AKG) 5-year-obligation despite the fact that it 
was indicated on the application form. These obligations are to be implemented during five years 
and they can only be interpreted for the whole economy instead of single parcels. AKG support 
relating to the land increases the value of state-owned land. The fact that the call does not require 
organic farming skills, the continuous cultivation of the fields with ecological farming 
jeopardizes the legitimacy of AKG support of those state-owned lands. This action results in 

the reduction of state property that means the reduction of state budget. 
 
3.) We also make a complaint since the professional, technical and business value of the same state-
owned areas is significantly increased regarding that those areas have been grown in an organic 
way for 21 years which gives them EURO BIO and BIO SUISSE rating.  
Regarding the fact that organic farming and the necessary expertise was not required in the call, the 
ratings increasing land value can be lost. 



 3
The evaluators also ignored that winners cannot meet the standards of BIO-SUISSE which are the 
strictest in Europe even if they try to cultivate organic areas, because Kishantos farm only as a whole 
could meet the standards. 
Allotted lands and most of the winning farms are not eligible to get BiO SUISSE certification. 
This results in the loss of significant value and economic benefit gained with two decades of 
professional work related to the land of Kishantos Ecological Model Farm. This also applies to the 
decline in the value of state property that results in the reduction of state assets.  
 
4.) If afterwards the obligation of the organic cultivation of the areas was included in the contract 
with the winning bidders as we got informed through governmental statements we make complaint 
because it was not included in the tender documents. If it had been included, objective criteria 
would have had more weight in assessing the tenders and Kishantos Rural Development 
Centre Public-benefit Nonprofit Ltd. could have been in a more advantageous position from a 
professional point of view since none of the candidates have the necessary skills, work 

experience to continue organic farming.  
 
All of these failures lead to decisions for 452-acre area of Kishantos Ecological Model Farm offered in 
10 individual applications: 
 
The winners of tenders called for  Kishantos Ecological Model Farm  
 

settlement No. of 
tender 

Size of 
land 

acquired 
(acres) 

Type of 
cultivation 

Name of 
the 

successful 
applicant 

Address Notification 

Hantos HU21-
10240 

52.7937 field Huba Lakatos 
2434 Hantos, 
Hantos telep 80 

Huba Lakatos is 
not a typical farmer, 
he is the owner and 
manager of the 
following 
companies with 
seats in Budapest 
and 
Iskaszentgyorgy 
dealing with rag 
trade GLH Ltd. 
(Number of 
registration: 01-09-
959901), Hunyadi 
and Partner Ltd. 
(Number of 
registration: 07-09-
002764). 

Hantos 
HU21-
10241 

52.3899 
field, meadow, 
ditch 

Zsolt Szabó 
7000 Sárbogárd - 
Kislók, József A. u. 
4. 

Zsolt Szabó is a 
young livestock 
family farmer. 
However, at his 
back there is the 
Dutch-owned 
Hunland-Trade 
Agricultural 
Production and 
Trading Ltd. 
(number of 
registration: 13-09-
080206) (well-
known information 
for the locals). In 
the published 
project result, there 
is a misleading 
piece of false 
address 
information. 

Hantos 
HU21-
10242 

27.2808 field 
Mező Rural 
Limited 

2432 
Szabadegyháza, 

The winning 
company was an 
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Partnership 

(Registration 
number:. 07-06-
015441) 

Than Károly út 
4/2 

infrastructure 
construction 
company 160 km s 
from Kishantos 
known as  
Salgótarjáni Salgo 
Limited Partnership 
at the time the  
tender was 
published (10 
October, 2012)! 
Dániel Vizi  the 
acting/general 
partner  and 
executive officer of 
the company has 
also interests in the 
candidate 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra Ltd. 
(registration 
number: 07-09-
008399) 

Hantos 
HU21-
10243 

8.5239 field 
DECLARED 

VOID 
  

Kishantos Nonprofit 
Ltd. which is in use 
of the area was not 
informed about the 
future of the area.  

Hantos 
HU21-
10244 

11.7197 pasture, field 
DECLARED 
VOID 

  

Kishantos Nonprofit 
Ltd. which is in use 
of the area was not 
informed about the 
future of the area. 

Hantos 
HU21-
10245 

50.3453 field Tamás Szőnyegi 
7000 Sárbogárd, 
Köztársaság út 
18. 

Sárbogárd is 20 
kms from Hantos. 
The question is if 
the applicant fully 
met the 
requirements, why 
did not he win land 
in Sárbogárd? 

Hantos 
HU21-
10246 

53.9571 field Csaba Márok 
2422 Mezőfalva, 
Zrínyi út 7. 

Csaba Márok is the 
major of Mezőfalva, 
President of 
Mezőföld Bridge 
Area Development 
Association, in that 
duty he is the boss 
of Daniel Vizi. He 
and his wife are 
supervisory board 
members of Simon 
Ltd. (registration 
number: 07-09-
009562) which is 
linked to Réka 
Hornok Simon, also 
a winner of the 
tender.   

Hantos 
HU21-
10247 

87.3895 field 
Réka Hornok 

Simon 

2421 
Nagyvenyim, 
Földvári út 47. 

The biggest winner 
of our field is 
farming 2900 acres 
is Simon Ltd. 
(registration 
number: 07-09-
009562) in which 
the winner Réka 
Simon-Hoornok’s 
husband and 
farther-in-law are 
also owners, and 
she works in the 
office. The call 
allows to hold a 
possession  of 
maximum 1200 
acres together with 
the land won in the 
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tender(!) 

Hantos 
HU21-
10248 

68.286 field János Barabás 
8126 
Sárszentágota, 
Szabadság tér 5. 

Sárszentágota is 20 
kms from Hantos. 
The question is if 
the applicant fully 
met the 
requirements why 
did not he win land 
closer to his farm? 

Hantos 
HU21-
10249 

40.4535 field György Bodoki 
7000 Sárbogárd, 
Tinódy u. 52. 

Sárbogárd is 20 
kms from Hantos. 
The question is if 
the applicant fully 
met the 
requirements why 
did not he win land 
in Sárbogárd? 

 
5.)  We also make a complaint because one of the winners of the tender, Mező Rural Limited 
Partnership (Registration number: 07-06-015441) could not have participated in the tender 

for the reasons cited below: 
 
 5.a) According to 3.b point of the Leasehold Call applicant can be 
 

  ’3.b a legal person or entity without legal personality  

 
ba) of which proceeds derived from agricultural activities set out in Section 3 item 

k) of Tft. (Act LV of 1994 on arable land) in more than 50% in the tax year prior to 

the application.’ 

 

In accordance with that, the winner of tender with the application number of Hantos 
HU21-10242, Mező Rural Limited Partnership (Registration number: 07-06-
015441) COULD NOT HAVE PARTICIPATED IN the tender as it did not do 

agricultural activity at the time of filing the application. 
 

5.b) I call dear Mr. Minister’s attention to the fact that Dániel Vizi (date of birth: June 4, 1986, 
address: Szabadegyháza 2432, Károly Thán street 4., ground floor 2.) the acting partner and 
chief executive  of Mező County Limited Partnership is also owner and executive officer of the 
Ménesmajor Manufaktúra Ltd. (registration number: 09-09-008399, seat: Szabadegyháza 
2432, Károly Thán street 4., ground floor 2.). Dániel Vizi and Péter Kirinovics bought this 
company as of 15 September 2012, 6 weeks before the announcement of call for land leases 
from the owner company of 9,000-acre state-owned land farmer Mezőfalva Agricultural 
Production and Service public limited company, the Mezőfalva Invest Agricultural Consulting 
and Service public limited company (represented by Helmut Gusk).  
 
This company, which is constantly changing its seat (see in the charter below), won lands in 
various settlements as ’local farmer’, then left off applying for new lands, thus, evading the 
application criteria of local residence. 
 

AREAS WON BY MÉNESMAJOR MANUFAKTÚRA Ltd.  IN FEJÉR COUNTY 

settlement 
Number of 
application 

Size of 
land 
acquired 
(acres) 

Name of the 

successful 
applicant 

address 
Announcement 
date  

Perkáta HU21-10077 25.2654 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

2457 Adony, 
Kossuth u. 23. 

01.02.2012 
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Rácalmás HU21-10068 19.6998 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 

Ltd. 

2457 Adony, 
Kossuth u. 23. 

01.02.2012 

Székesfehérvár HU21-10224 14.2685 
Ménesmajor 

Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

8000 
Székesfehérvár, 
Havranek J u. 20. 
2/2. 

15.02.2013 

Székesfehérvár HU21-10238 15.5039 
Ménesmajor 

Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

8000 
Székesfehérvár, 
Havranek J u. 20. 
2/2. 

15.02.2013 

Lovasberény HU21-10216 38.3054 
Ménesmajor 

Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

8000 
Székesfehérvár, 
Havranek J u. 20. 
2/2. 

15.02.2013 

 
Ménesmajori Manufaktúra Ltd. also applied for Kishantos land from a third seat which is the same as the 

seat of the winning Mező-County Limited Partnership: 

APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED BY MÉNESMAJOR MANUFAKTÚRA LT D. FOR KISHANTOS LAND 

Hantos HU21-10245 50.3453 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

2432 
Szabadegyháza, 
Thán Károly u. 
4. fszt.2 

25.03.2013 NOT WON 

Hantos HU21-10246 53.9571 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

2432 
Szabadegyháza, 
Thán Károly u. 
4. fszt.2 

25.03.2013 NOT WON 

Hantos HU21-10247 87.3895 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

2432 
Szabadegyháza, 
Thán Károly u. 
4. fszt.2 

25.03.2013 NOT WON 

Hantos HU21-10248 68.286 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

2432 
Szabadegyháza, 
Thán Károly u. 
4. fszt.2 

25.03.2013 NOT WON 

Hantos HU21-10249 40.4535 
Ménesmajor 
Manufaktúra 
Ltd. 

2432 
Szabadegyháza, 
Thán Károly u. 
4. fszt.2 

25.03.2013 NOT WON 

  
5.c) It is also a remarkable fact that companies of Daniel Vizi presented 12 applications for 
tenders  submitted in the territory of Hantos village. How is it possible that in 11 cases the 
evaluators did not find the application good enough only in 1 case? This is opposite to the 
famous saying of Istvan Kutasi, the chief of Fejér county bureau of NFA, that is ’If the project is 
good, it is always good’. 

  
6. According to 12.2 f point of tender validity terms given in page 8 point 12 of ’The call for 
landlease’, the applicant is not entitled to rent from the Hungarian State or own any land bigger than 
1200 acres neither at the time of filing the application nor if he or she is the winner of the application. 
When calculating parcels of land used by the candidates upon different titles (own property, lease, 
land by courtesy, etc.), the land use and land ownership of lineal relatives and different economic 
interests must be considered. 
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6.a) The winner of tender number of Hantos HU21-10427 Réka Simon-Hornok’s 

husband Károly Simon is the owner, her father-in-law László, Simon is the owner and chief 
executive of the Simon Ltd. (Registration number: f07-09-009562) farming 2900-acre land. All 
of them live at the same address. Réka Simon-Hornok is employed as an assistant of Simon Ltd. 
Taking into consideration that the tender set a maximum limit of 1200 acres, by winning the 
land, the rules of the application were circumvented because in reality the winner – or at 
least the real would-be user of the acquired land – is a company of 2900 acres (see 
Appendix 1 and 2). 

 
6.b) On the top of that, there is a demonstrable connection between László Csaba Márok, 
the winner of tender of number HANTOS HU21-10246 and Réka Simon-Hornok, the winner of 
tender of number of HANTOS HU21-10247. László Csaba Márok and his wife, Mrs. Márok, 
Ilona Szatmári became members of the Supervisory Board of Simon Agricultural, Trading and 
Service Ltd. as of January 21, 2013. Thus, there is a possibility that the real winner in this 
project proposal is Simon Ltd. 

 
6.c) László Csaba Márok, the Major of Mezőfalva, as the President of Mezőföld Bridge Area 
Development Association managing the regional development grants is the boss of Dániel 
Vizi, the general partner and executive officer of the winner of tender of number Hantos 

HU21-10242, Mező Rural Limited Partnership (registration number: 07-06-015441). 
(Appendix 3 and 4) 

 
Tenderers named in points 5.) and 6.) won a 20-year-lease contract by circumventing 

the rules, thus, unlawfully and fraudulently got substantial financial advantage. 
 
However, Rural Development Centre Public benefit Nonprofit Ltd. which is a tenant of the 
land for 15 years operating an internationally famous organic model farm suffered a 

significant financial loss. The Kishantos Nonprofit Ltd. suffered a significant financial harm 
by losing the lands due to the NFA decision which resulted in the termination of model farm 
from November 1, 2013 and loss of the 20-year lease option. It employs 15 people (included 
annual seasonal workers) for special organic seed and cash crops farming and 
educational, presentation activities. These jobs are now terminated. 
 

7.) We also make a complaint because Zsolt Szabó by winning tender number HU21-10241 won 
52.3899 acres of Kishantos land but the address of the call for tender signed by Janos Nagy, the Vice 
President of NFA, was misleading, false, and non-existent (Appendix 5). Preceding the actual 
address by citing ’2434 Hantos’ gives the impression that the tenderer is from Hantos, which is 
misleading. 
 
8.) We also make a complaint because the evaluators of the tender did not take into 
consideration that Kishantos Ecological Model Farm conducts organic seed production. 
 
The Government’s policy is clearly reflected by the Act CXXII of 2013 on the Turnover of Lands used for 

Agriculture and Forestry accepted as of June 21, 2013 which raises the amount of total land that can 
be held in possession by a single individual from 1200 acres to 1800 acres for producers of 
arable and horticultural plant seed (Section 16 paragraph 3). 
 
There is no logical explanation why the Government, which entitles a single individual to hold 600 
acres of additional land according to an action of a fundamental act, would take away or reduce to 
zero acres the right of land use of a 452-acre organic seed production farm. Therefore, in this regard 
the evaluators made a decision contrary to the governmental policy as well. 
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9.) Regarding the winners from Sárbogárd and Sárszentágota of tender number HU21-10245, 

HU21-10248 and HU21-10249, evaluators did not take into consideration the basic 
economical, work organizational, and energy efficiency aspects of the profession when 
awarding the lands for winners situated 20-25 kilometers away from Kishantos and, thus, depriving 
them of the Kishantos Rural Development Center with its seat and location in Kishantos.  
 
The question arises that as long as the applicants met the conditions of the tender and they submitted 
a good application why did not they win state lands announced for call in the region of their own 
settlements?  
 
It can also be seen from the list of the winners of state lands in Sárbogárd and its region that in 
Sárbogard, there are also winners not only from Sárbogárd but, astonishingly, from Kisláng, too, 35 
kilometers away from Sárbogárd.  
 
Winners of state lands announced in Sárbogárd 

settleme
nt 

Number of 
application 

count
y 

Size of land 
acquired (acres) 

Name of the 

successful 
applicant address 

Date of 

announceme
nt 

Sárbogár
d HU21-10078 Fejér   35.29 István Ányos 

8156 Kisláng, Szent 
István u. 58/a 01.02.2012 

Sárbogár
d HU21-10097 Fejér   132.18 Széra Ltd. 

7000 Sárbogárd, 
Május 1 major 11.04.2012 

Sárbogár
d HU21-10098 Fejér   67.89  László Kajári Soponya, Dózsa u. 19. 23.03.2012 

Sárbogár
d HU21-10099 Fejér   36.62 

Roland Szilárd 
Kuzsmiczki and 
Mrs. Kuzsmiczki 
Márta Szabó PJT 

7013 Cece, Szabadság 
tér 11. 23.03.2012 

Sárbogár
d HU21-10123 Fejér   6.51 László  Merkl 

7019 Sárbogárd, 

Nagyhörcsökpuszta 
01129 hrsz 20.04.2012 

Sárbogár
d HU21-10135 Fejér   22.59 Károly Sárközy 

7019 Sárbogárd, 

Nagyhörcsökpuszta 1. 20.04.2012 
Sárbogár
d HU21-10139 Fejér   4.46 János Dömök 7013 Cece, Eötvös L. u 22 20.04.2012 

 
10.) The evaluators of the tender ignored the interests of the village of Hantos despite the fact 
that we attached the letter of suppor from the Major of Hantos (see attached in Appendix 6.). 
 
11.) The evaluators of the tender also ignored the essential fact that Kishantos Rural 
Development Center Public-benefit Nonprofit Ltd. uses the area for public purposes, it shall not 
distribute the proceeds of the land but plough it back for public activity (education and development 
of practical demonstration of ecological model farming) in a non-profitable way.  
 
12.) Kishantos Nonprofit Ltd. has modern machines necessary for farming 452 acres that are no 
longer needed due to the decision. However, among the successful candidates there are also ones 
who do not have the necessary equipment cultivating the land acquired (winners of Hantos 
HU21-10240, Hantos HU21-10242, Hantos HU21-10246 tenders).  
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13.) We also make a complaint about the situation causing significant property damage 

for the non-winning candidates across the country. As the call does not command  the 
repayment deadline of tender guarantee, the repayment of the amount of the 10% of the annual 
rental fee is incidental and unpredictable. 
 
In the case of the application submitted for 452 acres of land by the Kishantos Rural Development 
Center Non-profit Ltd., this amount is HUF 1,521,400 that we transfered to NFA’s bank account on 
November 21, 2012 and did not get it back, though, we received the notice of the negative assessment 
of the application in the very first days of April.  
 
14.) Last but not least we make a complaint also because the evaluators of the tender ignored 

the fact that Kishantos Ecological Model farm was set up in the scope of German-Hungarian 
intergovermental cooperation, in the framework of which, the German government financed the 
training of professionals, the work of the German expert team implemented in the interest of 
Kishantos, and the preparation of the plans of ecological model farming. Therefore, the provision of 
state-owned land for maintaining model farming is the government’s responsibility. Danish 
institutions and professionals also involved in the program helping the operations of Kishantos Adult 
Education and Rural Development Center in countless ways over the past 20 years are also puzzled 
over the decision. 
 
Overall, the loss of the lands caused incalcuable damage to Kishantos Rural Development Center Non-
profit Ltd., Hantos and the region by making the dedicated employees who worked in establishing the 
center destitute.  
 
The results of the Kishantos leasehold call also confirmed that the applications are evaluated secretly 
by unknown people without assuming any responsibility for their decision at unknown places, in 
unknown ways, in the course of the evaluation, they ignore professional aspects, tender requirements 
and the relevant provisions of the NFA Act. On the basis of all this, we think that the Kishantos land 
issue supports the conclusions of the investigation of the so-called ’Ángyán-report’, which determines 
FICTIOUS TENDERING regarding public lands. 
 
Given that land is the most important strategic resource of Hungary of which significance grows day 
by day in the light of global tendencies – the events related to public lands pose a serious threat to 
national security.  
 
The Prosecutor’s Office Desktop called our attention to all the fact that all these things fall under the 
responsibility of the Ministry of Rural Development. 
 
According to Paragraph (1) Section 6 of 262/2010 (XI.17.) decree on rules of utilization of land 
belonging to National Land Fund ’in the public tender announced for sale, leasehold of land NFA, as 
the application writer, is required to provide equal opportunity to every applicant and to define the 
content of the proposal and call in such a way that they could be satisfied’.  
 
We believe that in case of applications referred to in this complaint, the requirements to ensure equal 
opportunities were obviously not enforced. 
 
Based on what has been cited above, we ask our complaint to be substantively investigated and the 
proposals to be revised in accordance with the criteria cited above.  
 
Kishantos, October 5, 2013 
                Yours faithfully 
                            Ács, Sándorné 

Managing Director 


