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Editorial: 

The outlook of Transatlantic cooperation after the Treaty of Lisbon

By Emilio De Capitani

Among the most promising, albeit less debated consequences linked to the entry into force of the Treaty of Lisbon, is the new role played by the European Parliament in relation to the conclusions of international agreements in the field of police and judicial cooperation in criminal matters. 

Until now the European Parliament has undeniably been a mere observer. Indeed, since the entry into force of the Treaty of Amsterdam in 1999, the European Council has never consulted the European Parliament on the basis of Articles 24 and 38 of the Treaty on the European Union which compels such a consultation only when strategic aspects for the Union are involved. By contrast, with the entry into force of the Treaty of Lisbon, the European Parliament shall become a decisive actor given that international agreements will be subject to approval by Parliament. 

It may be considered that the European Parliament did not play an enhanced role in the agreements recently concluded on 28 October with the United States in the field of mutual recognition and judicial cooperation in criminal matters. However, the Parliament will, due to the Treaty of Lisbon, be involved in the conclusion of agreements such as Passenger Name Records (PNR) concerning the exchange of passengers' data, the access to financial data handled by the inter-banking transfer system SWIFT as well as the exchange of data linked to security checks when dealing with the extension of the United States Visa Waiver Programme to European citizens belonging to countries which are not yet part of this programme. 

This working programme will then be completed by the opening of the negotiations on the future transatlantic agreement in the field of data protection which will provide the framework for these complex relations.  

The pressure on the European Parliament has already started with the approval of a Ministerial Declaration in Washington on 28 October which already defines the objectives that need to be reached in this field.  The same declaration has been re-launched by the Conclusions of the European Union/United States Summit which took place on 3 November and will be also be part of the key themes of the Stockholm Programme which the European Council should adopt on 10 December defining the priorities of the area of freedom, security and justice for the next five years. 

Will the European Parliament be capable of getting back in the running and engage, with an original dialogue, with the European Council, the European Commission and the Administration of the United States?

It is still too early to answer; however there are clear signs pointing towards a strong willingness of the Strasbourg Assembly to adequately carry out its monitoring and propulsive role acknowledged by the Treaty, rather than being a simple observer. 

The proof is that in tandem with the Inter-ministerial Troika, a delegation of the parliamentary Committee on Civil Liberties met high representatives of the United States Administration as well as members of the Congress to have first hand experience of the above-mentioned issues as well as of future agreements.

The initiative has been taken into serious account by the US Administration to the extent that on the 6 November Ms. Janet Napolitano, the third United States Secretary of Homeland Security, attended a hearing in Brussels held by the LIBE Committee to present the results and perspectives of the first year of the Obama Administration in relation to this delicate domain and underwent a barrage of questions that the MEPs had collated during the previous weeks. 

Evidently this is not yet an original form of 'diplomacy' but it is getting closer to it. 

Within the next few months it will be possible to see the extent to which all this is just rhetoric or on the contrary -as has happened in the past- a clear position of the European Parliament will paradoxically reinforce both the negotiating role of the European Union and support a greater openness towards European needs not just by the US Administration but also by Congress. 

Eestablishment of a Joint EU Resettlement Program
The EU Council of Ministers of Justice and Internal Affairs approved the European Commission's proposal on the establishment of a Joint EU Resettlement Program (COM(2009) 447 final) and the correlated proposal to amend the Decision No 573/2007/EC establishing the European Refugee Fund for the period 2008-2013 (COM(2009) 456 final) on 21 September 2009.
This initiative originated from the European Union's commitment to assist third countries in their efforts to improve their capacity for migration management and refugee protection, as stated during the Hague Council in 2004, (The Hague Programme strengthening freedom, security and justice in the European Union) and later on, for example, from the acknowledgment that the large majority of the refugees worldwide find themselves outside of the EU (Policy Plan on Asylum - an integrated approach to protection across the EU). Indeed, currently only ten Member States participate in resettlement activities (Sweden Denmark, Finland, France, Ireland, the Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom, Czech Republic and Romania) whereas other Member States resettle refugees on an ad hoc basis.
The proposal of the Commission, accompanied by the working document of the Commission on the establishment of a Joint EU Resettlement Programme (SEC(2009) 1128 final), analyses various strategies to reach the objectives of the proposal. It aims at promoting financial support for the resettlement of refugees coming from third countries to the EU by establishing steps for practical cooperation among EU Member States. Participation of the States is expected to be on a voluntary basis.The Programme will work thanks to the support of a Resettlement Expert Group which will identify common annual EU resettlement priorities on the basis of a forecast of the resettlement needs for the following years. Member States would receive additional financial assistance of 4000 Euros per resettled person from the European Refugee Fund.
Furthermore, in order to provide a structural framework to put into practice cooperation between the parties involved, the initiative foresees the establishment of the European Asylum Support Office (EASO) (COM(2009) 66 final). This office will support Member States joint activities, such as selection and fact-finding missions, pre-departure orientation programmes, medical screenings, travel or visa arrangements. 
The creation of the EASO is part of a greater package aiming at improving the way the EU asylum system works and strengthening asylum seekers' rights. The four additional measures include: 
the amendment of the Directive on reception conditions to ensure access to the labour market no later than six months after application to asylum status and access to essential medical treatment on the same ground of the minimum standards granted in each Member State;
The modification of the Dublin Convention which sets deadlines to make the procedure quicker, allowing appeals against transfers and allowing for states to suspend transfers if they are experiencing a particular pressure on their system;
The improvement of the general functioning of EURODAC, by clarifying the different stages of its operation and laying down rules on data protection; 
The introduction of a proposal to modify the decision that creates the European Refugees Fund (COM(2009) 67 final).
This proposal has been analysed on 29 April 2009 in a report for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Decision No 573/2007/EC establishing the European Refugee Fund for the period 2008 to 2013 and successively approved on first reading by the European Parliament in co-decision without amendments and with 482 votes in favour, 40 against and 19 abstentions.
Since the Council has not reached agreements on all the amendments of the European Parliament, the package will not be adopted together. As a consequence, Member States' accession to financial contributions will be granted whereas asylum seekers' rights, such as that to legal assistance, family reunification, education and health care, will not be strengthened 
Right to asylum: last evolutions
On Monday 21 September, at the request of Germany, EU immigration ministers had a debate on EU asylum legislation and more precisely on the principles which should underlie it. The need for a discussion over EU asylum legislation was recently highlighted by a ruling of the German Constitutional Court which decided to halt the removal of an Iraqi asylum seeker from Germany to Greece. The court's decision was based on the grounds that asylum seekers were not properly treated by Greece, where his first asylum request had been rejected. 

The establishment of a Common European Asylum System has been called for by the EU Heads of State and Government in Tampere in 1999. Since then, an important number of legislative measures harmonising common minimum standards in the area of asylum has been adopted, including the Council Directive 2004/83/EC of 29 April 2004 on minimum standards for the qualification and status of third country nationals or stateless persons as refugees or as persons who otherwise need international protection and the content of the protection granted and the Council Directive 2005/85/EC of 1 December 2005 on minimum standards on procedures in Member States for granting and withdrawing refugee status.

This package of measures stems from the commitments undertaken in the Hague Programme and the European Pact on Immigration and Asylum adopted by the European Council in October 2008.Its purpose is to complete the Common European Asylum System, including a single asylum procedure comprising common guarantees and a uniform status for refugees, by 2012 at the latest.

While confirming that the granting of protection and refugee status is the responsibility of each Member State, the European Council considered that the time has come to take new initiatives to complete the establishment of a Common European Asylum System and thus to offer a higher degree of protection as proposed by the Commission in its asylum action plan. 

Therefore, the European Commission brought forward two proposals on 20 October 2009 dealing respectively with qualification and status as a refugee or a person in need of international protection (COM(2009) 551 final) and with procedures for granting and withdrawing refugee status (2005/85/EC).

The Qualification Directive

Considerable disparities still exist between one Member State and another concerning the grant of protection. Some provisions are too vague therefore the adoption of minimum standards has not been sufficient in itself to grant international protection regardless of which Member State is processing the asylum application. As a result, the proposal of the Commission aims at simplifying and streamlining decision-making procedures and leading to more robust determinations at first instance.

The revision of the Qualification Directive is thus complementary to the revision of the Asylum Procedures Directive.

The Asylum Procedure Directive 

Indeed the disparity of national legislations and practices persist despite the measures introduced via the Asylum Procedures Directive. Thus the revision of the latter aims at providing asylum authorities with procedural tools which can adequately back up the correct and consistent implementation of the substantive criteria of the qualification Directive and more generally at boosting the overall capacity of asylum authorities to make robust decisions and to manage efficiently the asylum process, through a vast range of measures.  

These two proposals complement the five other legislative acts in the area of asylum which are already under negotiation: the Dublin regulation, the EURODAC regulation, the reception conditions directive, the European Asylum Support Office and the amendment of the European Refugee Fund.

Ministers were confident that further work on the legislative proposals would benefit from their discussion and the evaluation of how the current European legislation on asylum issues is implemented.

Moving forward towards the protection of unaccompanied minors

On September 21, the Justice and Home Affairs Ministers of the EU agreed on the usefulness of "developing common approaches and greater cooperation with the countries of origin, including facilitating minors' return". They will have to provide protection for unaccompanied minors in the context of combating trafficking in human beings. The 27 ministers therefore asked the European Commission to draw up an action plan on unaccompanied minors for early 2010, with the best interests of the children concerned as the guiding principle. The Council discussed the subject of unaccompanied minors coming to and seeking asylum within the European Union.
The European Commission has decided to tackle this issue given the steep increase of the phenomenon. The issue is even more controversial for those unaccompanied minors who do not apply for asylum status and thus are not protected by the Community directives in this domain (Directive 2004/83/CE) (COM(2004) 410) (COM(2003) 315 final) (COM(2003)152 final) (COM(2002) 703 final) (COM(2000) 755 final).
The European Union, with a Resolution of the European Council of 26 June 1997 on unaccompanied minors who are nationals of third countries established a series of guidelines for the treatment of unaccompanied minors, with regard to matters such as the conditions for their reception, stay and return and, in the case of asylum seekers, the handling of applicable procedures. However, the debate on how to deal with minors reaching EU borders is still open. For instance, in an article by Elise Barthet published in Le Monde on 23 October 2009, the issue was raised following the clearing of the makeshift camps commonly known as 'the jungle", where some 1,500 migrants were living in insanitary settlements in Calais and neighbouring areas. Among the 276 migrants that were interviewed, 135 declared themselves unaccompanied minors.
The Commission acknolodged the fact that such a problem does not concern only France and it thus expressed its consent to a coordinated approach at the European level guided by a solidarity spirit and aimed at exclusively protecting unaccompanied minors' rights.
Ministers confirmed that this subject represents an important challenge for Member States and raises issues of common concern. Thus, it has been agreed that all Member States should develop common approaches and increased cooperation with countries of origin, including cooperation to facilitate minors' return, the tracking of their families and their protection from human trafficking.  
To reach a better cooperation and elaboration of common strategies, ministers of the relevant Council preparatory bodies, as well as the Commission, have been invited to take forward work already underway in order to get the most complete picture possible. However, this initiative is still at the initial stages given that Ministers have requested the Commission to present the action plan on unaccompanied minors by the beginning of 2010 on the basis of the European Commission's Communication entitled "An area of freedom, security and justice serving the citizen" (COM (2009) 262 final) where there is a clear reference to the EU's intention to pay 
"[…]Particular attention [...] to the situation of vulnerable people and groups. In this regard, priority will be given to the needs of international protection and reception of unaccompanied minors. This action plan should complete the legislative and financial instruments necessary to coordinate the activities aiming at a real integration and associate them with measures of protection of minors' rights as well as prevention of abuses." 
Progresses made in the field of Freedom of movement within the European Union 
The Council exchanged views on the Commission's guidelines for better transposition and application of Directive 2004/38/EC on the right of citizens of the Union and their family members to move and reside freely within the territory of the Member States.

Since its inception, free movement of people has been a fundamental principle of the European Union (EU). It entails the right of EU citizens to travel freely around the Member States and to settle anywhere within the EU. 

A variety of measures have been put into place in order to guarantee the correct application of such a right, including Directive 2004/38/EC (Directive) on the right of citizens of the Union and their family members to move and reside freely within the territory of the Member States. This Directive brings together all existing measures related to the principle of free movement. More specifically it lays down (a) the conditions governing the exercise of the right of free movement and residence within the territory of the Member States by Union citizens and their family members; (b) the right of permanent residence in the territory of the Member States for Union citizens and their family members; (c) the limits placed on the rights set out in (a) and (b) on grounds of public policy, public security or public health.

Despite its implementation deadline was set in April 2009, none of the Member States have entirely transposed the Directive into national law, as both the reports on the application of the Directive of the European Parliament and of the Commission pointed out. The reports concluded that the overall transposition of the Directive was rather disappointing, therefore the Commission adopted a Communication to the European Parliament and the Council on guidance for better transposition and application of Directive 2004/38/EC on the right of citizens of the Union and their family members to move and reside freely within the territory of the Member States. The guidelines clarify the rights of EU citizens and their family members and offer assistance to Member States on the measures they can take to tackle criminality, abuse and marriages of convenience.
During the JHA Council meeting on 21 and 22 September, the Council welcomed the Commission's Communication. The Council recalled the fundamental value that the right of free movement has for the European Union and underlined that every effort should be made to prevent and combat any abuse of such a principle. It insisted that Member States must correctly implement the applicable law with the utmost urgency. To reach this goal, the Council has called Member States to exchange information on abuse and fraud and report to the Commission on systematic trends. Once these systematic trends are detected, the Council will elaborate on ways in which these trends might be addressed through the most appropriate means."

Pilot Project for Malta and strengthening of Frontex

During the JHA Council held on 22 September ministers have had an exchange of views related to a Relation of the Commission regarding the implementation of the conclusions of the European Council of 18 and 19 June 2009. This exchange concerned a proposal for a pilot project for Malta on the internal redistribution of beneficiaries of international protection, as well as on the developments related to the activities of Frontex, particularly focusing on the Mediterranean region.  

Concerning Malta, the European Council of June already expressed its support to such a project. Furthermore, during the JHA Council of 22 September 2009 Jacques Barrot renewed the call to Member States to host refugees currently based in Malta. Although France tried to open the way to such an initiative, and countries such as Slovakia and Portugal have expressed their willingness to accept some refugees, currently these offers will allow hosting only 100 refugees out of a total number estimated around 2000. Thus, the initiative of the Commission cannot be defined as very successful yet. 
Indeed, after a first round of consultations to know the availability of member States, the Commission realised that several Member States refused tout court to accept any refugee.  for example the United Kingdom, the Netherlands, Denmark and Austria are concerned that this initiative will attract too many illegal immigrants to Europe; in addition some Member States, such as Sweden and Germany, have  put their availability on hold, because they want to evaluate the juridical, financial and political consequences that such a decision may entail.

The voluntary nature of this proposal is the reason why up to now only six Member States have agreed to cooperate. Indeed, Maltese MEP Simon Busutill (PPE), during the meeting of the Parliamentary committee on civil liberties (LIBE) hold on 29 September declared that the main problem lies on the non-compulsory nature of the proposal. 

Regarding the role and evolution of the activities carried out by Frontex, the European Agency for the Management of Operational Cooperation at the External Borders, based in Warsaw, the French Minister for Immigration during his visit in Athens on 18 September, Eric Besson, suggested an action plan to equip Frontex with new means to fight irregular immigration. Furthermore, Jacques Barrot, commissioner in charge of Immigration and the Justice Minister of the Swedish presidency Tobias Billström, during the plenary session of the EP which took place 15 September 2009 underlined the need to reinforce Frontex. 

The Council of 22 September foresaw different measures in this respect, especially in the Mediterranean area. The possibility of agreements with third countries of transit and origin based on common needs and operational support have been investigated,in particular in relation to: reinforced controls at the external sea borders, systematic participation of Frontex of readmission activities and the creation of regional specialised Frontex offices.  
The strengthening of Frontex is a delicate issue, as the recent accusation made by Human Rights Watch (HRW) pointed out. Indeed, in its report the renowned NGO accused Frontex to have participated to controversial operations when migrants were recently sent back to Libya. As a response, the agency declared that its helicopters have exclusively a patrolling role. However, according to HRW, a German helicopter working under Frontex supervision, helped Italian coast guards intercepting a boat with 75 migrants, on 18 June 2009. These migrants were then sent back to Libya. 

The role of Frontex has also been discussed during the meeting of Ministers of Home Affairs on 1 October 2009 where they underlined the need for further strengthening the agency's cooperation with Europol and Eurojust. In this context, they also requested the three bodies to provide a joint relation on how to reinforce such cooperation. 

Finally, the strong interest to strengthen the agency's role was further confirmed by a letter sent by Italy and France during the European Council of 29 and 30 October. 

Visa Waiver: published the fifth report of the Commission
The European Commission has adopted its Fifth Report from the Commission to the European Council on certain third countries' maintenance of visa requirements in breach of the principle of reciprocity and ad-hoc Report from the Commission to the Council on the re-introduction of the visa requirement by Canada for citizens of the Czech Republic. The reports show how - with the exemption of the Canadian case - further progresses have been made concerning the visa waiver reciprocity mechanism. With respect to three countries full reciprocity is now in place: Japan, Panama and Singapore and to a certain extent Australia as well. By contrast, there still are five Member States excluded from the Visa Waiver Program with the United States. Finally, no progress has been registered with Brasil, Brunei Darussalam and Canada.

Concerning this last case, not only Canada keeps the visa regime with Bulgaria and Romania but it has also reintroduced it with the Czech Republic, last July. Following a wave of asylum requests coming from approximately a hundred people of Roma origins claiming to be discriminated by the majority of the population of Czech origins, Canada decided to reintroduce visa requirements for Czech citizens. however, Ottawa has clarifies that this measure has nothing o do with minorities' situation, especially those coming from the Czech Republic. 

Canada lifted the visa restriction towards the Czech Republic the 31 October 2007 (COM/2008/0486 final) and since then Ottawa has registered steep increase on asylum requests. Given that after this lift the Canadian consulate in Prague was closed, Czech citizens must apply for a visa to Vienna. Furthermore, the decision to reintroduce a visa regime creates problems within the EU as well. Indeed, the Hague Programme, adopted by the European Council on 4 and 5 November 2004 recognises reciprocity of visa exemption with third countries as a fundamental element of the common visa policy of the European Union. 

The Council tackled the issue in several occasions: the General Affairs and External relations Council of 27 July 2009 and that of 14 September 2009, Justice and Home Affairs Council of 21 September 2009 and the Committee of Permanent Representatives (Coreper) of 23 July 2009.

During these meetings, the European Union has repeatedly threatened Canada to introduce possible sanctions if no progresses will be made by the end of the year.  Although the European Commission does not want to implement reciprocal measures, the Commissioner Jacques Barrot, stated that possible measures may entail the reintroduction of visa requirements for holders of diplomatic passports within by the end of the year (COM(2009) 562 final).

Although purely symbolic, this measure has raised concerns within the EU. The Minister for Immigration Tobias Billström, has called for cautious answers to avoid a worsening of the situation. 

As Member of the European Union, the Czech Republic cannot introduce visa requirements to Canadian citizens unilaterally and reciprocally, because it has to respect the European policies, which has a system of visa waiver with Canada. This is the first time that a third country has re-imposed a visa requirement for citizens of a Member State and the conservative group PPE has released a declaration where it calls all 27 Member States to put pressure to Canada to modify the current situation. 

Echos from the presse

Treaty of Lisbon to enter into force on 1 December 2009

The Treaty of Lisbon will most probably enter into force the 1 December 2009. This is the result of the completion of the ratification process of the Treaty of Lisbon, following the decision of the European Council on 29 October 2009 to accept the "opt out" request from the Charter of Fundamental Rights made by the Czech Republic in exchange of the Czech President Vaclav Klaus' ratification, which arrived after the Czech Constitutional Court positively ruled on the treaty's compatibility with national law.

To avoid another ratification process within the Member States the Charter of Fundamental Rights will take the form of a protocol annexed to the Treaty only when the next accession will take place (probably 2011 with Croatia and Island). The protocol establishes that Prague benefits of the same "opt out" as that granted to the United Kingdom and Poland (protocol N.30 of the new consolidated version of the Treaty). 

This protocol N.30, negotiated by London and Warsaw is made out of two articles, the most important of which establishes that the Charter does not extend the jurisdiction of the Court of Justice or of the Polish and English courts to consider the respectives jurisprudence incompatible with the rights and liberties mentioned in the Charter. 

EU-USA relations move forward 
The US terror suspect prison at Guantanamo Bay will not be closed by 22 January as the US President Barack Obama had previously assured. Nonetheless, President Obama, confirmed that Guantanamo will still be closed since, as Ms Napolitano recognised during her visit at the European Parliament Friday 7 November, it has been a centre of recruitment for terrorists.  

On another front, a joint statement was adopted at the inter-ministerial troïka meeting outlining plans for EU-US cooperation on justice and home affairs for the next five years. 

This includes:

•
the negotiation of a binding EU-US agreement on data exchange and protection between law enforcement agencies;

•
getting all 27 EU member states onto the US Visa Waiver Programme;  

•
the new US$10 fee the US Congress planned to impose on visa waiver travellers.
Schengen Convention - European Court of Justice: States not obliged to expel unlawful aliens

The EU Court of Justice ruled that the Schengen Convention and Borders Code do not oblige member states to expel third-country nationals who do not meet conditions for stays on its territory. 

This is the response to a request for a preliminary ruling by the Tribunal Superior de Justicia de Murcia (High Court of Justice of Murcia - rulings in joined Cases C-261/08 and C-348/08). 

Spanish legislation provides that if a non-EU national does not have documentation authorising him to enter or stay for a short period in Spain, providing that there are not aggravating circumstances, the penalty applicable is limited to a fine in the absence of additional evidence that would justify replacing the fine by expulsion. 

The court points out that the Schengen Border Code establishes a presumption whereby, if the travel document of a third-country national does not bear an entry stamp, the competent national authorities may presume that the person does not meet or no longer meets the conditions for duration of stay applicable in the Member State concerned. If the foreigner concerned cannot prove that these conditions have been respected, the two texts provide that the competent authorities may expel the third-country national from the Member State's territory. 

The court highlights a discrepancy between the Spanish version of the Schengen Border Code and the other language versions, in that the Spanish text imposes the obligation of expulsion from Spanish territory if the presumption is not rebutted, whereas in all the other language versions expulsion is an option for the national authorities. 

As a conclusion, the Court stated that this discrepancy is due to a translation error and that it was not the legislator's intention to oblige member states to expel third-country nationals who fail to rebut the presumption, but simply to give them the possibility to do so.

Studies and other interesting documents 
Consultation of European Regions and Cities on a New Strategy for Sustainable Growth
Europe's Mediterranean border: African asylum seekers, EU policies and the role of Front
Employment convergence of immigrants in the European Union
The EU Passenger Name Record (PNR) System and Human Rights: Transferring Passenger Data or Passenger Freedom?
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2009/C 218/16
Opinion of the European Economic and Social Committee on the Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions — Policy plan on asylum: an integrated approach to protection across the EU

2009/C 218/17
Opinion of the European Economic and Social Committee on the Green Paper — Migration & mobility: challenges and opportunities for EU education systems
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Volume 52
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2009/C 219/03
Initiative of the Kingdom of Belgium, the Republic of Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, the Kingdom of Denmark, the Republic of Estonia, the Hellenic Republic, the Kingdom of Spain, the French Republic, the Republic of Latvia, the Republic of Lithuania, Republic of Hungary, the Kingdom of the Netherlands, Romania, the Republic of Slovenia, the Slovak Republic and the Kingdom of Sweden for a Council Framework Decision 2009/…/JHA of … on transfer of proceedings in criminal matters
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Volume 52
15 September 2009
Regulation (EC) No 810/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 July 2009 establishing a Community Code on Visas (Visa Code)
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15 September 2009

2009/C 222/02
Initiative of the Kingdom of Belgium, the Czech Republic, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Kingdom of Spain, the French Republic, the Republic of Hungary, the Kingdom of the Netherlands, the Slovak Republic, the Republic of Finland, the Kingdom of Sweden, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland for a Council Decision 2009/…/JHA of … setting up a European Crime Prevention Network (EUCPN) and repealing Decision 2001/427/JNA
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2009/C 229/01
Opinion of the European Data Protection Supervisor on the Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing the criteria and mechanisms for determining the Member State responsible for examining an application for international protection lodged in one of the Member States by a third-country national or a stateless person (COM(2008) 820 final)

2009/C 229/02
Opinion of the European Data Protection Supervisor on the Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning the establishment of ‘Eurodac’ for the comparison of fingerprints for the effective application of Regulation (EC) No […/…] (establishing the criteria and mechanisms for determining the Member State responsible for examining an application for international protection lodged in one of the Member States by a third-country national or a stateless person) (COM(2008) 825)

2009/C 229/06
Update of the list of border crossing points referred to in Article 2(8) of Regulation (EC) No 562/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a Community Code on the rules governing the movement of persons across borders (Schengen Borders Code) (OJ C 316, 28.12.2007, p. 1; OJ C 134, 31.5.2008, p. 16; OJ C 177, 12.7.2008, p. 9; OJ C 200, 6.8.2008, p. 10; OJ C 331, 31.12.2008, p. 13; OJ C 3, 8.1.2009, p. 10; OJ C 37, 14.2.2009, p. 10; OJ C 64, 19.3.2009, p. 20; OJ C 99, 30.4.2009, p. 7)
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2009/C 230/09
Notice for the attention of Ghuma Abd’rabbah concerning his inclusion in the list referred to in Articles 2, 3 and 7 of Council Regulation (EC) No 881/2002 imposing certain specific restrictive measures directed against certain persons and entities associated with Usama bin Laden, the Al-Qaida network and the Taliban
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Volume 52
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Commission Decision of 17 September 2009 laying down the date for the completion of migration from the Schengen Information System (SIS 1+) to the second generation Schengen Information System (SIS II) (notified under document C(2009) 6910)

C 239
Volume 52
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2009/C 239/02
Update of the list of residence permits referred to in Article 2(15) of Regulation (EC) No 562/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a Community Code on the rules governing the movement of persons across borders (Schengen Borders Code) (OJ C 247, 13.10.2006, p. 1; OJ C 153, 6.7.2007, p. 5; OJ C 192, 18.8.2007, p. 11; OJ C 271, 14.11.2007, p. 14; OJ C 57, 1.3.2008, p. 31; OJ C 134, 31.5.2008, p. 14; OJ C 207, 14.8.2008, p. 12; OJ C 331, 21.12.2008, p. 13; OJ C 3, 8.1.2009, p. 5; OJ C 64, 19.3.2009, p. 15)

2009/C 239/03
Update of model cards issued by the Ministries of Foreign Affairs of Member States to accredited members of diplomatic missions and consular representations and members of their families, as referred to in Article 19(2) of Regulation (EC) No 562/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a Community Code on the rules governing the movement of persons across borders (Schengen Borders Code) (OJ C 247, 13.10.2006, p. 85, OJ C 153, 6.7.2007, p. 15, OJ C 64, 19.3.2009, p. 18)
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