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1. Rapporteur: Javier ZARZALEJOS (EPP / SP)
2. Reference numbers: 2019/2207 (INI) / A9-0248/2020 / P9_TA-PROV(2021)0006
3. Date of adoption of the resolution: 20 January 2021
4. Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
5. Brief analysis/ assessment of the resolution and requests made in it:
The resolution acknowledges the general success of the Framework Decision on the European Arrest Warrant (EAW) and emphasises its importance to the Area of Freedom, Justice and Security and contribution to the internal market. The resolution identifies areas of shared concern that undermine mutual recognition which itself is seen as the bedrock of the Union. The European Parliament’s concerns relate to the respect of fundamental rights in surrender proceedings and the list of 32 crimes for which there is no double criminality check. The resolution calls for targeted and supplementary legislation, improved data gathering, an expansion of the list of 32 offences for which no double criminality check is required, the full implementation of the Framework Decision on EAW and procedural rights directives, increased funding for Eurojust and training activities, as well as for the modernisation of detention facilities, a coherent legal framework for mutual recognition instruments and greater exchange of information and experience on the EAW.
Furthermore, the resolution underlines the importance of upholding the fundamental rights standards as regards the new surrender arrangements with the UK and reiterates the importance of an EU mechanism on democracy, the rule of law and fundamental rights, as a key tool contributing to stronger mutual trust between Member States in the context of the application of the Framework Decision on EAW. 
The resolution makes a number of requests to the Commission and to the Member States. The Commission addresses here only those recommendations, which fall within its competences.
6. Response to the requests and overview of the action taken, or intended to be taken, by the Commission:
Legislative requests
Paragraphs 9, 16, 17, 18 and 38
Under these paragraphs, the European Parliament calls for the inclusion of a refusal ground on fundamental rights, a codification of the case law of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU), in particular concerning the concept of “judicial authority”, as well as an assessment of the feasibility of targeted legislative action on a number of issues.
The EAW in its current form is Europe's most successful criminal justice instrument. It provides a legally sound and efficient tool for surrendering people from one Member State to another, thereby ensuring that suspected and convicted persons have no hiding place in the European area of justice. The EAW is used increasingly: to illustrate, in 2018, 6,976 EAWs were executed as compared to 3,467 in 2013.
Many outstanding issues concerning the correct application of the Framework Decision on EAW have in the meantime been clarified by the CJEU. This is demonstrated by the substantial increase in case law over the past years: while 15 questions were asked to the CJEU until 2014, this number has increased with 50 cases over the last years, amounting to 65 judgments rendered by the CJEU on the EAW alone. Many Member States have in the meantime adapted their legislation to comply with the CJEU case law.
Some issues as raised by the European Parliament have already been addressed by soft law measures, such as guidelines via the Commission’s EAW Handbook[footnoteRef:1] on proportionality or accessory offences. [1:  	Commission Notice of 28 September 2017, Handbook on how to issue and execute a European Arrest Warrant, C(2017)6389 final. To illustrate, Section 2.4 of the EAW Handbook of 2017 already provides guidance on applying a proportionality test at issuing stage. Section 2.3 presently deals with the issue of accessory or related offences to the main offences that meet the EAW threshold] 

The Commission is currently revising the EAW Handbook to address several perceived lacunas. The revised Handbook will inter alia contain an update of the 35 new judgments rendered by the CJEU on the Framework Decision on EAW since the last version of the Handbook.
The Commission notes that the proportionality issue currently arises only in a relatively small number of Member States and has improved because of the dissemination of such guidelines and good bi-lateral contacts. 
Calls for supplementary legislation
Paragraph 38
The topic of pre-trial detention has been on the EU agenda for quite some years now and the Commission performed a comparative law study on this topic in 2015[footnoteRef:2]. It turned out that, overall, Member States legislations conform to a reasonably high degree with the case law of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) and the recommendations of the Council of Europe in this field, but there are shortcomings in practice. Around 19% of the total prison population consists of pre-trial detainees, which contributes to overcrowding and leads to poor detention conditions. [2:  	Study on Financial and Other Impacts for an Impact Assessment of a Measure Covering Rights for Suspects and Accused Persons who are in Pre-Trial Detention] 

The Commission is currently launching an additional study on this topic, which will feed into the Commission’s assessment of the need for EU wide rules in the area of pre-trial detention for cross border and/ or domestic cases.
The Commission is also launching a study on the cross-border use of evidence in criminal proceedings. The objective of this study is to analyse the existing national rules on the collection, handling and transfer of evidence in EU Member States and current EU rules and identify problems or gaps in the context of cross-border situations.
As regards the European Parliament’s request to strengthen the information tools for national executing authorities on the conditions of pre-trial detention and imprisonment in each Member State, the Commission welcomes the launch of the Criminal Detention Database by the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA) in 2019[footnoteRef:3]. The FRA Criminal Detention Database combines in one place information on detention conditions in all EU Member States. It informs, drawing on national, European and international standards, case law and monitoring reports, about selected core aspects of detention conditions including cell space, sanitary conditions, access to healthcare and protection against violence. [3:  	See https://fra.europa.eu/en/databases/criminal-detention/criminal-detention] 

The Commission has provided funding to FRA allowing the agency to update and possibly expand the database in 2021, by introducing additional aspects related to detention conditions (work in prison, regulations on female prisoners, etc.), to ensure that the information provided is aligned to the standards set out by the CJEU in the area of detention conditions[footnoteRef:4] and to assess whether the database meets the needs encountered in practice. This might also include more detailed information on the conditions of pre-trial detention in the different Member States. [4:  	Judgment of the Court of Justice of 5 April 2016, Aranyosi and Căldăraru, C-404/15 and C-659/15 PPU, ECLI:EU:C:2016:198, Judgment of the Court of Justice of 25 July 2018, ML, C-220/18 PPU, ECLI:EU:C:2018:589 and Judgment of the Court of Justice of 15 October 2019, Dumitru-Tudor Dorobantu, C-128/18, ECLI:EU:C:2019:857] 

Data gathering, inter alia through digitalisation
Paragraphs 10 and 28
The Commission agrees that the provision of information, statistics and data, including on case-law, has the potential to improve the assessment and operation of the Framework Decision on EAW.
Statistics on the EAW are published by the Commission on a yearly basis. From 2005 to 2013, statistics were collected and published by the Council. Following the entry into force of the Treaty of Lisbon and the expiry in December 2014 of the transitional period concerning the former third pillar instruments, the Commission is now responsible for collecting and publishing this quantitative information[footnoteRef:5]. [5:  	The reports covering 2014-2018 are available at https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_european_
arrest_warrant-90-en.do] 

At the European Parliament’s request, the Commission undertook a revision of the standard questionnaire in 2013, in order to obtain a more comprehensive overview of the practical operation of the EAW. The revised questionnaire was discussed by the Member States’ delegations and agreed upon at the Working Party on Cooperation in Criminal Matters[footnoteRef:6]. [6:   	See Council document (11356/13)] 

However, the Member States are not under a legal obligation to provide statistics. Moreover, not all of them provide replies to every question in the standard questionnaire. Therefore, statistical comparisons of data from different years may not always be accurate, since Member States’ response rates vary from year to year.
It is however expected that the Commission’s digitalisation efforts with respect to judicial cooperation instruments as described below will facilitate data gathering in the future.



In that context, the Commission has adopted on 2 December 2020 a Communication on digitalisation of justice, together with a proposal for a Regulation on e-CODEX[footnoteRef:7]. The proposal covers EU cross-border judicial cooperation instruments, including the Framework Decision on EAW. The Communication proposes a toolbox of measures, including funding, which are targeted at fostering digitalisation of justice. The toolbox also proposes to make the digital channel the default option in EU cross-border judicial cooperation through a legislative proposal, which was also announced in the Commission work programme for 2021[footnoteRef:8]. [7:  	See for more information: https://ec.europa.eu/info/policies/justice-and-fundamental-rights/digitalisation-justice/communication-digitalisation-justice-european-union-and-proposal-e-codex-regulation_en. The e-CODEX system is the key building block for the secure electronic data exchange between competent authorities in the context of EU cross-border judicial cooperation procedures]  [8:  	https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/2021_commission_work_programme_and_annexes_en.pdf] 

As regards the European Parliament’s recommendation for a database on the EAW, it should be noted that, the European Judicial Network (EJN), in consultation with the Commission, Eurojust and other relevant stakeholders, will continue to explore options for expanding and further improving the EJN website, which already provides a broad range of information on the EAW.
As regards the case law on the EAW, Eurojust will update its overview ‘Case law by the Court of Justice of the EU on the EAW’, last updated in March 2020, as frequently as possible, and to continue making it electronically available as appropriate.[footnoteRef:9] [9:  	See point 10 of the Council conclusions on the European Arrest Warrant adopted under the German Presidency in December 2020] 

Expansion of the list of 32 offences
Paragraphs 13 and 14
As regards the recommendation of the European Parliament to expand the list of 32 categories of offences for which no double criminality check is required, it should be pointed out that the list as it currently stands in Article 2 of the Framework Decision on EAW covers most of the offences that Member States consider as serious offences within the EU. Moreover, some crimes as mentioned in the resolution, such as environmental crime, racism and xenophobia (i.e. hate crime within the meaning of Article 4 of Framework Decision 2008/913), rape, sexual exploitation of children, crimes within the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court (i.e. genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes) are already included in the list of 32 categories of offences as laid down in Article 2(2) of the Framework Decision on EAW.
The Commission will nevertheless look into this issue through a gap analysis, to see whether further offences would need to be added.
It should be noted that the Commission is working on an initiative to expand the list of EU crimes with regard to hate speech and hate crime.
Finally, any possible modification of this list would not just affect the functioning of the EAW but would likely also have an impact on all other relevant mutual recognition instruments, which contain a similar list. This matter therefore requires a careful analysis.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Infringement proceedings on EAW
Paragraphs 19 and 20
The Commission has published its fourth implementation report on the EAW on 2 July 2020[footnoteRef:10]. The report demonstrates that there is still room for improvement as regards complete transposition and conformity of national laws with the Framework Decision on EAW. [10:  	Report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council  on the implementation of Council Framework Decision of 13 June 2002 on the European arrest warrant and the surrender procedures between Member States, COM(2020) 270 final] 

The implementation report has revealed that transposition issues mostly relate to the implementation of optional grounds for non-recognition as mandatory, adding additional grounds for non-recognition, most notably prohibitions to surrender nationals, but also for example on proportionality, trial readiness and a human rights grounds, requiring double criminality outside the scope of the instrument. Mandatory time limits (in particular lengthy appeal proceedings without strict time limits are problematic) and ground for non-recognition on in absentia proceedings are also not correctly transposed.
Complete and correct transposition of the Framework Decision on EAW will contribute substantially in making the EAW work even better than it does today. The Commission will therefore not hesitate to launch infringement proceedings if needed. So far, the Commission has launched infringement proceedings against seven Member States and will continue whenever necessary.
Procedural rights
Paragraphs 12, 22, 26 and 43
In addition to its implementation reports on Directive 2010/64/EU on the right to interpretation and translation, Directive 2012/13/EU on the right to information and Directive 2013/48/EU on the right of access to a lawyer, the Commission is currently preparing the most recent implementation report on the Directive (EU) 2016/343 on the strengthening of certain aspects of the presumption of innocence and of the right to be present at the trial in criminal proceedings which will be published soon. Compliance assessments are ongoing with regard to Directive (EU) 2016/1919 on legal aid and Directive (EU) 2016/800 on procedural safeguards for children. The Commission is also pursuing infringement proceedings against several Member States to ensure the complete and correct implementation of all procedural rights directives. Further infringement proceedings are under consideration and will be launched by the Commission if considered necessary. The Commission will continue to closely monitor the implementation of these directives to ensure the right to a fair trial and the rights of defence of suspects and accused persons in criminal proceedings and the rights of requested persons subject to European arrest warrant proceedings.
Regarding the protection of vulnerable adults, The Commission is currently launching a study which will examine the legal situation in the Member States and the follow-up which has been given to the 2013 Recommendation, identify possible problems or gaps which could negatively impact cross-border situations and the need for further measures on EU level.
The Commission considers that the right of access to a lawyer and to legal aid in both the issuing and executing Member States is important for both mutual recognition and trust. The implementation report on Directive 2013/48 on access to a lawyer in criminal proceedings highlighted concerns, which must be addressed by the Member States. The Commission will launch infringement proceedings if necessary. Access to a lawyer must also mean communication with an appropriately experienced and qualified professional who has access to relevant and up to date information. This must be addressed through continuing assessment and available training.
Funding for EJTN and Eurojust
Paragraphs 25 and 27
The Commission is fully aware of Eurojust’s changing operational priorities and the budget proposals for the years to come reflect the Commission’s unfailing support to Eurojust. In the context of Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) 2021-2027 Eurojust will receive EUR 349 million. Budget 2021 starts with EUR 43.8 million while the foreseen budget for year 2027 is EUR 56.8 million. The budget for the period 2021-2027 will increase with an annual rate around 4,6%. These amounts represent a substantial increase of almost 41% and EUR101.34 million from previous MFF 2014-2020, and a real increase of 24,96 % and EUR 69.62 million from the final budget approved in the period 2014-2020.
With these amounts, the budgetary authorities ensure that Eurojust has adequate resources for its operational work, including those arising from EAWs. Furthermore, the Commission has a permanent representative in both the Executive and the Management Board of Eurojust. This representation gives the Commission the opportunity to know, in real time, Eurojust’s needs in terms of budget and staff. During the annual budget process, the Commission assesses the resource needs of all decentralised agencies, including Eurojust. However, the current resources assigned to Eurojust seem to be enough to perform its operational work.
The Commission also supports financially the training of justice professionals, such as judges, prosecutors, and lawyers, on judicial cooperation in criminal matters, including on the EAW. The European Judicial Training Network (EJTN)[footnoteRef:11] receives an annual operating grant that enables the EJTN to organise several EU-level seminars and to sponsor the participation of foreign judges and prosecutors in national seminars organised by its members on the topic. Another EU-level training provider, the Academy of European Law (ERA), also receives an annual operating grant and regularly organises online training events for justice professionals on the topic. [11:  	See http://www.ejtn.eu/Catalogue/EJTNs-searchable-database/] 

The Commission supports every year cross-border training projects for judges and prosecutors or for lawyers on judicial cooperation instruments in criminal matters among which the EAW, in the framework of its annual call for proposals for action grants in the field of European judicial training[footnoteRef:12]. For example, the European Lawyers Foundation (ELF) is currently implementing the “CrimiLaw” project (2019 call) to train lawyers on EU instruments on procedural rights in cross-border criminal proceedings in cooperation with the bar associations of seven Member States. In addition, in the framework of the “JudCoopAFSJ” project (2019 call) and of the “BES Practice 3.0” project (2020 call) several judicial training providers are organising training activities for judges and prosecutors. [12:  	See https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/] 

The newly launched European Training Platform[footnoteRef:13] will also be an additional tool to advertise training courses and training materials for self-study on EU law for justice professionals. [13:  	See https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_european_training_platform-37158-en.do] 

Paragraph 29	
As regards the request for a regular review of non-executed EAWs, the Commission would like to point out that the SIRENE Manual already provides that the deletion of alerts for arrest for surrender or extradition purposes shall take place once the person has been surrendered to the competent authorities of the issuing Member State but may also occur when the judicial decision on which the alert was based has been revoked by the competent judicial authority according to national law.[footnoteRef:14] This is further clarified in the new legal basis[footnoteRef:15], which provides that: [14:  	Section 3.11 of Commission Implementing Decision (EU) 2017/1528 of 31 August 2017]  [15:  	Article 53 of Regulation (EU) 2018/1862] 

a. Alerts for arrest for surrender or extradition purposes pursuant to Article 26 shall be deleted when the person has been surrendered or extradited to the competent authorities of the issuing Member State.
b. They shall also be deleted when the judicial decision on which the alert was based has been revoked by the competent judicial authority in accordance with national law.
c. They shall also be deleted upon the expiry of the alert.
Moreover, a Member State using the Schengen Information System (SIS) has and will continue to have the possibility of requesting the flagging of alerts for arrest for surrender or extradition issued by other Member States where such Member State considers the giving effect to a SIS II alert for arrest for surrender or extradition as incompatible with its national law, its international obligations or essential national interests. A flag preventing arrest may be added to an alert for arrest for surrender purposes where the competent judicial authority under national law for the execution of an EAW has refused its execution on the basis of a ground for non-execution and where the addition of the flag has been required[footnoteRef:16]. A flag may also be required to be added to an alert for arrest for surrender purposes if it is obvious that the execution of the EAW will have to be refused. The issuing Member States are required to flag their alert immediately. The flag would result in the action required on the basis of the alert not being taken in the territory of the Member State requesting the flag and in its automatic conversion into an action to locate the person[footnoteRef:17]. [16:  	Articles 24 and 25 of Council Decision 2007/533/JHA]  [17:  	Article 30 of Council Decision 2007/533/JHA] 

Rule of law
Paragraph 36
As regards the reiteration of the importance of an EU mechanism on rule of law, democracy and fundamental rights, the Commission fully supports the underlying objective of the European Parliament’s resolution of 7 October 2020. In that regard, the Commission has presented on 30 September 2020 its first annual Rule of Law Report, which is at the centre of the new comprehensive European Rule of Law Mechanism, and which will strengthen the interinstitutional approach to rule of law challenges.
Detention conditions
Paragraphs 33 and 35
The Commission attaches great importance to the respect of the fundamental rights of persons that are in detention in the EU. Poor prison conditions may indeed also affect the efficient operation of EU mutual recognition instruments, such as the EAW, and increase the danger of radicalisation in prisons.
As regards detention conditions and the management of prisons, the Member States agreed to respect the existing Council of Europe standards on the matter, such as the European Prison Rules.
Since 2016, the Commission provides a direct grant to the Council of Europe aimed at the creation of an EU network of independent prison monitoring bodies such as National Preventive Mechanisms (NPMs) which Member States have set up following ratification of the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture (OPCAT). It allows bodies monitoring prisons in the Member States to meet regularly within an informal network to discuss detention matters and exchange best practice in this field. Both the Convention against Torture and the NPMs already publish detailed reports on the situation of prisons in Europe. Under this direct grant, the Commission is also financing the collection of the Council of Europe’s Annual Penal Statistics, better known as SPACE (Statistiques Pénales Annuelles du Conseil de l’Europe). SPACE statistics ensure that a common working methodology is applied to enhance comparability of data across Europe.
As regards the need for the Member States to allocate adequate resources to the refurbishment and modernisation of prisons, the Commission has undertaken a mapping exercise in 2016 to see how different EU funds could be employed to improve the situation in prisons in the EU.
This mapping has revealed that the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) can be used to support energy efficiency interventions such as the installation of central heating, hot water, ventilation systems and isolation of windows and walls, which can directly improve sanitary conditions in prisons. Together with the European Social Fund (ESF) it can also be used to co-finance interventions in view of social and economic reintegration of detainees to the labour market and society after release (such as training, education and health facilities, including infrastructure in prisons with this aim).
The Commission considers performing a new mapping of funding opportunities for prisons under the MFF 2021-2027.
A coherent legal framework on mutual recognition instruments
Paragraphs 44, 45 and 47
The mutual recognition instruments, which are most relevant in the context of the EAW, are the Framework Decisions 2008/909/JHA on the Transfer of Prisoners, 2008/947/JHA on Probation and Alternative Sanctions, 2009/829/JHA on the European Supervision Order[footnoteRef:18] and the Directive on the European Investigation Order (EIO)[footnoteRef:19], as in some instances these instruments might provide alternatives to the EAW. The links between the different instruments and the EAW have been extensively set out in the 2017 Commission Handbook on the EAW[footnoteRef:20] where judicial authorities are advised, before deciding to issue an EAW to give due consideration to other possible measures. [18:  	Framework Decision 2008/909/JHA of 27 November 2008 on the application of the principle of mutual recognition to judgments in criminal matters imposing custodial sentences or measures involving deprivation of liberty for the purpose of their enforcement in the European Union, OJ 5.12.2008, L 327/27, Framework Decision 2008/947/JHA of 27 November 2008 on the application of the principle of mutual recognition to judgments and probation decisions with a view to the supervision of probation measures and alternative sanctions, OJ 16.12.2008, L 337/102, and Framework Decision 2009/829/JHA of 23 October 2009 on the application, between Member States of the European Union, of the principle of mutual recognition to decisions on supervision measures as an alternative to provisional detention, OJ 11.11.2009, L 294/20]  [19:  	Directive 2014/41/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 3 April 2014 regarding the European Investigation Order in criminal matters (OJ L 130, p. 1)]  [20:  	Section 2.5] 

In addition, in November 2019, the Council started a peer review (9th round of mutual evaluations), addressing both the three detention related Framework Decisions and the Framework Decision on EAW. The 9th round of mutual evaluations, in which the Commission participates as an observer, will be finalised by the end of 2021. The mutual evaluation will provide added-value by offering the opportunity, with on-spot visits, to consider not only potential legal issues but especially relevant practical and operational aspects linked to the application of the above-mentioned instruments.
As regards Framework Decision 2008/947/JHA on Probation and Alternative Sanctions and Framework Decision 2009/829/JHA on the European Supervision Order, it is expected that it will also provide insights into the scarce application of these two framework decisions in practice, while suggestions will also be made for improvement.
Organisations who receive operating grants from the Commission, such as the European Organisation for Prison and Correctional Services (EuroPris) and the Confederation of European Probation (CEP) have created specific Experts Groups on the detention related framework decisions, which meet on a yearly basis. Numerous action grants funded by the Commission have also been dedicated to awareness raising and support in the practical application of those EU instruments.
An implementation report of the Directive the European Investigation Order (EIO) is planned to be issued by the Commission in the second quarter of 2021. The Commission will continue to assess Member States’ compliance with the directive and will take appropriate measures to ensure conformity with its provisions throughout the Union.
Brexit
Paragraph 49
The Trade and Cooperation Agreement with the United Kingdom signed on 30 December 2021[footnoteRef:21] provides for close relations between the EU and the UK on law enforcement and judicial cooperation in criminal matters. It covers, amongst other things, ambitious extradition arrangements and the exchange of sensitive information that may impact human lives or rights (e.g. by leading to deprivation of liberty). Such relations require a high degree of confidence that the human rights concerned will be upheld and a common understanding on how to protect those rights. [21:  	Trade and Cooperation Agreement between the European Union and the European Atomic Energy Community, of the one part, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, of the other part. OJ L 444, 31.12.2020, p. 14–1462] 

To this end, the agreement commits the EU, its Member States and the United Kingdom to continue to respect democracy and the rule of law, and protect and give domestic effect to fundamental rights such as those set out in the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), which is the reference text on fundamental rights in 47 countries in the European continent and beyond. Nothing modifies the obligation to respect fundamental rights and legal principles as reflected, in particular, in the European Convention on Human Rights and, in the case of the Union and its Member States, in the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union. Specific procedural rights, modelled on the EU acquis, complete the protection of suspects and accused persons in surrender proceedings, i.e. the right to interpretation and translation, the right to be informed of the arrest warrant, its contents and of the possibility to consent to surrender to the issuing State, the right to be assisted by a lawyer in the executing State and to be informed of his or her right to appoint a lawyer in the issuing State and the right to have the consular authorities informed.
In addition to specific dispute settlement mechanisms in the field of law enforcement and judicial cooperation, the agreement contains provisions on suspension and termination of the law enforcement and judicial cooperation part of the agreement, in case guarantees to protect human rights, fundamental freedoms and personal data are no longer ensured, or in case of serious breach of an obligation under the Agreement.
EAW coordination group
Finally, the useful recommendations of the European Parliament in this resolution in relation to training, networking and exchange of information will inform the Commission’s ongoing work on improving the EAW. The Commission aims to achieve a closer alignment with all relevant parties through the European Arrest Warrant coordination group, which was recently set up.
The objective of the EAW coordination group is to increase mutual trust and understanding between judicial authorities, improve appreciation of the issues faced by individual judicial authorities increase cooperation between the Member States and contribute to improvements in the implementation and application of the Framework Decision on EAW. It can also assist the Member States complying with their international obligations, such as in relation to extradition to third countries.
The Commission believes that more regular contact between experts from different Member States is key to improving the EAW process. The EAW coordination group could facilitate contacts between specialist EAW practitioners, which would encourage uniformity of approach.

