PARLIAMENT OF ROMANIA

EUROPEAN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Opinion
of thu Eurupmn »’&ffmrs Cnmmlttee of the Romamm:t Parliament

Noting the ¢xtension of I"umpoi*j 50
the new. pn%qxbtlzw of soruting.of E.umpol‘s t;tmcture dlld m:,ks hy the: Eumpt.,an .=P'u!.1amwf*
mg,r,tlwr W 1th National Parlmments

1; of means o

Takmw mm account the display by: the Siwedish Presidency-of the EU Coune
i azhamuﬂ Fole

;qrmntaw scmtmy, t:m,hzlcilmgp an incréase:in‘the: Emopmn '13
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Article 37(10) b .of the Council Decision’ establishing Eumpal , we recommend 1o the

Eunropean Comtmssmn to present.a clear procedure enabling the Interpa;hamentarv
“;l".omm to fu:muon in thls context,

2. We f.,ommbnd the procedurss targeting an inerease in transparency, as. instrumenital in

“improving Europol’s acwumabﬂny We think a simple and functional procedure kh()ltld be
putin place to take in opinions of National Parliamenis.

3. National Patliaments, themselves accountable to citizens, should have elfective means of
,uformmg gitizens on. the matter, We Trecommend. to the Burapcﬂn Commniission to
consider producmu w special document meant to t]lvsemmate illfm‘matmn to the public
{“Layman Report"’), in such & wax as to ensure. both the tmmpm‘cnm in the re]aimn {0

the European Union’s citizens and the c{mﬁdenl’:mhi} requested by Eurupol’s rules of
‘ pvmu,;lu_re.

4. Having in mind the same quest for fransparency we consider that Europol should

_mcorpomtc, its relationship with the National Parliaments into its. Communication Strategy
‘and. the External Cooperation Strateay.

5. At the European level have been expressed mdependent opinions, according; lo which
‘xcpomnﬂ andd u.stthshlm bumpo]’s priorities, strategies and work programmes ar¢ not
always coherent and do not entnei} mateh the Fumpmm citizens’ inforthation. needs:
.Conscqumﬂ}, we consider necessary to assign the above mentioned Inler;mrhamentary
“Forum with a right of hearing the members of the Europol Management Board or the
croanisation’s esecutives; 1o examine and supervise: the annial and mul&—anrmal swork
programmes and ensurc the ov erview of the current activity.

. To achieve 2 specific and concrete parliamentary serutiny, the periodically or on request
wparlmcr activity of the Europol should be extended to:

= Analysis ol the degree. of correlation of the organisation’s specific ob]ec,twm swith
the. financial market supervision and bankmﬁ activity. obj»cm es as set by relevant
EU documicnis,

o Analysis of the efficiency of the protection measures of the data basis and of the
personal data;

a  Analysis followed by recommendations on cooperatmn vunh Meéember States
efficiency, including the efficiency of. the assistance in joint actions on Members
States termory

a  Analysis of the efficiency in using the human and financial resources, compated with
the oblaied results,

' Stating that -Buropol’s wmkmg g}mgrammc {both annual and mulu»annualj bave to be adopied by the

Management Board of Europol, after considering the: opinion of the European ‘Commission, and be sent to the
Councd for approval.
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'The wehite collar” ¢riminality with its muitiple facets: bank fraud, corporate tax dodging,
11%05; financial arrangements, Eutopean Institutions civil servanls” corruption is nndnuhudu
Mepripus orime” zone. where the Europol, OLAF ard other Burdpean institntions’
FESPOT :»1b1¥11w@ mirge.

Hewevar, the extension of. Europol’s mandate from * um’rnwd crime” to “serious erime’ is.
still absent from cither mechanisms of specific coaperation with Momber States and relevat

Furopean Unien structures, or o coordinated qppmfmh, from the European Union’s guin:zm
perspective, Moreover, ensuring the transparency in this area seems {o be ne salected, even if
imperatively nécessary.

We deem necessary 10 improve the Eurog ol wmdnmmm with other s¢levant Europeain Union
policies, especially on prevention and combating the “white collar™ criminality.

8. To achieve the aforementioned objective of cooperation and improve coordipation of the

pelevant EU 34.»!1@@5. we believe # is necessary 1o informy the National Parliamenis as
regards:

- The Europoel’s opinion on the suitability of harmonizing within the EU, cerlain pieces of
[n,g slation from Menther States, such as: witness protection, use of informants, covert

gurveillance, ete.

- The Europol’s opinion on the suitability of sefting up a spu,mi unit Lo promoete common
procedures and intervention teams t act in afl Mermber Stotes in refation 1o VAT, smuggling.

intellecial property.

Adapred in the Enropedan Affairs Committee s meeting of March 22, 2011,

Chairenars,




