
2. If the answer to the first question is in the affirmative, are Article 1(2) and (3) and Articles 3 and 4 of Framework 
Decision 2002/584/JHA compatible with Articles 7 and 24(3) of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European 
Union, also considering the case-law of the European Court of Human Rights in relation to Article 8 of the [Convention 
for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms] and the constitutional traditions common to the 
Member States, in so far as they require the surrender of the mother, thus severing ties with minor children living with 
her without considering the best interest of the child?

(1) Council Framework Decision of 13 June 2002 on the European arrest warrant and the surrender procedures between Member States 
(OJ 2002 L 190, p. 1).
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