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II

(Information)

INFORMATION  FROM  EUROPEAN  UNION  INSTITUTIONS,  BODIES, 
OFFICES  AND  AGENCIES

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

COMMISSION  NOTICE

Guidelines  on  recommended  standard  licences,  datasets  and  charging  for  the  reuse  of 
documents

(2014/C  240/01)

1. PURPOSE  OF  THE  NOTICE

Opening  up  public  sector  information  (PSI)  for  re-use  brings  major  socioeconomic  benefits.  Data  generated  by 
the  public  sector  can  be  used  as  raw  material  for  innovative  value-added  services  and  products  which  boost  the 
economy  by  creating  new  jobs  and  encouraging  investment  in  data-driven  sectors.  They  also  play  a  role  in 
increasing  government  accountability  and  transparency.  These  benefits  have  recently  been  recognised  by  the  G8 
leaders  and  enshrined  in  an  Open  Data  Charter (1).

Yet,  studies  conducted  on  behalf  of  the  European  Commission  show  that  industry  and  citizens  still  face  difficul
ties  in  finding  and  re-using  it.  In  response,  in  December  2011  the  Commission  adopted  a  package  of 
measures (2)  to  overcome  barriers  to  re-use  and  reduce  the  fragmentation  of  data  markets.  The  key  element  was 
the  recently  adopted  Directive  2013/37/EU  amending  Directive  2003/98/EC  on  the  re-use  of  public  sector 
information.

The  amended  Directive  calls  on  the  Commission  to  help  the  Member  States  implement  the  new  rules  by  issu
ing  guidelines  on  recommended  standard  licences,  datasets  and  charging  for  the  re-use  of  documents.  The  guide
lines  are  an  important  element  of  the  Commission’s  efforts  to  help  the  EU’s  economy  to  generate  more  value 
from  data  (including  scientific  data  and  ‘big  data’  from  other  sources  than  the  public  sector).  They  will  also 
facilitate  the  roll-out  of  open  data  infrastructures  under  the  Connecting  Europe  Facility  (CEF).

In  August  2013,  the  Commission  launched  an  online  consultation  followed  by  a  public  hearing  and  a  meeting 
of  a  Member  States  expert  group  on  PSI.  The  aim  was  to  gather  the  views  of  all  interested  parties  on  the 
scope  and  content  of  the  future  Commission  guidelines.

The  feedback  received (3)  shows  an  increasing  trend  towards  a  more  open  and  interoperable  licensing  system  in 
Europe  and  agreement  on  the  need  for  the  speedy  release  of  several  high-value  datasets.  With  regard  to  charg
ing,  it  is  clear  that  a  wide  range  of  approaches  are  in  operation,  but  the  newly  introduced  pricing  principles 
were  not  called  into  question  by  the  majority  of  respondents.  This  suggests  that  the  PSI  re-use  market  in 
Europe  is  still  under  development  and  that  guidance  on  the  key  elements  of  the  recently  revised  Directive  is 
urgently  needed  if  full  advantage  is  to  be  taken  of  the  commercial  and  non-commercial  opportunities  offered  by 
the  re-use  of  public  data.

(1) http://www.gov.uk/government/publications/open-data-charter
(2) http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-11-891_en.htm?locale=en
(3) Final  report  summarising  the  outcome  of  the  consultation:  http://ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/en/news/results-online-survey-

recommended-standard-licensing-datasets-and-charging-re-use-public-sector
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The  purpose  of  this  Commission  Notice  is  to  provide  non-binding  guidance  on  the  best  practices  within  the 
three  subject  areas  of  particular  relevance  for  the  re-use  of  public  sector  information  in  Europe.

2. GUIDELINES  ON  RECOMMENDED  STANDARD  LICENCES

Article  8(1)  of  the  revised  Directive  provides  that  public  sector  bodies  may  allow  for  re-use  of  documents  with
out  conditions  or  may  impose  conditions,  where  appropriate  through  a  licence.  These  conditions  shall  not 
unnecessarily  restrict  possibilities  for  re-use  and  shall  not  be  used  to  restrict  competition.  Recital  26  of 
Directive  2013/37/EU  lists  two  such  acceptable  conditions  by  way  of  illustration:  acknowledgment  of  source  and 
acknowledgment  of  any  modifications  to  the  document.  It  also  stipulates  that  licences,  whenever  used,  should  in 
any  event  place  as  few  restrictions  on  re-use  as  possible,  e.g.  limiting  them  to  an  indication  of  source.

The  revised  Directive  also  encourages  the  use  of  standard  licences,  which  must  be  available  in  digital  format 
and  be  processed  electronically  (Article  8(2)).  Recital  26  of  the  amending  Directive  encourages  the  use  of  open 
licences,  which  should  eventually  become  common  practice  across  the  Union.

Thus,  by  stressing  the  need  to  avoid  ‘unnecessarily  restricting  re-use’  and  supporting  the  adoption  of  ‘common 
practice  across  the  Union’,  the  Directive  urges  Member  States'  in  their  licensing  policies  to  deliver  openness  and 
interoperability.

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Directive  does  not  apply  to  documents  for  which  third  parties  hold  intel
lectual  property  rights.  Such  documents  are  not  concerned  by  the  present  notice.

2.1. Notice  or  licence

Although  public  authorities  often  prefer  to  draft  fully-fledged  licences  in  order  to  retain  control  over  their 
wording  and  updates,  the  Directive  does  not  mandate  the  use  of  formal  licences,  but  notes  merely  that 
they  should  be  applied  ‘where  appropriate’.  MS  should  consider  whether  in  any  individual  instances  and 
depending  on  a  document,  a  notice  could  be  used  instead  (in  the  form  of  a  text,  pop-up  window  or 
a  hyperlink  to  an  external  website).

A  simple  notice  (e.g.  the  Creative  Commons  public  domain  mark) (4)  clearly  indicating  legal  status  is  spe
cifically  recommended  for  documents  in  the  public  domain  (e.g.  where  IPR  protection  has  expired  or  in 
jurisdictions  where  official  documents  are  exempt  from  copyright  protection  by  law).

In  any  case,  a  reference  to  the  conditions  under  which  re-use  is  allowed  should  appear  prominently  at 
the  point  of  display  of,  or  accompanying,  the  information.

2.2. Open  licences

Several  licences  that  comply  with  the  principles  of  ‘openness’ (5)  described  by  the  Open  Knowledge  Foun
dation  to  promote  unrestricted  re-use  of  online  content,  are  available  on  the  web.  They  have  been  trans
lated  into  many  languages,  centrally  updated  and  already  used  extensively  worldwide.  Open  standard  licen
ces,  for  example  the  most  recent  Creative  Commons  (CC)  licences (6)  (version  4.0),  could  allow  the  re-use 
of  PSI  without  the  need  to  develop  and  update  custom-made  licences  at  national  or  sub-national  level. 
Of  these,  the  CC0  public  domain  dedication (7)  is  of  particular  interest.  As  a  legal  tool  that  allows  waiv
ing  copyright  and  database  rights  on  PSI,  it  ensures  full  flexibility  for  re-users  and  reduces  the  complica
tions  associated  with  handling  numerous  licences,  with  possibly  conflicting  provisions.  If  the  CC0  public 
domain  dedication  cannot  be  used,  public  sector  bodies  are  encouraged  to  use  open  standard  licences 
appropriate  to  a  member  state’s  own  national  intellectual  property  and  contract  law  and  that  comply 
with  the  recommended  licensing  provisions  set  out  below.  In  the  light  of  the  said  recommendations,  con
sideration  should  also  be  given  to  the  possibility  of  developing  a  suitable  national  open  licence.

(4) http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/mark/1.0/
(5) http://opendefinition.org/
(6) http://creativecommons.org/licenses/
(7) http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
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2.3. Recommended  licensing  provisions

2.3.1. Scope

This  provision  should  define  the  temporal  and  geographical  scope  of  the  rights  covered  by  the  licensing 
agreement,  the  types  of  rights  granted  and  the  range  of  re-use  allowed.  In  order  to  facilitate  the  creation 
of  products  and  services  that  re-use  combined  content  held  by  different  public  sector  bodies  and  licenced 
under  different  open  licences  (issue  often  referred  to  as  ‘interoperability  of  the  licence’ (8))  a  generic  for
mulation  rather  than  detailed  lists  of  use  cases  and  rights  would  be  preferable.

In  order  to  proactively  promote  the  re-use  of  the  licenced  material,  it  is  advisable  that  the  licensor 
grants  worldwide  (to  the  extent  allowed  under  national  law),  perpetual,  royalty-free,  irrevocable  (to  the 
extent  allowed  under  national  law)  and  non-exclusive  rights  to  use  the  information  covered  by  the 
licence.

It  is  advisable  that  rights  not  covered  by  the  licence  be  set  out  explicitly  and  the  types  of  right  granted 
(copyright,  database  right,  and  related  rights)  be  defined  broadly.

Finally,  the  broadest  possible  wording  could  be  used  to  refer  to  what  can  be  done  with  the  data  covered 
by  the  licence  (terms  such  as:  use,  re-use,  share  can  be  further  described  by  an  indicative  list  of 
examples).

2.3.2. Attribution

Where  licences  are  required  by  law  and  cannot  be  replaced  by  simple  notices,  it  is  advisable  that  they 
cover  attribution  requirements  only,  as  any  other  obligations  may  limit  licensees'  creativity  or  economic 
activity,  thereby  affecting  the  re-use  potential  of  the  documents  in  question.

The  aim  of  attribution  requirements  is  to  oblige  the  re-user  to  acknowledge  the  source  of  the  documents 
in  a  manner  specified  by  the  licensor  (public  sector  body).  It  is  recommended  that  (depending  on  the 
law  applicable)  the  obligations  be  kept  to  a  minimum,  requiring  at  most:

a) a  statement  identifying  the  source  of  the  documents;  and

b) a  link  to  relevant  licensing  information  (where  practicable).

2.3.3. Exemptions

Where  re-usable  datasets  are  being  made  available  in  conjunction  with  non-re-usable  datasets  (e.g.  as  dif
ferent  parts  of  the  same  document  or  table)  it  is  advisable  to  explicitly  indicate  which  datasets  are  not 
covered  by  the  licence.

This  provision  is  designed  to  ensure  greater  legal  certainty  for  re-users  and  the  public  sector  body  and 
could  be  accompanied  by  feedback  arrangements  whereby  users  can  report  cases  in  which  datasets  appear 
to  have  been  distributed  under  the  licence  in  error  or  in  which  datasets  appear  to  have  been  erroneously 
excluded.  A  disclaimer  would  be  appropriate  in  such  cases.

2.3.4. Definitions

It  is  advisable  that  the  main  terms  of  the  licence  (licensor,  use,  information,  licensee,  etc.)  are  defined 
concisely  and  as  far  as  possible  in  layman’s  language  and  in  line  with  those  of  the  Directive  and 
national  transposing  legislation.

In  line  with  the  considerations  in  point  2.3.1  above  and  in  order  not  to  undermine  interoperability,  it  is 
advised  that  ‘use’  or  ‘re-use’  is  defined  using  an  indicative  rather  than  exhaustive  list  of  rights.

(8) LAPSI 2.0 Licence Interoperability Report, http://lapsi-project.eu/sites/lapsi-project.eu/files/
D5_1__Licence_interoperability_Report_final.pdf
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2.3.5. Disclaimer  of  liability

This  provision  should  be  used  (to  the  extent  allowed  under  the  applicable  law)  to  draw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  licensor  provides  the  information  ‘as  is’  and  assumes  no  responsibility  for  its  correctness  or 
completeness.

Where  the  public  sector  body  is  not  in  a  position  to  guarantee  the  sustained  supply  of,  and  access  to, 
the  information  in  question,  this  should  also  be  clearly  stated  in  the  licence.

2.3.6. Consequences  of  non-compliance

The  consequences  of  non-compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  licence  could  be  spelled  out,  in  particular  if 
they  include  automatic  and  immediate  revocation  of  the  re-user’s  rights.

2.3.7. Information  on  licence  compatibility  and  versioning

This  provision  could  be  used  to  indicate  other  licences  with  which  the  licence  is  compatible,  i.e.  the 
information  derived  from  different  sources  under  different  compatible  licences  can  be  re-used  together  as 
long  as  any  of  the  licences  is  complied  with.

Finally,  it  is  important  to  maintain  and  refer  to  a  clear  licence  versioning  and  date  scheme  so  as  to 
indicate  updates.

2.4. Personal  data

Useful  guidance  and  best  practice  in  the  area  of  the  re-use  of  personal  data  are  set  out  in  Opinion 
06/2013  (on  open  data  and  public  sector  information)  of  the  Article  29  Data  Protection  Working 
Party (9)  and  in  related  documents  of  the  European  Data  Protection  Supervisor  (EDPS) (10).

Opinion  06/2013  advises  strongly  that,  where  re-usable  information  includes  personal  data,  re-users  be 
made  aware  of  the  rules  on  the  processing  of  such  data  from  the  outset.  This  could  be  done  by  includ
ing  an  appropriate  provision  in  the  licence  and  thus,  making  personal  data  protection  a  contractual  obli
gation,  which  could  also  be  used  to  prevent  the  re-identification  of  anonymised  datasets.  Another  option 
is  to  adopt  a  provision  excluding  personal  data  from  the  scope  of  open  licensing  altogether.  Other  solu
tions,  e.g.  ‘smart  notices’ (11)  also  exist,  when  the  public  sector  body  decides  to  allow  the  licencing  of 
personal  data.  Such  notices  could  be  separate  from  the  licence,  stored  in  a  permanent  online  location, 
indicate  the  original  purpose  of  personal  data  collection  and  processing  and  serve  as  a  reminder  of  the 
obligations  with  regard  to  EU  rules  on  personal  data  protection  and  national  law  transposing  these  rules. 
Not  being  a  part  of  the  licence  itself,  the  notices  would  not  discourage  the  mixing  of  public  sector 
information  covered  by  different  licences.

3. GUIDELINES  ON  DATASETS

Public  sector  data  in  certain  thematic  fields  constitute  a  valuable  asset  for  the  economy  and  society  at  large. 
International  initiatives  on  opening  up  government  information  (e.g.  the  G8  Open  Data  Charter (12)  and  the 
Open  Government  Partnership (13))  recognise  this  by  putting  the  emphasis  on  strategic  datasets  identified  via 
feedback  from  the  public  or  with  the  help  of  experts.

(9) http://ec.europa.eu/justice/data-protection/article-29/documentation/opinion-recommendation/files/2013/wp207_en.pdf
(10) EDPS Opinion of 18 April 2012 on the ‘Open Data Package’ of the European Commission and EDPS Comments of 22 November 2013

in response to the public consultation on the planned guidelines on recommended standard licences, datasets and charging for the reuse
of public sector information, http://edps.europa.eu

(11) See footnote 8: LAPSI 2.0 Licence Interoperability Report, Recommendation No 5, p. 17.
(12) See footnote 1.
(13) http://www.opengovpartnership.org/
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Access  to  and  the  re-use  of  such  datasets  not  only  speeds  up  the  emergence  of  value-added  information  prod
ucts  and  services,  but  also  encourages  participatory  democracy.  In  addition,  their  wider  use  across  the  adminis
tration  itself  leads  to  tangible  efficiency  gains  in  the  execution  of  public  tasks.

3.1. Categories  of  data  –  priorities  for  release

Inspired  by  the  abovementioned  international  initiatives  and  guided  by  the  preferences  expressed  in  the 
open  consultation,  the  following  five  thematic  dataset  categories  can  be  said  to  be  those  in  highest 
demand  from  re-users  across  the  EU  and  could  thus  be  given  priority  for  being  made  available  for 
re-use:

Category Examples  of  datasets

1. Geospatial  data Postcodes,  national  and  local  maps  (cadastral,  topographic,  marine, 
administrative  boundaries,  etc.)

2. Earth  observation  and 
Environment

Space  and  in  situ  data  (monitoring  of  weather,  land  and  water  quality, 
energy  consumption,  emission  levels,  etc.)

3. Transport  data Public  transport  timetables  (all  modes  of  transport)  at  national,  regional 
and  local  levels,  road  works,  traffic  information,  etc. (*).

4. Statistics National,  regional  and  local  statistical  data  with  main  demographic  and 
economic  indicators  (GDP,  age,  health,  unemployment,  income,  education, 
etc.)

5. Companies Company  and  business  registers  (lists  of  registered  companies,  ownership 
and  management  data,  registration  identifiers,  balance  sheets,  etc.)

(*) Sector-specific rules (e.g. EU railway law) make take precedence

Other  categories  may  be  considered  ‘core’  or  ‘high-value’  data,  depending  on  the  circumstances  (relevance 
to  strategic  goals,  market  developments,  social  tendencies,  etc. (14)).  It  is  therefore  recommended  that  the 
responsible  public  authorities  assess  in  advance,  preferably  with  feedback  from  the  relevant  stakeholders, 
which  data  sets  should  be  released  as  a  priority.  Primarily,  this  should  involve  gauging  the  expected 
impact  in  the  three  areas  referred  to  above:  innovation  and  business  creation,  government  transparency 
and  accountability,  and  improved  administrative  efficiency.

3.2. Other  recommendations

In  order  to  maximise  the  intended  benefits  of  these  ‘high-demand’  datasets,  particular  attention  should  be 
paid  to  ensuring  their  availability,  quality,  usability  and  interoperability.

However,  both  the  supply  and  demand  side  of  data  re-use  are  subject  to  technical  constraints  which  play 
a  key  role  in  reducing  or  maximising  the  potential  value  of  public  sector  data  for  society  and  the 
economy.

To  facilitate  the  use  of  data  in  the  public  sector  while  significantly  increasing  the  value  of  datasets  for 
subsequent  re-use,  it  is  recommended  that  datasets  be:

a) published  online  in  their  original,  unmodified  form  to  ensure  timely  release;

(14) ISA  report  on  high-value  datasets  can  be  taken  as  reference:  http://ec.europa.eu/isa/actions/01-trusted-information-exchange/
1-1action_en.htm
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b) published  and  updated  at  the  highest  possible  level  of  granularity  to  ensure  completeness;

c) published  and  maintained  at  a  stable  location,  preferably  on  the  highest  organisational  level  within  the 
administration,  to  ensure  easy  access  and  long-term  availability;

d) published  in  machine-readable (15)  and  open  formats (16)  (CSV,  JSON,  XML,  RDF,  etc.)  to  enhance 
accessibility;

e) described  in  rich  metadata  formats  and  classified  according  to  standard  vocabularies  (DCAT,  EURO
VOC,  ADMS,  etc.)  to  facilitate  searching  and  interoperability;

f) accessible  as  data  dumps  (massive  outputs  of  data)  as  well  as  through  application  programming  inter
faces  (APIs)  to  facilitate  automatic  processing;

g) accompanied  by  explanatory  documents  on  the  metadata  and  controlled  vocabularies  used,  to  promote 
the  interoperability  of  databases;  and

h) subject  to  regular  feedback  from  re-users  (public  consultations,  comments  box,  blogs,  automated 
reporting,  etc.)  to  maintain  quality  over  time  and  promote  public  involvement.

4. GUIDELINES  ON  CHARGING

This  section  refers  to  situations  in  which  documents  held  by  public  sector  bodies  are  made  available  for  re-use 
against  payment,  provided  the  activities  in  question  are  covered  by  the  Directive,  i.e.  where  the  documents  were 
produced  for  a  public  task,  taking  into  account  the  scope  of  the  Directive  as  set  out  in  Article  1,  and  will  be 
used  outside  the  public  task  remit  by  an  external  re-user  or  by  the  public  sector  body  itself (17).

The  policy  of  lowering  charges  has  been  supported  by  research (18)  and  by  the  outcome  of  public  consultations 
conducted  by  the  Commission (19).

4.1. Marginal  cost  method

The  revised  Directive  (Article  6(1))  lays  down  a  principle  applying  to  all  charging  for  public  sector  data 
re-use  in  the  EU,  except  the  situations  specified  in  Article  6(2):  public  sector  bodies  may  charge  no  more 
than  the  marginal (20)  cost  of  reproducing,  providing  and  disseminating  the  documents.

4.1.1. Cost  items

Practice  has  shown  that  in  the  context  of  PSI  re-use,  the  three  main  cost  categories  relate  to:

a) data  production  (including  collection  and  maintenance);

b) data  distribution;  and

c) sales  and  marketing  or  the  provision  of  value-added  services.

When  these  categories  are  compared  with  what  could  be  considered  as  marginal  costs  according  to  the 
Directive,  it  is  clear  that  (a)  and  (c)  go  beyond  reproduction,  provision  and  dissemination.  Instead,  the 
principle  of  marginal  cost  charging  fits  best  within  the  broad  category  of  ‘data  distribution’,  which  in  the 
context  of  data  re-use  could  be  defined  as  costs  directly  relating  to,  and  necessitated  by,  the  reproduction 
of  an  additional  copy  of  a  document  and  making  it  available  to  the  re-users.

(15) See recital 21 of Directive 2013/37/EU for a definition of ‘machine-readable format’.
(16) See Article 2(7) of the Directive.
(17) The exact scope of the Directive is laid down in Article 1; the term ‘re-use’ is defined in Article 2(4).
(18) https://ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/en/news/economic-analysis-psi-impacts.
(19) Commission staff working document SEC(2011) 1552 final; see footnote 3.
(20) In economics terminology, ‘marginal’ refers to the difference made by one additional unit.
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The  level  of  charges  may  vary  further  according  to  the  dissemination  method  used  (offline/online)  or  the 
format  of  the  data  (digital/non-digital).

In  calculating  charges,  the  following  costs  could  be  regarded  as  eligible:

— infrastructure:  cost  of  development,  software  maintenance,  hardware  maintenance,  connectivity,  within 
the  limits  of  what  is  necessary  to  make  documents  available  for  access  and  re-use;

— duplication:  cost  of  additional  copy  of  a  DVD,  USB  key,  SD  card,  etc.;

— handling:  packaging  material,  preparation  of  the  order;

— consultation:  phone  and  e-mail  exchanges  with  re-users,  costs  of  client  service;

— delivery:  postage  costs,  including  standard  postage  or  express  carriers;  and

— special  requests:  costs  of  preparing  and  formatting  data  on  request.

4.1.2. Calculation  of  charges

The  Article  6(1)  of  the  Directive  does  not  preclude  a  zero-cost  policy:  it  allows  for  documents  to  be 
made  available  for  re-use  free  of  charge.  At  the  same  time  it  limits  any  charges  to  the  marginal  costs 
incurred  for  the  reproduction,  provision  and  dissemination  of  documents.

Where  non-digital  documents  are  disseminated  physically,  the  charge  may  be  calculated  on  the  basis  of 
all  the  above  cost  categories.  In  an  online  environment,  however,  total  charges  could  be  limited  to  the 
costs  relating  directly  to  the  maintenance  and  functioning  of  the  infrastructure  (electronic  database),  sub
ject  to  what  is  necessary  for  reproducing  the  documents  and  providing  them  to  one  more  re-user.  Given 
that  average  database  running  costs  are  low  and  falling,  the  figure  is  likely  to  be  close  to  zero.

It  is  therefore  recommended  that  public  sector  bodies  regularly  assess  the  potential  costs  and  benefits  of 
a  zero-cost  policy  and  a  marginal  cost  policy,  bearing  in  mind  that  charging  itself  comes  at  a  cost 
(invoice  management,  monitoring  and  policing  payments,  etc.).

In  conclusion,  the  marginal  cost  method  may  be  applied  to  ensure  recovery  of  expenditure  relating  to 
the  additional  reproduction  and  physical  distribution  of  non-digital  documents,  but  where  digital  docu
ments  (files)  are  disseminated  electronically  (downloaded)  a  zero-cost  method  could  be  recommended.

4.2. Cost  recovery  method

Article  6(2)  sets  out  circumstances  under  which  the  principle  of  marginal  cost  charging  will  not  apply  to 
certain  public  sector  bodies  or  certain  categories  of  documents.  In  such  cases,  the  Directive  allows  for 
the  recovery  of  incurred  costs  (‘cost  recovery’).

4.2.1. Cost  items

The  Directive  stipulates  that  total  income  from  supplying  and  allowing  re-use  cannot  exceed  the  cost  of 
collection,  production,  reproduction  and  dissemination,  together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  investment.

Practice  has  shown  that  the  following  direct  costs  may  be  regarded  as  eligible:

A) Costs  relating  to  the  creation  of  data

— production:  generation  of  data  and  metadata,  quality-checking,  encoding;

— collection:  gathering  and  sorting  of  data;

— anonymisation:  deletion,  obfuscation,  impoverishment  of  databases;
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B) Costs  relating  broadly  to  ‘distribution’

— infrastructure:  development,  software  maintenance,  hardware  maintenance,  media;

— duplication:  cost  of  additional  copy  of  a  DVD,  USB  key,  SD  card,  etc.;

— handling:  packaging  material,  preparation  of  the  order;

— consultation:  phone  and  e-mail  exchanges  with  re-users,  costs  of  client  service;

— delivery:  postage  costs,  including  standard  postage  or  express  carriers;

C) Costs  specific  to  libraries  (including  university  libraries),  museums  and  archives

— preservation:  data  curation  and  storage  costs;

— rights  clearance:  time/effort  spent  identifying  and  obtaining  permission  from  rights-holders.

Regarding  the  overhead  costs,  only  those  strictly  related  to  the  above  categories  may  be  eligible.

4.2.2. Calculation  of  charges

The  Directive  requires  that  the  process  of  calculating  charges  be  guided  by  a  set  of  objective,  transparent 
and  verifiable  criteria,  but  leaves  the  responsibility  for  defining  and  adopting  these  entirely  with  the  Mem
ber  States.

The  first  stage  of  cost  calculation  is  adding  up  all  relevant  and  eligible  cost  items.  It  is  advisable  that 
any  income  generated  in  the  process  of  collecting  or  producing  documents,  e.g.  from  registration  fees  or 
taxes,  be  subtracted  from  the  total  costs  incurred  so  as  to  establish  the  ‘net  cost’  of  collection,  produc
tion,  reproduction  and  dissemination (21).

Fees  may  have  to  be  set  on  the  basis  of  the  estimated  potential  demand  for  re-use  over  a  given  period 
(rather  than  an  actual  number  of  re-use  requests  received),  as  the  charging  limit  relates  to  total  income, 
which  is  not  known  at  the  time  of  the  calculation.

While  calculating  costs  per  individual  document  or  dataset  would  be  burdensome,  it  is  essential  that 
a  quantifiable  output  of  public  sector  activities  is  used  as  a  reference  in  order  to  ensure  that  fees  are 
calculated  on  a  correct  and  verifiable  basis.  This  requirement  is  preferably  met  at  database  or  catalogue 
level  –  it  is  recommended  that  such  an  aggregate  be  used  as  a  reference  in  the  calculation  of  charges.

Public  sector  bodies  are  advised  to  regularly  conduct  cost  and  demand  assessments  and  adjust  charges 
accordingly.  The  ‘appropriate  accounting  period’  referred  to  in  the  Directive  can  in  most  cases  be 
assumed  to  be  one  year.

The  calculation  of  total  income  could  therefore  be  based  on  costs:

a) falling  under  one  of  the  categories  in  the  list  above  (see  point  4.2.1);

b) relating  to  a  quantifiable  set  of  documents  (e.g.  database);

c) adjusted  for  the  amount  of  revenue  generated  during  production  or  collection;

d) assessed  and  adjusted  on  an  annual  basis;  and

e) augmented  by  a  sum  equivalent  to  a  reasonable  return  on  investment.

(21) For additional guidance, see the Judgment of the EFTA Court of 16 December 2013 in Case E-7/13 Creditinfo Lánstraust hf. v þjóðskrá 
lslands og íslenska.
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4.2.3. Special  case  of  libraries  (including  university  libraries),  museums  and  archives

The  abovementioned  institutions  are  exempt  from  the  obligation  to  apply  the  marginal  cost  method.  For 
these  institutions,  the  steps  described  under  4.2.2  remain  relevant,  with  three  important  exceptions:

(a) these  institutions  are  not  required  to  take  into  account  the  ‘objective,  transparent  and  verifiable  crite
ria’  to  be  laid  down  by  the  Member  States;  and

(b) the  calculation  of  total  income  may  include  two  additional  items:  data  preservation  and  rights  clear
ance  costs.  This  reflects  the  special  role  of  the  cultural  sector,  which  includes  a  responsibility  to  pre
serve  cultural  heritage.  The  direct  and  indirect  costs  of  data  maintenance  and  storage  and  the  costs  of 
identifying  third  party  rights-holders,  excluding  the  actual  cost  of  licensing  permits,  should  be  consid
ered  eligible.

(c) when  calculating  a  reasonable  return  on  investment,  these  institutions  may  consider  prices  charged  by 
the  private  sector  for  the  re-use  of  identical  or  similar  documents.

4.2.4. Reasonable  return  on  investment

While  the  Directive  does  not  specify  what  constitutes  a  ‘reasonable  return  on  investment’,  its  main  fea
tures  could  be  outlined  by  reference  to  the  reason  for  departing  from  the  principle  of  marginal  costs, 
which  is  to  safeguard  the  normal  running  of  public  sector  bodies  that  may  face  additional  budgetary 
constraints.

The  ‘return  on  investment’  can  therefore  be  understood  as  a  percentage,  in  addition  to  eligible  costs, 
allowing  for:

a) recovery  of  the  cost  of  capital;  and

b) inclusion  of  a  real  rate  of  return  (profit)

In  the  case  of  commercial  players  in  a  comparable  market,  the  rate  of  return  would  take  account  of  the 
level  of  business  risk.  However,  it  is  not  appropriate  to  refer  to  business  risk  in  relation  to  PSI  re-use 
since  the  production  of  PSI  is  part  of  public  sectors'  bodies  remit.  The  Directive  requires  the  rate  of 
return  to  be  ‘reasonable’,  and  that  could  be  slightly  above  the  current  cost  of  capital  but  well  below  the 
average  rate  of  return  for  commercial  players,  which  is  likely  to  be  much  higher  due  to  the  higher  level 
of  risk  incurred.

As  the  cost  of  capital  is  closely  linked  to  credit  institutions'  interest  rates  (themselves  based  on  the 
ECB’s  fixed  interest  rate  on  main  refinancing  operations),  the  ‘reasonable  return  on  investment’  could  not 
generally  be  expected  to  be  more  than  5 %  above  the  ECB’s  fixed  interest  rate.  This  expectation  was 
shared  by  the  respondents  to  the  Commission’s  public  consultation,  with  a  mere  one  in  ten  replies  indi
cating  a  rate  above  5 % (22).  For  non-eurozone  Member  States,  the  ‘reasonable  return’  should  be  linked  to 
the  applicable  fixed  interest  rate.

4.3. Transparency

The  Directive  (Article  7)  requires  that  the  following  information  be  pre-established  and  published,  online 
where  possible  and  appropriate  and  so  as  to  relate  visually  and  functionally  to  the  documents  subject  to 
re-use:

a) applicable  conditions,  calculation  basis  and  amounts  of  standard  charges  (i.e.  charges  that  can  be 
applied  automatically  to  the  pre-defined  documents  or  sets  of  documents,  not  requiring  a  case-by-case 
assessment);

(22) See p. 14 of the final report summarising the outcome of the consultation: http://ec.europa.eu/digital-agenda/en/news/results-online-
survey-recommended-standard-licensing-datasets-and-charging-re-use-public-sector.
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b) factors  to  be  taken  into  account  in  the  calculation  of  non-standard  charges;  and

c) requirements  to  generate  sufficient  revenue  to  cover  a  substantial  part  of  the  costs  relating  to  the  col
lection,  production,  reproduction  and  dissemination  of  documents  for  which  charging  above  marginal 
cost  is  allowed  under  Article  6(2)(b).

In  line  with  the  results  of  the  open  consultation,  public  sector  bodies  are  also  encouraged  to  publish  the 
amounts  of  revenue  received  through  charging  for  the  re-use  of  the  documents  they  hold.  Such  informa
tion  should  be  compiled  at  an  aggregate  (database  or  whole  institution)  level  and  updated  annually.
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Non-opposition  to  a  notified  concentration

(Case  M.7169  —  Weichai  Power/KION  Group)

(Text  with  EEA  relevance)

(2014/C  240/02)

On  15  July  2014,  the  Commission  decided  not  to  oppose  the  above  notified  concentration  and  to  declare  it 
compatible  with  the  internal  market.  This  decision  is  based  on  Article  6(1)(b)  of  Council  Regulation  (EC) 
No.  139/2004 (1).  The  full  text  of  the  decision  is  available  only  in  English  language  and  will  be  made  public 
after  it  is  cleared  of  any  business  secrets  it  may  contain.  It  will  be  available:

— in  the  merger  section  of  the  Competition  website  of  the  Commission  (http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/
cases/).  This  website  provides  various  facilities  to  help  locate  individual  merger  decisions,  including  company, 
case  number,  date  and  sectoral  indexes,

— in  electronic  form  on  the  EUR-Lex  website  (http://eur-lex.europa.eu/homepage.html?locale=en)  under  document 
number  32014M7169.  EUR-Lex  is  the  online  access  to  the  European  law.

(1) OJ L 24, 29.1.2004, p. 1.

Non-opposition  to  a  notified  concentration

(Case  M.7279  —  Apollo/Endemol)

(Text  with  EEA  relevance)

(2014/C  240/03)

On  10  July  2014,  the  Commission  decided  not  to  oppose  the  above  notified  concentration  and  to  declare  it 
compatible  with  the  internal  market.  This  decision  is  based  on  Article  6(1)(b)  of  Council  Regulation  (EC) 
No  139/2004 (1).  The  full  text  of  the  decision  is  available  only  in  English  language  and  will  be  made  public 
after  it  is  cleared  of  any  business  secrets  it  may  contain.  It  will  be  available:

— in  the  merger  section  of  the  Competition  website  of  the  Commission  (http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/
cases/).  This  website  provides  various  facilities  to  help  locate  individual  merger  decisions,  including  company, 
case  number,  date  and  sectoral  indexes,

— in  electronic  form  on  the  EUR-Lex  website  (http://eur-lex.europa.eu/homepage.html?locale=en)  under  document 
number  32014M7279.  EUR-Lex  is  the  online  access  to  the  European  law.

(1) OJ L 24, 29.1.2004, p. 1.
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Non-opposition  to  a  notified  concentration

(Case  M.7215  —  AMEC/Foster  Wheeler)

(Text  with  EEA  relevance)

(2014/C  240/04)

On  17  July  2014,  the  Commission  decided  not  to  oppose  the  above  notified  concentration  and  to  declare  it 
compatible  with  the  internal  market.  This  decision  is  based  on  Article  6(1)(b)  of  Council  Regulation  (EC) 
No  139/2004 (1).  The  full  text  of  the  decision  is  available  only  in  English  language  and  will  be  made  public 
after  it  is  cleared  of  any  business  secrets  it  may  contain.  It  will  be  available:

— in  the  merger  section  of  the  Competition  website  of  the  Commission  (http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/
cases/).  This  website  provides  various  facilities  to  help  locate  individual  merger  decisions,  including  company, 
case  number,  date  and  sectoral  indexes,

— in  electronic  form  on  the  EUR-Lex  website  (http://eur-lex.europa.eu/homepage.html?locale=en)  under  document 
number  32014M7215.  EUR-Lex  is  the  online  access  to  the  European  law.

(1) OJ L 24, 29.1.2004, p. 1.
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IV

(Notices)

NOTICES  FROM  EUROPEAN  UNION  INSTITUTIONS,  BODIES,  OFFICES 
AND  AGENCIES

EUROPEAN COUNCIL

Extract  from  the  26-27  June  2014  European  Council  Conclusions  concerning  the  area  of 
Freedom,  Security  and  Justice  and  some  related  horizontal  issues

(2014/C  240/05)

(…)  The  European  Council  defined  the  strategic  guidelines  for  legislative  and  operational  planning  for  the  coming  years 
within  the  area  of  freedom,  security  and  justice  (see  below  under  Chapter  I)  and  also  addressed  some  related  horizontal 
issues.  (…)

I. FREEDOM,  SECURITY  AND  JUSTICE

1. One  of  the  key  objectives  of  the  Union  is  to  build  an  area  of  freedom,  security  and  justice  without  inter
nal  frontiers,  and  with  full  respect  for  fundamental  rights.  To  this  end,  coherent  policy  measures  need  to 
be  taken  with  respect  to  asylum,  immigration,  borders,  and  police  and  judicial  cooperation,  in  accordance 
with  the  Treaties  and  their  relevant  Protocols.

2. All  the  dimensions  of  a  Europe  that  protects  its  citizens  and  offers  effective  rights  to  people  inside  and 
outside  the  Union  are  interlinked.  Success  or  failure  in  one  field  depends  on  performance  in  other  fields  as 
well  as  on  synergies  with  related  policy  areas.  The  answer  to  many  of  the  challenges  in  the  area  of  free
dom,  security  and  justice  lies  in  relations  with  third  countries,  which  calls  for  improving  the  link  between 
the  EU’s  internal  and  external  policies.  This  has  to  be  reflected  in  the  cooperation  between  the  EU’s  institu
tions  and  bodies.

3. Building  on  the  past  programmes,  the  overall  priority  now  is  to  consistently  transpose,  effectively  imple
ment  and  consolidate  the  legal  instruments  and  policy  measures  in  place.  Intensifying  operational  coopera
tion  while  using  the  potential  of  Information  and  Communication  Technologies'  innovations,  enhancing  the 
role  of  the  different  EU  agencies  and  ensuring  the  strategic  use  of  EU  funds  will  be  key.

4. In  further  developing  the  area  of  freedom,  security  and  justice  over  the  next  years,  it  will  be  crucial  to 
ensure  the  protection  and  promotion  of  fundamental  rights,  including  data  protection,  whilst  addressing 
security  concerns,  also  in  relations  with  third  countries,  and  to  adopt  a  strong  EU  General  Data  Protection 
framework  by  2015.

5. Faced  with  challenges  such  as  instability  in  many  parts  of  the  world  as  well  as  global  and  European  demo
graphic  trends,  the  Union  needs  an  efficient  and  well-managed  migration,  asylum  and  borders  policy,  guided 
by  the  Treaty  principles  of  solidarity  and  fair  sharing  of  responsibility,  in  accordance  with  Article  80  TFEU 
and  its  effective  implementation.  A  comprehensive  approach  is  required,  optimising  the  benefits  of  legal 
migration  and  offering  protection  to  those  in  need  while  tackling  irregular  migration  resolutely  and  manag
ing  the  EU’s  external  borders  efficiently.
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6. To  remain  an  attractive  destination  for  talents  and  skills,  Europe  must  develop  strategies  to  maximise  the 
opportunities  of  legal  migration  through  coherent  and  efficient  rules,  and  informed  by  a  dialogue  with  the 
business  community  and  social  partners.  The  Union  should  also  support  Member  States'  efforts  to  pursue 
active  integration  policies  which  foster  social  cohesion  and  economic  dynamism.

7. The  Union’s  commitment  to  international  protection  requires  a  strong  European  asylum  policy  based  on 
solidarity  and  responsibility.  The  full  transposition  and  effective  implementation  of  the  Common  European 
Asylum  System  (CEAS)  is  an  absolute  priority.  This  should  result  in  high  common  standards  and  stronger 
cooperation,  creating  a  level  playing  field  where  asylum  seekers  are  given  the  same  procedural  guarantees 
and  protection  throughout  the  Union.  It  should  go  hand  in  hand  with  a  reinforced  role  for  the  European 
Asylum  Support  Office  (EASO),  particularly  in  promoting  the  uniform  application  of  the  acquis.  Converging 
practices  will  enhance  mutual  trust  and  allow  to  move  to  future  next  steps.

8. Addressing  the  root  causes  of  irregular  migration  flows  is  an  essential  part  of  EU  migration  policy.  This, 
together  with  the  prevention  and  tackling  of  irregular  migration,  will  help  avoid  the  loss  of  lives  of 
migrants  undertaking  hazardous  journeys.  A  sustainable  solution  can  only  be  found  by  intensifying  coopera
tion  with  countries  of  origin  and  transit,  including  through  assistance  to  strengthen  their  migration  and 
border  management  capacity.  Migration  policies  must  become  a  much  stronger  integral  part  of  the 
Union’s  external  and  development  policies,  applying  the  ‘more  for  more’  principle  and  building  on  the 
Global  Approach  to  Migration  and  Mobility.  The  focus  should  be  on  the  following  elements:

— strengthening  and  expanding  Regional  Protection  Programmes,  in  particular  close  to  regions  of  origin,  in 
close  collaboration  with  UNHCR;  increase  contributions  to  global  resettlement  efforts,  notably  in  view  of 
the  current  protracted  crisis  in  Syria;

— addressing  smuggling  and  trafficking  in  human  beings  more  forcefully,  with  a  focus  on  priority  countries 
and  routes;

— establishing  an  effective  common  return  policy  and  enforcing  readmission  obligations  in  agreements  with 
third  countries;

— fully  implementing  the  actions  identified  by  the  Task  Force  Mediterranean.

9. The  Schengen  area,  allowing  people  to  travel  without  internal  border  controls,  and  the  increasing  numbers 
of  people  travelling  to  the  EU  require  efficient  management  of  the  EU’s  common  external  borders  to  ensure 
strong  protection.  The  Union  must  mobilise  all  the  tools  at  its  disposal  to  support  the  Member  States  in 
their  task.  To  this  end:

— Integrated  Border  Management  of  the  external  borders  should  be  modernised  in  a  cost  efficient  way  to 
ensure  smart  border  management  with  an  entry-exit  system  and  registered  travellers  programme  and  sup
ported  by  the  new  Agency  for  Large  Scale  IT  Systems  (eu-LISA);

— Frontex,  as  an  instrument  of  European  solidarity  in  the  area  of  border  management,  should  reinforce  its 
operational  assistance,  in  particular  to  support  Member  States  facing  strong  pressure  at  the  external  bor
ders,  and  increase  its  reactivity  towards  rapid  evolutions  in  migration  flows,  making  full  use  of  the  new 
European  Border  Surveillance  System  EUROSUR;

— in  the  context  of  the  long-term  development  of  Frontex,  the  possibility  of  setting  up  a  European  system 
of  border  guards  to  enhance  the  control  and  surveillance  capabilities  at  our  external  borders  should  be 
studied.

At  the  same  time,  the  common  visa  policy  needs  to  be  modernised  by  facilitating  legitimate  travel  and 
reinforced  local  Schengen  consular  cooperation  while  maintaining  a  high  level  of  security  and  implementing 
the  new  Schengen  governance  system.
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10. It  is  essential  to  guarantee  a  genuine  area  of  security  for  European  citizens  through  operational  police 
cooperation  and  by  preventing  and  combating  serious  and  organised  crime,  including  human  trafficking  and 
smuggling,  as  well  as  corruption.  At  the  same  time,  an  effective  EU  counter  terrorism  policy  is  needed, 
whereby  all  relevant  actors  work  closely  together,  integrating  the  internal  and  external  aspects  of  the  fight 
against  terrorism.  In  this  context,  the  European  Council  reaffirms  the  role  of  the  EU  Counter  Terrorism 
Coordinator.  In  its  fight  against  crime  and  terrorism,  the  Union  should  back  national  authorities  by  mobilis
ing  all  instruments  of  judicial  and  police  cooperation,  with  a  reinforced  coordination  role  for  Europol  and 
Eurojust,  including  through:

— the  review  and  update  of  the  internal  security  strategy  by  mid  2015;

— the  improvement  of  cross-border  information  exchanges,  including  on  criminal  records;

— the  further  development  of  a  comprehensive  approach  to  cybersecurity  and  cybercrime;

— the  prevention  of  radicalisation  and  extremism  and  action  to  address  the  phenomenon  of  foreign  fight
ers,  including  through  the  effective  use  of  existing  instruments  for  EU-wide  alerts  and  the  development 
of  instruments  such  as  the  EU  Passenger  Name  Record  system.

11. The  smooth  functioning  of  a  true  European  area  of  justice  with  respect  for  the  different  legal  systems  and 
traditions  of  the  Member  States  is  vital  for  the  EU.  In  this  regard,  mutual  trust  in  one  another’s  justice 
systems  should  be  further  enhanced.  A  sound  European  justice  policy  will  contribute  to  economic  growth 
by  helping  businesses  and  consumers  to  benefit  from  a  reliable  business  environment  within  the  internal 
market.  Further  action  is  required  to:

— promote  the  consistency  and  clarity  of  EU  legislation  for  citizens  and  businesses;

— simplify  access  to  justice;  promote  effective  remedies  and  use  of  technological  innovations  including  the 
use  of  e-justice;

— continue  efforts  to  strengthen  the  rights  of  accused  and  suspect  persons  in  criminal  proceedings;

— examine  the  reinforcement  of  the  rights  of  persons,  notably  children,  in  proceedings  to  facilitate  enforce
ment  of  judgements  in  family  law  and  in  civil  and  commercial  matters  with  cross-border  implications;

— reinforce  the  protection  of  victims;

— enhance  mutual  recognition  of  decisions  and  judgments  in  civil  and  criminal  matters;

— reinforce  exchanges  of  information  between  the  authorities  of  the  Member  States;

— fight  fraudulent  behaviour  and  damages  to  the  EU  budget,  including  by  advancing  negotiations  on  the 
European  Public  Prosecutor’s  Office;

— facilitate  cross-border  activities  and  operational  cooperation;

— enhance  training  for  practitioners;

— mobilise  the  expertise  of  relevant  EU  agencies  such  as  Eurojust  and  the  Fundamental  Rights  Agency 
(FRA).

12. As  one  of  the  fundamental  freedoms  of  the  European  Union,  the  right  of  EU  citizens  to  move  freely  and 
reside  and  work  in  other  Member  States  needs  to  be  protected,  including  from  possible  misuse  or  fraudu
lent  claims.

13. The  European  Council  calls  on  the  EU  institutions  and  the  Member  States  to  ensure  the  appropriate  legisla
tive  and  operational  follow-up  to  these  guidelines  and  will  hold  a  mid-term  review  in  2017.
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EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Euro  exchange  rates (1)

23  July  2014

(2014/C  240/06)

1  euro  =

Currency Exchange  rate

USD US  dollar 1,3465

JPY Japanese  yen 136,51

DKK Danish  krone 7,4569

GBP Pound  sterling 0,79080

SEK Swedish  krona 9,2016

CHF Swiss  franc 1,2150

ISK Iceland  króna  

NOK Norwegian  krone 8,3235

BGN Bulgarian  lev 1,9558

CZK Czech  koruna 27,454

HUF Hungarian  forint 307,15

LTL Lithuanian  litas 3,4528

PLN Polish  zloty 4,1340

RON Romanian  leu 4,4228

TRY Turkish  lira 2,8204

AUD Australian  dollar 1,4248

Currency Exchange  rate

CAD Canadian  dollar 1,4436

HKD Hong  Kong  dollar 10,4362

NZD New  Zealand  dollar 1,5501

SGD Singapore  dollar 1,6674

KRW South  Korean  won 1 378,93

ZAR South  African  rand 14,1759

CNY Chinese  yuan  renminbi 8,3475

HRK Croatian  kuna 7,6210

IDR Indonesian  rupiah 15 473,21

MYR Malaysian  ringgit 4,2654

PHP Philippine  peso 58,183

RUB Russian  rouble 46,9397

THB Thai  baht 42,813

BRL Brazilian  real 2,9864

MXN Mexican  peso 17,4173

INR Indian  rupee 80,8573

(1) Source: reference exchange rate published by the ECB.
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