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II

(Information)

INFORMATION FROM EUROPEAN UNION INSTITUTIONS, BODIES, OFFICES
AND AGENCIES

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Non-opposition to a notified concentration

(Case M.10073 — Vitol/Drax Generation)

(Text with EEA relevance)

(2021/C 22/01)

On 15 January 2021, 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 (!). The full text
of the decision is available only in English 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.cu/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.curopa.eu/homepage.html?locale=en) under document
number 32021M10073. EUR-Lex is the on-line access to European law.

() OJL24,29.1.2004, p. 1.
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(Notices)
NOTICES FROM EUROPEAN UNION INSTITUTIONS, BODIES, OFFICES AND
AGENCIES
Euro exchange rates (')
20 January 2021
(2021/C 22/02)
1 euro =
Currency Exchange rate Currency Exchange rate
UsD US dollar 1,2101 CAD  Canadian dollar 1,5379
JPY Japanese yen 125,62 HKD HOIlg KOHg dollar 9,3804
DKK Danish krone 7.4382 NZD  New Zealand dollar 1,6965
GBP Pound sterling 0.88563 SGD Singapore dollar 1,6054
SEK Swedish krona 10,1383 KRW  South Korean won 1333,62
CHF Swiss franc 10778 ZAR South African rand 18,1101
) CNY Chinese yuan renminbi 7,8292
ISK Iceland kréna 157,20
HRK Croatian kuna 7,5635
NOK Norwegian krone 10,3230
IDR Indonesian rupiah 17 004,08
BGN Bulgarian lev 1,9558
MYR  Malaysian ringgit 4,8949
CZK Czech koruna 26,125 o
PHP Philippine peso 58,122
HUF Hungarian forint 357,38 RUB  Russian rouble 89,0850
PLN Polish zloty 4,5322 THB  Thai baht 36,315
RON Romanian leu 4,8738 BRL Brazilian real 6,4390
TRY Turkish lira 9,0111 MXN  Mexican peso 23,7719
AUD Australian dollar 1,5666 INR Indian rupee 88,3680

() Source: reference exchange rate published by the ECB.
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EUROPEAN PUBLIC PROSECUTOR'’S OFFICE

Internal rules of procedure of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office

(2021/C 22/03)

THE COLLEGE OF THE EUROPEAN PUBLIC PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE (EPPO),

Having regard to Council Regulation (EU) 2017/1939 of 12 October 2017 implementing enhanced cooperation on the
establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office (‘the EPPO’) (!), hereinafter referred to as the ‘EPPO Regulation’,
and in particular Article 21 thereof,

Taking into account the proposal drawn up by the European Chief Prosecutor,

Whereas:

According to Article 21(1) of the EPPO Regulation, the organisation of the work of the EPPO shall be governed by its
internal rules of procedure.

According to Article 21(2) of the EPPO Regulation, once the EPPO has been set up, the European Chief Prosecutor shall
without delay prepare a proposal for the internal rules of procedure of the EPPO, to be adopted by the College by a two-
thirds majority.

The European Chief Prosecutor submitted to the College a proposal for the internal rules of procedure of the EPPO.

The College examined the proposal drawn up by the European Chief Prosecutor in its meetings of 29 September 2020,
30 September 2020, 5 October 2020 and 12 October 2020,

HAS ADOPTED THESE INTERNAL RULES OF PROCEDURE:

TITLE

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Article 1
Scope

1. Inaccordance with Article 21(1) of the Regulation, the present internal rules of procedure govern the organisation of
the work of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office (hereinafter ‘the EPPO’).

2. These internal rules complement the provisions of the Regulation. They shall be binding upon the Central Office, the
staff of the EPPO and the European Delegated Prosecutors. The EPPO shall ensure that, where relevant, non-EPPO staff
working under its direction, provided by the Member States to allow the EPPO to exercise its functions under the
Regulation, follow these internal rules.

() OJL283,31.10.2017,p. 1.
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Article 2

Language arrangements

1. The working language for the operational and administrative activities shall be used in all internal acts, decisions and
documents produced by the EPPO, in all formal communication within the Central Office, between the Central Office and
the European Delegated Prosecutors and between European Delegated Prosecutors located in different Member States.

2. The communications, acts or decisions of the EPPO addressed to institutions, bodies, offices or agencies of the
European Union shall be drafted in the working language for the operational and administrative activities. French shall be
used along with English in the relations with the Court of Justice of the European Union.

3. Communication with persons involved in criminal proceedings, such as suspected or accused persons, victims and
witnesses, or with other third parties, shall be made in the language required in accordance with the applicable national
rules of criminal procedural law and, where applicable, in accordance with the relevant EU or international legal
instruments for judicial cooperation in criminal matters. When necessary, the communication shall be accompanied by a
translation in a language understood by the addressee.

4. European Delegated Prosecutors shall ensure that acts of the criminal investigations which they handle and which are
essential to allow the Central Office to carry out its tasks under the Regulation, are made available in the working language
of the EPPO, where appropriate in a summary form, and are included in the progress report referred to in Article 44.

Article 3
Translation modalities

1. For case-related and urgent administrative translations required for the functioning of the EPPO in accordance with
Article 2, the EPPO shall seek appropriate solutions aimed at ensuring that high quality and speedy translations are
delivered within a secure environment.

2. For non-urgent administrative translations, the Translation Centre for the Bodies of the EU shall be used.

3. Translation modalities shall comply with data protection requirements and the EPPO’s obligation to ensuring the
latter.

TITLE II

ORGANISATIONAL MATTERS

CHAPTER 1

The College

Atrticle 4
Chairing
1. The European Chief Prosecutor shall chair the meetings of the College.

2. Where appropriate, the European Chief Prosecutor shall designate one of the Deputy European Chief Prosecutors to
chair a College meeting in his/her absence.

3. In the absence of the European Chief Prosecutor and the two Deputies, the most senior in age European Prosecutor
shall chair the College meeting.
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Article 5

Exercise of general oversight

1. For the purpose of Article 9(2) of the Regulation, the College may at any time request information on the activities of
the EPPO, in addition to the information to be provided in accordance with the Regulation.

2. Information on general issues arising from individual cases shall be provided to the College anonymised and only to
the extent required for the purpose of Article 9(2) of the Regulation.

Article 6

Strategic and policy decisions

The College shall determine the priorities and the investigation and prosecution policy of the EPPO upon a proposal by the
European Chief Prosecutor.

Article 7
Meetings

1. Inaccordance with Article 9(2) of the Regulation, the College shall hold ordinary meetings at least once every month,
unless the College decides otherwise. The European Chief Prosecutor may call an extraordinary meeting at any time.

2. At the request of at least seven College members, the European Chief Prosecutor shall call an extraordinary meeting
no later than 10 days after their request.

3. The European Chief Prosecutor shall call the meetings of the College and determine the day and time of the meetings.

4. The meetings of the College shall take place at the premises of the EPPO. Whenever the circumstances so require, the
European Chief Prosecutor may convene meetings of the College by videoconference. If the physical presence of one or
more members of the College to meetings convened at the premises of the EPPO is not possible, the chair may authorise
their attendance to take place remotely.

5. The European Chief Prosecutor shall prepare the provisional agenda for each meeting. Any member of the College
and the Administrative Director may suggest to the European Chief Prosecutor points to be included in the provisional
agenda. The agenda shall include the points requested by at least 7 members of the College and the issues proposed by a
Permanent Chamber, in accordance with Article 21. The provisional agenda shall be sent by the Secretary of the College,
together with any supporting documents, to all College members at least one week before the meeting. Relevant
supporting documents shall also be provided to non-members of the College invited to attend for specific points. When an
extraordinary meeting is called, the provisional agenda and supporting documents may be sent at a shorter notice.

6. At the beginning of each meeting, the College shall approve the agenda. Urgent matters, not appearing on the
provisional agenda, may be proposed for discussion and voting by the chair of the meeting or any member of the College
and included in the agenda provided that the College does not object.

7. Asregards attendance by non-members of the College:

(a) the Administrative Director shall attend meetings of the College when budgetary, staff and other administrative matters
are discussed and may be invited by the European Chief Prosecutor to attend meetings of the College in which strategic
and policy matters are discussed;

(b) other staff members and any other person whose opinion may be of interest, may attend meetings upon invitation
made by the European Chief Prosecutor or at the initiative of any member of the College.
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Article 8

Quorum and voting

1. For the purpose of Article 9(5) of the Regulation, the quorum for the College to take decisions is two-thirds of the
College members. In the absence of a quorum, the Chair may decide to continue the meeting without taking any formal
decision. The relevant agenda items may be considered at the next College meeting or by written or silent procedure.

2. Exceptionally, if remote participation is not possible, a European Prosecutor who cannot attend a College meeting
may give a proxy vote to another European Prosecutor to vote on his/her behalf. Proxy votes cannot be taken into account
for establishing the quorum in accordance with paragraph 1.

3. A European Prosecutor using a vote by proxy shall communicate to the Secretary of the College in writing the identity
of the proxy holder, the items of the agenda for which the proxy is valid and any possible restrictions placed on the proxy
vote. The proxy vote is only valid for the item(s) of the agenda for which it has been given.

4. The chair shall call for a vote on a point of the agenda if he/she deems that the matter has been sufficiently considered.

5. The votes shall be taken by a show of hands, electronically or by a recorded vote, if the voting by a show of hands is
challenged. The decisions adopted by the College shall not record the breakdown of votes.

6.  Decisions to be taken by simple majority in accordance with the Regulation, will be considered adopted when the
highest number of votes cast for any issue or item exceeds the second-highest number.

Article 9

Written procedure for the adoption of College decisions

1. In case of urgency, when a decision cannot be postponed and is required before the College can be convened, the
European Chief Prosecutor may call for a written procedure.

2. The European Chief Prosecutor shall give the members of the College at least three working days for replies from the
date the draft decision was sent electronically. In exceptional cases, the European Chief Prosecutor may decide on a shorter
duration, but not shorter than a full working day.

3. A proposal for a decision to be taken by written procedure shall not be subject to amendments, and it shall be
approved or rejected in its entirety. In case no reply has been received within the set period, the respective member of the
College is deemed to have abstained from voting.

4. A decision is adopted when at least two-thirds of the members of the College have replied in writing and the required
voting majority has been obtained.

5. In cases where the required quorum or voting majority are not reached, the European Chief Prosecutor may relaunch
the written procedure or bring the matter to the next meeting of the College.

6.  The European Chief Prosecutor shall establish that the written procedure has been completed. A notification to that
effect shall be sent to the members of the College formalising the result of the decision.
Article 10

Silent procedure for the adoption of College decisions

1. The European Chief Prosecutor may call for a silent procedure for decisions to be taken by simple majority in
accordance with the Regulation and considered of a less substantial nature.
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2. The European Chief Prosecutor shall give the members of the College at least three working days for replies from the
date the draft decision was sent electronically. In exceptional cases, the European Chief Prosecutor may decide on a shorter
duration, but not shorter than a full working day.

3. Aproposal for a decision to be taken by silent procedure shall not be subject to amendments, and it shall be approved
or rejected in its entirety. In case no reply has been received within the set period, the respective member of the College is
deemed to have voted in favour.

4. The European Chief Prosecutor shall establish that the silent procedure has been completed. A notification to that
effect shall be sent to the members of the College formalising the result of the decision.

5. If one or more members of the College object to the silent procedure, the matter under consideration will be deemed
not approved.

Article 11
Procedure for the adoption of guidelines

1. For the purpose of the adoption by the College of the guidelines referred to in Articles 10(7), 24(10), 27(8), 34(3),
40(2) of the Regulation the following rules shall apply.

2. Proposals for adoption or modification of the guidelines may be submitted to the College by the European Chief
Prosecutor or a group of at least 7 European Prosecutors and be communicated to all members of the College at least

15 days before the meeting of the College in which the respective point has been included in the agenda.

3. By derogation from Article 8(1), the quorum for the College to take decisions under this Article is four fifths of the
College members.

4. Articles 9 and 10 shall not apply to decisions under this Article.

5. Decisions taken in accordance with this Article shall be published on the website of the EPPO.

Article 12

In camera and confidentiality

Without prejudice to Article 7(4), the meetings of the College shall be held in camera and the discussions shall be
confidential.

Article 13

Secretary of the College

1. The European Chief Prosecutor shall designate a person from among the staff of the EPPO to serve as Secretary of the
College.

2. The Secretary of the College shall work under the authority of the European Chief Prosecutor and assist him/her in
the preparations of the College meetings.

Article 14

Minutes of the meetings

1. Within two working days after each meeting and after approval by the chair, the Secretary of the College shall
distribute the list of decisions adopted by the College.

2. Without prejudice to paragraph 1, the Secretary of the College shall prepare the minutes of each meeting of the
College.
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3. The minutes of the meetings of the College shall contain, at least, the names of persons attending, a summary of the
debates and the decisions adopted, without recording the breakdown of votes.

4. The draft minutes shall be sent by the European Chief Prosecutor to the College members for approval at a
subsequent College meeting. Once adopted, the minutes shall be signed by the European Chief Prosecutor and the
Secretary of the College and attached to a record.

CHAPTER 2

The Permanent Chambers

Article 15

Decision on the Permanent Chambers

1. The number of the Permanent Chambers, as well as the division of competences between the Permanent Chambers
and the allocation of cases, shall be determined by a decision on the creation of the Permanent Chambers and the
allocation of cases (hereinafter the ‘decision on the Permanent Chambers’) adopted by the College on a proposal by the
European Chief Prosecutor.

2. The European Chief Prosecutor’s proposal shall be accompanied by an explanatory note.

3. The Decision on the Permanent Chambers shall establish the procedural arrangements for the meetings of the
Permanent Chambers.

4. The decision on the Permanent Chambers shall be published in the Official Journal and on the website of the EPPO.

Article 16
Composition

1. The composition of each Permanent Chamber shall be determined by a decision (hereinafter the ‘decision on the
composition of the Permanent Chambers’) of the College, upon a proposal of the European Chief Prosecutor.

2. Each European Prosecutor shall be a permanent member of at least one Permanent Chamber.

3. The assignment of a European Prosecutor as a permanent member of more than one Permanent Chamber shall be
duly justified taking into account the workload of that European Prosecutor.

4. The decision on the composition of the Permanent Chambers shall take into account the current and expected
workload of the European Prosecutors and the need to ensure the efficient functioning of the EPPO.

Article 17

Designation of the Chairs

1. The European Chief Prosecutor or a Deputy European Chief Prosecutor shall chair the Permanent Chambers of which
they are permanent members.

2. Outside the case contemplated in paragraph 1, the Chair shall be designated by the decision on the composition of
the Chamber.
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Article 18

Temporary replacement of a Chair

1. If it becomes necessary to replace a Chair of a Permanent Chamber on account of hisfher temporary inability to
discharge hisfher duties, the European Chief Prosecutor shall determine, in consultation with the Deputy European Chief
Prosecutors, appropriate arrangements in derogation to the decision on the composition of the Permanent Chambers. The
arrangements shall take into account the need to ensure continuity in the operations of the Permanent Chambers.

2. The duration of these temporary arrangements shall be determined by the European Chief Prosecutor and shall not
exceed three months.

3. These measures shall be communicated to the College and enter into force immediately.

Article 19

Allocation of cases

1. The decision on the Permanent Chambers shall establish a system for the allocation of cases to the Permanent
Chambers. The system shall be based on a random, automatic and alternating allocation of cases to Permanent Chambers
according to the order of registration of each new case and shall ensure an even distribution of workload among the
Permanent Chambers.

2. The system set out in paragraph 1 shall be designed in such way as to exclude the possibility of allocating a case to a
Permanent Chamber of which the supervising European Prosecutor is a permanent member.

3. The decision on the Permanent Chambers may further contain rules to ensure the efficient functioning of the EPPO
and an equal distribution of workload between the Permanent Chambers, allowing the European Chief Prosecutor to
exceptionally take measures if the workload of one Permanent Chamber significantly exceeds that of the others. These
measures may include, inter alia, the temporary suspension of the attribution of new cases to a Permanent Chamber for a
determined period of time. The European Chief Prosecutor shall inform the College of any such measure taken.

4. By derogation from the principle of random and automatic allocation and for the purpose of ensuring the efficient
functioning of the EPPO, the decision on the Permanent Chambers may provide that certain categories of cases, based in
particular on the type of offence under investigation or the circumstances of the offence, are assigned to a specific
Permanent Chamber.

Article 20

Competence over a specific case and reallocation

1. Once a case has been allocated to a Permanent Chamber, it shall remain competent to monitor and direct the
investigations and prosecutions related to that case, until the matter has been finally disposed of. This is without prejudice
to the application of the rules on reallocation of cases between Permanent Chambers in accordance with Article 51.

2. The European Chief Prosecutor may, after consultation of the Permanent Chamber to which a case had been assigned,
reallocate the case to a different Permanent Chamber:

(a) when there are links between individual cases assigned to different Permanent Chambers, or when the subject matter is
repetitive;

(b) if decisions are required as a matter of urgency, including decisions under Article 27 of the Regulation.
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3. The European Chief Prosecutor may also reallocate a case to a Permanent Chamber identified in accordance with
Article 19(4), after the consultation of the Permanent Chamber to which it had been initially allocated, if such case should
have been initially allocated to the specialised Permanent Chamber in application of the Decision on the Permanent
Chambers, or if the need for reallocation emerges in the course of the criminal proceedings.

4. The European Chief Prosecutor shall inform the College of any measure taken in accordance with paragraph 2, stating
the reasons for the reallocation.

Article 21

Information to the College

1. The Chair of each Permanent Chamber shall inform the College in writing, for the purposes of Article 5 and with the
modalities described in that Article, about issues arising from the work of the Chamber that may be of relevance for the
work of the EPPO as a whole, or in relation to the coherence, efficiency and consistency of the prosecution policy of the
EPPO.

2. Each Permanent Chamber, acting through its chair, may submit to the College a written proposal for discussion of
specific issues related to the implementation of the prosecution policy of the EPPO or other relevant guidelines concerning
specific issues arising from the work of the Permanent Chamber.

Article 22
Reporting obligations

1. Every year the Chair of each Permanent Chamber, after the consultation of the permanent members, shall submit a
written report to the College on the activities of the Permanent Chamber. A template of such report, as well as the deadline
for submission, shall be established by the European Chief Prosecutor.

2. The report provided for in paragraph 1 shall contain at least information on the following:

(a) workload of the Permanent Chamber, including the number of incoming cases, the number and type of decisions taken,
and the time necessary to decide on the cases;

(b) reasons for dismissal of cases in accordance with Article 39(1)(g) of the Regulation;

¢) decisions taken to apply a simplified prosecution procedure in accordance with Article 40 of the Regulation;
d) decisions taken in accordance with Articles 27(8),34(2) and 34(3) of the Regulation;

(e) application of the written procedure in accordance with Article 24;

(f) any other matter related to the activities of the Permanent Chamber, which is considered to have a horizontal impact on
the operational activities of the EPPO.

Article 23

Organisation of the meetings

1. Meetings of the Permanent Chambers shall be held in accordance with an agenda, indicating specifically the cases to
be treated, the decision to be taken and the issues to be discussed in relation to each case.

2. The Chair of the Permanent Chamber shall set the agenda. Additional items shall be added to the agenda upon request
of a permanent member. The Chair shall circulate the agenda to the members of the Permanent Chamber and to the
supervising European Prosecutor in charge of each case included on the agenda. The agenda shall be communicated to the
European Chief Prosecutor.

3. The Chair of the Permanent Chamber may invite the persons indicated in Article 10(9), second subparagraph, of the
Regulation, or any relevant member of the staff of the EPPO, to submit comments in writing within a specified deadline.
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4. A Permanent Chamber may deliberate on an item in the agenda only if the permanent members and the relevant
supervising European Prosecutor attend the meeting, either in person or with the modalities set out in paragraph 7.

5. By derogation from paragraph 4, if a permanent member cannot attend the meeting, in person or with the modalities
set out in paragraph 7, a decision on an item in the agenda may be taken if those present reach consensus.

6. The Chair of the Permanent Chamber shall inform the European Chief Prosecutor about decisions taken in
accordance with paragraph 5, stating the reasons for which the procedure has been applied.

7. The meetings of the Permanent Chamber shall take place at the premises of the EPPO. Whenever the circumstances
so required, the Chair may convene meetings of the Permanent Chamber by videoconference. If the physical presence of
one or more members of the Permanent Chamber, or of any other person invited to attend a meeting is not possible, the
Chair may authorise their attendance to take place remotely.

8. The Chair may designate a member of the Permanent Chamber or the supervising European Prosecutor to report on
an item included on the agenda of the meeting.

9.  Minutes of each meeting of the Permanent Chambers shall be drawn up under the responsibility of the Chair of the
Permanent Chamber and shall be registered in the Case Management System.

Article 24

Written procedure

1. The Permanent Chamber may act by way of a written procedure:

(a) when called to take a decision to dismiss a case in accordance with Article 39 (1) (a)—(d) of the Regulation or to refer it
to the national authorities in accordance with Article 34 of the Regulation;

(b) when the decision to be taken is of limited complexity, including by reason of its content or repetitive nature, or
because of the link with previous decisions already taken in the same case.

2. When acting in accordance with the written procedure, the draft decision shall be communicated via the Case
Management System to all permanent members of the Permanent Chamber, to the supervising European Prosecutor.

3. If no objection is lodged by a permanent member of the Permanent Chamber or by the supervising European
Prosecutor, within a deadline determined by the Chair not shorter than three days, the decision shall be deemed to have
been adopted.

CHAPTER 3

European Chief Prosecutor and Deputy European Chief Prosecutors

Article 25
Functions and tasks of the European Chief Prosecutor

1. The European Chief Prosecutor has the powers granted to him/her by the Regulation and exercises his/her functions
in accordance with the Regulation and these rules.

2. In accordance with Article 11(1) of the Regulation, the European Chief Prosecutor shall issue decisions. When the
decision is issued in oral form, the addressee may ask for a written confirmation.

3. Inaccordance with Article 11(3) of the Regulation, the European Chief Prosecutor shall sign instruments on behalf of
the EPPO, such as working arrangements and agreements.
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Article 26

Selection and appointment of Deputy European Chief Prosecutors

1. Where the position of Deputy European Chief Prosecutor is vacant, or due to become vacant within the next three
months, the European Chief Prosecutor shall without delay inform the College of the vacancy and invite any interested
European Prosecutor to submit his/her application, together with a statement of motivation. The appointment of a Deputy
European Chief Prosecutor shall take place not later than 3 months after the announcement to the College of the vacancy.
Applications shall be accepted until 2 weeks prior to the College meeting foreseen for the appointment.

2. Atthe latest one week prior to the College meeting for the appointment of the Deputy Chief Prosecutor, the European
Chief Prosecutor shall propose to the College a candidate for the appointment as Deputy European Chief Prosecutor from
amongst the received applications. The European Chief Prosecutor shall provide the application, together with the
statement of motivation submitted by the proposed candidate to the College together with the agenda.

3. Following the presentations by the candidate, all the members of the College shall vote by secret ballot.

4. 1f two Deputy European Chief Prosecutors need to be appointed at the same time, the procedure outlined in
paragraphs 1 to 3 of this Article shall apply accordingly.

Article 27

Functions of the Deputy European Chief Prosecutors

1. The European Chief Prosecutor may assign and/or delegate each Deputy European Chief Prosecutor specific tasks or
thematic or organisational responsibilities on an ad hoc or general basis. The College shall be informed thereof.

2. The European Chief Prosecutor shall ensure continuity of service at all times. The European Chief Prosecutor shall
decide on the order of replacement in case of the European Chief Prosecutor’s absence and/or being unable to attend to the
duties allocated to the European Chief Prosecutor.

Article 28

Exercise of the functions

When exercising functions in the capacity of Deputy European Chief Prosecutor, this is done under the supervision of the
European Chief Prosecutor, and the Deputy European Chief Prosecutor shall in these respects report directly to the
European Chief Prosecutor.

Article 29

Resignation and dismissal of a Deputy European Chief Prosecutor

1. If a Deputy European Chief Prosecutor wishes to resign from the function of Deputy European Chief Prosecutor,
he/she shall notify the European Chief Prosecutor in writing at least three months prior to his/her intended day of
resignation, unless otherwise agreed. The European Chief Prosecutor shall forward the resignation to the College without
delay.

2. In cases of grave breaches of trust, the College may, upon request of the European Chief Prosecutor, decide by a
majority of its members to dismiss the Deputy European Chief Prosecutor from the function of Deputy European Chief
Prosecutor. The Deputy European Chief Prosecutor concerned shall be excluded from the vote. The College shall hear the
Deputy European Chief Prosecutor concerned before taking its decision.
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CHAPTER 4

European Prosecutors

Article 30

Substitution between European Prosecutors

1. Where a European Prosecutor will be absent or unable to fulfil his/her duties for a brief period of time, the European
Chief Prosecutor shall appoint a European Prosecutor to act as a substitute.

2. The substituted European Prosecutor may propose in writing to the European Chief Prosecutor a European
Prosecutor whose consent to act as a substitute has already been obtained. The European Chief Prosecutor shall either
assign the proposed European Prosecutor or another.

3. The European Chief Prosecutor shall ensure that the European Prosecutor assigned to act as a substitute can
adequately perform his/her duties, taking into due account the extent of the knowledge of the legal system and language
required, in light of the specific circumstances of the substitution. The two European Prosecutors and the College shall be
informed accordingly.

4. The substitution under this Article shall include all duties, except where stated otherwise in these rules or excluded in
the Regulation.

5. This Article shall apply for all cases of absence of the European Prosecutor with the exception of absence dealt with
under Article 31.

Article 31

Substitution of a European Prosecutor by a European Delegated Prosecutor

1. Each European Prosecutor shall, upon appointment, or whenever a replacement is necessary, propose to the
European Chief Prosecutor one European Delegated Prosecutor from his/her Member State to be designated by the College
who would be in a position to act as interim European Prosecutor, in accordance with Article 16(7) of the Regulation.

2. When a European Prosecutor resigns, is dismissed or leaves his/her position in accordance with Article 16(5) and (6)
of the Regulation, or is otherwise unable to carry out his/her functions, the European Chief Prosecutor shall without delay
seek a decision by the College to enable the respectively designated person to act as interim European Prosecutor as of the
date the resignation, dismissal or departure takes effect, for a period of up to 3 months

3. Atthe latest two weeks prior to the end of the 3 month period, the College may extend the period of substitution for
as long as it deems necessary.

4. The interim European Prosecutor shall cease to act in his/her function, when the European Prosecutor from his/her
Member State is able to resume his/her duties, or upon appointment of a new European Prosecutor.

Article 32

Allocation of cases to other European Prosecutors

1. Requests made on the basis of Article 12(2) of the Regulation by a European Prosecutor may contain a proposal for a
European Prosecutor whose consent to take over the case has already been obtained.

2. When a request is made in relation to workload, the European Chief Prosecutor shall assess the workload of the
requesting European Prosecutor, of the availability of any other measure seen as appropriate to address the issue and of the
impact of the proposal on the effectiveness of the investigations and prosecutions of the EPPO.
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3. When a request is made on the basis of a potential conflict of interest, the European Chief Prosecutor shall grant the
request, if he/she concludes that the personal interests of the requesting European Prosecutor actually or potentially impair
his/her independence in carrying out the duties of a European Prosecutor in accordance with Article 12 of the Regulation,
or may be perceived as such. Paragraph 1 shall apply to the extent possible.

4. The European Chief Prosecutor shall decide on the requests under paragraphs 2 and 3 without undue delay, ensuring
the continuation of the proper and effective functioning of the EPPO. The European Chief Prosecutor may reassign the case
to the proposed European Prosecutor or to a different one, or reject the request.

5. Where the European Chief Prosecutor reassigns a case based on this Article, he/she shall ensure that the European
Prosecutor assigned to take over the case is not a permanent member of the monitoring Permanent Chamber and can
adequately perform his/her duties, taking into due account the extent of the knowledge of the legal system and language
required, in light of the specific circumstances. The European Prosecutor taking over the case shall exercise his/her tasks in
accordance with Article 12 of the Regulation.

6.  The reassignment shall be notified to the concerned European Prosecutors and the Permanent Chambers via the Case
Management System. The College shall be regularly informed by the European Chief Prosecutor about the reassignment of
cases.

CHAPTER 5

European Delegated Prosecutors

Article 33

Appointment of European Delegated Prosecutors

The College shall appoint the European Delegated Prosecutors based on a proposal by the European Chief Prosecutor. Prior
to the proposal, the European Chief Prosecutor shall ensure that the nominees meet the criteria in Article 17(2) of the
Regulation and the eligibility criteria provided in the College Decision laying down rules on conditions of employment of
the European Delegated Prosecutors.

Article 34

Coordination of the European Delegated Prosecutors

The European Chief Prosecutor may delegate to the European Prosecutors the coordination of the activities of the European
Delegated Prosecutors of the respective Member States, including their working programmes, so that the exercise of their
functions is ensured.

Article 35

Substitution between European Delegated Prosecutors

Where a European Delegated Prosecutor is temporarily absent, such as on annual leave, sick leave or otherwise unavailable,
the European Prosecutor of the same Member State shall assign another European Delegated Prosecutor from that Member
State to substitute the absent European Delegated Prosecutor during the period of his/her absence. The provisions set out in
the College Decision laying down rules on conditions of employment of the European Delegated Prosecutors remain
unaffected.
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CHAPTER 6

Administrative Director

Article 36

Selection and appointment of the Administrative Director

1. The European Chief Prosecutor shall propose for approval to the College the vacancy notice for the selection of the
Administrative Director.

2. The vacancy notice shall be published in the Official Journal of the European Union and on the EPPO’s website.
3. The European Chief Prosecutor shall assess candidates against the selection criteria set out in the vacancy notice and
interview an adequate number of the most suitable candidates. The European Chief Prosecutor shall also nominate a panel

to assist him/her.

4. Following the interviews, the European Chief Prosecutor shall draw up a shortlist of not more than 3 candidates,
ranked in the order of preference, and transmit it to the College, together with an assessment of each shortlisted candidate.

5. The College shall appoint the Administrative Director from one of the candidates placed on the shortlist.

Article 37

Evaluation of the performance and extension of the mandate of the Administrative Director

1. No later than 6 months before the end of the mandate of the Administrative Director, the European Chief Prosecutor
shall submit to the College an evaluation of the performance of the Administrative Director for its approval and, if deemed
appropriate, any observations.

2. Prior to the adoption of the evaluation, the Administrative Director may be heard by the College if deemed necessary
or if he/she requests it. The Administrative Director shall not be present at the meeting when the College adopts the
evaluation report. The College shall adopt a decision no later than 4 months before the end of the mandate of the
Administrative Director.

3. The College, acting on a proposal from the European Chief Prosecutor which takes into account the assessment

referred to in paragraph 2, may extend once the term of office of the Administrative Director for a period of no more than
4 years.

TITLE III

OPERATIONAL MATTERS

CHAPTER 1

Registration and verification of Information

Article 38
Registration of information

1. All information received by the EPPO in accordance with Article 24 of the Regulation, as well as acquired by the
EPPO ex officio which refers to any criminal conduct in respect of which the EPPO may exercise its competence shall be
registered in the register kept in accordance with Article 44(4)(a) of the Regulation (hereinafter the Register).
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2. The registration shall include the date, time and place of receipt of the information, and the person opening the
registration file. It shall further include the following details:

(a) the source of the information, including the identity and contact details of the organisation or person who has provided
it, unless applicable rules regarding the protection of informers and whistle-blowers are applicable and provide
otherwise;

(b) the format of the information, including reference to any document or other item, which cannot be stored in original in
the Case Management System;

(c) whether the file is opened with a view to initiating or evoking an investigation.

3. The registration should also contain, to the extent available:

(a) the possible legal qualification of the reported criminal conduct, including if it was committed by an organised group;
(b) a short description of the reported criminal conduct, including the date when it was committed;

(c) the amount and nature of the estimated damage;

(d) the Member State(s) where the focus of the criminal activity is, respectively where the bulk of the offences, if several,
was committed;

(e) other Member States that may be involved;

(f) the names of the potential suspects and any other involved persons in line with Article 24(4) of the Regulation, their
date and place of birth, identification numbers, habitual residence and/or nationality, their occupation, suspected
membership of a criminal organisation;

(g) whether privileges or immunities may apply;

(h) the potential victims (other than the European Union);
(i) the place where the main financial damage has occurred;
() inextricably linked offences;

(k) any other additional information, if deemed appropriate by the inserter.

4. To the extent possible, the document containing the information and all the items attached to it shall be converted in
an electronically storable format within the Case Management System.

5. Based on the content of paragraph 3(d) above, the Case Management System shall notify the appropriate European
Prosecutor(s). Additionally, where the assessment of paragraph 3(g) is positive, the Case Management System shall notify
the European Chief Prosecutor.

6.  Where the information contains special categories of personal data as defined in Article 55 of the Regulation, these
may be only processed if the requirements set out in Article 55 of the Regulation are met. The special categories of
personal data shall be marked as such in the Case Management System, and the grounds for their storage noted. The Case
Management System shall notify the Data Protection Officer of any such registration.

7. In deviation from paragraph 1, information reported by private parties that manifestly does not refer to a criminal
conduct in respect of which the EPPO may exercise its competence shall be referred by a European Delegated Prosecutor or
a European Prosecutor to the competent national authorities without undue delay, in line with Article 24(8) of the
Regulation or returned to the reporting party and/or deleted. An appropriate log shall be kept.

Article 39

Assignment for verification

1. All information registered according to Article 38(1) shall be subject to verification by a European Delegated
Prosecutor for the purpose of assessing whether there are grounds to exercise the competence of the EPPO.
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2. Following the notification from the Case Management System in accordance with Article 38(5), the European
Prosecutor shall assign the verification to a European Delegated Prosecutor. The process for assigning the verification shall
be determined by the European Prosecutor, which may include a rule based allocation, including for cases where the
information was obtained ex officio by a European Delegated Prosecutor.

3. Where multiple European Prosecutors have been notified, or the notified European Prosecutor considers that another
European Prosecutor is better placed to make the assignment, they shall consult and decide together. In case no agreement
is reached, the European Chief Prosecutor shall make a decision.

4. If the information has been received by the EPPO in accordance with Article 24(2) of the Regulation, it shall be
assigned for verification within 24 hours of registration. All other information shall be assigned for verification within 3
days of registration.

5. If the European Prosecutor does not assign the case in the prescribed time limit, or he/she informs his/her inability to
do so within the foreseen time limit, the assignment shall be done by the European Chief Prosecutor or by a Deputy
European Chief Prosecutor.

Article 40

Verification of information

1. The verification for the purpose of initiating an investigation shall assess whether:

(a) the reported conduct constitutes a criminal offence falling under the material, territorial, personal and temporal
competence of the EPPO;

(b) there are reasonable grounds under the applicable national law to believe that an offence is being or has been
committed;

(c) there are obvious legal grounds that bar prosecution;

(d) where applicable, the conditions prescribed by Article 25(2), (3) and (4) of the Regulation are met.

2. The verification for the purpose of evocation shall additionally assess:
(a) the maturity of the investigation;

(b) the relevance of the investigation with regard to ensuring the coherence of the EPPO’s investigation and prosecution
policy;

(c) the cross-border aspects of the investigation;

(d) the existence of any other specific reason, which suggests that the EPPO is better placed to continue the investigation.

3. The verification shall be carried out using all sources of information available to the EPPO as well as any sources
available to the European Delegated Prosecutor, in accordance with applicable national law, including those otherwise
available to him/her if acting in a national capacity. The European Delegated Prosecutor may make use of the staff of the
EPPO for the purpose of the verification. Where appropriate, the EPPO may consult and exchange information with Union
institutions, bodies, offices or agencies, as well as national authorities, subject to the protection of the integrity of a possible
future criminal investigation.

4. The European Delegated Prosecutor shall finalise the verification related to the evocation of an investigation at least 2
days before the expiration of the deadline prescribed by Article 27(1) of the Regulation. The verification related to initiating
an investigation shall be finalised no later than 20 days following the assignment.

5. If the European Delegated Prosecutor does not finalise the verification on whether or not to initiate an investigation
within the prescribed time limit, or he[she informs their inability to do so within the foreseen time limit, the European
Prosecutor shall be informed and where deemed appropriate extend the time available or issue an appropriate instruction
to the European Delegated Prosecutor.

6.  Where it concerns a decision on evocation, the European Delegated Prosecutor may ask the European Chief
Prosecutor to extend the time limit needed to adopt a decision on evocation by up to 5 days.
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7. Where the European Delegated Prosecutor does not issue a decision within the time limit, it shall be treated as a
consideration not to evoke a case, and Article 42 applied accordingly.

Article 41

Decision to initiate an investigation or to evoke a case

1. Where, following the verification, the European Delegated Prosecutor decides to exercise EPPO’s competence by
initiating an investigation or evoking a case, a case file shall be opened and it shall be assigned an identification number in
the index of the case files (hereinafter the Index). A permanent link to the related registration under Article 38(1) above
shall be automatically created by the Case Management System.

2. The corresponding reference in the Index shall contain, to the extent available:

(a) as regards suspected or accused persons in the criminal proceedings of the EPPO or persons convicted following the
criminal proceedings of the EPPO:

i)  surname, maiden name, given names and any alias or assumed names;
ii) date and place of birth;

(

(

(i) nationality;
(iv) sex;

(v)  place of residence, profession and whereabouts of the person concerned,

(vi) social security numbers, ID-codes, driving licences, identification documents, passport data, customs and tax
identification numbers;

vii) description of the alleged offences, including the date on which they were committed;
viii) category of the offences, including the existence of inextricably linked offences;

ix) the amount of the estimated damages;

x)  suspected membership of a criminal organisation;

xi) details of accounts held with banks and other financial institutions;

xii) telephone numbers, SIM-card numbers, email addresses, IP addresses, and account and user names used on online
platforms;

(xiii) vehicle registration data;
(xiv) identifiable assets owned or utilised by the person, such as crypto-assets and real estate;
(xv) information whether potential privileges or immunities may apply;
(b) as regards natural persons who reported or are victims of offences that fall within the competence of the EPPO:
i) surname, maiden name, given names and any alias or assumed names;
ii) date and place of birth;
iii) nationality;
iv) sex;
v) place of residence, profession and whereabouts of the person concerned;
vi) ID-codes, identification documents, and passport data;

(vii) description and nature of the offences involving or reported by the person concerned, the date on which the
offences were committed and the criminal category of the offences;

(c) as regards contacts or associates of one of the persons referred to in point (a) above:
(i) surname, maiden name, given names and any alias or assumed names;
(i) date and place of birth;

(i) nationality;
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(iv) sex;
(v) place of residence, profession and whereabouts of the person concerned;

(vi) ID-codes, identification documents, and passport data.

The categories of personal data referred to above under points (a)(x)—(xv) shall be entered in the Index only to the extent
practicable, taking into account the operational interest and available resources. The reference in the Index shall be
maintained up to date during the investigation of a case file. The Case Management System shall periodically notify the
European Delegated Prosecutor if certain categories of information are not entered in the Index.

3. The Case Management System shall notify the supervising European Prosecutor and the European Chief Prosecutor
and shall randomly assign the monitoring of the investigation to a Permanent Chamber, in accordance with Article 19.

4. Where the handling European Delegated Prosecutor considers that in order to preserve the integrity of the
investigation it is necessary to temporarily defer the obligation to inform the authorities referred to in Articles 25(5), 26(2)
and 26(7) of the Regulation, he/she shall inform the monitoring Permanent Chamber without delay. The latter may object
to this decision and instruct the European Delegated Prosecutor to proceed with the relevant notification immediately.

Article 42

Decision not to initiate an investigation or not to evoke a case

1. Where, following the verification, the European Delegated Prosecutor considers not to initiate an investigation or not
to evoke a case, he/she shall record the reasons in the Register. The consideration shall be notified to the assigning European
Prosecutor and the Case Management System shall assign its review to a Permanent Chamber whose permanent members
do not include the supervising European Prosecutor.

2. If the College has adopted general guidelines allowing the European Delegated Prosecutors to decide, independently
and without undue delay, not to evoke cases concerning specific types of offences, the review of the European Delegated
Prosecutor’s decision shall be conducted according to the rules prescribed by those guidelines.

3. The Permanent Chamber, if it feels it is appropriate, may ask for assistance from the staff of the EPPO to further
inform their decision.

4. The Permanent Chamber’s review of the consideration not to evoke a case shall be conducted before the expiration of
the deadline prescribed by Article 27(1) of the Regulation. The review of the consideration not to initiate an investigation
shall be conducted no later than 20 days following the assignment to the Permanent Chamber. The Permanent Chamber
may request the European Chief Prosecutor to extend the time available for the review.

5. If the Permanent Chamber instructs the European Delegated Prosecutor to start an investigation or to evoke the case,
the European Delegated Prosecutor shall act in accordance with Article 41.

6.  If the Permanent Chamber does not instruct the European Delegated Prosecutor before the expiration of the time
limit for the review, the consideration of the European Delegated Prosecutor shall be deemed as accepted. Where possible,
the authority or person, who reported the criminal conduct shall be notified of the decision.

7. If the decision not to start an investigation is based on the fact that the reported criminal conduct falls outside the
competence of the EPPO, the originally received information, along with, where permissible, any information discovered
during the verification by the EPPO, shall be referred to the competent national authorities.
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CHAPTER 2

Investigations

Article 43

Rules on conducting the investigation

1. Notwithstanding the possibility of reallocation in accordance with Article 49, the European Delegated Prosecutor
who decided to initiate or to evoke the investigation shall also be handling it.

2. When allowed under the national law, the European Prosecutor may assign one or more European Delegated
Prosecutors from the same Member State to conduct the investigation alongside the handling European Delegated
Prosecutor.

3. Without prejudice to the provisions of the national law applicable to the case, the EPPO’s case files shall be organised
and managed in accordance with these rules in order to ensuring the proper functioning of the EPPO as a single office.
Copies of all items added to the case file shall be stored in an electronic format in the Case Management System, where
possible, in accordance with Article 44(4)(c) of the Regulation.

4. The practical arrangements for the access of the supervising European Prosecutor and of the competent Permanent
Chamber to the information and evidence from the case files which cannot be stored electronically in the Case
Management System shall be made with the handling European Delegated Prosecutor in a cost-effective manner.

5. On the basis of a proposal made by the European Chief Prosecutor, the College may adopt further rules on the
management and the archive of the EPPO’s case files.

Article 44

Reporting on the investigations

1. While the investigation is ongoing, the handling European Delegated Prosecutor shall draw up and maintain a
progress report. The report shall contain an indicative investigative work plan as well as any significant developments of
the investigation, including at least:

(a) the investigative measures planned, performed and their results;

(b) any changes in the scope of the investigation concerning the suspect(s), the offence(s) under investigation, the damage
caused and the victim(s);

—_
(e)
-~

the gathering of important evidence;

=

requests for review of any act or decision of the handling European Delegated Prosecutor, if applicable;

a brief description of the content of communications, acts or decisions addressed to a Member State or to a person
subject to the jurisdiction of a Member State.

—
o
-

2. This report shall be maintained in the Case Management System. The supervising European Prosecutor and the
members of the monitoring Permanent Chamber shall receive a notification through the Case Management System
whenever the report is amended.

3. The European Prosecutors may adopt guidelines for the European Delegated Prosecutors in their Member States
specifying the reporting obligation.
Article 45
Monitoring of the investigations

1. After a case is opened, the Case Management System shall assign it randomly for monitoring to a Permanent
Chamber whose permanent members do not include the supervising European Prosecutor, in accordance with Article 19.
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2. The monitoring Permanent Chamber, including any one of its permanent members and the supervising European
Prosecutor, shall at any time have access to the information from the case file as stored in the Case Management System.
When indispensable for taking a decision, the Permanent Chamber may ask the supervising European Prosecutor to ensure
the transmission to the Central Office of the original item(s), whose copies are not yet, or are not able to be stored in their
original form in the Case Management System and are not held in the Central Office. The item(s) shall be returned without
undue delay once the purpose for which it was requested by the Permanent Chamber has been achieved.

3. Without prejudice to the reporting obligations under Article 22, the Permanent Chamber or the supervising
European Prosecutor may at any time request a European Delegated Prosecutor to provide information on an ongoing
investigation or prosecution.

4. The Permanent Chamber shall review the investigation periodically, according to a timetable established by the Chair,
or at any moment at the request of one of its permanent members, the supervising European Prosecutor or the handling
European Delegated Prosecutor.

5. At any point during the investigation, the handling European Delegated Prosecutor can request the assistance of a
member of the staff of the EPPO.

Article 46

Directing of the investigations

1. Instructions to the handling European Delegated Prosecutors in accordance with Article 10(5) of the Regulation may
concern taking or refraining from taking specific measures.

2. The instructions may establish an obligation for the handling European Delegated Prosecutor to report on the
corresponding follow-up.

3. The Chair of the Permanent Chamber shall circulate a draft of the instructions or delegate a member of the Permanent
Chamber or the supervising European Prosecutor to do so.

4. The instructions shall be entered in the Case Management System which shall automatically notify the concerned
European Delegated Prosecutor.

5. The supervising European Prosecutor shall ensure the European Delegated Prosecutor complies with the instructions.
If the supervising European Prosecutor considers that the handling European Delegated Prosecutor failed to follow
instructions, he/she shall request clarifications and inform the Permanent Chamber, where necessary submitting a proposal
in accordance with Article 28(3)(b) of the Regulation.

Article 47

Review of the instructions of the Permanent Chambers

1. When a European Delegated Prosecutor deems that the implementation of an instruction received from the
monitoring Permanent Chamber would be contrary to Union law, including the Regulation, or applicable national law,
he/she shall immediately inform the Permanent Chamber, proposing to amend or revoke the instructions received. The
monitoring Permanent Chamber shall decide without undue delay on this request, after consulting the supervising
European Prosecutor.

2. When the Permanent Chamber denies such a request, the European Delegated Prosecutor may submit a request for
review to the European Chief Prosecutor. The chair of the monitoring Permanent Chamber may submit observations to
the European Chief Prosecutor. The European Chief Prosecutor shall assign the request to a different Permanent Chamber,
who shall take a final decision on the instruction with the participation of the supervising European Prosecutor.
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Article 48

Internal review of the acts of European Delegated Prosecutors

1. Where the national law of a Member State provides for the internal review of acts within the structure of its own
prosecutor’s office, all requests for the review of an act undertaken by the European Delegated Prosecutor shall be inserted
in the Case Management System which shall notify the supervising European Prosecutor and the monitoring Permanent
Chamber.

2. The handling European Delegated Prosecutor shall submit written observations to the supervising European
Prosecutor.

3. The supervising European Prosecutor shall deal with the request for review within the deadline established according
to the national law. The review procedure shall have no suspensive effect and shall not delay the efficient handling of
on-going investigations or prosecutions, unless the national law provides otherwise.

4. Prior to taking a decision on the request for review, the supervising European Prosecutor shall inform the competent
Permanent Chamber. The Permanent Chamber may at any time continue exercising its monitoring powers enshrined in the
Regulation.

5. Where, in the context of internal reviews under national law, the national law refers to the supervising/superior
prosecutor, for the purposes of this Article it shall be understood as the supervising European Prosecutor in relation to the
European Delegated Prosecutor.

Article 49

Reallocation of a case to another European Delegated Prosecutor

The supervising European Prosecutor may propose to reallocate a case to another European Delegated Prosecutor in the
same Member State. The reasoned proposal shall be entered in the Case Management System, which shall notify the
monitoring Permanent Chamber and the handling European Delegated Prosecutor. The handling European Delegated
Prosecutor may submit written observations within 5 days after receiving the notification, unless, due to the urgency of
the matter, this period has been reduced by the European Prosecutor.

Article 50

Reallocation of a case to a European Delegated Prosecutor in another Member State

1. The handling European Delegated Prosecutor, the supervising European Prosecutor or any permanent member of the
monitoring Permanent Chamber may propose for a case to be reallocated to a European Delegated Prosecutor in another
Member State in accordance with Article 26(5) of the Regulation.

2. The Permanent Chamber may invite the European Prosecutor from the Member State where the case is proposed to
be reallocated to, to attend its meeting and may request written observations from the European Delegated Prosecutors
concerned.

In case the reallocation results in the supervising European Prosecutor also being a permanent member of the monitoring
Permanent Chamber, Article 19 shall apply accordingly.

3. The decision of the Permanent Chamber to reallocate a case according to paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be registered in the
Case Management System, which shall notify the European Prosecutors and European Delegated Prosecutors concerned.
The decision may not be taken by written procedure.
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Article 51
Merging or splitting of cases

1. Any handling European Delegated Prosecutor, supervising European Prosecutors or permanent member of the
monitoring Permanent Chamber may propose to the Permanent Chamber the merging or splitting of cases falling under
the criteria of Article 26(5)(b) and (6) of the Regulation.

2. When the cases to be merged are monitored by different Permanent Chambers, they shall consult each other in order
to decide upon the merging of those cases. Where a decision to merge cases is made, the monitoring Permanent Chamber
of the first registered case in the Case Management System shall also monitor the merged case, unless the concerned
Permanent Chambers jointly decide to deviate from this principle. In case of disagreement between the Permanent
Chambers, the European Chief Prosecutor shall decide.

3. When the monitoring Permanent Chamber decides to split a case, it shall remain competent for all the cases which
resulted from the split. If there is a reason to deviate from this rule, the monitoring Permanent Chamber shall inform the
European Chief Prosecutor who shall decide. The new case(s) resulting from the split shall receive a new case number, in
accordance with Article 41.

4. The decision to merge or split cases, and the choice of allocation to a different Permanent Chamber following a merge
or a split of cases shall be registered in the Case Management System.

5. The decision shall also contain the Permanent Chamber’s choice on the European Delegated Prosecutor handling the
merged or split cases in accordance with Article 26 of the Regulation. In case of disagreement between the Permanent
Chambers, the European Chief Prosecutor shall decide.

Article 52

Investigations conducted by a European Prosecutor

1. Before taking a reasoned decision in accordance with Article 28(4) of the Regulation, the supervising European
Prosecutor who intends to conduct an investigation personally shall request the approval of the Permanent Chamber
through the Case Management System.

2. The request shall include the reasons why the investigation should be conducted by the supervising European
Prosecutor.

3. The Permanent Chamber may ask for clarifications from the handling European Delegated Prosecutor.

4. If the approval is granted by the Permanent Chamber, the supervising European Prosecutor shall record the decision
in the Case Management System, which shall notify the concerned European Delegated Prosecutor(s). The decision shall
also be communicated to the national authorities.

5. Where a European Prosecutor conducts an investigation personally, Article 44 shall apply in analogy.

Article 53

Assignment of measures to another European Delegated Prosecutor

1. The assignment of an investigation measure by the handling European Delegated Prosecutor to an assisting European
Delegated Prosecutor from another Member State shall be registered in the Case Management System, which shall notify the
concerned European Prosecutors. The European Prosecutor of the Member State where the measure needs to be carried out
shall allocate the appropriate European Delegated Prosecutor to undertake the measure. The European Delegated
Prosecutor shall be notified by the Case Management System.
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Where an assisting European Delegated Prosecutor has already been determined, the handling European Delegated
Prosecutor may assign the execution of the measure directly to that European Delegated Prosecutor. In urgent cases the
handling European Delegated Prosecutor may assign the execution of the measure to any European Delegated Prosecutor
of the respective Member State.

2. The decision shall contain all the elements necessary to allow the assisting European Delegated Prosecutor to
undertake the measure and shall indicate a time limit for the execution of the assignment.

3. If the assisting European Delegated Prosecutor cannot undertake the measure within the set time limit, he/she shall
inform the supervising European Prosecutor and consult with the handling European Delegated Prosecutor to resolve the
matter bilaterally.

4. If deemed necessary, for example in complex cross-border investigations, a coordination meeting may be organised at
the Central Office of the EPPO.

Article 54
Exceptionally costly investigation measures

1. Where an exceptionally costly investigation measure is carried out or could be carried out on behalf of the EPPO, the
handling European Delegated Prosecutor may file a reasoned request in the Case Management System for a partial financial
contribution of the EPPO, in accordance with Article 91(6) of the Regulation.

2. The reasoned request shall contain details on the exceptional nature of the cost of the measure. The request shall also
specify the requested amount of the EPPO’s financial contribution.

3. The request is automatically notified in the Case Management System to the permanent members of the competent
Permanent Chamber as well as to the supervising European Prosecutor.

4. The Permanent Chamber shall periodically examine the requests. The Permanent Chamber shall accept or reject the
request in accordance with the guidelines on the contribution of the EPPO to exceptionally costly investigation measures,
without indicating the amount to be awarded.

5. The decision of the Permanent Chamber shall be automatically notified through the Case Management System to the
concerned European Delegated Prosecutor.

6.  Where the request is accepted by the Permanent Chamber, the Administrative Director shall be informed of that
decision and, if applicable, of the proposed amount to be awarded. The Administrative Director shall periodically take a
decision on the amount to award in compliance with the Financial Rules and in accordance with the guidelines on the
contribution of the EPPO to exceptionally costly investigation measures. The decision is notified without delay to the
concerned European Delegated Prosecutor, the supervising European Prosecutor, the European Chief Prosecutor and the
permanent members of the Permanent Chamber.

CHAPTER 3

Conclusion of cases

Article 55
Delegation of powers to conclude cases

1. The Permanent Chamber may decide to delegate its decision-making power in accordance with Article 10(7) of the
Regulation at any stage before the termination of the investigation. The decision may not be taken by written procedure.
The decision shall be registered in the Case Management System and notified to the European Chief Prosecutor. If the
European Chief Prosecutor is a member of the relevant Permanent Chamber, the Deputy European Chief Prosecutors shall
be notified about the decision.

2. The request for review of this decision in accordance with Article 10(7), second subparagraph of the Regulation shall
be communicated forthwith by the Case Management System to the supervising European Prosecutor and the handling
European Delegated Prosecutor, who shall refrain thereafter from any act which may impair the effectiveness of the review.
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3. The matter shall be decided by the Permanent Chamber without undue delay. The European Chief Prosecutor or, as
the case may be, the Deputy European Chief Prosecutor, who has submitted the request, may attend the meeting of the
Permanent Chamber on this matter. The College shall be notified of the request and of the outcome of the review
procedure.

Article 56

Termination of the investigation

1. When the handling European Delegated Prosecutor considers the investigation to be completed, he/she shall provide
a report containing, inter alia:

(a) asummary of the facts that were the object of the investigation, as resulting from the existing evidence;
(b) the legal qualification of the facts and their application to the specific case;

(c) areasoned proposal to prosecute, to apply a simplified prosecution procedure, to dismiss the case or to refer it to the
competent national authorities;

(d) if applicable, a proposal to join several cases and the court where the case should be brought to judgement;

(e) any deadlines applicable under national law.

This provision shall also apply to the European Prosecutor who is conducting the investigation personally in accordance
with Article 28(4) of the Regulation.

2. The report and the draft decision provided by the European Delegated Prosecutor to be submitted to the Permanent
Chamber shall be registered in the Case Management System, which shall notify the supervising European Prosecutor and
all the members of the monitoring Permanent Chamber.

3. The report and the draft decision shall be submitted to the supervising European Prosecutor, who, within 10 days
shall forward them to the Permanent Chamber, including any own observations he/she may have. Unless the draft decision
by the European Delegated Prosecutor proposes to bring a case to judgment, the European Prosecutor may ask the chair of
the Permanent Chamber for an extension of the 10-day deadline.

4. The chair of the Permanent Chamber shall decide the date when the report and the draft decision shall be discussed.
When the European Delegated Prosecutor submits a draft decision proposing to bring a case to judgement, it shall be
discussed at least 5 days before the expiration of the time limit prescribed by Article 36(1) of the Regulation.

5. When the European Delegated Prosecutor submits a draft decision proposing to bring a case to judgement or to apply
a simplified prosecution procedure, the decision of the Permanent Chamber cannot be adopted by written procedure.

6.  The Permanent Chamber may adopt or amend the decision proposed by the European Delegated Prosecutor, may
adopt a different decision or may instruct the European Delegated Prosecutor to continue the investigation, indicating the
specific activities to be undertaken, in accordance with Article 46. If it deems necessary, it may also conduct its own review
in line with Article 35(2) of the Regulation.

7. Ifadecision to dismiss the case has been adopted, the European Delegated Prosecutor shall undertake the notification
and information required pursuant to Article 39(4) of the Regulation and note it in the Case Management System.

8. The report shall be submitted by the European Delegated Prosecutor in a manner which ensures the ability to comply
with the deadlines foreseen in paragraphs 3 and 4, taking into account the existence of any deadlines applicable in line with
national procedural laws. Where this is not possible, the report shall highlight this aspect, as well as giving reasons for it.
The supervising European Prosecutor and the Permanent Chamber shall act accordingly.
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9. In case the respectively competent Permanent Chamber has delegated its decision-making power in line with
Article 55, the report under paragraph 1 shall be provided to the supervising European Prosecutor, who shall adopt the
decision as proposed or after amending it as deemed appropriate. If the decision by the supervising European Prosecutor is
to dismiss the case, Article 56(7) shall apply.

Article 57

Referral of cases to the national authorities

1. At any point during the investigation, the handling European Delegated Prosecutor, the supervising European
Prosecutor or any member of the monitoring Permanent Chamber may propose for a case to be referred to the national
authorities according to Articles 34(1)-(3) of the Regulation.

2. The draft decision shall be registered in the Case Management System, which shall notify the permanent members of
the Permanent Chamber, the supervising European Prosecutor and the handling European Delegated Prosecutor.

3. If no comments from any of the notified parties under paragraph 2 are received within a timeline of 5 days, the
decision shall be deemed to have been adopted, shall be translated and shall be sent to the competent national authority.

4. 1If the competent national authority decides to take over the case, or if the referral is based on Article 34(1) and/or (2)
of the Regulation, the European Delegated Prosecutor shall transfer the case file without undue delay.

5. In cases where the referral is based on Article 34(3) of the Regulation, the competent national authority does not take
over the case or does not respond in 30 days after receiving the referral decision, the European Delegated Prosecutor shall
continue the investigation, or proceed with the application of Article 56.

Article 58

Consultation with the national authorities

1. Where the European Delegated Prosecutor intends to propose the dismissal of a case in relation to an offence
indicated by Article 22(3) of the Regulation in line with Article 39(3) of the Regulation, he/she shall notify the national
authorities specified by the respective Member State in line with Article 25(6) of the Regulation.

2. Based on the observations received from the national authority within 20 days following the notification under
paragraph 1 above, the European Delegated Prosecutor shall register the corresponding report and draft decision into the
Case Management System.

Article 59
Reopening an investigation

1.  If the EPPO receives information related to facts which were not known at the time of the decision to dismiss a case
and which may warrant further investigation, the following rules shall apply.

2. The verification shall be assigned by the supervising European Prosecutor to the same European Delegated Prosecutor
who conducted the investigation or, where appropriate, to a different European Delegated Prosecutor from the same
Member State.

3. The European Delegated Prosecutor, following the assessment of the new facts, shall draw a report concerning their
influence on the dismissal decision, specifying and taking into account any relevant provisions in the national law, and if
any further investigative activity is deemed necessary.
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4. The report and the corresponding draft decision shall be registered in the Case Management System, which shall
assign it to the same Permanent Chamber which decided upon the dismissal, unless that Permanent Chamber no longer
operates, in which case the Case Management System shall assign it randomly to a Permanent Chamber whose permanent
members do not include the supervising European Prosecutor, in accordance with Article 19.

5. If the Permanent Chamber following from paragraph 4 above, or a national court or the European Court of Justice
following the review of a dismissal decision decide that the EPPO should reopen the case, the supervising European
Prosecutor shall assign a European Delegated Prosecutor to continue the investigation.

CHAPTER 4

Court proceedings

Article 60

Representation in court

1. In proceedings before national courts in line with Article 36 of the Regulation, the EPPO shall in principle be
represented by a European Delegated Prosecutor.

2. The European Delegated Prosecutor shall draw up a report containing any significant developments of the
proceedings and shall update it periodically. The report shall be registered in the Case Management System and all updates
shall be notified to the members of the Permanent Chamber.

3. The Permanent Chamber may issue instructions to the European Delegated Prosecutor or the European Prosecutor in
accordance with Article 10(5) of the Regulation.

4. By derogation from paragraph 1 above, the EPPO may also be represented by the supervising European Prosecutor in
accordance with Article 28(4) of the Regulation. Paragraphs 2 and 3 above of the present Article shall apply.

TITLE IV

CASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

Article 61

Rules regarding the right of access to the Case Management System

1. The European Chief Prosecutor, the Deputy European Chief Prosecutors, other European Prosecutors and the
European Delegated Prosecutors shall access the Register and the Index only to the extent required for the performance of
their duties.

2. The European Chief Prosecutor shall designate the EPPO staff whose access to the Register and/or to the Index is
required for the performance of their duties. The decision shall also indicate the level of access and the conditions of
exercising it.

3. Inexceptional cases, if needed to ensure confidentiality, the European Chief Prosecutor may decide that the access to a
specific information in the Register and|or to a specific case file in the Index is temporarily only available to the permanent
members of the Permanent Chamber, the supervising European Prosecutor and the handling European Delegated
Prosecutors and other specifically nominated staff.

4. The European Chief Prosecutor and the Deputy European Chief Prosecutors shall have direct access to information
stored electronically in the Case Management System or access to the case file to the extent required for the performance
of their duties.
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5. The handling European Delegated Prosecutor shall grant access to information stored electronically in the Case
Management System or to the case file to the assisting European Delegated Prosecutor, or other European Delegated
Prosecutors having submitted a reasoned request, or staff of the EPPO only to the extent required for the undertaking of
the tasks assigned to them.

6.  When entering information into the Case Management System, the handling European Delegated Prosecutor may be
assisted by the staff of the EPPO or by other administrative staff acting under his/her control put at the EPPO’s disposal by
the respective participating Member State, only to the extent required to ensure that the EPPO can function as a single
office and that the content of information in the Case Management System reflects at all times the case file.

7. The EPPO shall implement appropriate technical and organisation measures to ensure the protection of the personal
data stored in the Case Management System.

Article 62

Cross-checking of information

1. Information entered in the Index shall automatically be cross-checked against the Register, the Index and all
information from the case files stored electronically in the Case Management System.

2. In case of a hit, the handling European Delegated Prosecutor and the supervising European Prosecutor of the
underlying cases shall be notified.

3. Ifaccess to one of the linked cases was temporarily restricted to certain users in accordance with Article 61(3), only
the handling European Delegated Prosecutor and the supervising European Prosecutor of the respective case shall be
notified.

4. The application of paragraphs 1 to 3 above shall also be permissible for information inserted into or added to the
Register and information from the case files stored electronically in the Case Management System not in the Index.

TITLEV

DATA PROTECTION

Article 63

General principles

1. Personal data may only be processed by the EPPO in full compliance with the respectively applicable data protection
framework applicable to such processing. Any personal data shall be processed by the EPPO only in compliance with the
principles of purpose limitation, lawfulness and fairness, data minimisation, accuracy, storage limitation, integrity and
confidentiality and accountability.

2. The EPPO shall take into full account its obligations stemming from the application of the data protection by design
as foreseen in Article 67 of the Regulation and ensure its appropriate implementation, especially as regards the automated
processing of personal data and developments of systems in this respect.

3. The EPPO shall ensure that all receipts of personal data, as well as any transfers thereof, are duly logged and traceable,
including, where required in line with these or other implementing rules, the grounds for their transfer.

4. The Data Protection Officer shall have access to the record of all transfers and receipts of personal data under
paragraph 2 above, allowing for the fulfilment of the obligations of the Data Protection Officer under specifically
Article 79(1)(d) of the Regulation.
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5. No personal data, be it administrative or operational, shall be kept longer than necessary for the purpose for which it
has been processed, or than required due to other legal obligations.

6.  The College, acting upon proposal of the European Chief Prosecutor, shall adopt further implementing rules on the
processing of personal data by the EPPO, in accordance with Article 64 below.

7. The College, acting upon a proposal by the European Chief Prosecutor, shall adopt the implementing rules on the
Data Protection Officer.

8. As foreseen and in line with Article 79(1)(a) of the EPPO Regulation, the Data Protection Officer shall ensure in an
independent manner, the compliance of the EPPO with the data protection provisions of the Regulation, of Regulation
2018/1725 as regards administrative personal data, and of the relevant data protection provisions in the internal rules of
procedure of the EPPO.

Article 64

Implementing rules on the processing of personal data

1. The College, upon a proposal by the European Chief Prosecutor, shall adopt a further implementing decision on the
processing of administrative and operational personal data by the EPPO.

2. Those rules shall outline and define, at a minimum:

(a) practicalities of the exercise of the rights of the data subject;

(b) time limits concerning the storage of administrative personal data;
(c) the criteria and process for the exchange of information ;

(d) if required, the establishment of automated data files other than case files for the processing of operational personal
data.

Article 65

Establishment of automated data files other than case files for the processing of operational personal data

1. Where required for the fulfilment of its tasks, the EPPO may process operational personal data other than in case files,
in line with Article 44(5) of the Regulation.

2. Where such processing is necessary, the procedure for the notification of the European Data Protection Supervisor, as
well as the procedure for the actual processing of operational personal data and the respectively applicable safeguards, shall
be dealt with in the implementing rules adopted under Article 64 above.

TITLE VI

RULES ON RELATIONS WITH PARTNERS

Article 66

General rules on working arrangements and agreements

1. Where the European Chief Prosecutor identifies the need to conclude working arrangements with the entities referred
to in Article 99(1) of the Regulation, he/she shall inform the College in writing, setting out guidelines for the negotiations.
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2. Following the information to the College, the European Chief Prosecutor may enter into negotiations on the working
arrangements and shall report regularly to the College on the progress made. The European Chief Prosecutor may request
guidance to the College during the negotiations.

3. The working arrangements shall be adopted by the College.

4. The provisions of paragraphs 2 and 3 shall apply mutatis mutandis for the conclusion of the agreements referred to in
Article 103 (1) of the Regulation.

Article 67

Contact points in third countries

1. The College may indicate a list of third countries with which the EPPO shall seek to establish contact points, for the
purpose of Article 104(2) of the Regulation.

2. The EPPO may designate contact points in third countries by exchange of formal letters between the European Chief
Prosecutor and the competent authorities concerned.

TITLE VII

FINAL RULES

Article 68

Conclusion of Headquarters Agreement

The provisions of Article 66(2) and (3) shall apply mutatis mutandis for the conclusion of the agreement referred to in
Article 106(2) of the Regulation.

Atrticle 69
Conflict of interest

1. The European Delegated Prosecutors, the European Prosecutors and the European Chief Prosecutor shall act free of
any conflict of interest.

2. Ifany actual or potential conflict of interest arises in relation with an investigation, which may actually or potentially
impair his/her independence in carrying out his/her duties, or may be perceived as such, the concerned European Delegated
Prosecutor or European Prosecutor shall immediately inform in writing respectively, the competent supervising European
Prosecutor or the European Chief Prosecutor. If the conflict of interest concerns the European Chief Prosecutor, he/she
shall immediately inform one of the Deputy European Chief Prosecutors.

3. Where the supervising European Prosecutor concludes that a European Delegated Prosecutor has an actual or
potential conflict of interest, he/she shall propose to reallocate a case to another European Delegated Prosecutor in the
same Member State, in accordance with Article 49, or shall assign a substitute European Delegated Prosecutor from that
Member State in accordance with Article 35.

4. Where the European Chief Prosecutor concludes that a supervising European Prosecutor has an actual or potential
conflict of interest, he/she shall assign the case to another European Prosecutor, in accordance with Article 32.

5. Where the European Chief Prosecutor concludes that a permanent member of a Permanent Chamber has an actual or
potential conflict of interest, he[she shall reallocate the case to another Permanent Chamber, in accordance with Article 20.
Where the permanent member of the Permanent Chamber is the European Chief Prosecutor, the decision on the
reallocation to another Permanent Chamber shall be taken by a Deputy European Chief Prosecutor.
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Article 70
Amendment of the internal rules of procedure
1. Modifications to these rules may be proposed by the European Chief Prosecutor and any European Prosecutor. To this
end, a reasoned proposal for amendment shall be communicated to the College. The European Chief Prosecutor may

consult the Administrative Director.

2. Within 1 month of receiving the proposal, the European Chief Prosecutor, any European Prosecutor and the
Administrative Director, where appropriate, may submit written comments.

3. The vote on the proposal for amendment of these rules shall be included in the agenda of the first possible College
meeting after the deadline for submission of comments under paragraph 2.

4. Any amendments shall be adopted with a majority of two—thirds, in line with Article 21(3) of the Regulation.

Article 71
Procedure in case of unavailability of the Case Management System
Where these rules refer to any action being undertaken by or through the Case Management System, and the Case
Management System is not functioning properly, or technically unavailable, those actions shall be undertaken in a suitable

manner capable of creating a permanent and reviewable record. Once the Case Management System is available again, any
actions undertaken shall be updated within the system accordingly.

Article 72
Publication and entry into force

1. The provisions of the internal rules of procedure and any amendment thereof shall enter into force on the date of
their adoption.

2. The internal rules of procedure shall be published in the Official Journal of the European Union and shall also be made
public through the website of the EPPO.

Done at Luxembourg, 12 October 2020.

On behalf of the College,
Laura Codruta KOVESI
European Chief Prosecutor
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NOTICES CONCERNING THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AREA

EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY

EFTA Surveillance Authority’s notice on state aid recovery interest rates and reference/discount
rates for the EFTA States applicable as from 1 November 2020

Published in accordance with the rules on reference and discount rates set out in Part VII of ESA’s State Aid Guidelines
and Article 10 of ESA’s Decision No 195/04/COL of 14 July 2004 (')

(2021/C 22/04)

Base rates are calculated in accordance with the Chapter on the method for setting reference and discount rates of ESA’s
State Aid Guidelines as amended by ESA’s Decision No 788/08/COL of 17 December 2008. To obtain the applicable
reference rates, appropriate margins shall be added to the base rate in accordance with the State Aid Guidelines.

Base rates have been determined as follows:

Iceland Liechtenstein Norway

1.11.2020 - 1,80 -0,55 0,32

() OJL 139, 25.5.2006, p. 37 and EEA Supplement to the O] No. 26/2006, 25 May 2006, p. 1.
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Announcement from Norway concerning Directive 94/22/EC of the European Parliament and of the
Council on the conditions for granting and using authorisations for the prospection, exploration and
production of hydrocarbons

Announcement of invitation to apply for petroleum production licenses on the Norwegian
Continental Shelf - the 25th licensing round

(2021/C 22/05)

The Norwegian Ministry of Petroleum and Energy hereby announces an invitation to apply for petroleum production licenses
in accordance with Directive 94/22/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 30 May 1994 on the conditions
for granting and using authorizations for the prospection, exploration and production of hydrocarbons ('), Article 3(2)(a).

Production licenses will only be awarded to joint stock companies registered in Norway or in another state party to the
Agreement on the European Economic Area (the EEA- Agreement), or to natural persons domiciled in a state party to the
EEA-Agreement.

Companies which are not licensees on the Norwegian Continental Shelf may be awarded production licenses if they are
prequalified as licensees on the Norwegian Continental Shelf.

Individual companies and companies applying as part of a group will be treated on equal terms by the Ministry. Applicants
submitting an individual application, or applicants being part of a group submitting a joint application, will all be
considered as an applicant for a production license. The Ministry may, on the basis of applications submitted by groups or
individual applicants, compose groups of licensees to be awarded a new production license, including removing applicants
in a group application and adding individual applicants, as well as appoint the operator for such groups.

The award of a participating interest in a production license will be subject to the licensees’ entering into an Agreement for
Petroleum Activities, including a Joint Operating Agreement and an Accounting Agreement. If the production license is
stratigraphically divided, the licensees of the two stratigraphically divided licenses will also be required to enter into a
specific agreement regulating the relationship between them in this respect.

Upon signing the said Agreement fpr Petroleum Activities the licensees will form a joint venture in which the size of their
participating interest will at all times be identical to their participating interest in the production license.

The license documents will mainly be based on relevant documents from the Awards in Predefined Areas 2020 and the
24th licensing round. The aim is to make the main elements of any adjustments to the framework available to the
potential applicants prior to the time of application.

Criteria for the award of a production license
To promote good resource management and rapid and efficient exploration for and production of petroleum on the
Norwegian Continental Shelf, including the composition of license groups to ensure this, the following criteria shall apply

to the award of participating interests in production licenses and to the appointment of operator:

(@) The applicant’s geological understanding of the geographical area in question, and how the licensees propose to
perform efficient exploration for petroleum.

(b) The relevant technical expertise of the applicant, and how this expertise may actively contribute to cost effective
exploration and, as appropriate, the production of petroleum from the geographical area in question.

(c) The applicant’s experience on the Norwegian Continental Shelf or equivalent relevant experience from other areas.

(d) That the applicant has the satisfactory financial capacity to carry out exploration for and, as appropriate, production of
petroleum in the geographical area in question.

() OJL164,30.6.1994,p. 3.
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(e) If the applicant is or has been a licensee in a production license, the Ministry may take into account any form of
inefficiency or lack of accountability demonstrated by the applicant as a licensee. National security considerations may
also be taken into account if the Ministry finds that such considerations are relevant.

(f) Production licenses will as a main rule be awarded to a joint venture where at least one licensee has drilled at least one
well on the Norwegian Continental Shelf as operator or has equivalent relevant operational experience outside the
Norwegian Continental Shelf.

(g) Production licenses will as a main rule be awarded to two or more licensees, where at least one has experience as
mentioned under (f).

(h) The appointed operator for production licenses in the Barents Sea must have drilled at least one well on the Norwegian

Continental Shelf as operator or have equivalent relevant operational experience outside the Norwegian Continental
Shelf.

(i) For production licenses in deep waters, both the appointed operator and at least one other licensee must have drilled at
least one well on the Norwegian Continental Shelf as operator or have equivalent relevant operational experience
outside the Norwegian Continental Shelf. In the production license one licensee must have drilled in deep waters as
operator.

() For production licenses where drilling of exploration wells in high pressure andor high temperature (HTHP) is
expected, the appointed operator and at least one other licensee must have drilled at least one well on the Norwegian
Continental Shelf as operator or have equivalent relevant operational experience outside the Norwegian Continental
Shelf. In the production license one licensee must have drilled an HTHP-well as operator.

Blocks available for application

Applications for petroleum production licenses may be submitted for the following blocks or parts of blocks in the
Norwegian Sea and the Barents Sea:

6203
6204
7017
7018
7116
7117
7118
7126
7127
7128
7215
7216
7217
7315
7316
7322
7323
7324
7325
7326
7327
7328
7329
7330
7332
7333

1,2,3,4,5,6
1,2,3,4,5
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9
1,2

1,2,3,4,5
6,7,8,9,10,11,12
4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12
6

4,5,6

4,5,6

12

§,10,11,12

10

1,2,3,5,6,8,9

10,11

1,2

2,3

1,2,3,4

1
3,6

1,2,3,4,5,6
1,2,3,4,5,6
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9
7,8,9

7,8,9

—_ = = = =0 — = = = = 0 /= /| — /= /) =D = =D — /= == — =



21.1.2021 Official Journal of the European Union C 22/35

7422/12
7423/10,11,12
7424/7,8,9,10,11,12
7425/7,8,10,11,12
7428/9

7429/7,8,9
7430/7,8,9
7431/7,8

Each production license may comprise one or more blocks or part of block(s).

The full text of the announcement, including detailed maps of available areas may be found on the web-page of the
Norwegian Petroleum Directorate www.npd.no

The application shall be submitted to the Ministry of Petroleum and Energy (MPE) in any electronic format. L2S Authority
Communication is one possible solution by which to submit applications.

The address is:

postmottak@oed.dep.no

The application and application letter shall be submitted to the NPD in electronic format via L2S Authority.
Deadline: 12.00 (noon) on 23 February 2021.

The awards of petroleum production licenses in the 25th licensing round on the Norwegian Continental Shelf are planned
to take place in the second quarter of 2021.
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State aid — Decision to raise no objections

(2021/C 22/06)

The EFTA Surveillance Authority raises no objections to the following state aid measure:

Date of adoption of the decision 14.10.2020

Case No 85638

Decision No 117/20/COL

EFTA State Norway

Title COVID-19 Renewal and amendment of the compensation scheme for the
cancellation or postponement of sports and volunteer events.

Legal basis The regulation on a temporary compensation scheme for the voluntary and
sports sector following the COVID-19 outbreak.

Type of measure Scheme

Objective The objective of the scheme is to compensate for eligible losses caused by the

cancellation or postponement of sports and volunteer events to combat the
spread of the COVID-19 virus.

Form of aid Grants

Budget NOK 1 billion

Duration Until 31.12.2020
Economic sectors Sport and voluntary sector

Name and address of the granting authority | The Norwegian Gaming and Foundation Authority
P.O.Box 800

NO-6805 Forde

NORWAY

The authentic text of the decision, from which all confidential information has been removed, can be found on the EFTA
Surveillance Authority’s website: http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/decisions/
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v

(Announcements)

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

NOTICE OF OPEN COMPETITIONS

(2021/C 22/07)

The European Personnel Selection Office (EPSO) is organising the following open competitions:

EPSO/AD/383/21 — BULGARIAN-LANGUAGE (BG) LAWYER-LINGUISTS (AD 7)
EPSO/AD[384/21 — CZECH-LANGUAGE (CS) LAWYER-LINGUISTS (AD 7)
EPSO/AD/385/21 — FRENCH-LANGUAGE (FR) LAWYER-LINGUISTS (AD 7)
EPSO/AD/386/21 — IRISH-LANGUAGE (GA) LAWYER-LINGUISTS (AD 7)
EPSO/AD/387/21 - HUNGARIAN-LANGUAGE (HU) LAWYER-LINGUISTS (AD 7)
EPSO/AD/388/21 — POLISH-LANGUAGE (PL) LAWYER-LINGUISTS (AD 7)

The competition notice is published in 24 languages in Official Journal of the European Union C 22 A of 21 January 2021.

Further information can be found on the EPSO website: https://epso.europa.eu/
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PROCEDURES RELATING TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF COMPETITION
POLICY

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Prior notification of a concentration
(Case M.10100 — Stirling Square Capital Partners/TA Associates/NBS Group)

Candidate case for simplified procedure

(Text with EEA relevance)

(2021/C 22/08)

1. On 13 January 2021, the Commission received notification of a proposed concentration pursuant to Article 4 of
Council Regulation (EC) No 139/2004 (!).

This notification concerns the following undertakings:

— TA Associates Management L.P (‘TA Associates’, USA),

— Stirling Square Capital Partners Jersey AIFM Limited (‘'SSCP Funds’, Jersey, UK),
— NBS Group (NBS’, UK).

TA Associates and the SSCP Funds acquire within the meaning of Article 3(1)(b) of the Merger Regulation joint control of
the whole of NBS.

The concentration is accomplished by way of purchase of shares.

2. The business activities of the undertakings concerned are:

— for TA Associates: TA Associates is focused on targeted sectors within technology, healthcare, financial services,
consumer, and business services;

— for the SSCP Funds: SSCP Funds invest through three private equity funds, among others, in unquoted equity and
equity-linked instruments via management buy-outs, management buy-ins, growth capital and other private equity
transactions throughout Europe;

— for NBS: NBS provides Software as a Service based platforms to Architecture, Engineering & Construction professionals
which are aimed at connecting users with data to improve outcomes in the construction design process.

3. On preliminary examination, the Commission finds that the notified transaction could fall within the scope of the
Merger Regulation. However, the final decision on this point is reserved.

Pursuant to the Commission Notice on a simplified procedure for treatment of certain concentrations under the Council

Regulation (EC) No 139/2004 () it should be noted that this case is a candidate for treatment under the procedure set out
in the Notice.

4. The Commission invites interested third parties to submit their possible observations on the proposed operation to
the Commission.

Observations must reach the Commission not later than 10 days following the date of this publication. The following
reference should always be specified:

M.10100 — Stirling Square Capital Partners/TA Associates/NBS Group

(") OJL 24,29.1.2004, p. 1 (the ‘Merger Regulation’).
() OJC366,14.12.2013, p. 5.
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Observations can be sent to the Commission by email, by fax, or by post. Please use the contact details below:
Email: COMP-MERGER-REGISTRY@ec.europa.eu

Fax +32 22964301

Postal address:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
Merger Registry

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE
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OTHER ACTS

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Publication of a communication of approval of a standard amendment to a product specification for a
name in the wine sector referred to in Article 17(2) and (3) of Commission Delegated Regulation
(EU) 2019/33

(2021/C 22/09)
This communication is published in accordance with Article 17(5) of Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2019/33 ().

COMMUNICATION OF STANDARD AMENDMENT MODIFYING THE SINGLE DOCUMENT
‘COTEAUX DU GIENNOIS’
PDO-FR-A0394-AM01
Date of communication: 5.11.2020
DESCRIPTION OF AND REASONS FOR THE APPROVED AMENDMENT

1. Reference to official geographic code

A reference to the official geographic code has been added in relation to the geographical area and area in immediate
proximity. This concerns a clarification of the wording which does not change the two areas in any way.

Points 6 and 9 of the Single Document have been amended accordingly.

2. Pruning rules

Introduction of short pruning (‘gobelet’ or fan pruning) for the Pinot Noir variety, with a maximum of 12 count buds
per plant, and with each spur pruned to a maximum of two buds. For the Gamay N variety, when pruned short, the
spurs are all pruned to a maximum of two count buds.

The authorisation for short ‘gobelet’ pruning for the Pinot Noir variety, complementing other techniques which have
already been authorised, will make it possible to control yields better, in particular for vigorous clones that were
previously planted for this variety. The technical skill of the wine-growers can be demonstrated. This form of pruning
should make it possible to improve the quality of the grapes and therefore the wines. It will enable a reduction in the
production costs observed during the debudding and summer pruning operations required by Guyot pruning.

Hence the pruning rules are now identical for the Pinot Noir and Gamay varieties, with short pruning (gobelet or fan
pruning) applying to both varieties, with a maximum of 12 count buds per plant and each spur pruned to a maximum
of two buds. These maximum limits make it possible to maintain the quality of red and rosé wines under this
designation.

Point 5 of the Single Document has been amended accordingly.

() OJL9,11.1.2019, p. 2.
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3. Grape ripeness
The sugar content of the grapes and the minimum natural alcoholic strength by volume have been increased.

An increasing number of dry years coupled with an improvement in qualitative cultivation methods (debudding,
thinning out, leaf stripping, green harvesting) has led to an increase in the grapes’ sugar content.

Point 3 of the single document has been amended accordingly.

4. Specific oenological practices
Increase in the total maximum alcoholic strength by volume after enrichment from 12,5 to 13 %.

In view of the climatic and ripening conditions observed over several years, this increase is not intended to increase
enrichment, which will remain reserved for special situations, wet and cold years and very dry years. This increase will
also allow a more comfortable margin for compliance with technical requirements.

Points 3 and 4 of the Single Document have been amended accordingly.

5. Irrigation
The irrigation prohibition has been removed.

The national rules in force prohibit irrigation between 1 May and harvest time. It will now be possible to irrigate vines
between harvest time and 1 May depending in particular on the needs of young plantations.

This has not led to any change in the Single Document.

6. Circulation between authorised warehouses

Point IX(5)(b) of Chapter 1 concerning the date from which wines can be circulated between authorised warehouses has
been deleted.

This has not led to any change in the Single Document.

7. Transitional measures

The expired transitional measures have been deleted from the product specification. This has not led to any change in
the Single Document.

8. Main points for checking
The main points for checking have been revised in order to simplify their evaluation methods.

This has not led to any change in the Single Document.

SINGLE DOCUMENT

1. Name of the product

Coteaux du Giennois

2. Geographical indication type
PDO - Protected Designation of Origin

3. Categories of grapevine product

1. Wine

4. Description of the wine(s)
The wines are still white, red and rosé wines with the following principal analytical characteristics:

— Minimum natural alcoholic strength by volume: 10,5 %.
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— Batches ready to be marketed in bulk or at the packaging stage have a fermentable sugar (glucose + fructose) content
not exceeding 4 grams per litre for white and rosé wines and not exceeding 2,5 grams per litre for red wines.

— After enrichment, the wines’ total alcoholic strength by volume does not exceed 13 %.

— Red wines in batches ready to be marketed in bulk or at the packaging stage have a malic acid content not exceeding
0,3 grams per litre.

The volatile acidity, total acidity and total sulphur dioxide content are those laid down by EU legislation.

The white wines are dry with a mineral and fresh character. They are most often characterised by aromas of quince and
white flowers.

The rosé wines are elegant and subtle, often with slightly peppery notes on the palate and a fruity aftertaste with aromas
reminiscent of ripe fruit and vineyard peach.

The red wines are both delicate and fruity. They often have a blend of aromas of small red and black fruit and spicy
notes.

General analytical characteristics

Maximum total alcoholic strength (in % volume)

Minimum actual alcoholic strength (in % volume)

Minimum total acidity

Maximum volatile acidity (in milliequivalents per litre)

Maximum total sulphur dioxide (in milligrams per litre)

5. Wine-making practices

a. Specific oenological practices

Specific oenological practice

The use of oenological charcoal to make the rosé wines is prohibited, whether alone or mixed in preparations. Any heat
treatment of the grape harvest at a temperature above 40 °C is prohibited if followed by an immediate separation of
liquids and solids. The use of wood chips is prohibited. Subtractive enrichment methods are permitted for the red
wines with the maximum partial concentration rate set at 10 % in relation to the volumes used. After enrichment, the
wines’ total alcoholic strength by volume does not exceed 13 %.

In addition to the above provision, the oenological practices concerning these wines must meet the requirements laid
down at EU level and in the Rural and Maritime Fishing Code.

Growing method

(a) The minimum vine planting density is 5 700 plants per hectare. The spacing between the rows of the vines must not
exceed 1,4 metres, and the spacing between plants in the same row must be at least 0,80 metres and not exceed
1,25 metres.

(b) The vines are pruned: Sauvignon B - Pinot Noir N: - by means of single Guyot pruning with a maximum of ten
count buds per plant, of which no more than eight on the cane, and one or two spurs with a maximum of two
buds each; - or by means of short pruning (Royat cordon, or gobelet or fan pruning for the Pinot Noir N variety),
with a maximum of 12 count buds per plant and a maximum of two buds on each spur. Gamay N variety: - by
means of single Guyot pruning with a maximum of eight count buds per plant, of which no more than six on the
cane, and one or two spurs with a maximum of two buds each; - or by means of short pruning (cordon de Royat,
gobelet or fan pruning), with a maximum of ten count buds per plant and a maximum of two buds on each spur.
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The period for establishing the ‘Cordon de Royat’ is limited to four years. Single or double Guyot pruning is authorised
during this period. There are a maximum of eight buds on the cane. The rejuvenation of a vineyard parcel pruned
according to the ‘Cordon de Royat’ method may not exceed 20 % of the existing plants per year. - or by means of short
pruning (gobelet or fan pruning), with a maximum of ten count buds per plant and a maximum of one or two buds on
each spur.

b. Maximum yields

White wines

75 hectolitres per hectare

Red and rosé wines

69 hectolitres per hectare

6. Demarcated geographical area

The grapes are harvested and the wines are produced, developed and aged in the following municipalities (list based on
the 2019 Official Geographic Code [Code officiel géographique]): - Department of Loiret: Beaulieu-sur-Loire, Bonny-sur-
Loire, Briare, Gien, Ousson-sur-Loire, Thou. - Department of Nievre: Alligny-Cosne, La Celle-sur-Loire, Cosne-Cours-
sur-Loire, Myennes, Neuvy-sur-Loire, Pougny, Saint-Loup, Saint-Pére.

7. Main wine grape variety(-ies)
Gamay N
Pinot Noir N

Sauvignon B - Sauvignon Blanc

8. Description of the link(s)

‘Link with the geographical area’

Bordered to the east by the foothills of the Morvan and the Puisaye hills and to the west and south-west by the
Sancerrois hills, the geographical area stretches from north to south for some 45 kilometres beginning in Gien on a
narrow strip of south-west facing slopes along the Loire and ending in Cosne-Cours-sur-Loire, and on south and south-
east facing slopes overlooking tributaries of the Loire to the east of Cosne-Cours-sur-Loire. The parcels specifically
demarcated for grape production are concentrated on the slopes and shelf edges running alongside the Loire and its
tributaries. The soils, locally rich in coarse elements due to their topography, have developed on upper Jurassic
(Kimmeridgian and Portlandian) limestone bedrocks or on chalky Cenomanian and Turonian formations, or on chalky
formations from Eocene lake environments. The sub-oceanic climate is at the confluence of oceanic and continental
influences. The Loire plays a role in temperature regulation, as do the valleys that draw the cold air off the slopes. Low
precipitation (around 650 millimetres per year) is due to the Foehn effect caused by the proximity of the Sancerrois
hills, which rise up to 434 metres. The vines located at an altitude of between 180 and 250 metres are thus sheltered
from westerly winds with a high moisture content.

Description of the human factors relevant to the geographical link

Grape seeds dating from the second century found in Cosne-Cours-sur-Loire confirm the long-standing presence of
vines in this section of the Loire Valley, where there is a concentration of other well-known wine-growing regions.
Later, records from the Middle Ages showing purchases of Giennois wine destined for the court of King Charles VI also
confirm the high quality of the production. The chateau of Cosne-Cours-sur-Loire, built in the eighteenth century by the
Count of Auxerre, operated a sizeable vineyard, whose grapes were turned into wine in vast cellars. Likewise, the
construction of several abbeys in the region contributed significantly to the rise of this wine-growing region. The
Cistercian abbey of Roche & Myennes and the Commanderie des Templiers in particular played a significant role in this
evolution.
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The waterways of the Loire, the Briaire canal, and later the Loire Lateral Canal made it possible very early on for wines to
be transported to the capital and for this wine-growing region to flourish and make a name for itself. In 1827, in his
recollections for Nivernais and Dionzais history, J. Née de la Rochelle notes that ‘vineyards grow rather well on slopes
not far from Cosne’ and that ‘[...] [trade from Cosne is based, moreover, on wine, wood, [...]. It has a huge port and an
active shipping trade.’ Just before the phylloxera crisis, in 1890, there were 2 300 hectares of vines in the district of
Gien and 1 500 hectares in the canton of Cosne-Cours-sur-Loire. Naturally, wine-growers’ unions were set up during
the phylloxera crisis (the Gien union for combating phylloxera in 1886 and the Cosne-Cours-sur-Loire union for
combating phylloxera in 1888), initially in order to protect the wine-growing region. These unions subsequently rallied
to obtain recognition for and improve the reputation of their wines.

The reputation of Giennois wines was mainly confirmed after the end of the Second World War with the production of
red wines made from a blend of the Gamay N and Pinot Noir N varieties and white wines made from the Sauvignon B
variety. An initial geographical area of six municipalities including the municipality of Gien in the Department of Loiret
constituted the geographical area of the designation of origin ‘vin délimité de qualité supérieure’ recognised in 1954, to
which the eight municipalities from the department of Niévre were added in 1964 and 1966. Up until that time they
had used the simple designation ‘Cosne-sur-Loire’. This wine-growing region was recognised as a controlled designation
of origin in 1998.

In 2010 the area of the wine-growing region constituted 195 hectares, cultivated by 40 wine-growers, for a production
of approximately 8 000 hl. The white wines make up 50 % of the production, the red wines 30 % and the rosé wines the
remaining 20 %.

‘Product description and causal interactions’

The white wines are dry with a mineral and fresh character. They are most often characterised by aromas of quince and
white flowers. The rosé wines are elegant and subtle, often with slightly peppery notes on the palate and a fruity
aftertaste with aromas reminiscent of ripe fruit and vineyard peach. The red wines are both delicate and fruity. They
often have a blend of aromas of small red and black fruit and spicy notes.

In 1973, the renowned ampelographer Louis Levadoux noted the following: ‘There is not a single natural factor to take
into consideration here, but rather a plurality of favourable factors which add up together and which are evident mainly
in the tectonics and the local topographic formation. [...] The ‘Coteaux du Giennois’ thus comprise a series of hills,
stretching from east to west, whose south, south-east and south-west slopes and western cliff are suitable for the
cultivation of vines producing high-quality wines’. This statement expresses the favourable geographical and climatic
conditions in the geographical area. The well-exposed slopes with calcareous or stony terrain, and the special climate
connected with the draining influence of the Loire and the Foehn effect caused by the Sancerrois hills to the west of the
geographical area, allow the vines to develop quickly and for the grape crops to mature significantly.

The well-established parcel area where the grapes are harvested includes only parcels containing soils characterised by
good thermal properties. Hence the quality and originality of ‘Coteaux du Giennois’ wines come from the parcels
selected for cultivating the vines and the adaptation and consistent use of the production methods put in place over the
generations by the wine-growing community. The blending of the Gamay N and Pinot N varieties densely planted on the
exposed, mainly south-facing slopes delivers its full potential and allows for the production of an original, fruity and
lively red wine.

The Sauvignon B variety, whose potential can be plainly observed on the slopes, has levels of maturity which have
remained constant throughout the years and allows for the production of fresh and original wines. Today, wines made
from this variety lead the way for the designation, constituting half of the 2010 production volume.

The collective efforts to produce original wines undertaken over several decades are reflected in the constant, regular
growth of this wine-growing region, which is making its personality known little by little in the midst of strong,
reputed wine-growing regions.

Essential further conditions (packaging, labelling, other requirements)
Legal framework:
National legislation

Type of further condition:
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Derogation concerning production in the demarcated geographical area
Description of the condition:

The area in the immediate vicinity, defined by derogation for the making, processing and ageing of the wines, comprises
the territory of the following municipalities (list based on the 2019 Official Geographic Code): - Department of Cher:
Bannay, Bué, Crézancy-en-Sancerre, Jalognes, Menetou-Ratel, Ménétréol-sous-Sancerre, Montigny, Neuvy-Deux-
Clochers, Saint-Satur, Sainte-Gemme-en-Sancerrois, Sancerre, Sury-en-Vaux, Thauvenay, Veaugues, Verdigny, Vinon. -
Department of Loiret: Saint-Brisson-sur-Loire. - Department of Niévre: Bulcy, Garchy, Mesves-sur-Loire, Pouilly-sur-
Loire, Saint-Andelain, Saint-Laurent-I'Abbaye, Saint-Martin-sur-Nohain, Tracy-sur-Loire. - Department of Yonne: Lavau.

Legal framework:

National legislation

Type of further condition:

Additional provisions relating to labelling
Description of the condition:

(@) All voluntary indications appear on the labels in letters which may not be larger, either in height or width, than
double the size of the letters forming the name of the controlled designation of origin.

(b) The size of the letters of the geographical name ‘Val de Loire’ may not be larger, either in height or width, than two-
thirds of the size of the letters forming the name of the controlled designation of origin.

(c) Wines with the registered designation of origin may specify a smaller geographical unit on their labels, provided
that: - it is a registered location; - it appears on the harvest declaration.

Link to the product specification

http://info.agriculture.gouv.fr/gedei/site/bo-agri/document_administratif-969d4bf1-b8ce-4792-af8b-8fd3b96dda7 5
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Notice concerning a request in accordance with Article 34 of Directive 2014/25/EU

Suspension of the period for adoption of implementing acts

(2021/C 22/10)

On 2 October 2020, the Commission received a request pursuant to Article 35 of Directive 2014/25/EU of the European
Parliament and of the Council ('). The first working day following receipt of the request was 5 October 2020 and the initial
period available to the Commission for deciding on this request was of 145 working days.

This request, made by Osterreichische Postbus AG, concerns operation of non-commercial bus services in Austria. The
relevant notice was published on page number 17 of OJ C 361 of 27 October 2020. The initial deadline was 10 May 2021.

Pursuant to Annex IV, paragraph 2, of Directive 2014/25/EU, the Commission may require the Member State or the
contracting entity concerned or the competent independent national authority or any other competent national authority
to provide all necessary information or to supplement or clarify information given within an appropriate time limit. On
11 November 2020, the Commission asked the Austrian authorities to provide additional information by 3 December
2020 at the latest.

In the event of late or incomplete answers, the initial deadline shall be suspended for the period between the expiry of the
time limit set in the request for information, and the receipt of the complete and correct information.

The final deadline will therefore expire after 102 working days after the receipt of the complete and correct information.

(") Directive 2014/25[EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 February 2014 on procurement by entities operating in
the water, energy, transport and postal services sectors and repealing Directive 2004/17/EC (O] L 94, 28.3.2014, p. 243).
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