
Operative part of the judgment

The Court:

1. Dismisses the action;

2. Orders the Council of the European Union to pay the costs;

3. Orders the Czech Republic, the Hellenic Republic, the Kingdom of Spain, the French Republic, the Republic of Lithuania, the 
Kingdom of the Netherlands, the Republic of Austria, the Portuguese Republic, the Republic of Finland and the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland to bear their own costs.
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1. Article 25(6) of Directive 95/46/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 24 October 1995 on the protection of 
individuals with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data as amended by Regulation (EC) 
No 1882/2003 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 29 September 2003, read in the light of Articles 7, 8 and 47 of 
the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, must be interpreted as meaning that a decision adopted pursuant to that 
provision, such as Commission Decision 2000/520/EC of 26 July 2000 pursuant to Directive 95/46 on the adequacy of the 
protection provided by the safe harbour privacy principles and related frequently asked questions issued by the US Department of 
Commerce, by which the European Commission finds that a third country ensures an adequate level of protection, does not prevent a 
supervisory authority of a Member State, within the meaning of Article 28 of that directive as amended, from examining the claim 
of a person concerning the protection of his rights and freedoms in regard to the processing of personal data relating to him which has 
been transferred from a Member State to that third country when that person contends that the law and practices in force in the third 
country do not ensure an adequate level of protection.

2. Decision 2000/520 is invalid.
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