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European Convention on 
Mutual Assistance in 

Criminal Matters of the 
Council of Europe of 20 

April 1959 +  
its two additional 

protocols +  
bilateral agreements 

concluded pursuant to 
Article 26 thereofh 

Convention 
implementing the 

Schengen Agreement 

Convention on Mutual 
Assistance in Criminal 
Matters between the 
Member States of the 
European Union of 29 

May 2000 +  
its protocol 

 
 

Framework Decision 
2008/978/JHA on the 

European evidence 
warrant for the 

purpose of obtaining 
objects, documents 

and data for use 
in proceedings in 
criminal matters 

 
 

 
Framework Decision 

2003/577/JHA (as 
regard freezing of 
evidence) on the 
execution in the 

European Union of 
orders freezing 

property or evidence 
 
 

Article 34 EIO Directive  
(Relation to other legal instruments, agreements and arrangements) 

Directive 2014/41/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 3 April 2014 
regarding the European Investiagtion Ordner in criminal matters 

(with respect to the scope of the EIO Directive see also Article 3 and 34 paragraph 3 EIO Directive) 

 
Article 36 paragraph 1 EIO Directive (Transposition):  

„Member States shall take the necessary measures to comply with 
this Directive by 22 May 2017“  
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Conditions for Issuing an EIO 

• Article 1 of the EIO Directive 
 
• Article 5 of the EIO Directive 
 
• Article 4 of the EIO Directive 
 
• Article 6 of the EIO Directive (Conditions for issuing and transmitting an EIO) 
1. The issuing authority may only issue an EIO where the following conditions have been met:  
(a) the issuing of the EIO is necessary and proportionate for the purpose of the proceedings referred to in Article 4 taking into 

account the rights of the suspected or accused person; and  
(b) the investigative measure(s) indicated in the EIO could have been ordered under the same conditions in a similar domestic 

case.  
2. The conditions referred to in paragraph 1 shall be assessed by the issuing authority in each case.  
3. Where the executing authority has reason to believe that the conditions referred to in paragraph 1 have not been met, it may 
consult the issuing authority on the importance of executing the EIO. After that consultation the issuing authority may decide 
to withdraw the EIO. 
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Article 9 (Recognition and execution)  
1. The executing authority shall recognise an EIO, transmitted in accordance with this Directive, without any further formality 
being required, and ensure its execution in the same way and under the same modalities as if the investigative measure 
concerned had been ordered by an authority of the executing State, unless that authority decides to invoke one of the 
grounds for non-recognition or non-execution or one of the grounds for postponement provided for in this Directive.  
2. The executing authority shall comply with the formalities and procedures expressly indicated by the issuing authority 
unless otherwise provided in this Directive and provided that such formalities and procedures are not contrary to the 
fundamental principles of law of the executing State.  
3. Where an executing authority receives an EIO which has not been issued by an issuing authority as specified in Article 2(c), 
the executing authority shall return the EIO to the issuing State.  
4. The issuing authority may request that one or more authorities of the issuing State assist in the execution of the EIO in 
support to the competent authorities of the executing State to the extent that the designated authorities of the issuing State 
would be able to assist in the execution of the investigative measures indicated in the EIO in a similar domestic case. The 
executing authority shall comply with this request provided that such assistance is not contrary to the fundamental principles 
of law of the executing State or does not harm its essential national security interests.  
5. The authorities of the issuing State present in the executing State shall be bound by the law of the executing State during 
the execution of the EIO. They shall not have any law enforcement powers in the territory of the executing State, unless the 
execution of such powers in the territory of the executing State is in accordance with the law of the executing State and to 
the extent agreed between the issuing authority and the executing authority.  
6. The issuing authority and executing authority may consult each other, by any appropriate means, with a view to facilitating 
the efficient application of this Article. 

Conditions for recognition and execution of an EIO 
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Article 11 EIO Directive  (Grounds for non-recognition or non-execution) 
1. Without prejudice to Article 1(4), recognition or execution of an EIO may be refused in the executing State where:  
(a) there is an immunity or a privilege under the law of the executing State which makes it impossible to execute the EIO or there are 
rules on determination and limitation of criminal liability relating to freedom of the press and freedom of expression in other media, 
which make it impossible to execute the EIO; 
(b) in a specific case the execution of the EIO would harm essential national security interests, jeopardise the source of the information or 
involve the use of classified information relating to specific intelligence activities; 
(c) the EIO has been issued in proceedings referred to in Article 4(b) and (c) and the investigative measure would not be authorised under 
the law of the executing State in a similar domestic case; 
(d) the execution of the EIO would be contrary to the principle of ne bis in idem; 
(e) the EIO relates to a criminal offence which is alleged to have been committed outside the territory of the issuing State and wholly or 
partially on the territory of the executing State, and the conduct in connection with which the EIO is issued is not an offence in the 
executing State; 
(f) there are substantial grounds to believe that the execution of the investigative measure indicated in the EIO would be incompatible 
with the executing State's obligations in accordance with Article 6 TEU and the Charter; 
(g) the conduct for which the EIO has been issued does not constitute an offence under the law of the executing State, unless it concerns 
an offence listed within the categories of offences set out in Annex D, as indicated by the issuing authority in the EIO, if it is punishable in 
the issuing State by a custodial sentence or a detention order for a maximum period of at least three years; or 
(h) the use of the investigative measure indicated in the EIO is restricted under the law of the executing State to a list or category of 
offences or to offences punishable by a certain threshold, which does not include the offence covered by the EIO. 
2. Paragraphs 1(g) and 1(h) do not apply to investigative measures referred to in Article 10(2). 
3. authority shall not refuse recognition or execution on the ground that the law of the executing State does not impose the same kind of 
tax or duty or does not contain a tax, duty, customs and exchange regulation of the same kind as the law of the issuing State. 
4. In the cases referred to in points (a), (b), (d), (e) and (f) of paragraph 1 before deciding not to recognise or not to execute an EIO, either 
in whole or in part the executing authority shall consult the issuing authority, by any appropriate means, and shall, where appropriate, 
request the issuing authority to supply any necessary information without delay. 
5. In the case referred to in paragraph 1(a) and where power to waive the privilege or immunity lies with an authority of the executing 
State, the executing authority shall request it to exercise that power forthwith. Where power to waive the privilege or immunity lies with 
an authority of another State or international organisation, it shall be for the issuing authority to request the authority concerned to 
exercise that power.“ 

Grounds for non-recognition or non-execution 



Proportionality 

Recital 11 EIO Directive: 

 

“The EIO should be chosen where the execution of an investigative measure seems proportionate, adequate and applicable to the 
case in hand. The issuing authority should therefore ascertain whether the evidence sought is necessary and proportionate for the 
purpose of the proceedings, whether the investigative measure chosen is necessary and proportionate for the gathering of the 
evidence concerned, and whether, by means of issuing the EIO, another Member State should be involved in the gathering of that 
evidence. The same assessment should be carried out in the validation procedure, where the validation of an EIO is required under 
this Directive. The execution of an EIO should not be refused on grounds other than those stated in this Directive. However the 
executing authority should be entitled to opt for a less intrusive investigative measure than the one indicated in an EIO if it makes it 
possible to achieve similar results.” 

 

Recital 12 EIO Directive: 

 

„When issuing an EIO the issuing authority should pay particular attention to ensuring full respect for the rights as enshrined in 
Article 48 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union (the Charter). The presumption of innocence and the rights 
of defence in criminal proceedings are a cornerstone of the fundamental rights recognis 

ed in the Charter within the area of criminal justice. Any limitation of such rights by an investigative measure ordered in 
accordance with this Directive should fully conform to the requirements established in Article 52 of the Charter with regard to the 
necessity, proportionality and objectives that it should pursue, in particular the protection of the rights and freedoms of others.“ 
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Article 6 EIO Directive (Conditions for issuing and transmitting an EIO): 

 
Article 6 paragraph 1 letter (a) and paragraph 3 EIO Directive:  

„1. The issuing authority may only issue an EIO where the following conditions have been met (a) the issuing of an EIO is necessary and 
proportionate for the purpose of the proceeding referred to in Article 4 taking into account the rights of the suspected or accused person; and 
[…] 3. Where the executing authority has reason to believe that the conditions referred to in paragraph 1 have not been met, it may consult 
the issuing authority on the importance of executing the EIO. After that consultation the issuing authority may decide to withdraw the EIO.“ 

 

Article 10 EIO Directive (Recourse to a different type of investigative measure): 

 
„[…] 3. The executing authority may also have recourse to an investigative measure other than that indicated in the EIO where the 
investigative measure selected by the executing authority would achieve the same result by less intrusive means than the investigative 
measure indicated in the EIO. […]“ 

 

Article 11 EIO Directive (Grounds for non-recognition or non-execution): 
 

„1. Without prejudice to Article 1(4), recognition or execution of an EIO may be refused in the executing State where: […] (f) there are 
substantial grounds to believe that the execution of the investigative measure indicated in the EIO would be incompatible with the executing 
State's obligations in accordance with Article 6 TEU and the Charter; […] (h) the use of the investigative measure indicated in the EIO is 
restricted under the law of the executing State to a list or category of offences or to offences punishable by a certain threshold, which does not 
include the offence covered bythe EIO. […]“ 

 

● Extracs from Conclusion of Plenary meeting of the EJN concerning the practical application of the EIO dated 8 December 2017 : 

 

“[…] It was nevertheless acknowledged that execution could be refused in exceptional cases. […] One reason mentioned for why the executing 
authority might raise the questions of proportionality and necessity is that the description of the offence sometimes is not detailed enough or 
the requested investigative measure is too wide and difficult to justify or not concretely described to make proper assessment. Member States 
stressed that the requested measures has to relevant and no “phishing expedtions“ are allowed. […]“ 
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Examples of investigative measures covered by the EIO Directive  

Article 10 (Recourse to a different type of investigative measure) 
1. The executing authority shall have, wherever possible, recourse to an investigative measure other than that provided for in 
the EIO where:  
(a) the investigative measure indicated in the EIO does not exist under the law of the executing State; or  
(b) the investigative measure indicated in the EIO would not be available in a similar domestic case.  
2. Without prejudice to Article 11, paragraph (1) does not apply to the following investigative measures, which always have 
to be available under the law of the executing State:  
(a) the obtaining of information or evidence which is already in the possession of the executing authority and the information 
or evidence could have been obtained, in accordance with the law of the executing State, in the framework of criminal 
proceedings or for the purposes of the EIO;  
(b) the obtaining of information contained in databases held by police or judicial authorities and directly accessible by the 
executing authority in the framework of criminal proceedings;  
(c) the hearing of a witness, expert, victim, suspected or accused person or third party in the territory of the executing State; 
(d) any non-coercive investigative measure as defined under the law of the executing State;  
(e) the identification of persons holding a subscription of a specified phone number or IP address.  
3. The executing authority may also have recourse to an investigative measure other than that indicated in the EIO where the 
investigative measure selected by the executing authority would achieve the same result by less intrusive means than the 
investigative measure indicated in the EIO.  
4. When the executing authority decides to avail itself of the possibility referred to in paragraphs 1 and 3, it shall first inform 
the issuing authority, which may decide to withdraw or supplement the EIO.  
5. Where, in accordance with paragraph 1, the investigative measure indicated in the EIO does not exist under the law of the 
executing State or it would not be available in a similar domestic case and where there is no other investigative measure 
which would have the same result as the investigative measure requested, the executing authority shall notify the issuing 
authority that it has not been possible to provide the assistance requested. 
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Article 22 (Temporary transfer to the issuing State of persons held in custody for the purpose of carrying out an 
investigative measure)  
1. An EIO may be issued for the temporary transfer of a person in custody in the executing State for the purpose of carrying 
out an investigative measure with a view to gathering evidence for which the presence of that person on the territory of the 
issuing State is required, provided that he shall be sent back within the period stipulated by the executing State.  
2. In addition to the grounds for non-recognition or non-execution referred to in Article 11 the execution of the EIO may 
also be refused if:  
(a) the person in custody does not consent; or  
(b) the transfer is liable to prolong the detention of the person in custody.  
3. Without prejudice to paragraph 2(a), where the executing State considers it necessary in view of the person's age or physical 
or mental condition, the opportunity to state the opinion on the temporary transfer shall be given to the legal representative 
of the person in custody. 1.5.2014 L 130/15 Official Journal of the European Union EN (1)Council Framework Decision 
2008/977/JHA of 27 November 2008 on the protection of personal data processed in the framework of police and judicial 
cooperation in criminal matters (OJ L 350, 30.12.2008, p. 60). 
4. – 10. […] 
 
 
 
Article 23 (Temporary transfer to the executing State of persons held in custody for the purpose of carrying out an 
investigative measure)  
1. An EIO may be issued for the temporary transfer of a person held in custody in the issuing State for the purpose of carrying 
out an investigative measure with a view to gathering evidence for which his presence on the territory of the executing State is 
required.  
2. Paragraph 2(a) and paragraphs 3 to 9 of Article 22 are applicable mutatis mutandis to the temporary transfer under this 
Article.  
3. Costs resulting from the application of this Article shall be borne in accordance with Article 21, except for the costs arising 
from the transfer of the person concerned to and from the executing State which shall be borne by the issuing State. 
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Article 24 (Hearing by videoconference or other audiovisual transmission)  
1. Where a person is in the territory of the executing State and has to be heard as a witness or expert by the competent 

authorities of the issuing State, the issuing authority may issue an EIO in order to hear the witness or expert by 
videoconference or other audiovisual transmission in accordance with paragraphs 5 to 7. The issuing authority may also 
issue an EIO for the purpose of hearing a suspected or accused person by videoconference or other audiovisual 
transmission.  

2. In addition to the grounds for non-recognition or non-execution referred to in Article 11, execution of an EIO may be 
refused if either:  
(a) the suspected or accused person does not consent; or  
(b) the execution of such an investigative measure in a particular case would be contrary to the fundamental principles of 
the law of the executing State.  
3. – 7. […] 
 
 
 
 
Article 25 (Hearing by telephone conference)  
1. If a person is in the territory of one Member State and has to be heard as a witness or expert by competent authorities of 

another Member State, the issuing authority of the latter Member State may, where it is not appropriate or possible for 
the person to be heard to appear in its territory in person, and after having examined other suitable means, issue an EIO in 
order to hear a witness or expert by telephone conference as provided for in paragraph 2.  

2. Unless otherwise agreed, Article 24(3), (5), (6) and (7) shall apply mutatis mutandis to hearings by telephone conference. 
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Article 26 (Information on bank and other financial accounts)  
1. An EIO may be issued in order to determine whether any natural or legal person subject to the criminal proceedings 

concerned holds or controls one or more accounts, of whatever nature, in any bank located in the territory of the 
executing State, and if so, to obtain all the details of the identified accounts.  

2. Each Member State shall take the measures necessary to enable it to provide the information referred to in paragraph 1 in 
accordance with the conditions under this Article.  

3. The information referred to in paragraph 1 shall also, if requested in the EIO, include accounts for which the person subject 
to the criminal proceedings concerned has powers of attorney.  

4. The obligation set out in this Article shall apply only to the extent that the information is in the possession of the bank 
keeping the account.  

5. In the EIO the issuing authority shall indicate the reasons why it considers that the requested information is likely to be of 
substantial value for the purpose of the criminal proceedings concerned and on what grounds it presumes that banks in 
the executing State hold the account and, to the extent available, which banks may be involved. It shall also include in the 
EIO any information available which may facilitate its execution.  

6. An EIO may also be issued to determine whether any natural or legal person subject to the criminal proceedings concerned 
holds one or more accounts, in any non-bank financial institution located on the territory of the executing State. 
Paragraphs 3 to 5 shall apply mutatis mutandis. In such case and in addition to the grounds for non-recognition and non-
execution referred to in Article 11, the execution of the EIO may also be refused if the execution of the investigative 
measure would not be authorised in a similar domestic case. 
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Article 27 (Information on banking and other financial operations)  
An EIO may be issued in order to obtain the details of specified bank accounts and of banking operations which have been 
carried out during a defined period through one or more accounts specified therein, including the details of any sending or 
recipient account.  
Each Member State shall take the measures necessary to enable it to provide the information referred to in paragraph 1 in 
accordance with the conditions under this Article.  
The obligation set out in this Article shall apply only to the extent that the information is in the possession of the bank in which 
the account is held. 1.5.2014 L 130/18 Official Journal of the European Union EN 
In the EIO the issuing authority shall indicate the reasons why it considers the requested information relevant for the purpose 
of the criminal proceedings concerned.  
An EIO may also be issued with regard to the information provided for in paragraph 1 with reference to the financial 
operations conducted by non-banking financial institutions. Paragraphs 3 to 4 shall apply mutatis mutandis. Article 27 
Information on banking and other financial operations 1.An EIO may be issued in order to obtain the details of specified bank 
accounts and of banking operations which have been carried out during a defined period through one or more accounts 
specified therein, including the details of any sending or recipient account. 2.Each Member State shall take the measures 
necessary to enable it to provide the information referred to in paragraph 1 in accordance with the conditions under this 
Article. 3.The obligation set out in this Article shall apply only to the extent that the information is in the possession of the 
bank in which the account is held. 1.5.2014 L 130/18 Official Journal of the European Union EN 
4. In the EIO the issuing authority shall indicate the reasons why it considers the requested information relevant for the 
purpose of the criminal proceedings concerned.  
5. An EIO may also be issued with regard to the information provided for in paragraph 1 with reference to the financial 
operations conducted by non-banking financial institutions. Paragraphs 3 to 4 shall apply mutatis mutandis. In such case and in 
addition to the grounds for non-recognition and non-execution referred to in Article 11, the execution of the EIO may also 
be refused where the execution of the investigative measure would not be authorised in a similar domestic case. 
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Article 28 (Investigative measures implying the gathering of evidence in real time, continuously and over a certain period of 
time)  
1. When the EIO is issued for the purpose of executing an investigative measure requiring the gathering of evidence in real 

time, continuously and over a certain period of time, such as:  
(a) the monitoring of banking or other financial operations that are being carried out through one or more specified accounts;  
(b) the controlled deliveries on the territory of the executing State; its execution may be refused, in addition to the grounds 

for non-recognition and non-execution referred to in Article 11, if the execution of the investigative measure concerned 
would not be authorised in a similar domestic case.  

2. The practical arrangements regarding the investigative measure referred to in paragraph 1(b) and wherever else necessary 
shall be agreed between the issuing State and the executing State.  
3. The issuing authority shall indicate in the EIO why it considers the information requested relevant for the purpose of the 
criminal proceedings concerned.  
4. The right to act, to direct and to control operations related to the execution of an EIO referred to in paragraph 1 shall lie 
with the competent authorities of the executing State. 
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Article 29 (Covert investigations)  
1. An EIO may be issued for the purpose of requesting the executing State to assist the issuing State in the conduct of 

investigations into crime by officers acting under covert or false identity (‘covert investigations’).  
2. The issuing authority shall indicate in the EIO why it considers that the covert investigation is likely to be relevant for the 

purpose of the criminal proceedings. The decision on the recognition and execution of an EIO issued under this Article shall 
be taken in each individual case by the competent authorities of the executing State with due regard to its national law and 
procedures.  

3. In addition to the grounds for non-recognition and non-execution referred to in Article 11, the executing authority may 
refuse to execute an EIO referred to in paragraph 1, where:  

(a) the execution of the covert investigation would not be authorised in a similar domestic case; or  
(b) it was not possible to reach an agreement on the arrangements for the covert investigations under paragraph 4.  
4. Covert investigations shall take place in accordance with the national law and procedures of the Member State on the 
territory of which the covert investigation takes place. The right to act, to direct and to control the operation related to the 
covert investigation shall lie solely with the competent authorities of the executing State. The duration of the covert 
investigation, the detailed conditions, and the legal status of the officers concerned during covert investigations shall be 
agreed between the issuing State and the executing State with due regard to their national laws and procedures. 
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Article 30 (Interception of telecommunications with technical assistance of another Member State)  
1. An EIO may be issued for the interception of telecommunications in the Member State from which technical assistance is 

needed.  
2. Where more than one Member State is in a position to provide the complete necessary technical assistance for the same 

interception of telecommunications, the EIO shall be sent only to one of them. Priority shall always be given to the 
Member State where the subject of the interception is or will be located.  

3. An EIO referred to in paragraph 1 shall also contain the following information:  
(a) information for the purpose of identifying the subject of the interception;  
(b) the desired duration of the interception; and  
(c) sufficient technical data, in particular the target identifier, to ensure that the EIO can be executed.  
4. The issuing authority shall indicate in the EIO the reasons why it considers the indicated investigative measure relevant for 
the purpose of the criminal proceedings concerned.  
5. In addition to the grounds for non-recognition or non-execution referred to in Article 11, the execution of an EIO referred 
to in paragraph 1 may also be refused where the investigative measure would not have been authorised in a similar 
domestic case. The executing State may make its consent subject to any conditions which would be observed in a similar 
domestic case.  
6. An EIO referred to in paragraph 1 may be executed by:  
(a) transmitting telecommunications immediately to the issuing State; or  
(b) intercepting, recording and subsequently transmitting the outcome of interception of telecommunications to the issuing 

State. The issuing authority and the executing authority shall consult each other with a view to agreeing on whether the 
interception is carried out in accordance with point (a) or (b).  

7. When issuing an EIO referred to in paragraph 1 or during the interception, the issuing authority may, where it has a 
particular reason to do so, also request a transcription, decoding or decrypting of the recording subject to the agreement of 
the executing authority.  
8. Costs resulting from the application of this Article shall be borne in accordance with Article 21, except for the costs arising 
from the transcription, decoding and decrypting of the intercepted communications which shall be borne by the issuing State. 
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Article 31 (Notification of the Member State where the subject of the interception is located from which no technical 
assistance is needed)  
1. Where, for the purpose of carrying out an investigative measure, the interception of telecommunications is authorised by 

the competent authority of one Member State (the ‘intercepting Member State’) and the communication address of the 
subject of the interception specified in the interception order is being used on the territory of another Member State (the 
‘notified Member State’) from which no technical assistance is needed to carry out the interception, the intercepting 
Member State shall notify the competent authority of the notified Member State of the interception:  

(a) prior to the interception in cases where the competent authority of the intercepting Member State knows at the time of 
ordering the interception that the subject of the interception is or will be on the territory of the notified Member State;  

(b) during the interception or after the interception has been carried out, immediately after it becomes aware that the subject 
of the interception is or has been during the interception, on the territory of the notified Member State. 1.5.2014 L 130/20 
Official Journal of the European Union EN 

2. The notification referred to in paragraph 1 shall be made by using the form set out in Annex C.  
3. The competent authority of the notified Member States may, in case where the interception would not be authorised in a 
similar domestic case, notify, without delay and at the latest within 96 hours after the receipt of the notification referred to in 
paragraph 1, the competent authority of the intercepting Member State:  
(a) that the interception may not be carried out or shall be terminated; and  
(b) where necessary, that any material already intercepted while the subject of the interception was on its territory may not 

be used, or may only be used under conditions which it shall specify. The competent authority of the notified Member 
State shall inform the competent authority of the intercepting Member State of reasons justifying those conditions. 

4. Article 5(2) shall be applicable mutatis mutandis for the notification referred to in paragraph 2. 
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Article 32 (Provisional measures)  
1. The issuing authority may issue an EIO in order to take any measure with a view to provisionally preventing the 

destruction, transformation, removal, transfer or disposal of an item that may be used as evidence.  
2. The executing authority shall decide and communicate the decision on the provisional measure as soon as possible and, 

wherever practicable, within 24 hours of receipt of the EIO.  
3. Where a provisional measure referred to in paragraph 1 is requested the issuing authority shall indicate in the EIO whether 

the evidence is to be transferred to the issuing State or is to remain in the executing State. The executing authority shall 
recognise and execute the EIO and transfer the evidence in accordance with the procedures laid down in this Directive. 

4. Where, in accordance with paragraph 3, an EIO is accompanied by an instruction that the evidence shall remain in the 
executing State, the issuing authority shall indicate the date of lifting the provisional measure referred to in paragraph 1, or 
the estimated date for the submission of the request for the evidence to be transferred to the issuing State.  

5. After consulting the issuing authority, the executing authority may, in accordance with its national law and practice, lay 
down appropriate conditions in light of the circumstances of the case to limit the period for which the provisional measure 
referred to in paragraph 1 is to be maintained. If, in accordance with those conditions, it envisages lifting the provisional 
measure, the executing authority shall inform the issuing authority, which shall be given the opportunity to submit its 
comments. The issuing authority shall forthwith notify the executing authority that the provisional measure referred to in 
paragraph 1 has been lifted. 



EIOs for multiple individual and measures 

Article 1 paragraph 1 EIO Directive (The European Investigation Order and obligation to execute it): 

„1. A European Investigation Order (EIO) is a judicial decision which has been issued or validated by a judicialauthority of a 
Member State (‘OGthe issuing State’) to have one or several specific investigative measure(s) carried out inanother Member State 
(‘the executing State’) to obtain evidence in accordance with this Directive. […]“. 

 

 

 

Extracs from Conclusion of Plenary meeting of the EJN concerning the practical application of the EIO dated 8 December 2017: 

„[…] Participants agreed that it is the responsibilty of the Executing Member State to ensure that all relevant national authorities 
are timely involved in accordance with the law of that State. In principle it was agreed that when multiple measures are requested, 
practitioners should include all of them in one EIO. It was also clarified that in case of freezing and/or confiscation of 
instrumentalities and proceeds of crime, practitioners should continou to issue the respective Freezing or Confiscation Order. If 
other investigative measires falling within the scope of the EIO are necessary, then these will have to be sent in a separate EIO 
form […]“ 

Applying the European Investigation Order –  
Cracow, 1-2 March 2018 



Thank you very much  
for your kind attention! 

Applying the European Investigation Order –  
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