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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS 
 
AFSJ Area of Freedom, Security and Justice 

AN Audiencia Nacional (National Court ) 

AAN Order by National Court  

AFSJ Area of Freedom, Security and Justice 

AP Audiencia Provincial (Provincial Court) 

appl./appls. application/applications 

Art. Article 

BOE Boletín Oficial del Estado (Spanish Official Journal) 
 

BOCG 

 

Boletín Oficial de las Cortes Generales (Official Journal of the Spanish 
Parliament)  

CE Constitución Española (Spanish Constitution)  

CFREU Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union 

CISA Convention implementing the Schengen Agreement of 14 June 1985 

CJEU  Court of Justice of the European Union  

DEIO Directive on European Investigation Order 

EAW European Arrest Warrant 
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EAW FWD Council Framework Decision 2002/584/JHA of 13 June 2002 on the 
European arrest warrant and the surrender procedures between Member 
States  

ECtHR European Court of Human Rights 

ed./eds. editor/editors 

eg exempli gratia 

ex according to 

EEW European Evidence Warrant 

EIO European Investigation Order 

EU European Union 

ff/et seq and the following 

FGE Fiscalía General del Estado (General Public Prosecutor’s Office) 

ie id est 

ICCPR International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights of 16 December 1966 

LECrim Ley de Enjuiciamiento Criminal (Spanish Act on Criminal Procedure) 

LD Italian Legislative Decree 

LO Ley Orgánica (Organic Law) 

LOEDE Law 3/2003, on March 14th, on European Arrest Warrant and Surrender 

LOPJ Ley Orgánica del Poder Judicial (Act on the Judiciary) 

 

LRM 

Act 23/2014, of 20 November, on mutual recognition of judicial decisions 
in criminal matters criminal in the European Union (Ley de reconocimiento 
mutuo de resoluciones penales en la Unión Europea ) 

 

MLA 2000 

Convention on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters between the 
Member States of the European Union established by Council Act of 29 
May 2000 

MS Member State/s 

n./No Number 

OJ Official Journal of the European Union 

op. cit.  opus citatum 

p.  Page 
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para. paragraph (fundamento jurídico ) 

SAN Judgement by National Court 

SAP Judgement by Provincial Court 

STC Judgement by Constitutional Court 

STS Judgement by Supreme Court 

TC Tribunal Constitutional (Constitutional Court ) 

TEU Treaty on the European Union 

TFEU Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union 

TS Tribunal Supremo (Supreme Court) 

vol. Volume 
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

This document is aimed to present training materials offered to different target groups 

such as judges, prosecutors and lawyers posted in Eurocoord webpage (http://eurocoord.eu/). 

Training materials includes a presentation letter for each target group as well as a presentation 

and questionnaire in relation with each subject. Content of respective presentation makes 

reference to different deliverables, which complete document can be found at prior webpage 

too. These deliverables are the following ones: 

- Legal Framework (D2.4) 

- Judicial Practice (D3.3) 

- Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 

Be notice that not always the appropiate format of presentation (pptx) can be converted 

as word document (docx or pdf). 

Finally a questionnaire with the aim at evaluating the training courses is included 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

2. TRAINING COURSE MATERIALS FOR JUDGES 
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2.1 Course Presentation 
 

We are proud to present this training course materials addressed to JUDGES. 

Its content disseminates the results of the research project “Best practices for European 

Coordination on Investigative Measures and Evidence Gathering” (EUROCOORD)” (Ref. 

JUST-2015-JCOO-AG-1-723198) funded by the European Commission and coordinated by 

the Universidad de Burgos in collaboration with Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 

Università degli Studi di Palermo and Jagellonian University. Its structure is as follows: 

- Presentation n. 1: Legal Framework (D2.4) 

Its objective is comparing Italian, Spanish and Polish implementation in each national 

systems of Directive 2014/41/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 3 April 

2014, regarding the European Investigation Order in criminal matters (hereinafter DEIO) as all 

as prior legal instruments and case-law on evidence gathering in respective Member States. 

Also, the most interesting and problematic questions in applying the EIO in specific Member 

States such as participants in present project are foreseen. We provide a questionnaire to assess 

the knowledge learned. 

- Presentation n. 2: Judicial Practice (D3.3) 

Its objective is to identify practical problems deriving from the implementation in 

each national systems of DEIO. It is mainly based on gathering information through direct 

encounters with professionals of the judiciary and judicial institutions, including judges, 

prosecutors, defence lawyers and other interested parties. The given answers are based, in 

general, on previous experiences of the interviewees in relation to international and/or 

European judicial cooperation in general and evidence gathering in particular, through which 

they contemplate important issues for the future practice on EIO. Also, a questionnaire to 

assess the knowledge learned is included. 
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-

 Presentation n. 3: Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 

Its objective is to present a Code of Best Practices (CBP) on the application of the 

European Investigation Order (EIO) in all Member States at EU. The CBP as usually all 

codes of best practices in the legal field tries to identify the most efficient way to apply the 

EIO in cross-border criminal investigations and give guidance to those who will use it, 

mainly judges, public prosecutors, and defence lawyers on behalf of the defendants. 

Another questionnaire to assess the knowledge learned is also added. 

 

2.2 Course Materials Related To Legal Framework (D2.4) 
 

2.2.1 Presentation 
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2.2.2 Questionnaire 
 

1. Has the Directive on the European Investigation Order (DEIO) been fully transposed 

into the Spanish, Italian and Polish legal systems?  

 

2. Does Art. 34 § 2 of the DEIO provide the automatic abolition of all the previous 

normative instruments adopted in the field of judicial assistance in criminal matters? 

 

3. Which “judicial authority” can issue or validate the EIO in the Spanish, Italian and 

Polish legal systems?  

 

4. Does the administrative authority have any role in the issuance of an EIO? 

 

5. Are there any significant provisions on the participation of a defence lawyer or of 

private parties at the stage of execution of an EIO? If the answer is affirmative, in which 

countries? 
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6. In what types of proceedings can an EIO be issued? 

 

7. Does the DEIO contain a definition of coercive measure? 

 

8. How have  the grounds for non-recognition or non-execution of the EIO been 

implemented? As mandatory or optional?  

 

9. Are there any remedies at national level against the decision to execute an EIO? 

 

10. Regarding the interception of communications without technical assistance which are 

main issues?  

 

11. Are there specific rules regarding the admissibility of evidence obtained through an 

EIO? 

2.3 Course Materials Related to: Judicial Practice (D3.3) 
 

2.3.1 Presentation  
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2.3.2 Questionnaire 
 

1. Has Directive of European Investigation Order (DEIO) been transposed into Spanish, 

Italian and Polish legal system?  

 

2. Is the videoconference a mean to obtain the statement of the accused, witnesses or 

expert? Does any country not admit it? 

 

3. Are defence lawyers informed on the execution of a cross-border investigative measure 

in advance? 

 

4. Do you believe that there is (or may exist) a reduction of procedural guarantees in cases 

where international judicial cooperation takes place in the gathering of evidence? 

 

5. In relation with an EIO, has the lack of harmonization of procedural rights an impact in 

the respect of procedural guarantees?  
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6. Are judges, prosecutors and lawyers trained in European law (specifically in 

instruments of mutual recognition)? 

 

7. Which is the relevance of the training in European law of judges, prosecutors and 

lawyers in the application of an EIO? 

 

8. Regarding the evidence obtained abroad, do you consider there are enough mechanisms 

to challenge its validity and admissibility? 

 

9. How is it possible to reduce the length of the criminal proceeding as a consequence of 

the request or the execution of an EIO?  

 

10. Do you think that the implementation of the EIO will enhance the rights of the defence 

in cross-border criminal cases within the gathering of evidence? 

 

2.4 Course Materials Related to: Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 
 

2.4.1 Presentation 
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2.4.2 Questionnaire 

 

1. What we lost by not acting in accordance with the Code of Good Practice? 

 

2. Access to electronic data or associated information held by the service providers is a 

coercive o non coercive measure in Spain? Motivate the answer 

 

3. Who is the competent authority to Receive, recognise and execute the EIO in Poland? 

 

4. Who may request the issuing of the EIO in Italy, Spain and Poland? 

 

5. Where is set out the EIO and what elements it shall explain? 

 

6. Can the executing authority check whether the issuing authority has judicial nature 

under its national law and what exceptions exist? 

 

7. In what rules have Articles 26, 27 and 28 DEIO been implemented in Spain, Italy and 

Poland? 

 

8. ¿Is it possible (indicate an example) to lodge an interlocutory appeal against de decision 

to issue the EIO in Italy, Spain and Poland? 

 

9. Would any mutual recognition instrument be applied with preference that the rules on 

the assignment of cross-border investigative measures and the channels of 

communication foreseen in the EPPO? 

 

10. What problems identify the CBP in the implementing the EIO? 
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3. TRAINING COURSE MATERIALS FOR PROSECUTORS 
 

3.1 Course Presentation 
 

We are proud to present this training course materials addressed to PROSECUTORS. 

Its content disseminates the results of the research project “Best practices for European 

Coordination on Investigative Measures and Evidence Gathering” (EUROCOORD)” (Ref. 

JUST-2015-JCOO-AG-1-723198) funded by the European Commission and coordinated by 

the Universidad de Burgos in collaboration with Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 

Università degli Studi di Palermo and Jagellonian University. Its structure is as follows: 

- Presentation n. 1: Legal Framework (D2.4) 

Its objective is comparing Italian, Spanish and Polish implementation in each national 

systems of Directive 2014/41/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 3 April 

2014, regarding the European Investigation Order in criminal matters (hereinafter DEIO) as all 

as prior legal instruments and case-law on evidence gathering in respective Member States. 

Also the most interesting and problematic questions in applying the EIO in specific Member 

States such as participants in present project are foreseen. We provide a questionnaire to assess 

the knowledge learned. 

- Presentation n. 2: Judicial Practice (D3.3) 

Its objective is to identify practical problems deriving from the implementation in 

each national systems of DEIO. It is mainly based on gathering information through direct 

encounters with professionals of the judiciary and judicial institutions, including judges, 

prosecutors, defence lawyers and other interested parties. The given answers are based, in 

general, on previous experiences of the interviewees in relation to international and/or 

European judicial cooperation in general and evidence gathering in particular, through which 

they contemplate important issues for the future practice on EIO. Also a questionnaire to 

assess the knowledge learned is included. 
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- Presentation n. 3: Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 

Its objective is to present a Code of Best Practices (CBP) on the application of the 

European Investigation Order (EIO) in all Member States at EU. The CBP as usually all 

codes of best practices in the legal field tries to identify the most efficient way to apply the 

EIO in cross-border criminal investigations and give guidance to those who will use it, 

mainly judges, public prosecutors, and defence lawyers on behalf of the defendants. 

Another questionnaire to assess the knowledge learned is also added. 

 

3.2 Course Materials Related To Legal Framework (D2.4) 
 

3.2.1 Presentation 
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3.2.2 Questionnaire 
 

12. Has the Directive on the European Investigation Order (DEIO) been fully transposed 

into the Spanish, Italian and Polish legal systems?  

 

13. Does Art. 34 § 2 of the DEIO provide the automatic abolition of all the previous 

normative instruments adopted in the field of judicial assistance in criminal matters? 

 

14. Which “judicial authority” can issue or validate the EIO in the Spanish, Italian and 

Polish legal systems?  

 

15. Does the administrative authority have any role in the issuance of an EIO? 

 

16. Are there any significant provisions on the participation of a defence lawyer or of 

private parties at the stage of execution of an EIO? If the answer is affirmative, in which 

countries? 
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17. In what types of proceedings can an EIO be issued? 

 

18. Does the DEIO contain a definition of coercive measure? 

 

19. How have the grounds for non-recognition or non-execution of the EIO been 

implemented? As mandatory or optional?  

 

20. Are there any remedies at national level against the decision to execute an EIO? 

 

21. Regarding the interception of communications without technical assistance which are 

main issues?  

 

22. Are there specific rules regarding the admissibility of evidence obtained through an 

EIO? 

3.3 Course Materials Related to: Judicial Practice (D3.3) 
 

3.3.1 Presentation  
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3.3.2 Questionnaire 
 

11. Has Directive of European Investigation Order (DEIO) been transposed into Spanish, 

Italian and Polish legal system?  

 

12. Is the videoconference a mean to obtain the statement of the accused, witnesses or 

expert? Does any country not admit it? 

 

13. Are defence lawyers informed on the execution of a cross-border investigative measure 

in advance? 

 

14. Do you believe that there is (or may exist) a reduction of procedural guarantees in cases 

where international judicial cooperation takes place in the gathering of evidence? 

 

15. In relation with an EIO, has the lack of harmonization of procedural rights an impact in 

the respect of procedural guarantees?  
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16. Are judges, prosecutors and lawyers trained in European law (specifically in 

instruments of mutual recognition)? 

 

17. Which is the relevance of the training in European law of judges, prosecutors and 

lawyers in the application of an EIO? 

 

18. Regarding the evidence obtained abroad, do you consider there are enough mechanisms 

to challenge its validity and admissibility? 

 

19. How is it possible to reduce the length of the criminal proceeding as a consequence of 

the request or the execution of an EIO?  

 

20. Do you think that the implementation of the EIO will enhance the rights of the defence 

in cross-border criminal cases within the gathering of evidence? 

 

3.4 Course Materials Related to: Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 
 

3.4.1 Presentation 
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3.4.2 Questionnaire 

 

11. What we lost by not acting in accordance with the Code of Good Practice? 

 

12. Access to electronic data or associated information held by the service providers is a 

coercive o non coercive measure in Spain? Motivate the answer 

 

13. Who is the competent authority to Receive, recognise and execute the EIO in Poland? 

 

14. Who may request the issuing of the EIO in Italy, Spain and Poland? 

 

15. Where is set out the EIO and what elements it shall explain? 

 

16. Can the executing authority check whether the issuing authority has judicial nature 

under its national law and what exceptions exist? 

 

17. In what rules have Articles 26, 27 and 28 DEIO been implemented in Spain, Italy and 

Poland? 

 

18. ¿Is it possible (indicate an example) to lodge an interlocutory appeal against de decision 

to issue the EIO in Italy, Spain and Poland? 

 

19. Would any mutual recognition instrument be applied with preference that the rules on 

the assignment of cross-border investigative measures and the channels of 

communication foreseen in the EPPO? 

 

20. What problems identify the CBP in the implementing the EIO? 
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4. TRAINING COURSE MATERIALS FOR LAWYERS 
 

4.1 Course Presentation 
 

We are proud to present this training course materials addressed to LAWYERS. 

Its content disseminates the results of the research project “Best practices for European 

Coordination on Investigative Measures and Evidence Gathering” (EUROCOORD)” (Ref. 

JUST-2015-JCOO-AG-1-723198) funded by the European Commission and coordinated by 

the Universidad de Burgos in collaboration with Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 

Università degli Studi di Palermo and Jagellonian University. Its structure is as follows: 

- Presentation n. 1: Legal Framework (D2.4) 

Its objective is comparing Italian, Spanish and Polish implementation in each national 

systems of Directive 2014/41/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 3 April 

2014, regarding the European Investigation Order in criminal matters (hereinafter DEIO) as all 

as prior legal instruments and case-law on evidence gathering in respective Member States. 

Also the most interesting and problematic questions in applying the EIO in specific Member 

States such as participants in present project are foreseen. We provide a questionnaire to assess 

the knowledge learned. 

- Presentation n. 2: Judicial Practice (D3.3) 

Its objective is to identify practical problems deriving from the implementation in 

each national systems of DEIO. It is mainly based on gathering information through direct 

encounters with professionals of the judiciary and judicial institutions, including judges, 

prosecutors, defence lawyers and other interested parties. The given answers are based, in 

general, on previous experiences of the interviewees in relation to international and/or 

European judicial cooperation in general and evidence gathering in particular, through which 

they contemplate important issues for the future practice on EIO. Also a questionnaire to 

assess the knowledge learned is included. 
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- Presentation n. 3: Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 

Its objective is to present a Code of Best Practices (CBP) on the application of the 

European Investigation Order (EIO) in all Member States at EU. The CBP as usually all 

codes of best practices in the legal field tries to identify the most efficient way to apply the 

EIO in cross-border criminal investigations and give guidance to those who will use it, 

mainly judges, public prosecutors, and defence lawyers on behalf of the defendants. 

Another questionnaire to assess the knowledge learned is also added. 

 

4.2 Course Materials Related To Legal Framework (D2.4) 
 

4.2.1 Presentation 
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4.2.2 Questionnaire 
 

23. Has the Directive on the European Investigation Order (DEIO) been fully transposed 

into the Spanish, Italian and Polish legal systems?  

 

24. Does Art. 34 § 2 of the DEIO provide the automatic abolition of all the previous 

normative instruments adopted in the field of judicial assistance in criminal matters? 

 

25. Which “judicial authority” can issue or validate the EIO in the Spanish, Italian and 

Polish legal systems?  

 

26. Does the administrative authority have any role in the issuance  of an EIO? 

 

27. Are there any significant provisions on the participation of a defence lawyer or of 

private parties at the stage of execution of an EIO? If the answer is affirmative, in which 

countries? 
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28. In what types of proceedings can an EIO be issued? 

 

29. Does the DEIO contain a definition of coercive measure? 

 

30. How have  the grounds for non-recognition or non-execution of the EIO been 

implemented? As mandatory or optional?  

 

31. Are there any remedies at national level against the decision to execute an EIO? 

 

32. Regarding the interception of communications without technical assistance which are 

main issues?  

 

33. Are there specific rules regarding the admissibility of evidence obtained through an 

EIO? 

4.3 Course Materials Related to: Judicial Practice (D3.3) 
 

4.3.1 Presentation  
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4.3.2 Questionnaire 
 

21. Has Directive of European Investigation Order (DEIO) been transposed into Spanish, 

Italian and Polish legal system?  

 

22. Is the videoconference a mean to obtain the statement of the accused, witnesses or 

expert? Does any country not admit it? 

 

23. Are defence lawyers informed on the execution of a cross-border investigative measure 

in advance? 

 

24. Do you believe that there is (or may exist) a reduction of procedural guarantees in cases 

where international judicial cooperation takes place in the gathering of evidence? 

 

25. In relation with an EIO, has the lack of harmonization of procedural rights an impact in 

the respect of procedural guarantees?  
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26. Are judges, prosecutors and lawyers trained in European law (specifically in 

instruments of mutual recognition)? 

 

27. Which is the relevance of the training in European law of judges, prosecutors and 

lawyers in the application of an EIO? 

 

28. Regarding the evidence obtained abroad, do you consider there are enough mechanisms 

to challenge its validity and admissibility? 

 

29. How is it possible to reduce the length of the criminal proceeding as a consequence of 

the request or the execution of an EIO?  

 

30. Do you think that the implementation of the EIO will enhance the rights of the defence 

in cross-border criminal cases within the gathering of evidence? 

 

4.4 Course Materials Related to: Code of Best Practices (D4.4) 
 

4.4.1 Presentation 
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4.4.2 Questionnaire 

 

21. What we lost by not acting in accordance with the Code of Good Practice? 

 

22. Access to electronic data or associated information held by the service providers is a 

coercive o non coercive measure in Spain? Motivate the answer 

 

23. Who is the competent authority to Receive, recognise and execute the EIO in Poland? 

 

24. Who may request the issuing of the EIO in Italy, Spain and Poland? 

 

25. Where is set out the EIO and what elements it shall explain? 

 

26. Can the executing authority check whether the issuing authority has judicial nature 

under its national law and what exceptions exist? 

 

27. In what rules have Articles 26, 27 and 28 DEIO been implemented in Spain, Italy and 

Poland? 

 

28. ¿Is it possible (indicate an example) to lodge an interlocutory appeal against de decision 

to issue the EIO in Italy, Spain and Poland? 

 

29. Would any mutual recognition instrument be applied with preference that the rules on 

the assignment of cross-border investigative measures and the channels of 

communication foreseen in the EPPO? 

 

30. What problems identify the CBP in the implementing the EIO? 
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