
EPPO AND EU LAW: A 

STEP FORWARD IN 

INTEGRATION

Funded by the European Union. However, the views and opinions 

expressed are only those of the author(s). They do not necessarily 

reflect those of the European Union or the European Education 

and Culture Executive Agency (EACEA). Therefore, neither the 

European Union nor EACEA can be held responsible for them.TOPIC 1: THE ROAD TO EPPO



EPPO, WHAT’S NEXT…? LORENZO SALAZAR

Funded by the European Union. Views and opinions expressed are however those of the author(s) only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European

Union or the European Education and Culture Executive Agency (EACEA). Neither the European Union nor EACEA can be held responsible for them.



EPPO, WHAT’S NEXT…?

OUTLOOK

A) Possible extension of the powers of the EPPO

B) Possible review of the regulation  

C) Conclusions



THE STARTING POINTS: A) ART. 86.4 TFEU

“4. The European Council may, at the same time or subsequently, adopt a 

decision amending paragraph 1 in order to extend the powers of the 

European Public Prosecutor’s Office to include serious crime having a 

cross-border dimension and amending accordingly paragraph 2 as 

regards the perpetrators of, and accomplices in, serious crimes affecting 

more than one Member State. The European Council shall act 

unanimously after obtaining the consent of the European Parliament and 

after consulting the Commission.”



THE STARTING POINTS: B) ART. 119 REG. 2017/1939



A) THE EXTENSION OF THE POWERS



1. TERRORISM

• 21 June 2016: Opinion “Camera dei deputati”

• 17 August 2017: Attacks in Barcelona:

• Minister Orlando

• Justice Commissioner Jourova

• President Junker (State of the Union)

• President Macron (Sorbonne)

• 12 September 2018: COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN 

PARLIAMENT AND THE EUROPEAN COUNCIL: A Europe that protects: an initiative to extend 

the competences of the European Public Prosecutor's Office to crossborder terrorist crimes 

(COM(2018) 641 final) > Extension of the competences of the EPPO to terrorist offences affecting 

more than one Member State.      



2. ENVIRONMENT

• 24 August 2021 In a letter President Ursula von der Leyen wrote that the EU 

executive “stands ready to explore … the need and feasibility to extend the EPPO’s 

competence in the medium term so as to cover serious cross-border environmental 

crime.”

• FRENCH Presidency of the EU Council (2022)

• 23 June 2022 European Parliament resolution of on illegal logging in the EU: 

• 38. Stresses that the establishment of an EU Green Prosecutor, through the 

extension of the EPPO’s mandate, in accordance with Article 86(4) TFEU, is a way 

to improve the implementation and enforcement of EU environmental legislation 

and to combat serious environmental crimes with a cross-border dimension; 

https://www.politico.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/08/Letter-Ursula-VdL-on-environmental-crimes-and-EPPO_August-2021.pdf


3. SANCTIONS: FIRST STEP

The decision covers only Union restrictive measures that the Union has adopted on the basis of Article 29 TEU or Article 215 TFEU 



3. SANCTIONS: SECOND STEP



3. SANCTIONS: THIRD STEP (…?)



“… Based on our experience, when tackling violations of EU restrictive 

measures, compared to a coordinated approach of national prosecution 

offices, the EPPO should be better placed to preserve circumvented frozen 

assets, to collect the necessary evidence and to implement a unified approach 

of prosecution before the competent national courts…”

3. SANCTIONS: THIRD STEP (…?)



3. SANCTIONS: THIRD STEP (…?)



B) TOWARDS A REVISION OF THE REGULATION (…?)



B) TOWARDS A REVISION OF THE REGULATION (…?)

https://youtu.be/wpRg1XfYPFo

https://youtu.be/wpRg1XfYPFo

https://youtu.be/wpRg1XfYPFo
https://youtu.be/wpRg1XfYPFo


B) TOWARDS A REVISION OF THE REGULATION (…?)

https://youtu.be/wpRg1XfYPFo

https://youtu.be/wpRg1XfYPFo


• Article 25: Exercise of the competence of the EPPO

• Article 31: Cross-border investigations (need for the authorization by 
the judicial authority of the State of assistance for the sole purpose of 
the enforcement) (EPPO < EIO)

• Article 16: Appointment and dismissal of European Prosecutors

B) TOWARDS A REVISION OF THE REGULATION (…?)



• Positive achievements

• EPPO as an answer for all emergencies…?

• The need for adequate resources and staffing

• EPPO as a victim of its own success…? 

C) CONCLUSIONS



THANKS !

🙏
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