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collected.

(C) What to improve

(1) The report should clarify how the introduction of a central router and the extension to
new data categories will lead to a higher intensity of data exchanges. It should explain why
the centralised model would be more successful in integrating Member States that did not
make any bilateral connections in the current system. It should then explain how data
protection standards will limit the impact on data protection and how the more intense data
exchanges will be counterbalanced by the benefits for fighting crime.

(2) The report should define the operational (and time bound) objectives that allow
measuring the success or failure of the initiative. It should not only plan the monitoring and
evaluation of the results of the initiative, but also indicate how to remedy the lack of data at
EU and Member State level. This should include data collected at the level of the new
central router, and any other new (survey) data collection needed to evaluate the
effectiveness and usefulness of the framework for the fight against crime in the future.

(3) The report could better demonstrate the need for rapid data exchanges, of both the
current and the new data categories, between police services to fight crime. It should
present the (systematic or anecdotal) evidence that shows that the automated exchange of
data via Prum provides police forces with means that are more effective and efficient than
other ways of acquiring and exchanging information.

(4) The report should clarify the content of some policy options. It should explain where
the central router will be situated and managed and what national law will govern the
router and the data requests following a ‘hit’. It should also point out practical issues, such
as how the exchange of facial images will take place. It should explain why the options
foresee that police records would be exchanged solely on a voluntary basis and why for
driving licences there is only a ‘hit/no-hit’ option.

(5) A dedicated section should present the discarded policy options and the annexes could
further explain them in detail. The impact analysis should focus on the retained policy
options.

(6) The views of the various stakeholder groups should be reflected throughout the report.

The Board notes the estimated costs and benefits of the preferred option(s) in this
initiative, as summarised in the attached quantification tables.

Some more technical comments have been sent directly to the author DG.

(D) Conclusion
The DG may proceed with the initiative.

The DG must take these recommendations into account before launching the
interservice consultation.

Full title Impact assessment on a proposal to strengthen the automated
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