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2. Comments by the Belgian delegation 

General comment: 
- The use of terminology ‘competent Security Authority' and 'Appointing Authority' is 

not entirely clear throughout the text. Can they be clearly defined in the first 
articles?  

 
Article 23 - Basic principles 
Paragraph 1 

- Suggestion to clearly define ‘authorisation’ in this context, and the instance that 
authorises 

- Can explicit mention be made of the principle that a person should always have 
a valid PSC in order to have access to EUCI? 

Paragraph 2, 2: security office of the Union entity' or 'security offices of the Union entities'. 
Or are there multiple security offices for a Union entity?  

Could you specify the exact function of the Commission in case an SLA is 
concluded? Is the consequence only that the Commission becomes the contact 
point for the NSA, or does the Commission take up several tasks within the 
authorisation process?  

 
Article 25a – Change of employment within Union entities 
Paragraph 2 : Does the NSA inform the Security Authority of the Union entity explicitly that 
there is no objection, or does this article include a 'tacit non-objection'? Belgium is not in 
favor of a tacit non-objection, a change in employer requires a new PSC or an approval of 
transfer.  
 
Article 26 – Security briefings 
Paragraph 1 

- Is the scope of a security briefing as described in this paragraph not larger (e.g. 
also includes the obligations of the individual concerning the storage, transport 
etc of EUCI)?  

- We are not sure whether an interval of maximum 3 years between security 
briefings suffices. For information : Belgium requests a briefing annually (S) or 
bi-annually (TS). 

Paragraph 3a: BE: Not clear why a distinction is made between different briefings in this 
article? Suggestion to enlarge the scope of the briefing in §1 in order to delete §3a?  
 Since a briefing should also take place for the level R-UE/EU-R, it is not clear why there is 
made reference to ‘in particular EUCI classified at level C-UE/EU-C or above’.  
 
Article 26a – Granting authorisation to access EUCI 
Paragraph 3 :  

- First line: Would it be clearer to mention 'after the individual concerned received 
the PSC from the NSA or other national competent authority, the Appointing 
Authority of the Union entity':...  

- Lit 2 and 3 (see also article 26b, §2): It is not clear how this 'possibility to be 
heard' relates to existing national appeal mechanisms. In Belgium f.ex. an 
appeal at the Appeal Court is possible against a refusal of a PSC for EUCI, but 
only in the case of a refusal or a lack of decision within the time limits provided 
for in the legal framework. Moreover, the law provides for strict appeal deadlines 
(30 days), which might be difficult to respect if  

- Lit 2 : 'the information' => 'the decision from the NSA or other'.  
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Paragraph 4: A request for a clearance has to be personal, specific and current. As a 
consequence, a delayed entry into service should not be accepted and a break of more 
than 6 months means the invalidity of the actual clearance and the start of a new 
request/investigation if clearance needed. 
 
Article 26b – Suspension and withdrawal of authorisation to access EUCI 
Paragraph 2: The NSA does not withdraw the 'assurance the nothing adverse is known', 
but withdraws the PSC. From the moment a PSC is withdrawn, the 'authorisation to access 
EUCI' becomes invalid, because it is no longer 'covered' by a valid PSC.  
 
Article 26c – Renewal of authorisation 
Paragraph 2: Belgium is not in favor of a possible 'tacit' extension of the PSC. A timely 
renewal should be asked at the NSA, if the renewal is not received before the expiration of 
the PSC, the individual cannot be assigned to duties that require a PSC.  
 
Article 26d – Temporary authorisation to access EUCI 
Is our understanding correct that this article allows a (temporary) authorisation without 
(valid) PSC? Belgium supports the principle that an authorisation to access EUCI should 
always be covered by a valid PSC (see comment on article 23, paragraph 1). 
 
Article 26f – access to classified meetings 
 Paragraph 2 : since it is the NSA who delivers the PSC, should it not be the NSA who 
delivers a PSC Certificate? Following the logic of the text, the Security Authority could 
deliver an 'authorisation to access EUCI certificate'.  
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3. Comments by the French delegation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Comments by the Polish delegation 

 

 

  


















