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on 23 June 2000 

1. Commission proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council 
regarding public access to European Parliament, Council and Commission documents 
(doc. 5817/1/00 INF 13 API 11 mR 32 CODEC 109) 

The chairman informed the Working Party ofthe contacts taken with the representatives of 

the European Parliament. Thereafter, the Working Party continued to examine the 

Commission proposal. 

2. Draft Decision of the European Parliament, the Council, the Commission, the Court of 
Justice, the Court of Auditors, the Economic and Social Committee and the Committee 
of the Regions on the organisation and operation of the Office for Official Publications 
of the European Communities 
(doc. 5935/00 INF 14 JUR 35) 

The representative of the General Secretariat informed the Working Party of the fact that the 

other institutions and bodies concerned have approved the draft decision on the modification 

of the fundamental texts of the Office for Official Publications of the European Communities 

(OPOCE). 

It was agreed that the draft in question be submitted to Coreper with a view to its adoption by 

the Council. 
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1. Access to documents: 

a) Confirmatory applications I 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Scott Crosby (01100): 

(doc. 8461/00 lNF 49 API 45 JUR 149) 

In his confIrmatory request Mr Crosby asked for access to seven documents, of 

which the Working Party agreed to release none. Document 6050100 had been 

cancelled and replaced by another document asked by Mr Crosby, SN 1598/00. The 

Finnish delegation argued that all documents should be released, but would also have 

agreed to the partial release of documents 5375/00 and 6500100. The Swedish 

delegation wanted document SN 1598/00 to be released totally and all the others 

partially, with the Member States' positions blanked out. The Danish delegation was 

for the partial release of all seven documents. Therefore, the Danish, Finnish and 

Swedish delegations voted against the draft reply. It was agreed to publish the result 

of the vote. 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Quentin Pope (01100): 

(doc. 8464/00 INF 52 API 48 JUR 152) 

In his confIrmatory request Mr Pope asked for access to two documents, 7694/2/99 

and 9575/1199. The Working Party unanimously agreed not to release these 

documents. 

Delegations' positions on each of the requested documents are recorded in the Annex. The 
Belgian, Luxembourg and United Kingdom delegations were absent; all delegations had 
nevertheless informed the General Secretariat of their positions. 

10856/00 jV,rnr/RJF 

DG F III 

2 

EN 



10856/00 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Tony Bunyan (02/00): 

(doc. 8467/00 INF 55 API 51 JUR 155) 

In his second confirmatory request in 2000, Mr Bunyan asked for access to 

document 7594/00 which is an Opinion of the Legal Service concerning the 

Commission proposal for a Regulation on public access to documents. The Danish, 

Dutch and Swedish delegations wanted the document to be released. The Finnish 

delegation argued that the reason for refusal should be Article 4(2) and not 

Article 4(1) as suggested in the draft reply. However, the Working Party decided to 

refuse access to this document by virtue of Article 4(1) of the Decision. For this 

reason, the Danish, Dutch, Swedish and Finnish delegations voted against the draft 

reply. It was agreed to publish the result of the vote. 

= COnIrrmatory application made by Mr Ben Hayes (02/00): 

(doc. 8624/00 INF 58 API 54 JUR 162) 

In his second confirmatory request in 2000, Mr Hayes asked for access to three 

documents. The Working Party unanimously agreed to refuse access to all three. 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Tony Bunyan (03/00): 

(doc. 8723/00 INF 61 API 57 JUR 166) 

In his third confirmatory request in 2000, Mr Bunyan asked for access to document 

7728/1/00 REV 1 which contains the Europol Annual Report 1999. In his 

confIrmatory application Mr Bunyan claimed that all such previous reports had been 

made public and were widely available. In the draft reply the General Secretariat had 

explained that Europol had made the report in two different versions: one which was 

submitted to the Council with detailed information about operational related projects 

and another which was submitted to the European Parliament and which would be 

shortly available on the Internet. 
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The Belgian delegation was flexible about releasing the document because it 

believed that, had there been a problem of public security, the document would have 

been classified "restricted" or "confidential". The Danish delegation argued that the 

document should be released partially. The Finnish delegation agreed and specified 

that Annex II should be withheld. The Swedish delegation was prepared to release 

the whole document. Nevertheless, the Working Party decided not to release it. 

Therefore, the Danish, Dutch, Swedish and Finnish delegations voted against the 

draft reply. It was agreed to publish the result of the vote. 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Jelle van Buuren (01100): 

(doc. 9127/00 INF 64 API 60 JUR 183) 

In his first confirmatory request in 2000, Mr van Buuren asked for access to two 

documents. The Swedish delegation wanted document 7200/00 to be released 

partially, with the Member States' positions blanked out. The Working Party, 

however, decided to refuse both documents. Therefore, the Swedish delegation voted 

against the draft reply. It was agreed to publish the result of the vote. 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Jelle van Buuren (02/00): 

(doc. 9287/00 INF 70 API 66 JUR 193) 

In his second confirmatory request in 2000, Mr van Buuren asked for access to five 

documents. The Working Party decided to refuse access to the first two documents, 

7717/00 and 6989/00 ADD 1, although the Swedish delegation argued that partial 

access should be given to them. It was decided that document 7719/00 should be 

withheld as well, because the delegations mentioned in the document insisted on this. 

The Danish, Dutch and Swedish delegations argued, contrary to the solution 

suggested in the draft reply, that document 7594/00 should be released. The Finnish 

delegation was in favour of refusing access to this particular document but thought 

that the reason for refusal should be Article 4(2) of the Decision, not Article 4(1) as 

suggested in the draft reply. 
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The handling of document 7850100 (the Outcome of Proceedings of the meeting of 

the Interim Military Working Group of 6 April 2000) aroused an in-depth discussion 

between the members of the Working Party. The Danish delegation didn't agree with 

the suggested draft reply which it found too general. The Swedish delegation 

supported this view. The Working Party decided to refuse the document and asked 

the General Secretariat to submit a new draft to the members. Therefore, the Danish 

and Swedish delegations voted against the draft reply and the result of the vote was 

made public. 

= Confirmatory application made by Mr Jelle van Buuren (03/00): 

(doc. 9127/00 INF 64 API 60 JUR 183) 

In his third confirmatory request in 2000, Mr van Buuren asked for access to one 

document, to which the Working Party unanimously agreed. 

b) Access to documents relating to the Schengen acquis 

10856/00 

The representative from the Council Legal Service raised the issue of access to 

Schengen documents, already discussed briefly during the meeting of 31 March 2000. 

A note from the Council Legal Service (doc. 7329/00 INF 36 API 32 JUR 101 

SCHENGEN 1) had been distributed to the Working party prior to the meeting, as well 

as a further note from the Legal Service (doc. 9520100 INF 76 API 71 JUR 206 

SCHENGEN 10) inviting the governments of the thirteen Member States referred to in 

Article 1 of the Protocol integrating the Schengen acquis into the framework of the 

European Union to indicate whether they could agree to the solution suggested in point 

8 of the above-mentioned note. As many delegations still had to consult their 

authorities, it was decided to discuss the matter further in the following meeting of the 

Working Party on Information on 14 July 2000. 
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CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr S. CROSBY (01l00)(doc. 8461100) 

Proposal Reason 
Doc. No. G.S. for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT 

( doc.8461100) refusal 
5375100 - 4.2 - PR - - - - - -
6500100 - 4.2 - PR - - - - - -
SN 1598/00 - 4.2 - PR - - - - - -
SN 1820100 - 4.2 - PR - - - - - -
SN 1821100 - 4.2 - PR - - - - - -
SN 182111 /00 REV 1 - 4.2 - PR - - - - - -

CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr Q. POPE (01100) (doc. 8464/00) 

Proposal 

Doc. No. G.S. Reason for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT (doc. refusal 
8464/00) 

7694/2/99 REV 2 + - 4.1 - - - - - - - -
7694/2/99 REV 2 COR 1 
9575/1/99 REV 1 + - 4.1 - - - - - - - -
9575/1/99 REV 1 COR 1 

CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr T. BUNYAN (02/00) (doc. 8467/00) 

Doc. No. Proposal G.S. Reason for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT (doc. 8467/00) refusal 
7594100 - 4.1 - + - - - - - -

PR = partial release 
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CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr B. HAYES (02/00) (doc. 8624/00) 

Doc. No. Proposal G.S. Reason for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT L NL A P (doc. 8624/00) refusal 
6938/2/98 REV 2 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
9785/98 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
10835/98 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -

CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr T. BUNYAN (03/00) (doc. 8723/00) 

Doc. No. Proposal G.S. Reason for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT L NL A P (doc. 8723/00) refusal 
7728/1/00 REV 1 - 4.1 - PR - - - - - - - - - -

CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr J. VAN BUUREN (01100) (doc. 9127/00) 

Doc. No. Proposal G.S. Reason for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT L NL A P (doc. 9127/00) refusal 
7200/00 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
7609/99 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -

CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr J. V AN BUUREN (02/00) (doc. 9287/00) 

Doc. No. Proposal G.S. Reason for B DK D GR ES F IRL IT L NL A P (doc. 9287/00) refusal 
7717/00 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
6989/00 ADD 1 - 4.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
7850/00 - 4.1 Majority against release 
7719/00 + Majority against release 

7594/00 - 4.1 - + - - - - - - - 1+1 -1-1 

PR = partial release 
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CONFIRMATORY APPLICATION MADE BY Mr J. VAN BUUREN (03/00) (doc. 9290/00) 

Doc. No. 

8289/00 

PR = partial release 
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