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Question for written answer E-003079/2014 

to the Commission 
Rule 117 

Véronique Mathieu Houillon (PPE), Jean-Pierre Audy (PPE), Alain Cadec (PPE), Françoise 

Grossetête (PPE), Tokia Saïfi (PPE), Constance Le Grip (PPE) and Elisabeth Morin-Chartier 

(PPE) 

Subject: Wiretapping in France  

Nicolas Sarkozy, former President of the French Republic, his lawyer and several ministers have had 
their phones tapped on the orders of examining magistrates. In addition, the office and home of his 
lawyer have been raided, in the absence of any clear evidence of a crime having been committed. A 
group of more than 500 lawyers have expressed their outrage at the ‘danger to democracy of such 
abuses’ and have reiterated ‘the urgent need to protect professional secrecy’. 

Furthermore, the Minister of Justice, Christiane Taubira, publicly stated on 10 March 2014 that she 
had not been informed of these wiretaps. This was denied by Prime Minister  
Jean-Marc Ayrault and in a letter sent to her by the Public Prosecutor on 26 February. 

Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union stipulates that the Union is founded on the rule of law, which 
implies that the judiciary is independent of the executive. 

Article 7 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights guarantees the right to respect for private and 
family life, home and communications. 

Moreover, Directive 2013/48/EU on the right of access to a lawyer stipulates, in recital 33 and Article 4, 
that Member States are required to respect the confidentiality of communication between suspects 
and their lawyers, including telephone conversations. 

The importance of full respect for confidentiality between lawyer and client has been corroborated by 
the case-law of the European Court of Human Rights, as in the judgments Kopp v Switzerland of 25 
March 1998 and Zagaria v Italy of 7 July 2008. 

Accordingly, on the basis of the above, can the Commission say: 

1. whether it considers that wiretapping, without reasonable proof of an offence, is in breach of EU 
law; 

2. whether the wiretapping of conversations between a lawyer and his client infringes EU 
fundamental rights; 

3. why it has not yet reacted, when it has always promoted a ‘France of justice’; 

4. what action it intends to take in response to this matter? 


