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Executive Summary  

The Parliamentary Assembly of the Mediterranean and the Council of Europe (CoE), together with the 

Cyber South Project, co-organised, in Strasbourg, on 10-11 October 2019, a joint conference dedicated 

to Counter-terrorism and New Technologies: from prevention to prosecution, at national and 

international levels the need for parliamentarians’ support.  

The meeting gathered over 50 participants from over 15 countries, including representatives from 

both national parliaments and diplomatic corps, experts from partner organisations, such as PACE, the 

United Nations system, NATO, the Arab Parliament, the Hedaya Institute, as well as top national 

experts and representatives from the Academia and civil society.   

The event was opened by Hon. Pedro Roque, President of the PAM Political and Security Committee, 

Mr Wojciech Sawicki, Secretary General of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, and 

Mr Jan Kleijssen, Director of Information Society and Action against crime Directorate at the Council 

of Europe.  

The discussions over the course of two days focused on the threats posed by evolving terrorist 

strategies in relation to the use of technology, including cybercrime and cyberterrorism, as well as the 

use of electronic evidence to prevent terrorist acts, and to track, capture and prosecute terrorists.  

The trans-border nature of electronic communication and digital evidence in terrorism cases were 

highlighted as a major obstacle for national authorities to deal effectively with the phenomenon in 

their count-terrorism efforts within national jurisdictions. The Budapest Convention on Cybercrime 

and Electronic Evidence was presented as the main international instrument, which allows for 

effective and timely international cooperation on electronic evidence in counterterrorism.  

The debates explored the challenges and best practices from national experiences in addressing cyber 

aspects of terrorism, and specifically the necessary legislative action needed to harmonise national 

laws and practices to the international standards, including safeguards, to balance the requirements 

of criminal justice authorities with the protection of human rights and liberties.  

The outcome of the meeting will contribute to PAM work on counter-terrorism and provide a 

foundation for future joint work on issues related to cybercrime and terrorism with the Council of 

Europe and other partner organisations. 

The event also included special sessions for an exchange of views with a senior representative of the 

European Court for Human Rights and with the Secretary General of the Parliamentary Assembly of 

the Council of Europe, as well as to visit to the CoE Assembly’s Plenary Chamber.  

Session 1: Threats of terrorism and the impact of the new technologies 

The session was opened and chaired by Ambassador Jean Paul Laborde, PAM Senior Advisor on 

Counterterrorism and Cybersecurity, and in-depth presentations were given by Mr. Alexander Seger, 

Executive Secretary of the Cybercrime Convention Committee, Council of Europe, and Ms. Carol 

Probst, Expert at the NATO Strategic Direction South Hub in Naples.  

 

The first working session focused on how new technologies have impacted and changed the threat of 

terrorism. Terrorist have their own specific goals, and if utilisation of new technologies helps them to 

achieve and magnify terror, they use it to increase the fear of populations, as well as the pressure they 



want to put on governments. They will not hesitate to continue exploring new methods to achieve 

their criminal goals.  

It was also highlighted that even when using conventional attack methods, electronic evidence is a 

key part of all stages of a terrorist attack, including in preparation, communication, coordination, 

execution and aftermath.  

Terrorists also rely on information technology to spread their messages, radicalise and recruit people, 

and inspire violence. Furthermore, terrorists utilise new financial instruments and technology for 

illegal money transfers to fundraise and sponsor attacks.  

It was noted that while an email exchange between terrorists is not cybercrime, it is an electronic 

evidence for a crime. It was further highlighted that online communications go through many 

countries, making it challenging for national law enforcement and judicial authorities to be able to 

utilise this electronic evidence that is beyond their national jurisdictions: thereby making international 

cooperation necessary. This is where the Budapest Convention comes in. Because it does not only deal 

with cybercrime, but is the main international instrument on electronic evidence and international 

cooperation in this regard. 

The session also focused on the evolution of the terrorist threat in the Sahel region. NATO experts 

provided a detailed presentation about the threat posed by armed non-state groups in Mali, Burkina 

Faso and Niger. It was noted, that digital communication is used for coordination among these groups, 

even if we are talking about simple technologies such as phones. It was noted that a number of West 

African states have adopted the Budapest convention in order to locate and capture terrorists.  

Session 2: International and national responses to terrorism 

The session was opened and chaired by Ambassador Sergio Piazzi, PAM Secretary General, and 

detailed presentations were given by Mr. Zouhair Racheha, a Counterterrorism Specialist at the 

Terrorism Prevention Branch at the UN Office on Drugs and Crime, and Mr. Kristian Bartholin, Co-

secretary to Committee on Counterterrorism at the Council of Europe.  

This session outlined international approaches to counterterrorism, and PAM Secretary General 

provided an overview on how PAM approach to this threat has evolved throughout the years to adapt 

to the changing trends; highlighting the fruitful cooperation with the UN.  

The United Nations counter-terrorism strategy is comprehensive, and the many UN Security Council 

resolutions, as well as dedicated instruments and guiding frameworks, such as the Amended Madrid 

Guiding Principles, provide the necessary tools for parliaments to produce effective and harmonious 

legislation that would allow for international cooperation on criminal justice matters.  

In addition to UN instruments, the Council of Europe’s Convention on the Prevention of Terrorism was 

presented as an effective response tool. The aim of this convention is to boost the existing 

international legal instruments by criminalising acts that may lead to terrorism, namely: public 

provocation, recruitment, training, and travel for terrorist purposes. Additionally, the convention 

reinforced co-operation on prevention both internally (national prevention policies), and 

internationally (modification of existing extradition and mutual assistance arrangements and 

additional means). 

The links to the international instruments are attached in Annex 1 of the report 

 



Session 3: International and national responses to cybercrime and electronic 

evidence 

The session was opened and chaired by Ms. Marie Agha-Wevelsiep, Cybercrime Program Manager at 

the Council of Europe, and sectoral presentations were given by Mr. Jayantha Fernando, Director of I 

Information and Communication Technology Agency (ICTA), of Sri Lanka -via skype; Mr. Alexander 

Seger, Executive Secretary of the Cybercrime Convention Committee at the Council of Europe; and 

Maître Cécile Doutriaux, Lawyer at the Bar of Strasbourg and Member of the Cyberdefence Board at 

St. Cyr Military School 

Session 3 was primarily focused on in-depth discussions about the reasons why the Budapest 

Convention is a beneficial and useful tool for dealing with electronic evidence across borders. The 

convention was negotiated by 47 Members of the Council of Europe and has currently expanded to 

64 signatories. While the convention was opened for signature in 2001, the tools it provides are 

extremely relevant in today’s criminal justice cooperation, and the convention is supplemented by 

guidance notes adopted by consensus of signatories, as well as additional protocols (2nd protocol being 

currently negotiated).  

The Convention criminalises an array of conduct in the cybersphere, which may be used for terrorist 

purposes or other types of crime. Additionally, the convention provides procedural tools on expedited 

preservation, production orders, search and seizure, and interception of computer data, among others 

to ensure that electronic evidence collected is within the rule of law and admissible in court. The 

inclusion of safeguards is very critical in this aspect.  

All this leads to harmonisation in legislation and criminal justice procedures, which then facilitates 

rapid and systematic international cooperation on mutual legal assistance, extradition, expedited 

preservation, accessing and intercepting computer data and information sharing. This is facilitated by 

dedicated H24/7 points of contact, who cooperate in real time. In must be highlighted that 80-90 

percent of this cooperation is not related to cybercrime, but rather to electronic evidence in cases of 

other types of crime, such as terrorism. 

The case study of Sri Lanka’s recent accession to the convention was examined in detail in the context 

of how the convention enabled Sri Lankan authorities to catch the perpetrators of the 2019 Easter 

Bombing Terrorist attack. Through immediate assistance from Europol and from several countries 

party to the convention, the authorities were able to intercept encrypted communications of the 

terrorists. The process of accession, including the relevant parliamentary action needed to harmonise 

legislation and criminal justice procedures, was presented as an example to follow for those countries, 

not yet signatories of the convention.  

The links to the international instruments are attached in Annex 1 of the report 

Session 4: Safeguards  

The session was opened and chaired by Hon.  Badreddine Abdelkafi (Tunisia), Vice President of the 

PAM 3rd Standing Committee on Human Rights and Dialogue among Civilizations, and presentations 

were given by H.E. Dr. Ali Rashed Al Nuaimi, Chairman of the Hedaya Centre; and Mr. Stefano 

Piedimonte Bodini, Case-law Coordinator on Terrorism at the European Court of Human Rights.  

The session focused on the importance of safeguards in collecting electronic evidence in terrorism 

investigations. Safeguards provide the necessary balance between security concerns and civil and 



human rights of populations, raise and harmonise the standards for collecting electronic evidence, 

and allow for international cooperation in counter-terrorism investigations.  

The session highlighted the role of the European Court of Human rights in setting the standards 

applicable in the EU in this regard, noting that its rulings are legally binding in Member States of the 

Council of Europe. The dilemma often lies in the positive obligation of States of protecting population 

v. protection of fundamental rights and freedom of persons involved in terrorist activities. The 

example of Tagayeva and others v. Russia, regarding the Beslan school siege, was analyzed among 

others. 

The session explored concrete examples from national legislations of Tunisia, Algeria, and France 

among other countries, on how anti-terrorism laws are used to prevent online acts that contribute to 

spread of radicalization or calling for violent extremism, while safeguarding civic rights, and following 

due process.  

Session 5: The Role of Parliamentarians 

The session was opened and co-chaired by Ambassador Sergio Piazzi, PAM Secretary General, and 

presentations were given by Hon. Abdelmadjid Dennouni, PAM Vice President, Head of Algerian 

Delegation to PAM, and Hon. Halil Özşavlı, Member of Turkish Delegation to PAM.  

This session focused specifically on the role of parliaments in their legislative and oversight capacity 

to effectively combat terrorism and the use of new technology for terrorist purposes. Parliamentarians 

from Algeria and Turkey gave in-depth presentations about their national experiences on these topics. 

Both countries have had unique problems with terrorism in recent past, as well as suffering from 

common terrorist threats that affect the entire region, such as DAESH.  

In the case of Algeria, it was highlighted that joining the Budapest convention is a priority for the near 

future, and that the next steps are to solidify mutual trust and confidence. There have been a number 

of laws in recent years that were aimed at harmonizing legislation with international standards in 

relation to the use of communication technology for terrorist purposes. It was agreed to maintain 

close contact between Algeria and the Council of Europe on this matter in terms of follow-up.  

The debates of this session further touched upon the challenges posed by multinational tech 

companies as private platforms used by terrorists. A case was brought up where some companies 

were re-directing searches for extremist content to websites aimed at de-radicalisation. This was seen 

inadequate by MPs, as this it was noted that companies must disclose such information to law 

enforcement agencies in order to better identify and prevent potential threats, rather than to take 

unilateral and ineffective action. The need for strong legislation to clearly assign legal responsibilities 

in such circumstances was noted to become more and more important as we continue to rely on 

cyberspace for more and more aspects of our daily life.  

Conclusions and follow-up  

The meeting highlighted a number of recommendations to national parliaments:  

• To incorporate international and regional instruments (links in annex) into national laws 

through amending existing legislation or creating new specialised legislation that would close 

the existing gaps.  

• To utilise the Budapest Convention on Cybercrime as the most operational international 

instrument available on the use of electronic evidence in all criminal cases, especially in cases 

of terrorism.  



• To involve experts in the meetings of national specialised committees in parliament  

• To examine and reflect on the challenging balance between security and privacy rights  

• To exercise effective oversight of law enforcement, intelligence and other government 

agencies mandated to fight terrorism 

• To investigate the sources of terrorism, its financing, societal causes for radicalisation,  

• As representatives of the people, to engage in dialogue on the causes of terrorism and to 

promote counter-narratives to the propaganda of hate and violence.  

The outcomes of this meeting will be incorporated into the work of PAM on counterterrorism and will 

be presented at the Coordination Meeting of the PAM Special Parliamentary Committee on 

Counterterrorism, set to take place in Rome on 29 November. The recommendations of this meeting 

will be also incorporated into the dedicated resolution on this issue, which will be presented for 

adoption at the next PAM Plenary Session set to take place in Athens in February 2020. Moreover, the 

re-enforced cooperation between the Council of Europe and PAM will serve as a basis for more joint 

actions in the future on issues of common concern.  

 

Annex 1: Key International Instruments  

Budapest Convention on Cybercrime and Electronic Evidence:  

https://www.coe.int/en/web/cybercrime/the-budapest-convention 

 

Council of Europe Convention on the Prevention of Terrorism:  

https://www.coe.int/en/web/impact-convention-human-rights/council-of-europe-convention-on-

the-prevention-of-terrorism#/  

UN Security Council Resolutions:  

UNSCR 2178 (2014) on foreign terrorist fighters: https://www.undocs.org/S/RES/2178%20(2014)  

UNSCR 2322 (2016) on strengthening international judicial cooperation: 

https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2322%282016%29&referer=/englis

h/&Lang=E  

UNSCR 2396 (2017) on returning FTFs, border control, criminal justice and sharing information: 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2396(2017)  

UNSCR 2341 (2017) on protection of critical infrastructure against terrorist attacks: 

https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2341%282017%29&referer=/englis

h/&Lang=E  

UNSCR 2354 (2017) on countering terrorist narratives: 

https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2354%282017%29&referer=/englis

h/&Lang=E  

UNSCR 2462 (2019) on prevention and suppression of the financing terrorist acts: 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2462(2019)  

UNSCR 2482 (2019) on organized crime and counter-terrorism: 

http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/doc/2482  

https://www.coe.int/en/web/cybercrime/the-budapest-convention
https://www.coe.int/en/web/impact-convention-human-rights/council-of-europe-convention-on-the-prevention-of-terrorism#/
https://www.coe.int/en/web/impact-convention-human-rights/council-of-europe-convention-on-the-prevention-of-terrorism#/
https://www.undocs.org/S/RES/2178%20(2014)
https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2322%282016%29&referer=/english/&Lang=E
https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2322%282016%29&referer=/english/&Lang=E
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2396(2017)
https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2341%282017%29&referer=/english/&Lang=E
https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2341%282017%29&referer=/english/&Lang=E
https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2354%282017%29&referer=/english/&Lang=E
https://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2354%282017%29&referer=/english/&Lang=E
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2462(2019)
http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/doc/2482


Madrid Guiding Principles (2015):  

https://www.un.org/sc/ctc/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/Madrid-Guiding-Principles_EN.pdf 

Addendum to the Madrid Guiding Principles (2018):  

https://www.un.org/sc/ctc/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/2018-Addendum-to-the-2015-Madrid-

Guiding-Principles_as_adopted.pdf  

 

PROGRAMME  

 

Thursday, 10 October 2019 – 

09.00 Registration 

09.30 – 10.00 Opening 

 

- Mr Wojciech Sawicki, Secretary General of the Parliamentary 

Assembly of the Council of Europe 

- Mr Jan Kleijssen, Director, Information Society and Action against 

crime Directorate, Council of Europe 

- Hon. Pedro Roque, Vice-President and President of the 1st 

Standing Committee on Political and Security related Cooperation, 

Parliamentary Assembly of the Mediterranean  

10.00 – 11.30 

 

 

Session 1 – Threats of terrorism and the impact of the new technologies  

 

Threats of terrorism in relation to the online environment may take 

different forms such as online recruitment and propaganda, or the planning 

and financing. These threats can play a destabilisation role at a larger scale 

by attacking the critical infrastructures of countries or the functioning of 

news channels for example. Criminal justice sees also its responses limited 

due to the challenge of electronic evidence.  

The aim of this session is to give an overview of the current trends and 

difficulties faced by criminal justice authorities. 

Discussion will also touch on the future additional protocol to the Budapest 

Convention, to address criminal justice access to data “in the cloud” 

 

- Ambassador Jean-Paul Laborde, Senior Advisor on Counter-

terrorism and Cybersecurity, PAM 

- Mr. Alexander Seger, Executive Secretary of the Cybercrime 

Convention Committee, Council of Europe  

- Ms. Carol Probst, Expert, NATO  

 

Debate  

https://www.un.org/sc/ctc/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/Madrid-Guiding-Principles_EN.pdf
https://www.un.org/sc/ctc/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/2018-Addendum-to-the-2015-Madrid-Guiding-Principles_as_adopted.pdf
https://www.un.org/sc/ctc/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/2018-Addendum-to-the-2015-Madrid-Guiding-Principles_as_adopted.pdf


11.30 – 11.50 Coffee break  

11.50 – 13.30 

 

 

Session 2 – International and national responses to terrorism 

 

The threat of terrorism knows no border. Countering measures need to be 

taken at different levels. International conventions and protocols and UN 

Security Council resolutions relating to terrorism provide States with 

international normative solutions to facilitate international cooperation 

and information exchange. From prevention to prosecution, international 

responses can only be effective if translated into domestic legislation and 

capabilities.  

This session aims at presenting the tools available at the international level 

(i.e. UN resolutions, CoE conventions and protocols, PACE and PAM 

resolutions, EU programs) as well as responses to terrorism and discuss 

how parliamentarians can facilitate their implementation at national level. 

 

- Ambassador Sergio Piazzi, Secretary General, PAM 

- Mr. Zouhair Racheha,Counterterrorism Specialist, UNODC 

- Mr. Kristian Bartholin, Co-secretary to Committee on Counter-

Terrorism (CDCT), Council of Europe 

 

Debate 

13.30 – 15.00 Lunch break 

15.00 – 17.30 

 

Coffee break  

16.15 – 16.30 

Session 3 - International and national responses to cybercrime and 

electronic evidence  

 

Terrorists may use information and communication technologies (a) to 

carry out attacks against critical information and other public 

infrastructure, (b) to disseminate illegal contents, including threats, 

incitement or promotion of terrorism, recruitment or training, or (c) for 

logistical purposes such as internal communication, target analyses or 

gathering intelligence. 

The Budapest Convention is not a treaty on terrorism but may be used to 

address important aspects: (a) the substantive crimes of the Convention 

may be carried out as acts of terrorism or facilitate terrorism, and (b) the 

procedural powers and tools for international cooperation of this treaty are 

available to secure evidence and investigate and prosecute terrorism.  

 

This session aims at promoting the tools offered by the Budapest 

Convention in countering terrorism and capacity building programs of the 

Council of Europe. 



The debate will also touch upon the current discussions and solutions on 

the domestic responses to prevent and combat cybercrime and address the 

issue of electronic evidence in line with human rights and rule of law 

 

- Ms. Marie Agha-Wevelsiep, Program Manager, Cybercrime 

Programme Office, Council of Europe  

- Mr. Jayantha Fernando, Director, ICTA Colombo, Sri Lanka (via 

skype) 

- Mr. Alexander Seger, Executive Secretary of the Cybercrime 

Convention Committee, Council of Europe  

- Maître Cécile Doutriaux, Lawyer at the Bar of Strasbourg, Member 

of the Cyberdefence Board, St. Cyr Military School 

 

Debate  

17.30 
Visit to the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe and exchange 
of view with PACE Secretary General Mr. Wojciech Sawicki  

 

Friday 11 October 2019 – 

08.45 Registration 

09.00 – 10.30 

 

 

Session 4 - Safeguards  

 

This session will discuss international and national standards on conditions 

and safeguards to balance the requirements of criminal justice authorities 

with the protection of human rights and liberties. How to reconcile the 

positive obligation of States to protect individuals against crimes and 

fundamental rights? What are the standards of the European Court of 

Human rights and domestic court decisions regarding data retention, 

interception, surveillance powers and procedural powers to secure 

electronic evidence? 

 

- Hon.  Badreddine Abdelkafi, Vice President of the 3rd Standing 

Committee on Human Rights and Dialogue among Civilizations, 

PAM 

- H.E. Dr. Ali Rashed Al Nuaimi, Chairman, Hedaya 

- Mr. Stefano Piedimonte Bodini, Case-law Coordinator on Terrorism, 

European Court of Human Rights  

 

Debate 



10.30 – 10.50 Coffee break 

 

10.50 – 12.30 

 

Session 5 – The role of parliamentarians  

 

How can parliamentarians promote a criminal justice approach to terrorism 

related to information technologies? What is the difference between 

criminal justice versus national security approaches? How to limit mass 

surveillance?  

This session will be the opportunity for parliamentarians to present 

national measures and initiatives that reconcile the need for effective tools 

to investigate and prosecute these types of threats with the need for 

human rights and rule of law safeguards.  

 

- Hon. Abdelmadjid Dennouni, PAM Vice President, Head of Algerian 

Delegation to PAM  

- Hon. Halil Özşavlı, Member of Turkish Delegation to PAM 

 

Debate 

12.30-13.00 Conclusion and end of Conference 

 

- Mr. Patrick Penninckx, Director, Head of the Information Society 

Department, Council of Europe  

- Ambassador Sergio Piazzi, Secretary General, PAM 
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List of registered participants  
 

PAM NATIONAL DELEGATIONS 
 

Algeria Hon. Abdelmadjid Dennouni, MP, PAM Vice President, Head of Delegation 
Hon. Ammar Moussi, MP 
Sen. Benali Benzaghou, MP 
Sen. Laid Bensalah Madhoui, MP 
Sen. Boumediene Lotfi Chibane, MP 

  

Cyprus Hon. Stefanos Stefanou, MP, Head of Delegation 

Hon. Georgios K. Georgiou, MP 

Hon. Christos Orphanides, MP 

Ms. Georgia Neophytou, Secretary of Delegation 
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France Hon. Sandrine Mörch, MP, Rapporteur on Human Rights 

  

Greece Hon. Christos Kellas, MP, Head of Delegation 
Ms. Christina Balkamou, Secretary of Delegation 

  

Malta Hon. Karl Gouder, MP 

  

Palestine Hon. Belal Qasem, MP, PAM Vice-President 

  

Portugal Hon. Pedro Roque, MP, PAM President Emeritus, PAM Vice President, President of the PAM 1st 
Standing Committee  

  

Tunisia  Hon. Badreddine Abdelkafi, MP, Vice-President of the PAM 3rd Standing Committee 

  

Turkey Hon. Halil Özşavlı, MP 
Hon. Mehmet Altay, MP 
Hon. Ali Öztunç, MP 
Ms. Neslihan Temelat, Secretary of Delegation 

 

 
ASSOCIATE MEMBERS 

 

Qatar Hon. Nasser AL-Jaidah, MP 
Hon. Hamoud Al Quahtani, MP 

 
 

REGIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL PARLIAMENTS 
 

Arab Parliament Hon. Abdullah Al Sadoun, MP  
Hon. Alaa Abed, MP  

PACE Mr Wojciech Sawicki, Secretary General 
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INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 
 

European Court of Human Rights Mr. Stefano Piedimonte, Head of the Research Division, Registry of the European Court of 
Human Rights 

NATO SDS Hub Ms. Carol Probst, Expert 
Mr. David Taylor, Expert  

UNODC Mr. Zouhair Racheha, Counter-terrorism Specialist 

 
ACADEMIA AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

 

Hedaya Centre H.E. Dr. Ali Rashed Al Nuaimi, Chairman 
Mr. Abdulazeez Alobthani, Senior Administrator 
Mr. Mubarak Al Yafei, Personal Assistant to Chairman 

St. Cyr Military School Maître Cécile Doutriaux, Member of the Cyberdefense Board of the St. Cyr Military School, 
Lawyer at the Bar of Strasbourg 

University of Maribor Mr. Anze Mihelic, Faculty of criminal justice and security, Department of information security 

 
DIPLOMATIC MISSIONS IN STRASBOURG 

 

Consulate General of the Kingdom of 
Morocco in Strasbourg 

Mr. Khalid Afkir, General Consul 
Ms. Maryem Nassif, Vice-Consul 
Mr. Sidi Sidi Abbah, Vice-Consul 

Consulate General of the Republic of 
Tunisia in Strasbourg 

Mr. Mohamed Trabelsi, General Consul 
Ms. Hamida Labidi, Vice-Consul 

Permanent Mission of the Republic of 
Moldova to the Council of Europe 

Ms. Rodica Ciochina, Deputy to the Permanent Representative of the Republic of Moldova to 
the Council of Europe 
Ms. Felicia Rusu, Assistant  

Permanent Mission of the Republic of 
Slovenia to the Council of Europe 

Mr. Helmut Hartman, Deputy to the Permanent Representative of Slovenia to the Council of 
Europe 

Permanent Mission of the Republic of 
Turkey to the Council of Europe 

Mr. Derhan Doğan, Deputy to the Permanent Representative 
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ORGANIZERS 
 

PAM Secretariat Amb. Sergio Piazzi, PAM Secretary General 
Amb. Jean-Paul Laborde, PAM Roving Ambassador and Senior Adviser on Counter-Terrorism 
Ms. Fatima Khachi, Deputy to the PAM Secretary General  
Mr. Vladimir Kirushev, Program Officer and Special Assistant to the PAM Secretary General  
Mr. Francesco Senese, PAM Liaison Officer 

Council of Europe Secretariat Mr. Jan Kleijssen, Director, Information Society and Action against crime Directorate 
Mr. Alexander Seger, Executive Secretary of the Cybercrime Convention Committee 
Mr. Kristian Bartholin, Co-secretary to Committee on Counter-Terrorism (CDCT) 
Ms. Marie Agha Agha-Wevelsiep, Program Manager  
Ms. Iulia Suciu, Project Assistant 
Ms. Manon Dansac, Intern 

 
 


