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Context

➢Where?
➢Arad Probation Service started as an experimental center in the Arad Penitentiary

➢When?
➢on the 18th of April 1997

➢ How?
➢from the passion of some people who trusted other people

➢Nowadays
➢there are 42 Probation Services subordinated to NDP- Minister of Justice 



➢We are a group of 20 workers 
➢ 1 head of the office

➢ 17 probation officers

➢ 1 front office assistant 

➢ 1 driver

➢Since we are a West border probation service, 
we work with a lot of cases that involve foreign 
citizens

Arad Probation Service - a Romanian West border 

probation service



➢ You can find more 
information about our daily
cases by reading the following
article: https://www.cep-
probation.org/a-day-in-the-
life-of-a-probation-officer-
from-romania/  

Arad Probation Service - a Romanian West border 

probation service
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Statistics
Some data about the activities we have in Arad Probation Service in order to apply the Framework Decisions 947

➢ In 2024 we have 81 cases 

 - 2 Romanian citizens 

         -  79 foreign citizens cases:

➢ 26 from Turkey;

➢ 17 from Bulgaria;

➢ 4 from Republic of Moldova;

➢ 4 from Italy;

➢ 3 from Serbia;

➢ 2 from Ukraine;

➢ 2 from Philippines;

➢ 2 from Afghanistan;

➢ 2 of them having both Bulgarian and Turkey citizenship;

➢ only one foreign citizen from: Albania, Belarus, Ecuador, Egypt, France, Germany, Georgia, New Guinea, Iraq, Jordanian, 
Kosovo, Macedonia, Morocco.
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From 81 cases that are under supervision:

22/81 cases of not found, but still under our supervision

In 10 of these cases 

the court has 

allowed the transfer 

➢ Ways - in 8 cases we have European 

Certificate 

2x Italy, 4 Bulgaria, 

1x Germany, 1 Czech

- in 2 cases we have international 

courtesy

Serbia &Turkey

➢ Solutions - 1 case has been transferred 

Bulgaria

- 6 cases are awaiting a response

1 x Bulgaria, 1 x Czech, 2 x Italy, 1 

x Germany, 1 x Turkey

- 3 cases are declined 

2x Bulgaria, 1 x Serbia

12 of these cases 

are without 

initiation of transfer 

procedure



59/81 of them are actively supervised

9 people want to be 

transferred in the country 

they lived or work in

➢ 7 foreign citizens

➢ 2 Romanian citizens

- 2 case are awaiting- France

- In 7 cases the court 

initiated the transfer

➢ Ways - in 1 case we have European 

Certificate; Italy

- in 5 cases we have international 

courtesy Republic of Moldova

 & Serbia

- In 1 we have a pre-courtesy step

UK

➢ Solutions - 1 case has been transferred 

      Republic of Moldova

- 5 cases are awaiting for the approval 

of supervision authority from the 

executing state

3x Republic of Moldova, Serbia, UK

- 1 case is declined

   Italy

50 of them don’t want to 

be transferred



Local situations 

Romania is the executing state Romania is the issuing state

4 81

❑Romania as executing state 

❑Romania as issuing state



Strength points. Good practice elements 

➢Legislation;

➢The inner human resource with experience and expertise;

➢Guidelines from the National Directorate of Probation;

➢Good relationships with local judicial authorities;

➢Good relationships with extra judicial bodies (Border Police, The National and Territorial Immigration Service) ;

➢Quick answers from the local judicial authorities;

➢Guidelines from judicial authorities if needed;

➢Translation services regarding common languages and some rare languages;

➢All means of communication from local authorities to Probation Services.



Low points. Challenges 

➢Inconsistencies/gaps between legislation that rules activities of different community institutes;

➢The legal authorities don’t have enough data and update information about foreign offenders;

➢The Romanian and the foreign legal authorities from the executing/issuing states don’t have 
enough instruments to collaborate well with each other;

➢Situations of unfound person, denial or rejection from other states;

➢Lack of coordination between member states when they are dealing with a person’s prohibition 
to leave or to enter into a country;

➢Different supervision measures between states;

➢Double criminality – non bis in idem.



Case study 
Bulgarian citizen – Romania as issuing and executing state, 
 Bulgaria rejects to become executing state, 
                                 Belgium as possible executing state

✓ Romania as issuing state and as executing state
✓ Final decision from Arad Court;

✓ Case distribution to the probation officer ;

✓ Summon the person at the address in Bulgaria;

✓ Confirmation of receipt in which the person signed for receipt;

✓ Information from authorities ( ex-officio lawyer, two translators, Arad Territorial Immigration Service, 
court data-base);

✓ Notification to Arad Court regarding the impossibility of execution;

✓ European certificate – according to 6th Article of F.D. 947 ( Arad Court as issuer);

✓ Official report from Arad Court to Shumen Court - Bulgarian authority;

✓ Shumen Court rejects;

✓ Arad Court sends an official address that indicate that the person lives now in Belgium;

✓ Arad Court leaves the transfer path open to the Belgium courts;

✓ No one has the Belgium address of the person…. 

To be continued…



Thank you!
Feedback session

Contact:

Raluca-Patricia IONETE

Probation Officer

Romania, Arad Probation Service

raluca.ionete@just.ro
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