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How do professional diplomats shape Schengen Area border security technologies?  The development 
and operation of these large-scale technological systems are increasingly based on specialized Euro-
pean Union (EU) law – of which draft text can never be tabled for approval by the EU Justice and Home 
Affairs ministers without the agreement of a particular set of diplomats. These are the EU Member 
States ambassadors appointed to Coreper, the Permanent Representatives Committee of the Treaty on 
the European Union. The ambassadors seek consensus on technological issues and negotiate within 
their group the terms under which they can vest procedural trust in supranational networks of 
experts, technocrats and administrators accomplishing the preparatory work. What they mainly care 
about in this case is that technological views are cleared of differences between Member States. The 
underlying political epistemology of this special kind of security and technology diplomacy and its 
legal consequences are catalytic factors for the framing of the technological side of EU border policies.  
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Ambassadors as technological lawmakers

Source: @EU_Commission
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Coreper: Agenda-setters, gatekeepers, and invisible

A meeting room awaits Coreper in Brussels. Source: Council of 
the European Union Newsroom
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Technological facilitators 

Durability versus politics    

Source: Shutterstock
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Technology and science

Stakes

Source: Shutterstock

Conclusions

cal. Successfully operating these systems required harmoni-
sation of border policies across the Union, a target that 
remains to be reached. And the application of technology for 
border surveillance and control has often implications regard-
ing fundamental rights and a whole range of legal risks to 
which the EU is exposed. EU legislators must consider both 
operational risks and compliance of the technological 
planning, design and implementation processes with human 
rights and the rule of law.  Coreper II ambassadors play in this 
context a catalytic role. 
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Study Questions
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• What do we mean by “border security technologies”? Why are they needed
in the Schengen Area?

• What distinguishes Coreper II technology diplomacy from other kinds of
tech diplomacy? And conversely, what makes Coreper II’s action resemble
any other tech diplomacy?

• What kind of knowledge is engaged by the Coreper II ambassadors in order
to decide whether they will table draft law for Justice and Home Affairs
ministers? Is this knowledge peculiar to tech diplomacy, or found (also) in
other processes?

• Do you consider that the border security technology diplomacy described
here is transparent and responsible? If not, what changes would be needed,
at what level, and under which conditions could they be achieved?
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