Parlamento europeo

BOYAH TON EI\M‘}NQN
. , EIAIKH TPAMMATEIA
e IPOEAPOY BOYAHZ

Apwp. Npwt.:
Hpepop. Z.ED\QQA\Z&}\%

Kupio NikéAao Bolton'

Mpdedpo NG BouArig Twv EAAfVWY

MAareia Zuvtdyparog | D 309296 07.06.2018
Aewodpog BaoiAioong Zogiag 11 :
10021 AGHNA

Kopie NMpbdedpe, ayannté cuvadeAe,

Metd v Trpooguyikrj kpion Tou 2015, Ta Beouikd dpyava g EE epyddoviai okAnpd yia Tn

peTappUBuion Tou koivol eupwraikoU cuoTrparog aculou. Baoiki Tpétacn Tng ev Adyw

6éoung eival n perapplBuion Tou kavoviopoU Tou AouBAivou. EmBupia pag eivar va

QVapOPPWOOUNE TOV KAVOVIOHS auTo OTE, aTrd £va SUCAEITOUPYIKG CUGTNHA, va avadeixBei

o€ akpoywviaio AiBo piag ouoTnuaTikrig, pealioTKrig kal aAANAéyyuag TTOAITIKF S agUAou otV
- Eupwn.

Tov NoépBpio Tou 2017, 10 Eupwraiké KoivoBoUAIo 0AOKAPWAE TIG BlaTrpaypateUaEls yia
TNV KoIvr} SIaTTpAYHATEUTIKY pag BEon, eykpivovTag OXETIKY EVTOAL, WE TTASIoWN@ia Twv 500
TPITWV, UE TOAITIKOUG atrd GAa oxedov Ta KpAtn péAN Trou extrpocwiroloav 118 £BvIKG
TONITIKG KOPMATA Kal TréVTE PEIOVEG TTONITIKEG OMABES aTTd OAGKANPO TO TTOMITIKG pdoua.

‘Exoupe karaBdlel onpavrikég TTpooTrdBeleg yia va kaTaARoupE Ot pia iI06pPOTIN Kal
TPAYLATIKA EUpWTTAikY} TTPOCEYYION YIA TNV QVTIMETWTTION TWV QVETTAPKEILV OTN Slaxeipion
™G petavacteuong omv Eupwtn, wpokelpévou va emavagépoups Tov EAEyX0 Twv
HETQVAOTEUTIKWV POWV OTIG EUPWTAIKEG KUBEPVACEIS Kal QpXEG. ZAUEPA, EXOUME MIT
Hovadik} eukaipia va kaBopicoupe éva peaNioTIKG KOIVO gupwTTaiké oUaThNA aoUAoU TO
omoio 8a Baaciferal oTnv aAnAeyyln. AucTuxuig, Ta Kpdm péAN ato ZupBoUAio Bev
karépbwoav péxpr oTiyurig va karaii§ouv e koivij B£on, Tpdyua TTou Ba ETETPETTE ™mv
évapdn dlapaypatedoewv petagl Tou ZupBouliou kal Tou EupwTaikoU KoivoBouAiou.

H ouvedpiaon Tou EupwiraikoU ZupBouliou ata TéAn louviou Ba eivar mBavis n TeAeutaia
Eukaipia oTo TAQicIo TG Trapodcag eVTOArg va eMTEUXBEI CUpPWVIA, WOTE va PTTOPECE! TO
ZupBoUAio va apyioel diarpaypareloeig e 1o KoivoBouUAio.

Omwg karadeikviel 1o EupwBapépetpo Tou Maiou Tou TrponyoUuevou £Toug, i HETAvVAoTEUON
eival évag amé Toug BacikoUg TOUEIG 6TTOU ol GUNTIOAITEG Pag, OE TTOGOGTO LEYAAUTEPO TOU
70 %, avapévouv amé v EE va Bpei AUoeig katd Tn Sidpkeia TG TTapouoag evioArc. Eival
eCaIPETIKG onuavTiké va avtArigoupe SIBaypaTa amd TIg aTroTUXIES TOU TTapeABGVTOC. ZrHepa
eival N KaTGAANAN oTIVUR va oikoSouriooupe éva BIIOINO Kal avBekTIKG oUCTNHA TTApoOXnS
acuAou otnv Eupwrng, 1o otoio Ba AeIToupyei T6G0 UTTG GUVBRKES OUAAGTNTAS 6CO Kal OE
TEPITITWEGN GNUAVTIKAG Kpiong.




BaoiféuacTe oty UTTOOTAPIE Oag yia va XTIGOUUE YEQUPEG QVAMECT OTA BECPIKG HOC
6pyava Kai va Tpoaydyouls éva Trvelpa EUpWITAiKAG ouvepyaadiag Trou Ba sEac@alios! pia
PEAAIGTIKY) JETAPPUBUIOT TOU KOIVOU EUPWTTATKOU GUCTHNATOS GCUAOU.

EAmrifoupe 61 Ba @povriceTe va @Tdcel n avd xeipag emoToAr], padi Ye TO cuvnuuévo
emegnynuankd onueiwua oxsan HE TN 6fon Tou Eupwrraikoy KouvoBouAlou yia ™
HETAPPUBUION TOU KAVOVIOHOU TOU AouBMvou oTnv appédia EMTPOTIA KAl GTOUG Bou)\sunq
TToU aoxoAoUvTal e Ta Buara autd. . ) . -

EilJGO‘TE £TOINOI VO QTTAVTIIOOUHE GE TUXOV EPWTHOEIS BIKEG 0AG I} CUVADEAQWY CAG TXETIKG
ME Tn Béon Tou EupwiraikoU KoivoBouAiou.

Exoupe mv Tre:Tr0|6non 6T n BouAn Twv Eanwv ye TrpoBupia Ba cupTropeuTei padi pag atn
onNuavrikr QuTr TPOoTTatela.

Me eaupeTikr exTiunon,
. .
A/(M»\\ . m] — "/L_.——\-l
Antonio Tajani Cecilia Wikstrom
Mpéedpog Tou Eupwrtraikod KoivofouAiou Eionyritpia yila Tov Kavoviopo Tou

AouBAivou




Briefing note on the European Parliament’s position
on the Dublin reform .

A bold but pragmatic proposal

The Dublin Regulation determines which EU member state should be responsible for
examining an application for international protection. The refugee crisis of 2015 clearly
showed that the Dublin regulation needs a fundamental reform to enable a structured and-
dignified reception of asylum seekers in Europe, whilst at the same time allowing Member
States to effectively manage their borders. Since the flaws of the current Dublin Regulation
are of a fundamental and structural nature, only a fundamental and structural reform can
properly address these issues.

The European Parliament is proposing a system that will work in practice, on the ground. To
achieve this we need to ensure that both Member States and applicants are incentivised to
follow the rules within the Dublin system. Member States, all signatories of the Geneva
Convention, will need to accept a fair sharing of the responsibility to receive asylum seekers
in Europe. Applicants will need to accept that they do not have a free choice as regards the
Member State that will conduct the evaluation of their asylum claims.

The system proposed by the European Parliament would be functional in times of normal
migratory flows as well as in times of crisis. It would also be able to cope with a crisis on any

“of the common borders of the union. The Council is clearly allowed to decide on this regulation

by majority voting and their focus must now be on finding a system that will work on the
ground, and not only one that can reach unanimity in the Council.

Main elements of the proposal

A permanent and automatic relocation mechanism, without thresholds

Applicants who have family members or who have links with a particular Member State, for
example after having had a prior residence or having studied there shall be relocated to these
Member States. Applicants lacking such links with a particular Member State shall be
relocated through the corrective allocation system. The relocation system thus replaces the
previous “fall-back-criterion” of the Member State of first entry. The system applies at all
times, not only in times of crisis and with no thresholds as suggested by the European
Commission. :

Registration of applicants directly on arrival and security

" The European Parliament position includes strong incentives for both Member States and

applicants to register immediately upon arrival in the EU. This will allow our authorities to
have a much better control over who is present on our territory. The proposal also requires
mandatory security controls of all applicants with- checks against relevant national and
European databases. Applicants posing a security risk will not be transferred to other countries.

Appropriate procedures in the first Member States of arrival

The current Dublin Regulation places an unreasonable burden on the first Member State of
arrival. The procedures need to be swift and ensure that applicants needing to be relocated to
other Member States are moved quickly. A light procedure for family reunification and other
genuine links is therefore introduced. ‘




Support from the EU-budget and EU Asylum Agency (EUAA)

The European Parliament is of the view that the reception costs for applicants during the
Dublin-phase of the procedures should be assumed by the EU-budget in order not to unfairly
burden those Member States that will have to perform a large number of these procedures. The
European Parliament is also of the view that the responsibility for transferring applicants as a
result of decisions under the Dublin Regulation should be transferred to the EUAA.

The calculation of the fair responsibility

The fair share of each Member State in the relocation system is calculated based on the GDP
and population. This ensures that larger and wealthier countries will have a larger share than
smaller and less wealthy countries. Applicants will be transferred through the corrective
allocation system.to those Member States that have received the fewest applicants in relation
to their fair share.

Functioning of the collective allocation system

Applicants that do not have genuine links with a particular Member State will be subject to
relocation. As long as the applicant has registered in the first Member State of entry in the
Union, he or she will be given the option to choose between the four Member States which
have received the lowest amount of applicants in relation to their fair share. -

Since these ‘lowest amount” Member States will be constantly changing as applicants are’
registered in the system, it will not be possible for an applicant to know which four Member
States will be available to choose from when deciding to seek protection in Europe. The system
should thus not constitute a “pull-factor” but the limited choice gives the applicant some say
in the procedure and should thus reduce the risk of secondary movements.

Applicants will also be allowed to register as groups of maximum 30 people. Registering as a
group does not give applicants a right to seek protection in a specific country, as in the case
for example of family ties, but it gives applicants that have formed close bonds either before
leaving their home country or during the journey to remain together and be transferred to the
same Member State. This should also reduce risks of secondary movements.

The possibility to choose between the four Member States with the lowest number of
applicants in relation to their fair share as well as the possibility to be relocated as a group
‘only applies if the applicant registers in the Member State of first entry. :

Giving Miember States a chance to succeed with the new asylum system

The European Parliament has included a three-year transition period during which Member
States which have historically received many asylum-seekers will continue to shoulder a
greater responsibility and where Member States with a more limited experience of welcoming
asylum seekers would start with a lower share of the responsibility. During these three years
the Member States will then automatically see their shares move towards the fair share.
Support and monitoring from the EU Asylum Agency will ensure that all Member States have
the capacity to succeed in implementing effectively the fair common European asylum system.

Tackling secondary movements

It is important to ensure that applicants remain in the Member State that is responsible for
assessing their application for international protection. In order to reach this goal, the
loopholes that have until now allowed for a shift of responsibility between Member States
have been removed. The Dublin Regulation will enable a swift determination of a responsible



Member State and it will then effectively become impossible for the applicant to alter it. The
only path to international protection within Europe for them will be to remain in the
responsible Member State.

A filter for applicants with very small chances of receiving protection

In order to know if an applicant for international protection fulfils the requirements to receive
protection, thus separating them from so called “economic migrants”, it is necessary to assess
their claim on an individual basis. This is a complex process which is done in the responsible
Member State.

It is not however in the interest of a ‘well-functioning asylum system to relocate applicants
with next to no chances of receiving international protection. At the same time a system that
would place too heavy burdens on frontline Member States would not work in practice. A
carefully calibrated “filter” for applicants that have very low chances of receiving international
- protection is therefore included in the proposal.

These applicants would not be relocated but their applications would be treated in the Member
State of first entry which would receive additional EU-support to deal with them. The system
thus respects the right to a fair asylum procedure for the applicant as well as the interests of
having an effective asylum system, without creating undue burdens on frontline Member
States or unnecessary relocations.

Incentivise applicants to remain within the official system

Through a radically improved provision of information, legal aid and support for applicants
for international protection, combined with more effective procedures, applicants will be
incentivised to cooperate with the authorities. :

Safeguards for minors

The European Parliament has placed a great emphasis on securing strong safeguards for
~ minors, both accompanied and unaccompanied. Among the main provisions are strengthened
rules on best interest assessments, strict requirements on the provision of guardlans and the
provision of adapted information to children. No transfers of unaccompanied minors will be
made without a best-interest assessment by a multldlSClplmary team and the presence of a
guardian in the receiving Member State.

Ensuring full participation of all Member States

The European Parliament assumes that all EU Member States respect democratic decision
making, also in cases where they are not in favour of the outcome. In order to ensure that
Member States are incentivised to follow the rules; coercive measures directed at Member
States which would not follow the rules have been included. Frontline Member States that
refuse to register applicants would see the relocation of applicants from their territory stop.
Member States refusing to accept relocation of applicants to their territory would face limits
_ on their access to EU-funds and would not be able to use EU-funds for returns of applicants
that had their asylum claims rejected.




