
Asylum procedures are legal processes designed to 
provide individuals with international protection when 
they are forced to leave their home country due to 
reasons such as persecution or serious harm stemming 
from human rights violations. 

These procedures are a central component of inter-
national refugee law and are based on various legal foun-
dations. One of the primary foundations of asylum proce-
dures is international legal obligations. Among the most 
important documents is the 1951 Geneva Refugee  
Convention, which defines the status of refugees and  
prohibits member states from returning refugees to coun-
tries where their lives or freedom are at risk (the principle 
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of non-refoulement). Other international human rights  
agreements, such as the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights (ICCPR), also serve as essential foun-
dations.

Additionally, national laws play an important role, 
as each country has its own laws and procedures for 
handling asylum applications. These laws must be in line 
with international obligations. In Germany, for example, 
the Asylum Act governs the procedures for asylum appli-
cations.

In the spring of 2024, the Common European Asylum 
System (CEAS) was adopted – a legislative package estab-
lished by the European Union aimed at creating a unified 
procedure for processing asylum applications in the  
member states.

The CEAS is based on primary legal foundations out-
lined in EU treaties, as well as secondary legal foundations, 
such as regulations and directives that set specific rules for 
asylum procedures. One of the most important documents 
is the Qualification Directive. This document establishes 
minimum standards for recognizing those in need of pro-

tection, the Asylum Procedures Directive, which defines 
standards for the procedures themselves and the Dublin 
Regulation, which determines the member state respon-
sible for an asylum application.

The new reforms in the CEAS officially aim to cre-
ate more efficient and faster asylum procedures within 
the EU, which makes us be fear that this will, in practice, 
mean even more isolation. A political agreement was 
reached to introduce new regulations, including a Scree-
ning Regulation for irregular entries and a Crisis Regulation 
for so-called exceptional situations. Worryingly, states will 
have the authority to declare these situations themselves, 
potentially bypassing all existing regulations.

Specifically, accelerated border procedures are plan-
ned, in which asylum seekers are initially treated as 
if they have not entered the country, even though they 
have physically set foot on European ground. This ‘fiction of 
non-entry‘ effectively excludes them from a proper review 
of their asylum applications. Furthermore, asylum seekers 
from countries with low quote recognition rates are to be 
held in border facilities, which often facilitates detention-
like conditions. We, along with other NGOs and activists, 
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call for a stronger alignment of the regulations with human 
rights protection and the safeguarding of the dignity of all 
asylum seekers.

A systematic deprivation of freedom solely based on 
an asylum application violates all rights, including those 
outlined in the Geneva Refugee Convention. Furthermore, 
experiences with reception centers at the external borders 
of the EU show that humane and dignified accommoda-
tion and access to legal and medical advice and care 
are often not ensured under these conditions.

For this reason, the planned reforms face significant 
criticism from human rights organizations and NGOs. 
Many fear that they will lead to a further worsening of 
refugee protection 1.

We at Medical Volunteers International e.V. have taken 
a position on this, as this development will severely in-
crease the already existing deficiencies at the EU’s external 
borders. The policy of isolation at these borders not only 
leads to humanitarian crises and fatalities among refugees 
but also endangers fundamental human rights of vulner-
able groups, such as children.
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The Pastroger transit camp near the Turkish border is also 
criticized by the international aid organizations, along with other 
Bulgarian camps. Refugees brought to this location suffer from 
overcrowding and unhygienic conditions. Access to medical care, 
including psychological support, is similarly severely limited,  
exacerbating the condition of people in need of protection.


