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EUROPEAN UNION Brussels, 22 March 1995 (05.04) 

 THE COUNCIL (OR. f) 

 

                              5862/95 

 

   

  LIMITE 

 

  ASIM 93 

 

 

 

OUTCOME OF PROCEEDINGS 

 

of: Working Party on Asylum 

 

on: 14 and 15 March 1995 

 

 

1.  Adoption of the agenda 

  

  The Working Party adopted the agenda in telex No 929 of 9 March 1995, having agreed to add the 

items in 4 below under "Other business". 

 

2.  Further discussions on the harmonized application of the definition of refugee status in 

Article 1A of the 1951 Geneva Convention 

                (4245/1/95 ASIM 8 REV 1 

        5189/95 ASIM 55 

        5227/95 ASIM 59 

   5636/95 ASIM 86 

   5662/95 ASIM 88) 

 The results of the discussions are set out in 4245/2/95 ASIM 8 REV 2). 

 

 The Presidency will be referring the question whether the harmonized application of the definition of 

refugee status should take the form of a joint action, and the points in the text on which there are still 

significant difficulties, to the forthcoming meeting of Steering Group I (on 20 and 21 April 1995). 

 

3. Rules of Procedure of the Committee provided for in Article 18 of the Dublin Convention 

  (9589/94 JUR 215 ASIM 183 

    4891/95 ASIM 37 

    5624/95 ASIM 85) 

    

 

 Following Steering Group I's examination of the draft Rules of Procedure at its meeting on 

15 and 16 February 1995, the Netherlands delegation outlined the arguments underlying the general 

reservation it entered at that meeting, which were set forth in its note of 10 March 1995 (5624/95 

ASIM 85).  It took the view that it was for the Council, under Title VI, to act as the Committee set up 
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under Article 18 of 



  
5862/95 ill/ PT/mcs EN 

   3 

 the Dublin Convention and that the relevant Articles of the Council's Rules of Procedure should 

therefore apply to the proceedings of that Committee. 

 

 None of the other delegations felt that they could endorse the Netherlands delegation's views and thus 

re-open the debate on the question, arguing that the choice had already been made in favour of 

separate rules of procedure from those of the Council. 

 

 After the Spanish delegation  had repeated its request to delete the indication that representation on 

the Committee had to be at ministerial level, the French delegation suggested that Article 1 of the 

Committee's Rules of Procedure reproduce Article 18 of the Dublin Convention, viz.: "The Committee 

... shall be composed of a representative of the Government of each Member State." 

 

 As regards Article 6 in 4891/95 ASIM 37, the representative of the Council Legal Service advocated 

that the word "not", which had been deleted from paragraph 2, be re-inserted, which would not affect 

the rule of unanimity, while preserving the significance of abstention, which is specifically to enable 

any delegation to express its dissatisfaction without preventing a decision from being adopted.  He 

also pointed out, with regard to paragraph 3, that if it was the risk of deciding on publication by a 

simple majority which posed a problem, it would be better to provide for a rule of unanimity on the 

matter in Article 5 and to return to the version of paragraph 3 in 

 9588/94 JUR 215 ASIM 183 for procedural questions. 

 

 The Netherlands delegation adopted a similar stance. 

 

 The French delegation stated that it was sympathetic to the arguments put forward on paragraph 2, but 

would rather refer the issue, at the appropriate time, to Steering Group I, as the latter had reached 

agreement on that provision.  On the other hand, it would prefer to keep paragraph 3 as it stood. 
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4. Other business 

 

 – Situation regarding Member States' replies concerning the updating of national provisions on the 

reception of asylum seekers 

  (WGI 920/91) 

 

  The Working Party was informed that to date only 9 delegations had sent their replies to the 

General Secretariat of the Council.  Replies had not been received from the Belgian, Italian, 

Luxembourg, Netherlands, Austrian and Portuguese delegations. 

 

 – Quotas for the admission of refugees in 1995 

  (5285/95 ASIM 61) 

 

  Most delegations replied orally to the questions put by the German delegation; the other 

delegations would submit their replies in writing.  The General Secretariat would collate all the 

replies in a note, provided that they were received by 24 March 1995 at the latest. 

 

 – Interpretation of the Dublin Convention 

  (5118/95 ASIM 52) 

 

  The Presidency instructed the General Secretariat to prepare a draft reply, on the basis of which a 

discussion could be held, to the questions put by the Austrian delegation. 

 

 – Communication from the General Secretariat 

 

  The General Secretariat of the Council distributed: 

 

  = compilation on European practice with respect to asylum, which is a collation of acts relating to 

asylum adopted in the context of the European Union 

   (see 4464/95 CIREA 3); 

 

  = statistics on the number of asylum-seekers and the rate of acceptance in each of the Member 

States 

   (see 5040/95 CIREA 22 + ADD 1 + 1 ADD 2). 

 

                                        


