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Draft Council Resolution on burden-sharing with regard to the admission and residence of displaced
persons on a temporary basis

5191/95 ASIM 57

5319/95 ASIM 65

6093/95 ASIM 103

Further to the outcome of the Justice and Home Affairs Council meeting on 9 and 10 March 1995 (5832/95
ASIM 91), the Presidency submitted for examination by the Working Party a new draft of paragraphs 4
(allocation criteria) and 5 (allocation of displaced persons among Member States and financial compensation)

(6093/95 ASIM 103).

The spint of this new text is to provide for a political commitment which would enable the Resolution to be
adopted rapidly — while confining it to the objective to be achieved and on which there would appear to be a
political consensus — and to see, when it is initially applied, whether any additions or amendments need to be

made to it.

To this end, the criterta are formulated flexibly, without going into the details of their evaluation, and the
paragraph concerning forced transfers has been deleted, on the understanding that non-voluntary transfers
would thus not be prohibited. The idea of any financial compensation mechanism was also abandoned

(paragraph 3) in view, inter alia, of the budgetary problems which such a mechanism would involve.

At the meeting, the German delegation made an alternative proposal (6211/95 ASIM 108) concerning the
procedure to be followed, admission (with more precise criteria) and the allocation of displaced persons

(specifying the conditions under which persons already present in the territory of a Member State can be
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transferred to another Member State).
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Since the Presidency proposal and the German delegation's proposal were not available in all the languages,
most delegations expressed their views on a preliminary basis, reserving the right to supplement or amend their

positions in the light of the texts in their own languages and the outcome of their internal consultations.

Most delegations preferred the Presidency proposal, although the German approach was supported by the

Belgian, Danish. Italian, Austrian and Finnish delegations as regards the criteria, and by the Austrian (') and
Finnish delegations as regards forced transfers and the financial mechanism.

However:

- the French delegation pointed out that if the Presidency compromise were adopted, it would like to

supplement it with a statement specifying that it would not imply that the delegation would accept the

forced transfer of displaced persons. The Belgian delegation could associate itself with this statement;

- the Danish delegation, supported by the Commission representative, considered that if the reference to a

financial mechanism were to disappear from paragraph 5, the possibility of such a solution should be

mentioned in the preamble;

- the Netherlands delegation considered that the adoption of this Resolution should be accompanied by an

additional mandate from the Council to continue proceedings on the definition of the criteria and

implementing measures.

The Presidency informed the Working Party that this matter would be submitted to Steering Group I on 20 and

21 April with a view to a Council decision on 20 and 21 June.

" At the meeting the Austrian delegation proposed replacing the 5th indent of paragraph 1.(a) in
5319/95 ASIM 65 with the following text:
"persons who arnve directly from regions in crisis and who, because of the crisis and of human rights
violations, cannot return to their region of origin".
(unofficial translation)
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