
A
N

N
U

A
L

P
R

O
G

R
A

M
M

E

D
Initial version

D
R

evised
version

follow
ing

dialogue
with

the
C

om
m

ission
I

V
ersion

revised
for other

reasons:
budget reallocation

M
E

M
B

E
R

ST
A

T
E

:
T

he
N

etherlands
FU

N
D

:
E

uropean
R

efugee
Fund

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

A
U

T
H

O
R

IT
Y

:
D

irector,
M

igration
Policy

D
epartm

ent
in

the
M

inistry
of

the
Interior

and
K

ingdom
R

elations
Y

E
A

R
C

O
V

E
R

E
D

:
2013

(M
ay

2013)

G
E

N
E

R
A

L
R

U
L

E
S

FO
R

SE
L

E
C

T
IO

N
O

F
P

R
O

JE
C

T
S

T
O

B
E

FIN
A

N
C

E
D

U
N

D
E

R
T

H
E

PR
O

G
R

A
M

M
E

T
w

o
im

plem
entation

m
ethods

are
used

for
the

E
uropean

R
efugee

Fund.
T

he
im

plem
entation

m
ethod

is
explained

for
each

action
in

section
3.

A
.

S
election

ofprojects
in

accordance
w

ith
an

open
cail

for
grant

applications
(‘cali forproposals’)

1.
A

n
open

call
for

grant
applications

w
ill

be
opened

each
year.

T
he

opening
of

the
calI

for
grant

applications
is

announced
in

the
S

taatscourant
(N

etherlands
G

overnm
ent

G
azette).

N
otice

of
the

cail
is

also
given

by
letter

and
em

ail
to

various
organisations

w
hich

have
registered

as
interested

parties
or

w
hich

are
know

n
to

be
potential

interested
parties.

T
he

notice
of

the
call

includes
a

reference
to

the
E

R
F

w
ebpage

on
the

G
overnm

entw
ebsite

(w
w

w
.rijksoverheid.nh/m

igratiefondsen).
T

he
E

uropean
F

unds
P

rogram
m

e
S

ecretariat
w

ill
in

due
course

publish
all

relevant
inform

ation
concerning

the
2013

call
on

this
site

(including
the

annual
program

m
e,

the
E

R
F

im
plem

entation
fram

ew
ork,

the
points

system
for

selecting
projects),

w
here

itw
ill

also
be

possible
to

dow
nload

form
s.

2
T

he
projects

are
selected

on
the

basis
of

a
points

system
.

T
he

points
form

w
ill

be
published

w
hen

the
call

for
proposals

is
opened.

T
he

projects
are

evaluated
in

each
case

on
the

basis
of

the
follow

ing
criteria:

•
content

(does
the

project
fit

into
national

—
and

EU
—

policy,
the

E
R

F
m

ulti-annual
program

m
e

2008-2013,
the

2013
annual

program
m

e),
•

chance
of

idea
succeeding

(to
w

hat
extent

are
the

objectives
d

ear
and

the
planning

realistic,
the

quality
of

the
project

organisation
and

the
partnerships

and
the

existence
of

a
sound

strategy
to

deal
w

ith
any

risks),
•

innovative
character,

•
durability,

•
how

far
the

project
results

are
distributed

(dissem
ination),

•
involvem

ents
of

the
target

group
in

the
organisation

(asylum
seekers/refugees),

•
cost-effectiveness,

•
the

organisation’s
experience

of
successfully

carrying
out

funded
projects.

3
T

he
E

R
F

steering
group

advises
the

responsible
authority

about
the

selection
of

project
proposals.

T
he

steering
group

is
m

ade
up

of
representatives

from
the

A
liens

D
epartm

ent
and

the
E

uropean
and

International
A

ffairs
D

epartm
ent

of
the

M
inistry

of
S

ecurity
and

Justice,
the

C
ivic

Integration
D

epartm
ent

of
the

M
inistry

of
Infrastructure

and
the

E
nvironm

ent,
the

M
inistry

of
S

ocial
A

ffairs
and

E
m

ploym
ent,

the
M

inistry
of

E
ducation,

C
ulture

and
S

cience,
the

M
inistry

of
H

ealth,
W

elfare
and

S
port

and
the

M
inistry

of
F

oreign
A

ffairs.
T

he
responsible

authority
tak

es
a

final
decision

on
the

selection
of

project

1



proposals.

4
P

rojects
w

hich
co

m
e

u
n
d
er

the
specific

su
b
ject

priorities
as

d
escrib

ed
in

section
th

ree
m

ay
be

eligible
for

a
contribution

of
m

axim
um

75%
from

the
E

R
F

.
T

he
R

esp
o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
is

co
m

p
eten

t
to

determ
ine

for
each

case
w

h
eth

er
such

a
project

is
eligible

for
a

higher
p

ercen
tag

e
contribution

from
the

E
R

F
.

W
hen

assessin
g

w
h
eth

er
a

project
is

eligible
for

a
higher

contribution,
the

resp
o
n
sib

le
authority

also
tak

es
the

follow
ing

factors
into

consideration:
a)

innovative
co

n
ten

t
and

ad
d
ed

value
of

the
project

co
m

p
ared

to
existing

national
policy,

b)
applicability

of
the

project,
or

its
results,

as
a

m
odel

or
b
est

p
ractice

in
other

countries,
particularly

in
the

E
U

.
A

g
en

eral
determ

ining
factor

in
the

assessm
en

t
by

the
resp

o
n
sib

le
authority

to
aw

ard
co-financing

of
m

axim
um

75%
from

the
F

und,
w

hich
is

in
part

unrelated
to

the
individual

qualities
of

a
grant

application,
is

the
relationship

b
etw

een
the

num
ber

and
the

quality
of

the
total

annual
grant

applications,
as

each
in

crease
in

the
contribution

from
the

E
U

m
ean

s
the

available
funds

for
that

y
ear

are
not

sp
read

as
far.

1fthe
party

subm
itting

an
application

w
hich

co
m

es
under

one
of

the
stated

specific
priorities

w
an

ts
to

be
eligible

for
a

higher
p
ercen

tag
e

contribution
from

the
E

R
F

,
this

m
ust

be
stated

ex
p
ressly

in
the

application,
and

detailed
g
ro

u
n
d
s

m
ust

be
given

to
show

that
the

project
com

plies
w

ith
o
n
e

or
m

ore
of

th
o

se
factors.

A
t

the
sam

e
tim

e,
the

project
organisation

m
ust

indicate
w

hat
the

co
n
seq

u
en

ces
w

ill
be

for
im

plem
entation

and
the

results
of

the
project

if
the

resp
o
n
sib

le
authority

d
ecid

es
not

to
aw

ard
m

ore
than

a
50%

grant
from

the
E

R
F

.

8.
S

election
ofp

ro
jects

in
w

hich
the

resp
o
n
sib

le
authority

acts
as

executing
body

(m
ethod

tw
o)

A
s

d
escrib

ed
in

the
m

ulti-annual
program

m
e

2008-2013,
d

eju
re

m
onopoly

situations
regarding

the
su

b
jects

covered
by

the
E

R
F

apply
only

to
the

Im
m

igration
and

N
aturalisation

S
ervice

(IN
D

)
and

the
C

entral
A

gency
for

the
R

eception
of

A
sylum

S
eek

ers
(C

O
A

)
w

hen
im

plem
entation

of
the

asylum
procedure

and
the

reception
of

asylum
seek

ers
are

co
n
cern

ed
.

T
he

P
rogram

m
e

S
ecretariat

therefore
ask

ed
th

ese
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

on
behalf

of
the

R
esp

o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
to

supply
project

id
eas

for
the

2013
annual

program
m

e.
A

s
a

result
of

this
‘calI

for
interest’,

the
project

p
ro

p
o
sals

‘S
tream

lining
A

dm
ission

p
ro

ced
u
re

A
sylum

’
and

‘P
roject

C
alam

ity
T

eam
’

from
the

IN
D

and
“P

roject
R

enovatie
M

eldplichtsysteem
m

et
biom

etrie’
w

ere
subm

itted
and

only
the

projects
of

IN
D

w
ere

included
in

this
2013

annual
program

m
e

under
action

one.
A

dditionally,
IN

D
subm

itted
the

project
‘S

afeguarding
the

integrity
and

accep
tan

ce
of

international
protection’

w
hich

fo
cu

ses
on

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
res

but
can

also
falI

u
n
d
er

action
four.

A
s

the
N

etherlands
h

as
not

had
any

projects
im

plem
ented

under
action

four,
w

e
decided

to
place

this
subm

itted
project

under
this

action.
T

he
R

esp
o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
of

the
E

R
F

h
as

ag
reed

to
the

inclusion
of

th
ese

projects
in

this
annual

program
m

e.

2.
A

C
T

IO
N

S
T

O
B

E
S

U
P

P
O

R
T

E
D

B
Y

T
H

E
P

R
O

G
R

A
M

M
E

U
N

D
E

R
T

H
E

P
R

IO
R

IT
IE

S
C

H
O

S
E

N

T
his

annual
program

m
e

is
b
ased

on
the

m
ulti-annual

program
m

e
E

uropean
R

efu
g
ee

F
und

2008-2013.
T

his
m

ulti-annual
program

m
e

provides
extensive

inform
ation

on
th

ese
priorities

and
actions.

T
he

strateg
ic

guidelines
are

set
out

in
the

an
n
ex

es
to

this
m

ulti-annual
program

m
e.

T
he

actions
included

in
this

m
ulti-annual

program
m

e
are:

1.
Im

provem
ents

in
asylum

p
ro

ced
u
re

2.
Im

provem
ent

of
the

reception
of

asylum
seek

ers
3.

lm
provem

ent
of

the
integration

of
refu

g
ees

4.
D

evelopm
ent

of
referen

ce
tools

and
evaluation

m
ethodologies

and
underpinning

of
adm

inistrative
stru

ctu
res

5.
Im

provem
ent

of
the

resettlem
en

t
program

m
e.

2



T
he

R
esp

o
n
sib

le
A

uthority’s
aim

w
ith

the
E

uropean
R

efu
g
ee

F
und

in
the

N
etherlands

is
to

finance
innovative

projects
w

ithin
the

afore
m

entioned
actions.

H
ow

ever,
in

view
of

the
financial

crisis
and

the
m

easu
res

w
hich

the
g
o
v
ern

m
en

t
is

taking
to

u
se

its
financial

reso
u

rces
m

ore
efficiently,

it
is

becom
ing

increasingly
difficult

for
(non-)public

o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

to
find

additional
reso

u
rces

to
co-finance

th
ese

innovative
projects.

T
he

m
onopoly

o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

in
the

N
etherlands

w
ere

first
consulted

w
ith

a
view

to
arriving

at
this

annual
program

m
e.

T
here

are
tw

o
m

onopoly
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

for
th

e
E

R
F

,
nam

ely
the

Im
m

igration
and

N
aturalisation

S
ervice

(IN
D

),
w

hich
is

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
res,

and
the

C
entral

A
gency

for
the

R
eception

of
A

sylum
S

eek
ers

(C
D

A
),

w
hich

is
resp

o
n
sib

le
for

asylum
reception.

T
h

ese
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

have
subm

itted
project

descriptions,
and

the
R

esp
o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
h
as

selected
3

project
descriptions,2

projects
u
n
d
er

action
1

and
one

u
n
d
er

action
4.

T
h

ese
project

descriptions
have

been
selected

b
ecau

se
they

fit
into

the
E

R
F

fram
ew

ork
and

the
national

policy
fram

ew
ork.

T
he

R
esp

o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
also

w
ants

to
m

ake
E

R
F

funds
available

for
the

open
call

for
project

applications
in

w
hich

public
and

non-public
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

can
subm

it
project

applications.
In

this
annual

program
m

e,
all

actions
w

ill
be

draw
n

up
during

this
open

cali
for

project
applications.

T
he

am
o
u
n
t

available
for

the
action

in
question

w
ill

be
explained

for
each

action
further

on
in

this
annual

program
m

e.

T
he

SO
L

ID
d
o
cu

m
en

t
S

O
L

ID
/2011/28

req
u
ested

th
at

attention
should

be
fo

cu
ssed

on
th

ree
areas

in
2012

and
2013,

nam
ely:

-
M

ore
strategic

focus
on

E
U

stan
d

ard
s

through
the

im
plem

entation
of

actions
linked

to
the

req
u
irem

en
ts

of
the

different
directives

under
the

C
E

A
S

-
Im

provem
ent

of
the

national
capabilities

through
co-operation

betw
een

M
em

ber
S

tates
-

In
creased

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
resettlem

entlrelocation
activities

It
can

be
said

that
the

first
tw

o
areas

co
m

e
under

priority
2

of
the

N
etherlands’

m
ulti-annual

program
m

e.
T

his
priority

is
d
escrib

ed
as

follow
s:

D
evelopm

ent
of

referen
ce

tools
and

evaluation
m

ethodologies
to

a
sse

ss
and

im
prove

the
quality

of
p
ro

ced
u
res

for
the

exam
ination

of
claim

s
for

international
protection

and
to

underpin
adm

inistrative
stru

ctu
res

in
an

effort
to

respond
to

the
ch

allen
g
es

brought
forw

ard
by

en
h
an

ced
practical

cooperation
w

ith
other

M
em

ber
S

tates’.
U

p
to

now
the

N
etherlands

h
as

had
difficulty

finding
suitable

projects
w

hich
fit

w
ell

into
this

priority
and

for
w

hich
the

co
st

item
s

can
be

financed
from

the
E

R
F

.
H

ow
ever,

m
ost

projects
include

an
elem

en
t

of
inform

ation-sharing
w

ith
other

E
uropean

M
em

ber
S

tates,
and

this
inform

ation-sharing
sh

o
w

s
positive

results.
In

this
annual

program
m

e
a

selection
h
as

been
m

ad
e

for
a

project
under

this
action.

1f succesful,
this

project
can

have
a

follow
-up

under
the

C
om

m
unity

actions
part

of
the

E
R

F
.

T
his

annual
program

m
e

gives
special

attention
to

the
action

lm
provem

ent
of

the
resettlem

en
t

program
m

e’
by

opening
it

up
during

th
e

open
calI

for
project

appilcations.
T

he
national

policy
h
as

b
een

ch
an

g
ed

so
that

resettled
refu

g
ees

are
not

received
first

at
a

central
location

in
A

m
ersfoort

in
the

N
etherlands.

In
the

new
policy

the
resettled

refu
g
ees

are
located

directly
in

the
m

unicipalities
so

th
at

they
can

start
to

settle
and

integrate
in

the
m

unicipalities
w

here
they

have
settled,

im
m

ediately
after

arrival.
F

or
this

reaso
n
,

area
th

ree
ab

o
v
e

is
also

o
p
en

ed
up.

2.1.
A

ctions
to

im
plem

ent
priority

1:
‘Im

plem
entation

of
the

principles
and

m
easu

res
se

to
u

t
in

the
C

om
m

unity
acg

u
is

in
the

field
of

asylum
,

including
th

o
se

related
to

integration
obiectives’

A
ction

1
Im

provem
ent

of
the

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
re

3



T
he

follow
ing

o
b
serv

atio
n
s

m
ay

be
m

ad
e

regarding
the

inform
ation

included
in

the
S

O
L

ID
/201

1/28
docum

ent:
the

N
etherlands

h
as

already
ach

iev
ed

the
m

inim
um

stan
d

ard
s

w
hich

follow
from

the
E

uropean
asylum

directives
and

so,
w

ithin
the

E
R

F
,

fo
cu

ses
as

far
as

possible
on

vulnerable
groups

and
optim

isation
of

p
ro

cesses
and

im
plem

entation
of

the
national

policy,
on

top
of

the
m

inim
um

stan
d

ard
s

laid
dow

n
in

the
asylum

directives.

A
su

m
o

f
E

U
R

2
0
5
.4

0
5
,2

0
w

ill
b
e

m
ad

e
av

ailab
le

d
u
rin

g
th

e
o

p
en

cail
fo

r
p

ro
ject

ap
p
licatio

n
s

u
n
d
er

th
is

A
ctio

n
.

T
he

ap
p
licatio

n
s

su
b
m

itted
m

u
st

a
d
d
re

ss
o
n
e

o
f

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
m

easu
res.

T
he

follow
ing

m
easu

res
m

ay
contribute

to
im

proving
the

asylum
procedure

in
the

N
etherlands:

•
m

easu
res

to
im

prove
the

provision
of

serv
ices

to
asylum

seek
ers,

•
m

easu
res

w
hich

focus
on

sim
plifying

(parts
of)

the
asylum

procedure,
so

that
the

asylum
procedure

runs
quickly

w
hile

rem
aining

m
eticulous;

in
particular,

th
ese

m
ay

be
m

easu
res

in
connection

w
ith

the
p
ro

p
o
sals

subm
itted

in
d
u
e

co
u

rse
for

im
proving

and
sp

eed
in

g
up

the
asylum

procedure,

•
m

easu
res

w
hich

focus
on

a
uniform

interpretation
and

application
of

E
uropean

legislative
tools.

In
addition,

the
follow

ing
m

easu
res

m
ay

contribute
to

im
proving

the
asylum

procedure
in

the
N

etherlands:
•

m
easu

res
to

in
crease

the
capacity

for
collecting,

analysing
and

dissem
inating

statistics
on

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
res,

•
m

easu
res

to
in

crease
the

capacity
for

assessin
g

asylum
applications,

inciuding
ap

p
eal

p
ro

ced
u
res.

T
he

N
etherlands

ad
o
p
ts

the
specific

priorities
from

the
S

trategic
G

uidelines
for

the
2008-2013

period.
T

his
m

ean
s

that
projects

w
hich

ad
d
ress

the
follow

ing
specific

priorities
m

ay
be

eligible
for

a
contribution

of
a

m
axim

um
75%

from
the

E
R

F
(A

ction
1 b):

•
m

easu
res

aim
ed

at
taking

into
acco

u
n
t

the
special

n
eed

s
of

vulnerable
people,

notably
u
n
acco

m
p
an

ied
m

inors,
and

m
ore

specifically
m

easu
res

aim
ed

at
im

proving
the

definitions
and

p
ro

ced
u
res

applied
by

M
em

ber
S

tates
to

identify
vulnerable

asylum
seek

ers
and

to
provide

an
appropriate

resp
o

n
se

to
such

n
eed

s;
•

m
easu

res
im

proving
the

identification
of

p
erso

n
s

in
need

of
international

protection
an

d
/o

r
the

p
ro

cessin
g

of
their

applications
at

the
borders,

notably
by

the
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
specific

training
program

m
es.

Indicators:
•

num
ber

of
m

easu
res

im
plem

ented
to

red
u
ce

the
av

erag
e

turn-around
tim

e
of

the
asylum

procedure,
•

the
extent

to
w

hich
the

asylum
procedure

runs
m

ore
quickly,

•
num

ber
of

(legitim
ate)

com
plaints

ab
o
u
t

asylum
applications

to
IN

D
,

•
num

ber
of

m
ethodologies

developed,
aim

ed
at

uniform
application

of
Iaw

s
and

regulations
to

individual
asylum

cases
follow

ing
on

from
this;

num
ber

of
m

eth
o
d
s

aim
ed

at
the

ex
ch

an
g

e
of

inform
ation

and
ex

p
erien

ce
betw

een
asylum

w
orkers,

•
num

ber
of

m
eth

o
d
s

or
projects

resulting
in

in
creased

capacity
for

collecting
statistics

on
asylum

p
ro

ced
u
res,

•
the

extent
to

w
hich

the
capacity

to
a
sse

ss
asylum

applications
is

in
creased

,
•

num
ber

of
activities

or
m

eth
o
d
s

aim
ed

at
im

proving
the

provision
of

serv
ices

to
asylum

seek
ers,

•
the

extent
to

w
hich

the
serv

ices
provided

for
asylum

seek
ers

are
im

proved.

T
arget group

action
1

T
he

m
easu

res
w

ithin
action

1
ad

d
ress:

4



•
A

rticle
6(c)

of
C

ouncil
D

ecision
E

R
F

III:
‘A

ny
third-country

national
or

stateless
person

w
ho

h
as

applied
for

one
of

the
form

s
of

protection
d
escrib

ed
in

points
(a)

and
(b).

E
xpected

grant
recipients

It
is

ex
p
ected

that
(non-)public

institutions
w

ill
subm

it
project

applications.

P
roiects

under
action

1
w

hich
have

been
selected

in
acco

rd
an

ce
w

ith
the

‘R
esponsible

A
uthority

as
executing

body’
m

ethod:
In

this
annual

program
m

e,
tw

o
projects

under
action

1
have

been
selected

according
to

the
‘R

esponsible
A

uthority
as

executing
body’

m
ethod.

A
dditionally,

the
project

‘C
alam

ity
T

eam
’

fo
cu

ses
on

a
vulnerable

group
h
en

ce
the

project
w

ill
receive

75%
cc

funding
(A

ction
1b).

T
itle

S
tream

lin
in

g
A

d
m

issio
n

p
ro

ced
u
re

A
sy

lu
m

O
rg

an
izatio

n
Im

m
igration

and
N

aturalization
S

ervice
of

the
K

ingdom
of

the
N

etherlands
(IN

S)

B
ack

g
ro

u
n
d

B
eginning

2011
the

M
inister

for
Im

m
igration,

Integration
and

A
sylum

an
n
o
u
n
ced

his
am

bition
for

a
fast,

d
ear

and
careful

adm
ission

procedure
for

asylum
seek

ers.
A

sylum
seek

ers
ex

p
erien

ce
the

tim
e

before
they

receive
an

an
sw

er
to

their
application

req
u

est
as

stressin
g
.

T
he

overall
goal

of
this

project
is

that
asylum

seek
ers

in
the

N
etherlands

receive
as

fast
as

possible
-

yet
accu

rate
-

resp
o
n
se

to
their

request.

D
uring

p
h
ase

1
this

policy
plan

h
as

been
strategically

prepared,
elab

o
rated

and
an

ex
an

te
evaluation

h
as

been
ex

ecu
ted

.
T

he
results

of
the

ex
an

te
evaluation

h
as

been
d

iscu
ssed

and
the

steering
group

of
the

program
have

positively
advised

to
im

plem
ent

a
set

of
m

easu
res

that
w

ill
stream

line
the

adm
ission

p
ro

ced
u
re

for
asylum

seek
ers

in
the

N
etherlands.

R
ecently

the
M

inister
h
as

inform
ed

the
D

utch
P

arliam
ent

on
the

p
ack

ag
e

of
proposed

m
easu

res.

T
he

seco
n
d

p
h
ase

of
the

program
co

n
cern

s
the

preparing
of

the
im

plem
entation.

T
he

aim
is

to
tran

slate
the

program
plan

into
the

w
erk

p
ro

cess
and

p
rep

are
the

im
plem

entation
of

the
m

easu
res

in
the

prim
ary

p
ro

cess
of

the
Im

m
igration

S
ervice

and
its

p
artn

ers
and

h
en

ce
ach

iev
e

a
further

stream
lining

of
the

asylum
procedure.

O
verall

g
o

al
T

he
aim

of
the

(sub)project
is

the
preparation

and
im

plem
entation

of
the

m
easu

res
leading

to
a

stream
lining

/
im

provem
ent

of
the

p
ro

ced
u
re

for
asylum

applications.
S

p
ecific

.

o
b
e
c
tiv

e
s

1.
O

n
the

d
ate

of
entry

into
force

of
the

proposed
m

easu
res,

the
involved

units
of

‘
the

IN
D

and
their

p
artn

ers
related

to
the

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
re

are
ready

to
im

plem
ent

the
m

easu
res

and
w

ork
according

th
ese

m
easu

res.

2.
‘Q

uick
W

ins’
that

can
be

im
plem

ented
to

stream
line

the
adm

ission
p
ro

cess
w

ill

5



be
im

plem
ented

as
fast

as
possible.

T
arg

et
G

ro
u

p
•

A
sylum

seek
ers

•
E

m
ployees

to
the

IN
D

related
to

the
A

sylum
P

ro
ced

u
re

.
P

artn
ers

related
to

the
A

sylum
P

ro
ced

u
re

A
ctiv

ities
D

uring
the

project
(im

plem
entation

p
h
ase)

the
follow

ing
activities

w
ill

be
co

n
d
u
cted

1.
O

ptim
izing

the
organization

of
the

p
ro

cess
on

verification
of

all
the

hum
anitarian

fram
ew

orks
during

the
first

asylum
application.

U
nder

the
current

ranking
sy

stem
the

im
m

igration
and

N
aturalisation

S
ervice

verifies:

A
.

R
efu

g
ee

statu
s

B.
R

eturn
P

olicy
C

.
H

um
anitarian

asp
ects

(rape,
m

urder,
etc.)

D
.

categorical
protection

U
nder

E
and

F
the

IN
S

verifies
if

fam
ily

w
ho

travelled
along

can
obtain

a
perm

it.

In
the

new
sy

stem
the

grounds
C

en
D

w
ill

be
cancelled.

T
h
ese

w
ill

be
verified

under
A

or
B.

E
and

F
w

ill
be

transferred
to

the
p

ro
cess

of
m

an
ag

ed
m

igration.
B

esid
es

grounds
A

and
B,

the
IN

S
w

ill
in

the
future

review
under

the
regular

hum
anitarian

grounds:

-
A

rticle
8

of
the

E
uropean

C
onvention

on
H

um
an

R
ights

(right
to

resp
ect

for
one’s

“private
and

fam
ily

life,
his

hom
e

and
his

co
rresp

o
n
d
en

ce”)
-

S
o-called

B
9:

victim
s

of
hum

an
trafficking

-
D

istressing
/

discretionary
(the

distressing
cases

w
hich

m
ay

have
to

be
su

bm
itted)

-
such

as
“article

64”
(tem

porarily
not

ex
p

an
d

ab
le

b
ecau

se
of

m
edical

issu
es)

T
his

procedure
w

ill
en

ab
le

that
all

facts
can

be
review

ed
in

o
n
e

tim
e

and
th

u
s

prevent
that

an
asylum

seek
er

n
eed

s
to

go
along

various
d
esk

s
and

sy
stem

s
in

order
to

obtain
a

perm
it.

2.
T

he
design

of
the

p
ro

cess
concerning

the
so-called

o
n
e-d

ay
application

during
seco

n
d

asylum
req

u
ests

at
the

registration
cen

tres;
including

the
provision

of
care

in
the

reception
cen

tres
from

the
day

before
the

o
n
e-d

ay
application,

and
the

procedure
ifthe

applicant
h
as

no
law

yer;

6



In
order

to
low

er
the

am
ount

of
repeating

applications
the

IN
S

w
ill

im
plem

ent
a

so
called

one-day
application

(w
hich

actually
includes

three
days).

C
urrently

an
asylum

seek
er

w
ho

subm
its

a
second

application
m

oves
through

the
com

plete
eight-day

procedure
(the

norm
al

asylum
procedure).

D
uring

this
period,

the
asylum

seek
er

stays
at

the
reception

centre.
W

ith
the

introduction
of

the
one-

day
test,

the
process

w
ill

be
as

follow
s:

-
the

asylum
seek

er
w

ho
w

ishes
to

subm
it

a
successive

application,
receives

an
application

form
(also

digitally
available)

w
ho

he
or

she
needs

to
filI

in
(preferable

w
ith

his/her
law

yer).
In

the
form

the
applicant

indicates
the

reaso
n
s

for
the

new
application.

T
he

form
is

sent
to

the
IN

S.
-

A
fter

receiving
the

form
,

the
IN

S
has

2
w

eeks
to

prepare
the

request.
D

uring
this

period
n
ecessary

docum
ent

research
can

be
started,

an
appointm

ent
can

be
scheduled;

the
case

m
anager

can
be

prepared.
-

D
ay

1:
the

request,
the

research
resuits

en
de

new
facts

and
circum

stances
w

ill
be

discussed
during

a
hearing.

A
tthat

sam
e

day
the

decision
is

m
ade

and
the

applicant
is

inform
ed.

T
he

decision
can

be
an

acceptance,
a

referral
to

the
norm

al
procedure

of
8

days
or

a
rejection.

-
D

ay
2:

1fthe
asylum

seek
er

is
rejected

he
or

sh
e

receives
a

debriefing
and

he
or

she
can

subm
it

a
reaction.

-
D

ay
3:

final
decision.

3.
O

ptim
izing

the
process

on
second

asylum
request

from
reception

centres,
including

the
location

w
here

applications
should

be
preceded.

W
hen

an
asylum

seek
er

resides
at

a
custodial

/
fam

ily
location

for
the

return
procedure

and
he

or
sh

e
is

under
supervision

of
the

R
eturn

and
R

epatriation
S

ervice,
he

or
sh

e
w

ill
be

m
oved

to
the

reception
centre

w
here

his
or

her
su

b
seq

u
en

t
application

is
processed.

T
his

enables
that

an
asylum

seek
er

rem
ains

under
the

supervision
of

the
R

eturn
and

R
epatriation

S
ervice

and
ifthe

su
b
seq

u
en

t
application

is
rejected,

the
return

process
can

easily
be

coritinued.
A

fl
extra

advantage
is

that
there

is
less

transport
needed

b
ecau

se
the

asylum
seek

er
receives

a
tem

porary
stay

at
the

application
centre.

4.
C

onducting
further

research
on

optim
izing

the
process

of
identification

during
(second)

asylum
applications;

T
his

is
partly

connected
w

ith
the

project
B

iom
etrics

in
the

im
m

igration
process.

It
is
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im
portant

that
the

IN
S

is
to

be
able

to
verify

biom
etric

d
ata

of
applicants.

T
his

is
often

seen
w

ith
fam

ily
reunification

cases.
In

the
future,

the
applicant

w
ill

subm
it

biom
etric

d
ata

at
the

em
b

assy
and

at
entry

in
the

N
etherlands

a
fast

check
w

ill
be

executed.
A

lso
in

the
o
n
e-d

ay
application

the
asylum

seek
er

doesn’t
have

to
be

identified
by

the
alien

police
and

only
a

verification
of

biom
etric

d
ata

n
eed

s
to

be
perform

ed.

5.
R

ealisation
of

a
faster

D
ublin

p
ro

ced
u
re

by
com

bining
procedures;

6.
C

om
bining

the
first

hearing
and

D
ublin

hearing
and

ad
ju

st
related

regulation;

T
he

D
ublin

p
ro

ced
u
re

now
tak

es
8

days.
C

urrently
the

applicant
receiv

es
a

first
hearing

on
day

1
of

the
com

m
on

asylum
procedure

and
a

D
ublin

H
earing

on
day

3.
In

the
future

this
w

ill
ch

an
g
e:

in
the

log
p

h
ase

prior
to

the
com

m
on

asylum
procedure,

the
D

ublin
office

w
ill

en
d
eav

o
u

r
to

en
su

re
that

a
claim

recognition
w

ill
be

perform
ed

in
order

that
all

D
ublin

cases
w

ill
be

d
ealt

w
ith

in
the

com
m

on
asylum

procedure.
A

t
day

1
of

the
com

m
on

asylum
procedure

a
short

first
hearing

w
ill

be
perform

ed
w

here
also

D
ublin

q
u
estio

n
s

w
ill

be
ask

ed
.

T
his

en
ab

les
that

the
8

day
p
ro

ced
u
re

w
ill

be
sh

o
rten

ed
w

ith
2

days:
the

day
of

the
hearing

and
day

of
debriefing

are
cancelled.

7.
A

djusting
the

p
ro

cess
for

a
m

ore
efficient

organization
of

conducting
the

n
ecessary

research

A
fter

im
plem

entation
of

the
project,

the
application

p
h
ase

w
ill

also
be

u
sed

in
order

to
obtain

inform
ation

concerning
the

place
of

resid
en

ce,
birth

place,
language,

the
travel

route
and

subm
itted

d
o
cu

m
en

ts.
T

his
inform

ation
w

ill
be

sen
d

to
the

specialized
units

of
the

IN
S

and
w

here
possible

additional
inform

ation
w

ill
be

ad
d
ed

that
the

interview
er

can
u

se
during

the
first

hearing.
T

he
aim

is
to

d
ecrease

the
num

ber
of

u
n

n
ecessary

investigations
and

to
b
etter

know
w

hat
q
u
estio

n
s

should
be

ask
ed

during
the

first
hearing.

8.
A

djusting
the

planning
of

the
so-called

“rest
and

preparation
tim

e’
so

that
preparation

of
the

law
yer

tak
es

place
as

soon
as

possible;

A
djusting

the
planning

of
the

so-called
“rest

and
preparation

tim
e

aim
s

at
better

using
the

tim
e

betw
een

the
rest

and
preparation

tim
e

and
the

com
m

on
application

procedure.
T

he
tim

e
betw

een
this

tw
o

p
h
ases

w
ill

be
b
etter

m
an

ag
ed

and
sch

ed
u
led

and
therefore

tim
e

w
ill

be
created

to
p
rep

are
the

n
ecessary

inform
ation

for
the

application
p
ro

cess.
Itw

ill
also

allow
starting

already
n

ecessary
research

.
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9.
C

hanging
th

e
w

orking
p

ro
cess

at
the

related
asylum

units
follow

ing
th

e
ad

ju
stm

en
t

of
the

regulations
on

fees
for

issu
an

ce
of

a
resid

en
ce

perm
it

for
asylu

m
.

In
the

asylum
procedure

th
ere

are
no

fees
for

providing
resid

en
ce

perm
its.

T
hat

is
how

ever
the

case
in

the
m

an
ag

ed
m

igration
p
ro

ced
u
res.

A
fter

im
plem

entation
of

the
m

easu
re,

a
fee

w
ill

be
ch

arg
ed

w
hen

a
foreigner

w
ants

to
apply

for
a

new
resid

en
ce

perm
it

b
ecau

se
his

d
o
cu

m
en

t
is

lost.
T

he
aim

is
to

en
su

re
that

the
foreigners

deal
carefully

w
ith

his
or

her
resid

en
ce

perm
it

and
is

financially
resp

o
n
sib

le
for

rep
lacem

en
t

if
he

or
sh

e
is

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

the
lost.

S
econdly

it
aim

s
to

prevent
fraud

and
ab

u
se.

E
x
p
ected

R
esu

lts
T

he
m

ain
resuits:

-
A

n
description

of
the

various
p
ro

ced
u
res

(p
ro

cess
custom

sch
ed

u
le

/
w

ork
instructions:

reports)
-

A
djusted

m
odules,

form
ats

and
A

sylum
P

ortal
(on

d
o
cu

m
en

ts
and

on
w

ebsite);
T

he
estab

lish
m

en
t

/
expansion

of
the

D
ublin

ch
am

b
er

and
the

U
nit

D
ublin

at
the

application
cen

ter
in

T
er

A
pel

-
Im

plem
entation

of
the

new
p
ro

ced
u
re

-
A

djusted
IC

T
-system

(IN
D

IG
O

)
that

en
ab

les
the

im
plem

entations
of

the
new

procedure
-

O
verview

of
identified

areas
for

im
provem

ent
of

the
IC

T
-system

(IN
D

IG
O

)
-

lm
proved

and
stream

lined
asylum

p
ro

cess,
m

easu
rab

le
by

an
in

creased
caselo

ad
per

em
ployee

and
d
ecreasin

g
p
ro

cessin
g

tim
e

of
asylum

applications.
D

u
ratio

n
1

Jan
u
ary

2013—
30

Ju
n

e
2015

(30
m

onths)
B

u
d
g
et

T
otal

ex
p
ected

budget:
€

810.000
R

eq
u

ested
co

-
50%

of
total

ex
p
ected

budget:
€

405.000
fin

an
cin

g
E

R
F

T
itle

P
ro

ject
C

alam
ity

T
eam

.

O
rg

an
isatio

n
1m

m
igration

and
N

aturalisation
S

ervice
(IN

D
)
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B
ack

g
ro

u
n
d

It
h
as

b
eco

m
e

d
e
a
r

that
asylum

seek
ers

-
under

psychic
strain

and
as

a
result

of
a

posttraum
atic

stress
sy

n
d
ro

m
e

-
have

increasingly
resorted

to
hunger

or
thirst

strikes
or

even
suicide

attem
p
ts.

In
2011,

th
ere

w
ere

52
cases

in
w

hich
asylum

seek
ers

m
ad

e
suicide

attem
p
ts

or
th

reaten
ed

to
com

m
it

suicide.
In

the
sam

e
y

ear
th

ere
w

ere
an

o
th

er
15

cases
concerning

h
u
n
g
er

an
d
/o

r
thirst

strikes.
T

h
ese

figures
are

significantly
higher

than
th

o
se

in
previous

y
ears.

T
he

im
pact

of
such

d
esp

erate
acts

is
enorm

ous.
F

irst
of

all,
naturally

for
the

im
m

igrant
involved

him
/herself

but
also

for
his/her

im
m

ediate
surroundings:

fam
ily,

friends,
acq

u
ain

tan
ces

and
em

p
lo

y
ees

of
the

organizations
involved

in
the

decision
m

aking
p
ro

cess
of

the
co

n
cern

ed
p
erso

n
s.

T
he

project’s
aim

is
to

professionalise
the

calam
ity

team
and

to
ascertain

that
in

this
type

of
situation

the
calam

ity
team

can
be

en
tru

sted
w

ith
the

task
to

prevent
su

icid
es

and
also

to
prevent

an
escalatio

n
of

incidents
w

h
ere

possible.
A

nother
aim

of
the

project
w

ill
be

to
co

n
cen

trate
on

the
cooperation

betw
een

the
chain

p
artn

ers
so

that
this

kind
of

incidents
can

be
identified

and
effectively

dealt
w

ith
at

an
early

stag
e.

G
oal

T
o

develop
and

im
prove

th
e

serv
ices

and
inform

ation
provided

to
asylum

seek
ers

w
ho

are
on

h
u
n
g
er

strike/thirst
strike

or
th

o
se

w
ho

th
reaten

to
com

m
it

suicide
during

the
co

u
rse

of
the

asylum
p
ro

cess.

S
eco

n
d

ary
T

o
professionalise

the
calam

ity
team

so
that

the
team

m
em

b
ers

w
ill

be
in

a
g

o
als

position
to

act
quickly

and
ad

eq
u
ately

w
h
en

ev
er

incidents
occur

concerning
hunger/thirst

strikes
and

suicidal
ten

d
en

cies
w

ithin
the

organizations
cooperating

in
the

asylum
/im

m
igration

p
ro

cess.
T

he
prim

ary
aim

w
ill

be
to

prevent
as

m
any

suicides
as

possible
by

detecting
at

an
early

stag
e

w
h
en

ev
er

a
person

is
in

a
critical

situation.
T

he
seco

n
d

ary
targ

et
w

ill
be

to
prevent

the
escalatio

n
of

incidents.
T

he
identification

at
an

early
stag

e
of

a
person

w
ho

is
in

a
critical

condition
w

ill
occur

partly
as

a
result

of
the

introduction
of

new
w

ork
instructions

for
the

interview
ers

and
decision

m
akers.

Interview
ers

and
decision

m
ak

ers
w

ill
be

better
p
rep

ared
to

recognize
signals

at
an

early
p

h
ase

and
to

im
m

ediately
inform

the
calam

ity
team

accordingly.
T

his
type

of
inform

ation
w

ill
be

b
etter

kept
on

file
in

the
asylum

seek
er’s

d
o
ssier

and
w

ill
be

regularly
updated

so
that

in
the

ev
en

t
of

an
actual

escalatio
n

all
the

n
ecessary

and
relevant

inform
ation

regarding
the

condition
of

the
person

involved
w

ill
be

readily
available

to
the

m
em

b
ers

of
the

calam
ity

team
.

T
his

procedure
w

ill
sav

e
a

lot
of

tim
e

in
the

case
of

a
calam

ity.

T
arg

et
g
ro

u
p

A
rticle

6,
clau

se
c

of
the

C
ouncil

D
irective

E
V

F
III:

T
hird

country
nationals

and
stateless

p
erso

n
s

w
ho

have
subm

itted
a

req
u

est
for

one
of

the
in

points
a)

and
b)

specified
form

s
of

protection.
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A
ctiv

ities
In

order
to

develop
and

en
h

an
ce

the
serv

ices
and

inform
ation

provided
to

this
vulnerable

m
inority

group,
the

IN
D

w
ould

like
to

o
rg

an
ise

the
follow

ing
activities:

1.
O

rganise
m

eetin
g
s

w
here

team
m

em
b
ers

of
the

calam
ity

team
,

under
the

g
u
id

an
ce

of
a

psychologist,
can

ex
ch

an
g
e

view
s,

ex
p
erien

ces
and

know
ledge.

F
or

this
reaso

n
,

external
professionals

w
ill

be
invited

to
give

lectures.
T

he
m

eetings
w

ill
be

held
on

a
m

onthly
b
asis

w
h

ereas
the

m
eetings

to
sh

are
and

ex
ch

an
g

e
ex

p
erien

ces
w

ill
be

held
five

tim
es

per
year.

2.
A

uniform
ag

reem
en

t
w

ill
be

m
ad

e
betw

een
all

the
chain

p
artn

ers
w

hich
w

ill
lead

to
a

com
m

on
protocol.

T
he

possibility
w

ill
be

an
aly

sed
of

the
setting

up
of

a
team

consisting
of

m
em

b
ers

of
all

the
chain

p
artn

ers
in

order
to

im
prove

the
cooperation

b
etw

een
the

partners.
3.

T
o

further
train

the
m

em
b
ers

of
the

calam
ity

team
to

acquire
a

better
understanding

on
the

su
b
ject

of
hunger

and/or
thirst

strikes
and

(threats
of)

suicide
attem

p
ts

and
also

to
ach

iev
e

optim
al

results
in

conducting
psychological

interview
s.

4.
T

o
prom

ote
the

calam
ity

team
and

inform
the

em
p
lo

y
ees

w
ithin

th
e

IN
D

(eventually
also

to
the

chain
partners)

ab
o
u
t

the
calam

ity
team

.
T

he
interview

ers
and

decision
m

ak
ers

w
ill

receive
w

ork
instructions

w
hich

clearly
state

how
an

em
p
lo

y
ee

should
act

in
case

of
a

calam
ity.

M
oreover

the
w

ork
instructions

w
ill

contain
inform

ation
and

g
u
id

an
ce

on
how

to
d

etect
signals

from
asylum

seek
ers,

how
to

register
th

ese
signals

and
how

to
p
ass

them
on

to
the

calam
ity

team
.

F
or

exam
ple,

th
reats

of
suicide

attem
p
ts

in
the

future
m

ad
e

by
asylum

seek
ers

follow
ing

an
eventual

expulsion,
are

to
be

noted
and

recorded
in

their
d
o
ssiers.

T
h
ese

reports
are

also
to

be
p
assed

on
to

the
calam

ity
team

.
M

edical
reports

concerning
the

m
ental

state
of

the
asylum

seek
ers

w
ill

be
put

on
file

and
w

ill
be

closely
m

onitored.
M

oreover,
b
ro

ch
u
res

w
ill

be
published

and
inform

ation
regarding

the
calam

ity
team

w
ill

be
supplied

to
various

units
w

ithin
the

IN
D

and
if

n
ecessary

also
to

the
chain

partners.
5.

T
he

calam
ity

team
w

ill
be

m
obilized

w
h

en
ev

er
incidents

of
suicide

attem
p
ts

or
hunger/thirst

strikes
by

asylum
seek

ers
occur.

T
his

p
ro

cess
co

m
p
rises

all
the

activities,
starting

w
ith

the
preparation

p
h
ase

of
the

case
up

to
and

inciuding
the

aftercare
provided

R
esu

its
1.

T
he

professional
perform

ance
of

the
calam

ity
team

w
ill

be
im

proved
and

the
quality

of
the

w
ork

of
the

m
em

b
ers

of
the

calam
ity

team
can

be
g

u
aran

teed
(rep

o
rtl

w
o

rk
in

stru
ctio

n
s).

2.
A

uniform
ag

reem
en

t
m

ad
e

betw
een

all
the

chain
p
artn

ers
(p

ro
to

co
l)

3.
T

he
asylum

p
ro

ced
u
re

w
ill

be
im

proved
sin

ce
m

ore
attention

and
im

portance
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w
ill

be
given

to
the

m
ental

condition
of

the
asylum

seek
ers

w
hich

in
turn

w
ill

contribute
to

an
augm

entation
in

the
serv

ice
provided

to
the

asylum
seek

ers.
(p

ro
ced

u
re

d
escrip

tio
n
).

4.
N

ew
w

ork
instructions

for
the

em
p
lo

y
ees

at
the

IN
D

concerning
the

registration
of

the
psychological

and
m

edical
asp

ects
in

the
relevant

d
o
ssiers

(w
ork

in
stru

ctio
n
s).

5.
T

he
calam

ity
team

can
act

in
an

ad
eq

u
ate

and
appropriate

m
an

n
er

in
the

ev
en

t
of

a
calam

ity
(scen

ario
slw

o
rk

in
g

p
lan

in
th

e
fo

rm
o
f

rep
o
rts).

T
arg

et
figures

follow
ing

the
results

m
entioned

ab
o
v
e

are:

-
9

trained
m

em
b
ers

of
the

calam
ity

team
-

150
trained

asylum
interview

ing/decision
m

ak
ers

(12
groups)

trained
on

the
notion/registration/dealing

w
ith

psychological/m
edical

asp
ects

in
asylum

cases
-

250
num

ber
of

asylum
seek

ers
reach

ed
per

y
ear

needing
su

p
p
o
rt

from
the

calam
ity

team
(estim

ated,
b

ased
on

ex
p
erien

ces
2012)

-
1

protocol
w

ith
co

d
e

of
conduct

for
the

chain
partners/calam

ity
team

-
1

w
ork

instruction
for

IN
D

em
p
lo

y
ees

concerning
the

notion/registration
of

psychological

D
u
ratio

n
Jan

u
ary

2013—
30

Ju
n

e
2015

B
u
d
g
et

T
otal

co
sts

€
817.500

C
o
n
trib

u
tio

n
M

ax
75%

of
the

su
b
sid

ised
co

sts
€613.125

(A
ction

ib
)

E
V

F

A
ction

2
lm

provem
ent

of
the

reception
of

asylum
seek

ers

T
he

follow
ing

o
b
serv

atio
n
s

m
ay

be
m

ad
e

regarding
the

inform
ation

included
in

the
S

O
L

ID
/2011/28

docum
ent:

the
N

etherlands
h
as

already
ach

iev
ed

the
m

inim
um

stan
d

ard
s

w
hich

follow
from

the
E

uropean
asylum

directives
and

so,
w

ithin
the

E
R

F
,

fo
cu

ses
as

far
as

possible
on

vulnerable
groups

and
optim

isation
of

p
ro

cesses
and

im
plem

entation
of

the
national

policy,
on

top
of

the
m

inim
um

stan
d

ard
s

laid
dow

n
in

th
e

asylum
directives.

A
su

m
o

f
E

U
R

€
1
.7

9
9
.5

6
1
,2

7
w

ill
b
e

m
ad

e
av

ailab
le

d
u

rin
g

th
e

o
p

en
cali

fo
r

p
ro

ject
ap

p
licatio

n
s

fo
r

th
is

A
ctio

n
.

T
he

ap
p
licatio

n
s

su
b
m

itted
m

u
st

a
d
d
re

ss
o

n
e

o
f

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
m

easu
res.

T
he

N
etherlands

h
as

ad
o
p
ted

o
n
e

of
th

e
sp

ecific
p
rio

rities
under

Priority
1

of
the

S
trategic

G
uidelines

for
the

period
2008-2013.

1f
any

action/project
under

Priority
1

exclusively
aim

s
at

the
specific

priority
m

entioned
below

,
this

project
m

ay
qualify

for
a

contribution
from

the
E

R
F

to
a

m
axim

um
of

75
%

:
-

m
easu

res
aim

ed
at

taking
into

acco
u
n
t

the
special

n
eed

s
of

vulnerable
people

such
as

u
n
acco

m
p
an

ied
m

inors,
disabled

people,
elderly

people,
p
reg

n
an

t
w

om
en,

single
p
aren

ts
w

ith
m

inor
children

and
p

erso
n

s
w

ho
have

been
su

b
jected

to
torture,

rap
e

or
other

serio
u
s

form
s

of
psychological,

physical
or

sexual
violence.

12



o
(follow

-up)
projects

focussing
on

safety,
self-em

p
o
w

erm
en

t
and

w
elfare

(such
as

facilities
for

disabled
people,

creative
projects

and
projects

on
im

proving
inform

ation
for

children),
o

projects
focussing

on
lim

iting
specific

risks
(such

as
drow

ning,
road

traffic
accidents),

T
here

is
a

lot
of

open
w

ater
(can

als
e.g.)

in
the

N
etherlands.

C
hildren

w
ho

live
in

reception
cen

tres
attend

school
outside

the
reception

cen
tres.

O
n

their
w

ay
to

school
or

to
o
th

er
activities

they
p
ass

by
th

ese
w

aters
and

cro
ss

d
an

g
ero

u
s

roads.
T

he
activities

that
can

fail
u
n

d
er

this
indicator

focus
on

educating/equipping
children/youth

on
how

to
deal

w
ith

th
ese

ch
allen

g
es

(e.g.
sw

im
m

ing
classes).

o
projects

focussing
on

m
edical

and/or
psychological

care.
o

m
easu

res
aim

ed
at

facilities
for

vulnerable
groups.

T
he

D
irective

laying
dow

n
m

inim
um

stan
d

ard
s

for
the

reception
of

asylum
seek

ers
(C

ouncil
D

irective
2003191E

C
)

states
that

M
em

ber
S

tates
m

ust
take

into
acco

u
n
t

the
specific

situation
of

vulnerable
p
erso

n
s

such
as:

m
inors,

u
n
acco

m
p
an

ied
m

inors,
disabled

people,
elderly

people,
p
reg

n
an

t
w

om
en,

single
p
aren

ts
w

ith
m

inor
children

and
p
erso

n
s

w
ho

have
been

subjected
to

torture,
rape

or
other

serio
u
s

form
s

of
psychological,

physical
or

sexual
violence.

o
projects

focussing
on

undertaking
sporting

activities
or

other
form

s
of

w
orthw

hile
daytim

e
activities,

w
ith

the
aim

of
increasing

the
resilience

and
in

d
ep

en
d
en

ce
of

children
and

com
bating

hospitalisation,

lndicators:
•

efficient
plan

for
m

ore
detailed

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
the

directive
on

tem
porary

protection,
•

num
ber

of
people

w
ho

have
taken

part
in

projects
in

the
field

of
know

ledge
acquisition

and
teaching

of
skills,

•
num

ber
of

people
w

ho
have

successfully
com

pleted
the

‘training’
(p

ass
rate

in
final

test),
•

im
proved

provision
of

training
co

u
rses,

•
num

ber
of

softw
are

p
ack

ag
es

developed,
•

num
ber

of
people

m
aking

u
se

of
the

softw
are

p
ack

ag
es,

•
quantity

an
d

diversity
of

the
inform

ation
m

aterial,
•

num
ber

of
inform

ation
m

eetings,
•

the
extent

of
the

im
provem

ent
in

the
local

su
p
p
o
rt

for
receiving

asylum
seek

ers,
•

num
ber

of
projects

w
ith

regard
to

vulnerable
groups,

•
num

ber
of

people
w

ho
have

taken
part

in
the

projects,
•

the
ex

ten
t

to
w

hich
the

safety,
self-em

pow
erm

ent
and

w
elfare

of
asylum

seek
ers

have
in

creased
,

•
the

ex
ten

t
to

w
hich

the
m

edical
and/or

psychological
w

eli-being
of

asylum
seek

ers
h

as
in

creased
,

•
the

ex
ten

t
to

w
hich

the
appreciation

of
the

daytim
e

activities
by

(children
of)

asylum
seek

ers
h

as
in

creased
.

T
arget

group
of

action
2:

a)
third-country

nationals
or

stateless
p
erso

n
s

w
ho

have
the

statu
s

defined
in

the
G

en
ev

a
C

onvention
and

w
ho

have
been

granted
perm

ission
to

rem
ain

in
o
n
e

of
the

M
em

ber
S

tates
as

a
refugee

(in
the

N
etherlands

people
w

ho
have

refu
g
ee

statu
s

underA
rticle

29(1)(a)
of

the
A

liens
A

ct),
w

ho
are

stili
in

reception
facilities

w
aiting

for
accom

m
odation

elsew
h
ere,

b)
third-country

nationals
or

stateless
p
erso

n
s

w
ho

enjoy
a

form
of

subsidiary
protection

as
referred

to
in

D
irective

2004/83/E
C

(in
the

N
etherlands

this
co

rresp
o
n
d
s

to
people

w
ho

have
refu

g
ee

statu
s

under
A

rticle
29(1)(b)

of
the

A
liens

A
ct),

w
ho

are
still

in
reception

facilities
w

aiting
for

accom
m

odation
elsew

h
ere,
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c)
third-country

nationals
or

stateless
p
erso

n
s

w
ho

have
applied

for
one

of
the

form
s

of
protection

specified
in

points
a)

and
b)

and
w

ho
are

in
reception

facilities.

A
ction

3:
lm

provem
ent

of
the

integration
of

refu
g
ees

T
he

follow
ing

o
b
serv

atio
n
s

m
ay

be
m

ad
e

regarding
the

inform
ation

included
in

the
S

O
L

ID
/201

1/28
docum

ent:
national

policy
h
as

been
ch

an
g

ed
so

that
invited

refu
g
ees

are
not

received
first

at
a

central
location

in
A

m
ersfoort

in
the

N
etherlands.

In
the

new
policy

the
invited

refu
g

ees
are

located
directly

in
the

m
unicipalities

so
that

im
m

ediately
after

arrival
they

can
start

to
b
eco

m
e

estab
lish

ed
and

integrate
in

the
m

unicipalities
w

here
they

have
settied.

F
or

this
reaso

n
,

action
five

lm
provem

ent
of

the
resettiem

en
t

program
m

e’
is

also
o
p
en

ed
up.

A
su

m
o

f
E

U
R

€
1.127.477,06

w
ill

b
e

m
ad

e
av

allab
le

d
u

rin
g

th
e

o
p

en
cali

fo
r
p

ro
ject

ap
p
ilcatio

n
s

fo
r

th
is

A
ctio

n
.

T
he

ap
p
licatio

n
s

su
b

m
itted

m
u

st
a
d
d
re

ss
o

n
e

o
f

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
m

easu
res.

A
s

part
of

this
annual

program
m

e,
the

follow
ing

th
ree

m
easu

res
w

ill
be

backed
under

this
action:

la
P

articipation
as

a
tool

for
civic

integration
1b

Intercultural
dialogue

at
local

or
district

level
aim

ed
at

establishing
lasting

co
n

tacts
ic

S
tim

ulating
em

p
o
w

erm
en

t
and

prom
oting

em
ancipation

so
that

refu
g
ees

are
in

a
better

position
to

tak
e

ad
v

an
tag

e
of

w
hat

is
offered

in
the

fields
of

w
ork,

education,
accom

m
odation

and
care.

In
this

annual
program

m
e,

projects
w

hich
co

m
e

u
n
d
er

th
ese

sub-priorities
are

given
p
referen

ce
if

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
im

plem
entation

of
the

plan
involve

cooperation
betw

een
refugees’

interest
groups,

refugees’
self-help

o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

and
m

ainstream
bodies

(including
local

authorities,
C

W
I

[C
entre

for
W

ork
and

Jncom
e],

G
G

Z
[M

ental
H

ealth
C

are],
Jeu

g
d
zo

rg
[Y

outh
C

are]
etc.).

M
easure

la:
P

articipation
as

a
tool

for
civic

integration
•

m
easu

res
focussing

on
the

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
m

ore
and

im
proved

dual
integration

p
ro

g
ram

m
es

tailored
to

refugees;
increasing

the
ch

an
ce

of
p
assin

g
a

civic
integration

exam
ination

and
im

proving
the

output
of

civic
integration

program
m

es.
S

pecial
attention

should
be

given
h
ere

to
w

om
en

and
young

people.

•
the

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
m

ore
and

im
proved

p
ro

g
ram

m
es

for
language

co
ach

es
1

aim
ed

specifically
at

refu
g
ees,

w
here

possible
b

ased
on

‘good
practices’

and
m

aking
u
se

of
m

aterials
already

d
ev

elo
p
ed

w
ith

regard
to

lan
g
u
ag

e
co

ach
es.

Indicators:
•

num
ber

of
civic

integration
p
ro

g
ram

m
es

devefoped
w

hich
are

tailored
to

refu
g
ees

and
pilot

projects
im

plem
ented

in
this

field,
and

the
ex

ten
t

of
the

in
crease

in
the

effectiv
en

ess
of

th
ese

program
m

es;
•

num
ber

of
lan

g
u
ag

e-co
ach

p
ro

g
ram

m
es

developed
w

hich
are

aim
ed

specifically
at

refu
g
ees

and
pilot

projects
im

plem
ented

in
this

field,
and

the
ex

ten
t

of
the

in
crease

in
the

effectiv
en

ess
of

th
ese

program
m

es.

1
In

th
ese

program
m

es
a

language
coach

supports
an

individual
w

ishing
to

integrate
in

learning
and

using
the

D
utch

language
in

practical
situations

by
undertaking

activities
together,

such
as

in
a

sporting
or

cultural
context.
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M
easu

re
Ib:

Intercultural
dialogue

at
local

o
r

district
level

aim
ed

at
estab

lish
in

g
lasting

co
n

tacts
•

m
easu

res
to

red
u
ce

the
social

and
cultural

d
istan

ce
b
etw

een
refu

g
ees

and
indigenous

people,
•

m
easu

res
to

stim
ulate

intercultural
dialogue

and
interaction

at
local/district

level
w

ith
refu

g
ees

and/or
their

(self-help)
organisations,

•
m

easu
res

w
hich

provide
for

m
ethodologies

and/or
pilot

projects
aim

ed
at

lasting
joint

activities
betw

een
refu

g
ees

and
indigenous

people.

P
referen

ce
is

given
to

actions
of

an
overarching

n
atu

re
covering

sev
eral

districts
in

w
hich

both
local

authorities
and

social
institutions

such
as

firm
s,

residents’
organisation,

refugees’
self-help

groups
and

housing
corporations

are
involved.

Indicators:
•

num
ber

of
m

ethodologies
and

projects
developed

w
hich

are
aim

ed
at

prom
oting

co
n

tacts
betw

een
refu

g
ees

and
D

utch
society:

the
ex

ten
t

to
w

hich
th

ese
co

n
tacts

are
in

creased
and

im
proved,

how
far

the
durability

of
th

ese
co

n
tacts

is
increased:

•
num

ber
of

m
eetings

at
local/district

level
betw

een
indigenous

people
and

refu
g

ees
an

d
/o

r
their

(self-help)
organisations:

M
easu

re
Ic:

S
tim

ulating
em

p
o
w

erm
en

t
an

d
prom

oting
em

ancipation
•

m
easu

res
to

im
prove

the
connection

betw
een

the
n
eed

s
of

(higher
skilled)

refu
g

ees
in

the
fields

of
w

ork,
education,

accom
m

odation,
care,

and
art

and
culture,

on
the

one
hand,

and
w

hat
is

offered
by

m
ain

stream
bodies

and
institutions

in
th

ese
fields,

on
the

other
hand:

•
m

easu
res

to
prevent

p
h

en
o

m
en

a
such

as
honour-related

violence,
polarisation

and
radicalisation.

S
pecific

targets:
•

m
ore

w
om

en
and

young
people

to
form

part
of

the
m

an
ag

em
en

t
of

self-help
groups,

•
g

reater
participation

by
refu

g
ees

in
b
o
ard

s
and

o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

in
civil

and
cultural

society,
•

in
crease

in
the

w
illingness

of
refu

g
ees

to
report

dom
estic,

honour-related
and

sexual
violence,

•
m

ore
refu

g
ees

to
know

how
to

find
their

w
ay

to
ag

en
cies

providing
care

and
assistan

ce,
•

in
crease

in
participation

in
education

and
labour

m
arket

am
ong

(higher
skilled

and
older)

refu
g
ees,

•
im

proved
know

ledge
and

ex
p
ertise

on
the

part
of

professionals
in

m
ain

stream
bodies

for
dealing

w
ith

trau
m

a
and/or

p
sy

ch
o
so

m
atic

d
iso

rd
ers

in
refu

g
ees,

and,
as

a
result,

im
provem

ent
in

the
accessibility

of
th

ese
institutions

for
refu

g
ee

groups,
•

em
ancipation

of
refugee

m
en

and
boys,

•
m

ake
hom

osexuality
a

su
b
ject

for
discussion

in
refu

g
ee

circles.

Indicators:
•

num
ber

of
m

ethodologies
developed,

targ
eted

at
m

an
ag

em
en

t
training

am
ong

refugee
w

om
en

and
young

people,
•

num
ber

of
m

ethodologies
and

pilot
projects

developed
w

ith
the

aim
of

achieving
participation

by
refu

g
ees

in
the

b
o
ard

s
of

organisations,
•

num
ber

of
m

ethodologies
and

pilot
projects

developed,
aim

ed
at

strengthening
the

resilience
and

personal
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
potential

victim
s

of
dom

estic,
honour-related

and
sexual

violence,
•

num
ber

of
p
ro

g
ram

m
es

and
pilot

projects
developed

to
provide

b
etter

g
u
id

an
ce

particularly
for

w
om

en
and

young
people

am
ong

refu
g
ees

to
access

bodies
dealing

w
ith

care
and

assistan
ce

issu
es,
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•
num

ber
of

p
ro

g
ram

m
es

aim
ed

at
further

developing
talen

ts
of

(higher
skilled

and
older)

refu
g
ees

and
at

directing
them

tow
ards

educational
and

w
ork

program
m

es,
•

num
ber

of
p
ro

g
ram

m
es

and
pilot

projects
developed,

aim
ed

at
prom

oting
ex

p
ertise

am
ong

professional
bodies

providing
care

and
assistan

ce,

•
num

ber
of

m
ethodologies

and
pilot

projects
developed,

aim
ed

at
em

ancipation
of

refu
g
ee

m
en

and
boys,

•
num

ber
of

m
ethodologies

and
pilot

projects
developed,

aim
ed

at
m

aking
hom

osexuality
a

su
b
ject

for
discussion

in
refu

g
ee

circles.

E
x
p
ected

targ
et

group
of

action
3:

a)
third-country

nationals
or

stateless
p
erso

n
s

w
ho

have
the

statu
s

defined
in

the
G

en
ev

a
C

onvention
and

w
ho

have
been

granted
perm

ission
to

rem
ain

in
o
n
e

of
the

M
em

ber
S

tates
as

a
refugee

(in
the

N
etherlands

people
w

ho
have

refu
g
ee

statu
s

under
A

rticle
29(1)(a)

of
the

A
liens

A
ct),

b)
third-country

nationals
or

stateless
p
erso

n
s

w
ho

enjoy
a

form
of

subsidiary
protection

as
referred

to
in

D
irective

2004/83/E
C

(in
the

N
etherlands

this
co

rresp
o
n
d
s

to
people

w
ho

have
refu

g
ee

statu
s

under
A

rticle
29(1)(b)

of
the

A
liens

A
ct).

E
x
p
ected

g
ran

t
recipients

o
f

action
3:

It
is

ex
p
ected

that
(non-)public

institutions
w

ill
subm

it
project

applications.

2.2
A

ctions
to

im
plem

ent
priority

2:
D

evelopm
ent

of
referen

ce
tools

and
evaluation

m
ethodologies

to
a
sse

ss
and

im
prove

the
guality

of
p
ro

ced
u
res

for
the

exam
ination

of
claim

s
for

international
protection

and
to

underpin
adm

inistrative
stru

ctu
res

in
an

effort
to

respond
to

the
ch

allen
g
es

brought
forw

ard
by

en
h

an
ced

practical
cooperation

w
ith

other
M

em
ber

S
tates’

A
ction

4:
D

evelopm
ent

of
referen

ce
tools

and
evaluation

m
ethodoloqies

and
underpinning

of
adm

inistrative
stru

ctu
res

T
he

follow
ing

o
b
serv

atio
n
s

m
ay

be
m

ad
e

regarding
the

inform
ation

included
in

the
S

O
L

ID
/201

1/28
docum

ent:
up

to
now

the
N

etherlands
h

as
had

difficulty
finding

suitable
projects

w
hich

fit
w

ell
into

this
action

and
for

w
hich

the
co

st
item

s
can

be
financed

from
the

E
R

F
.

H
ow

ever,
m

ost
projects

inciude
an

elem
en

t
of

inform
ation-sharing

w
ith

other
E

uropean
M

em
ber

S
tates,

and
this

inform
ation-sharing

sh
o
w

s
positive

results.
In

this
annual

program
m

e
a

selection
h
as

been
m

ad
e

for
a

project
under

this
action.

1fsu
ccessfu

l,
this

project
can

have
a

follow
-up

under
the

C
om

m
unity

actio
n
sp

art
of

the
E

R
F

.

A
su

m
o

f
E

U
R

€
9
5
.7

2
9
,5

9
w

ill
b
e

m
ad

e
av

ailab
le

d
u

rin
g

th
e

o
p

en
cail

fo
r
p

ro
ject

ap
p
licatio

n
s

fo
r

th
is

A
ctio

n
.

T
he

ap
p

licatio
n
s

su
b
m

ifted
m

u
st

a
d
d
re

ss
o
n
e

o
f

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
m

easu
res.

•
m

easu
res

aim
ed

atjo
in

t
gathering

of
inform

ation
and

sharing
of

inform
ation

w
ith

o
th

er
M

em
ber

S
tates,

e.g.
regarding

countries
of

origin,
•

m
easu

res
to

facilitate
(m

ore
intensive)

practical
cooperation

w
ith

o
th

er
M

em
ber

S
tates.

In
addition,

the
follow

ing
m

easu
res

m
ay

contribute
to

action
4:

•
m

easu
res

aim
ed

at
the

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
tools

to
im

prove
the

quality
of

p
ro

ced
u

res
for

the
exam

ination
of

asylum
applications,

•
m

easu
res

w
hich

focus
on

exam
ining

the
quality

of
the

asylum
sy

stem
s

in
M

em
ber

S
tates

of
the

E
uropean

U
nion.

Indicators:
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•
num

ber
of

m
easu

res
aim

ed
at

joint
inform

ation
gathering

and
sharing

of
inform

ation,
e.g.

regarding
countries

of
origin,

and
the

extent
of

the
in

crease
in

international
inform

ation
gathering

regarding
countries

of
origin;

•
num

ber
of

m
easu

res
ad

o
p
ted

w
hich

are
aim

ed
at

the
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
tools

to
im

prove
the

quality
of

the
asylum

p
ro

ced
u
re

and
the

extent
to

w
hich

th
ese

tools
are

effective;
•

num
ber

of
m

easu
res

aim
ed

at
facilitating

practical
cooperation

w
ith

other
M

em
ber

S
tates,

and
the

extent
of

the
in

crease
in

international
practical

cooperation;
•

num
ber

of
exam

inations
carried

out
regarding

the
quality

of
the

asylum
sy

stem
s

in
E

U
M

em
ber

S
tates

and
the

num
ber

of
b

est
practices’

form
ulated.

P
rojects

w
hich

ad
d
ress

the
follow

ing
specific

priority
m

ay
be

eligible
for

a
m

axim
um

contribution
of

75%
from

the
E

R
F

(A
ction

4b):
•

o
n
e

m
easu

re
to

in
crease

the
capacity

of
national

asylum
serv

ices
to

co
o
p
erate

w
ith

the
asylum

serv
ices

of
o
th

er
M

em
ber

S
tates,

particularly
w

ith
regard

to
the

collection,
an

aly
sis

and
assessm

en
t

of
inform

ation
regarding

countries
or

regions
of

origin
w

ith
a

view
to

exchanging
such

inform
ation

w
ith

o
th

er
M

em
ber

S
tates.

E
x
p
ected

targ
et

group
of

action
4:

T
he

m
easu

res
w

ithin
action

4
ad

d
ress

A
rticle

6(c)
of

the
C

ouncil
D

ecision
establishing

the
E

R
F

III:
A

ny
third-country

national
or

stateless
person

w
ho

h
as

applied
for

o
n
e

of
the

form
s

of
protection

d
escrib

ed
in

points
(a)

and
(b)’.

E
x
p
ected

g
ran

t
recipients

of
action

4:
It

is
ex

p
ected

that
(non-)public

institutions
w

ill
subm

it
project

applications.

P
roiects

under
action

4
w

hich
have

been
selected

in
acco

rd
an

ce
w

ith
the

‘R
esponsible

A
uthority

as
executing

body’
m

ethod:
In

this
annual

program
m

e,
o
n
e

project
under

action
4

h
as

been
selected

according
to

the
‘R

esponsible
A

uthority
as

executing
body’

m
ethod.

T
itle

S
afeg

u
ard

in
g

th
e

integrity
an

d
accep

tan
ce

of
in

tern
atio

n
al

p
ro

tectio
n

T
o

link
this

project
w

ith
C

O
l

w
ould,

at
this

stag
e,

be
too

soon.
A

s
stated

in
the

background
inform

ation
this

project
aim

s
at

“exploring
the

possible
m

eth
o
d
s

and
instrum

ents
-

sharing
the

results
w

ith
other

M
em

ber
S

tates
-

w
hich

can
be

further
identified

and
d
ev

elo
p
ed

by
a

C
om

m
unity

action”
(at

a
later

stag
e).

O
rg

an
isatio

n
IN

D
B

ack
g
ro

u
n
d

B
ased

on
article

1F
of

the
G

en
ev

a
C

onvention
(G

C
),

p
erso

n
s

facing
a

sev
ere

supposition
that

they
have

com
m

itted
international

crim
es

such
as

w
ar

crim
es

or
crim

es
ag

ain
st

hum
anity,

are
excluded

from
the

protection
the

G
C

offers.

A
rticle

1F
G

C
is

included
in

article
12

of
D

irective
2004/83/E

G
.

A
rticle

17
of

this
D

irective
states

that
p
erso

n
s

to
w

hom
article

1F
applies,

are
also

excluded
from

subsidiary
protection.

It
is

know
n

that
recently

sev
ere

violations
of

hum
an

rights
have

occurred
in

the
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regim
e

transition
p
h
ase

in
T

unisia,
L

ibya
and

E
gypt,

according
to

A
m

nesty
International

and
H

um
an

R
ights

W
atch.

T
h

ese
violations

tak
e

place
in

S
yria

as
w

ell.

U
nder

the
form

er
regim

es,
it

w
as

not
or

hardly
possible

to
obtain

inform
ation

in
a

sy
stem

atic
w

ay.
T

he
new

situation
h
as

im
proved

the
possibilities

to
investigate

and/or
obtain

relevant
inform

ation
on

the
p
h
ase

of
regim

e
transition,

w
hich

b
reach

es
of

hum
an

rights
took

place,
and

w
ho

w
as

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

th
ese

b
reach

es.
T

he
project

w
ill

focus
on

obtaining
inform

ation
on

L
ibya.

D
ue

to
the

ch
an

g
e

in
regim

e,
th

ere
is

a
possibility

that
p
erp

etrato
rs

of
violations

flee
to

E
uropean

M
em

ber
S

tates
to

avoid
prosecution

in
their

country
of

origin.
T

herefore
is

it
possible

that
victim

s
w

ho
fled

their
country

of
origin

to
seek

asylum
in

E
urope

are
confronted

w
ith

their
form

er
attack

ers.

It
is

im
portant

to
safeg

u
ard

the
integrity

and
accep

tan
ce

of
the

sy
stem

of
international/E

uropean
protection

and
m

aintain
the

public
order

by
identifying

p
erso

n
s

w
ho

com
m

itted
international

crim
es.

T
herefore

the
proposed

research
is

im
perative.

T
he

project
is

im
plem

ented
nationally

at
first

—
and

not
under

the
E

R
F

com
m

unity
cali

-
to

m
ake

it
possible

to
start

the
investigations

from
Jan

u
ary

2013
on.

W
ith

reg
ard

s
to

the
risk

m
entioned

ab
o
v
e

the
set-u

p
and

handing
in

of
a

thorough
proposal

for
a

com
m

unity
action

w
ould

tak
e

too
long

(w
ith

the
E

R
F

C
om

m
unity

C
alI

for
P

ro
p
o
sals

too
be

published
Q

4
2012)

bearing
the

effects
on

the
targ

et
groups

—
victim

s
as

w
ell

as
offenders

—
in

m
m

d.

T
he

project
starts

exploring
the

possible
m

eth
o
d
s

and
instrum

ents
—

sharing
the

results
w

ith
other

M
em

ber
S

tates
-

w
hich

can
be

further
identified

and
d
ev

elo
p
ed

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_

by
a

com
m

unity
action.

G
oal

P
u
rp

o
se

of
the

project
is

to
g

ath
er

inform
ation

on
international

crim
es

and
b

reach
es

of
hum

an
rights

in
countries

w
here

recently
the

regim
e

w
as

subject
to

alterations
in

a
violent

w
ay,

and
to

categ
o

rise
this

inform
ation

and
m

ake
It

accessib
le

and
applicable

for
case-w

o
rk

ers.
In

this
w

ay,
victim

s
of

th
ese

b
reach

es
can

be
protected

and
p
erp

etrato
rs

can
be

excluded
from

international
protection.

T
he

project
w

ill
focus

on
finding

m
eth

o
d
s

and
instrum

ents
to

im
prove

p
ro

ced
u

res
and

to
stim

ulate
cooperation

betw
een

M
em

ber
S

tates
by

dissem
inating

and
sharing

the
results

w
ith

co
u
n
terp

arts
in

the
M

em
ber

S
tates

(priority
2).
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S
u
b

g
o

als
S

ub
goals

are:
-

getting
insights

in
actual

ev
en

ts
w

hich
have

occurred
and

m
iscellan

eo
u
s

circu
m

stan
ces,

w
hich

are
relevant

for
the

assessm
en

t
of

asylum
applications

of
p
erso

n
s

from
the

m
entioned

countries.
-

exclude
p

erso
n

s
from

international
protection

under
the

G
C

/D
irective

2004/83/E
G

b
ased

on
serio

u
s

reaso
n
s

for
considering

they
com

m
itted

international
crim

es/b
reach

es
of

hum
an

rights.

T
arg

et
g

ro
u

p
A

sylum
seek

ers,
p
erp

etrato
rs

as
w

ell
as

victim
s

of
hum

an
rights

violations
&

asylum
case

w
orkers

A
ctiv

ities
-

G
et

in
co

n
tact

w
ith

and
m

aintain
com

m
unication

w
ith

hum
an

rights
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

like
A

l,
H

R
W

,
as

w
ell

as
local

actors;
-

A
scertain

background
inform

ation
from

reports
issu

ed
by

hum
an

rights
organisations;

-
Follow

case
law

/trials
ag

ain
st

m
em

b
ers

and
rep

resen
tativ

es
of

the
form

er
regim

e:
-

A
nalyse

inform
ation

obtained
from

relevant
case

law
/trials:

-
G

ath
er

and
an

aly
se

other
public

inform
ation

on
actual

ev
en

ts
during

the
reign

of
the

form
er

regim
e

and
the

p
h

ase
of

regim
e

transition,
in

particular
w

ith
reg

ard
s

to
international

crim
es

and
hum

an
rights

b
reach

es:
-

M
ake

the
g
ath

ered
inform

ation
accessib

le/u
sab

le
for

asylum
case

w
orkers,

also
in

other
M

em
ber

S
tates

(sharing
results)

R
esu

its
-

A
d
atab

ase
containing

the
facts

and
ev

en
ts

w
hich

are
relevant

for
the

d
ecisio

n
m

aking
p

ro
cess

in
asylum

cases.
-

reports
w

ith
an

sw
ers

on
q
u
estio

n
s

like
.

W
here

did
th

e
international

crim
es

and
hum

an
rights

b
reach

es
co

n
sist

of
in

L
ibya?

.
W

here
did

th
ese

b
reach

es
tak

e
place?

.
W

hen?
.

W
ho

com
m

itted
b

reach
es

of
hum

an
rights?

.
W

hich
organisation,

w
hich

governm
ental

body
w

as
resp

o
n
sib

le?
-

A
d
atab

ase
containing

the
n

am
es

of
p

erso
n

s
w

ho
should

be
co

n
sid

ered
to

be
excluded

from
international

protection,
b
ased

on
sev

ere
su

p
p
o
sitio

n
s

that
they

com
m

itted
international

crim
es/b

reach
es

of
hum

an
rights.

-
Inform

ation
on

m
eth

o
d
s/in

stru
m

en
ts

u
sed

(b
est

practice)
and

key
inform

ation
g
ath

ered
is

sh
ared

w
ith

o
th

er
M

em
ber

S
tates

T
im

e
fram

e
1

Jan
u
ary

2013
—

30
Ju

n
e

2015
(30

m
onths)

B
u
d
g
et

E
stim

ation
b

ased
on

4
ex

p
erts

(2
ex

p
erts

on
the

subject,
1

arab
ist

and
1

IC
T
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expert)
-

L
ibya:

4
fte

12
m

onths
x

2,5
y
ears

=
4

x
€

57.894,24
per

y
ear

x
2,5

=

€578.492,40
B

ijd
rag

e
E

V
F

50%
=

m
axim

aal€
2
8
9
.4

7
1
,2

0

2.3
A

ctions
to

im
plem

ent
priority

3:
‘A

ctions
helping

to
en

h
an

ce
responsibility

sharing
betw

een
M

em
ber

S
tates

and
third

countries’

A
ction

5:
lm

provem
ent

of
the

resettlem
en

t
program

m
e

T
he

follow
ing

o
b
serv

atio
n
s

m
ay

be
m

ad
e

regarding
the

inform
ation

inciuded
in

the
S

O
L

ID
/2011/28

docum
ent:

national
policy

h
as

been
ch

an
g
ed

so
that

resettied
refu

g
ees

are
not

received
first

at
a

central
location

in
A

m
ersfoort

in
the

N
etherlands.

In
the

new
policy

the
resettled

refu
g
ees

are
located

directly
in

the
m

unicipalities
so

that
im

m
ediately

after
arrival

they
can

start
to

b
eco

m
e

estab
lish

ed
and

integrate
in

the
m

unicipalities
w

here
they

have
settled.

F
or

this

reason,
action

th
ree

‘Integration
of

refugees’
is

also
o
p
en

ed
up.

A
sum

of
E

U
R

€379.150,36
w

illbe
m

ade
available

during
the

open
cali

for p
ro

ject
applications

for
this

A
ction.

T
he

app!ications
subm

itted
m

ust
ad

d
ress

o
n
e

o
f

the
fo

llo
w

in
g

m
easu

res.

A
s

part
of

this
annual

program
m

e
the

follow
ing

m
easu

re
w

ill
be

given
the

highest
priority

w
ithin

this
action:

•
m

easu
res

for
social

integration
and

social
participation

by
resettied

refu
g
ees,

in
particular

th
o
se

focused
on

lan
g
u
ag

e
acquisition,

g
u
id

an
ce

and
referral

for
educational,

labour
m

arket
and

care
and

assistan
ce

program
m

es,
m

eetings
w

ith
D

utch
people

and
netw

orking.

In
addition,

the
follow

ing
m

easu
res

in
particular

m
ay

contribute
to

this
action:

•
projects

aim
ed

at
im

proving
or

enhancing
the

inform
ation

given
to

resettied
refu

g
ees,

both
in

the
N

etherlands
and

in
the

refu
g
ee

cam
p

s,

•
projects

aim
ed

at
providing

assistan
ce

for
trau

m
atised

resettied
refu

g
ees

and
at

developing
p
ro

g
ram

m
es

to
prom

ote
know

-how
am

ong
professionals

at
m

ainstream
aid

and
health

facilities.

T
he

follow
ing

m
easu

res
are

co
n
sid

ered
on

an
ongoing

basis
and

m
ay

contribute
to

action
5:

•
(innovative)

projects
to

im
prove

the
reception

conditions
for

resettled
refu

g
ees,

•
(innovative)

projects
to

im
prove

the
resettiem

en
t

program
m

e
and

its
im

plem
entation,

in
line

w
ith

the
policy

fram
ew

ork
and

the
policy

as
it

is
pursued.

Indicators:
•

num
ber

of
innovative

projects
for

im
proving

the
resettlem

en
t

program
m

e,
•

num
ber

of
resettled

refu
g
ees

w
ho

tak
e

part
in

p
ro

g
ram

m
es

in
w

hich
they

are
p
rep

ared
for

their
arrival

in
the

N
etherlands

or
w

ho
obtain

the
inform

ation
for

th
em

selv
es,

the
ex

ten
t

to
w

hich
resettled

refu
g
ees

are
p
rep

ared
for

their
arrival

in
the

N
etherlands,

•
num

ber
of

resettled
refu

g
ees

w
ho

tak
e

part
in

projects
aim

ed
at

providing
assistan

ce
for

trau
m

atised
refu

g
ees

and
the

extent
to

w
hich

their
w

ell-being
in

creases
and

also
the

num
ber

of
p
ro

g
ram

m
es

to
prom

ote
know

-how
am

ong
p
ro

fessio
n
als

at
m

ainstream
aid

and
health

facilities
and

the
extent

to
w

hich
professionals’

know
-how

is
im

proved,
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•
num

ber
of

resettied
refu

g
ees

w
ho

tak
e

part
in

p
ro

g
ram

m
es

to
im

prove
reception

conditions,
the

ex
ten

t
to

w
hich

reception
conditions

are
m

ore
in

keeping

w
ith

the
n

eed
s

of
the

resettled
refu

g
ees,

•
num

ber
of

resettied
refu

g
ees

w
ho

tak
e

part
in

projects
for

social
integration

and
participation

in
society,

and
the

extent
to

w
hich

social
integration

and
participation

im
prove,

•
num

ber
of

m
eetings

organised,
aim

ed
at

im
proved

cooperation
w

ithin
E

urope
and

the
sharing

and
tran

sfer
of

know
ledge,

ex
p
erien

ce
and

b
est

practices,

num
ber

of
countries

w
ith

w
hich

an
asso

ciatio
n

is
started,

th
e

extent
to

w
hich

existing
cooperation

is
en

h
an

ced
.

A
ctivities

w
hich

are
not

carried
out

by
the

serv
ices

w
hich

are
officially

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

them
should

be
carried

out
in

cooperation
w

ith
or

follow
ing

coordination

w
ith

th
o

se
services.

T
arget

group
o
f

action
5

T
he

m
easu

res
w

ithin
action

5
ad

d
ress

A
rticle

6(e)
of

the
C

ouncil
D

ecision
establishing

the
E

R
F

III:
A

ny
third-country

national
or

stateless
p
erso

n
w

ho
is

being

or
h
as

been
resettied

in
a

M
em

ber
S

tate’.

E
x
p
ected

g
ran

t
recipients

o
f

action
5:

Itis
ex

p
ected

that
(non-)public

institutions
w

ill
subm

it
project

applications.

2.4
V

isibility
of

E
U

funding
for

actions
1

to
5

A
ll

com
m

unications
from

or
about

the
program

m
e,

both
by

the
resp

o
n
sib

le
authority

and
also

by
project

organisations,
include

a
referen

ce
in

w
ords

and
by

m
ean

s
of

the
E

U
logo

to
the

co-financing
from

the
E

R
F

.
In

addition,
th

e
E

R
F

slogan
(R

o
o

m
for

innovative
projects’)

w
ill

be
indicated.

T
he

project
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

w
ill

inform
the

participants
in

projects
of

the
co-funding

of
the

project
by

the
E

R
F

.
T

he
obligations

of
the

project
o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

regarding
com

m
unication

ab
o
u
t

the
fund

w
ill

be
included

in
the

grant
decision,

either
directly

or
by

m
ean

s
of

a
referen

ce
to

the
conditions

in
the

Im
plem

enting
F

ram
ew

ork.
In

addition,
the

program
m

e
secretariat

w
ill

co
m

m
u
n
icate

actively
w

ith
project

p
ro

p
o
sers

regarding
this

obligation
in

resp
o

n
se

to
inform

ation
in

p
ro

g
ress

reports
and

final
reports.

C
om

pliance
w

ill
be

exam
ined

during
visits

by
the

program
m

e
secretariat

to
project

supervisors.

2.5
C

om
plem

entarity
w

ith
sim

ilar
actions

financed
by

other
E

U
tools

for
actions

1
to

5

T
he

actions
conform

to
and

are
com

plem
entary

to
relevant

policy,
law

s
and

regulations
at

national
and

E
U

level.
T

he
R

esp
o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
and

the
strategic

p
artn

ers
g

u
aran

tee
such

conform
ity

and
com

plem
entarity

on
a

p
erm

an
en

t
b
asis

and
to

g
eth

er
have

the
n
ecessary

know
-how

to
fulfil

this
function.

T
he

targ
et

group
of

this
F

und
is

d
escrib

ed
in

p
recise

term
s

in
the

E
R

F
III

m
ulti-annual

program
m

e
and

is
ring-fenced

from
the

targ
et

groups
of

the
E

uropean
F

und
for

the
integration

of
third-country

nationals
(E

lF
).

T
he

resp
o
n
sib

le
authorities

of
the

E
R

F
and

other
d
ep

artm
en

ts
co

n
cern

ed
w

ith
other

E
U

funds
of

national,
m

unicipal
and

regional
significance

are
m

em
b
ers

of
the

S
teering

G
roup

w
h
o
se

job
is

also
to

en
su

re
sep

aratio
n

and
com

plem
entarity

betw
een

the
E

R
F

and
other

E
U

funds.
T

he
R

esp
o
n
sib

le
A

uthority
is

also
prim

arily
resp

o
n
sib

le
for

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
execution

of
the

policy
on

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
res,

reception
and

resettlem
en

t
in

the

N
etherlands

and
g
u
aran

tees
that

this
strateg

y
is

exam
ined

for
com

patibility
w

ith
this.

S
tructural

d
iscu

ssio
n

s
and

consultation
w

ith
strateg

ic
p
artn

ers
in

the
field

provide
further

assu
ran

ce
of

com
pliance

w
ith

policy
and

regulations
in

the
co

u
rse

of
im

plem
entation.
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T
he

available
funds

w
ill

be
used

particularly
for

innovative
and/or

su
p
p
iem

en
tary

activities
by

the
co

m
p

eten
t

authorities
and

o
rg

an
isatio

n
s

in
the

field.
In

all

cases,
the

activities
for

w
hich

the
E

R
F

funds
are

u
sed

m
ust

fit
into

the
M

ulti-annual
P

ro
g
ram

m
e

and
the

A
nnual

P
rogram

m
e.

F
urther

particulars
relating

to
com

plem
entarity

are
set

out
below

for
each

action,
w

h
ere

applicable.

A
ction

1
Im

provem
ent

of
the

asylum
procedure

•
T

he
projects

should
be

in
line

w
ith

the
planned

ch
an

g
es

in
the

asylum
p
ro

ced
u
re

under
the

coalition
ag

reem
en

t.
•

A
ctivities

w
hich

are
not

carried
out

by
the

serv
ices

w
hich

are
officially

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

them
should

be
carried

out
in

cooperation
w

ith
or

follow
ing

coordination
w

ith
th

o
se

services.
•

A
ctivities

and
m

easu
res

m
ust

have
ad

d
ed

value
for

the
asylum

procedure.
In

particular,
m

easu
res

to
prom

ote
a

rapid
and

careful
asylum

procedure,
progressive

harm
onisation

w
ith

regard
to

asylum
and

practical
cooperation

w
ith

other
M

em
ber

S
tates

are
in

keeping
w

ith
the

E
R

F
.

•
L

iaison
w

ith
E

A
S

O
w

ill
be

en
su

red

A
ction

2:
Im

provem
ent

of
the

reception
for

asy
lu

m
-seek

ers

•
A

ctivities
w

hich
are

not
carried

out
by

the
serv

ices
w

hich
are

officially
resp

o
n
sib

le
for

them
should

be
carried

out
in

cooperation
w

ith
or

follow
ing

coordination
w

ith
th

o
se

services.

A
ction

3:
Im

provem
ent

of
the

integration
of

refu
g
ees

•
P

roject
p
ro

p
o
sals

should
be

in
keeping

in
w

ith
the

integration
policy

being
pursued.

P
rojects

w
hich

receive
a

grant
from

the
E

R
F

m
ay

apply
for

the
rem

aining
funding

from
,

for
exam

ple,
the

existing
grant

sch
em

es
R

oom
for

C
ontact

and
S

ch
em

e
to

stim
ulate

initiatives
by

third
parties

regarding
the

integration
of

ethnic
groups.

T
he

co
sts

su
b
sid

ised
by

the
C

ivic
Integration

D
epartm

ent
can

n
o
t

be
p
resen

ted
to

the
E

R
F

for
grants.

A
ction

4:
•

L
iaison

w
ith

E
A

S
O

w
ill

be
en

su
red

.

A
ction

5:
lm

provem
ent

of
the

resettlem
en

t
program

m
e

•
A

ctivities
w

hich
are

not
carried

O
ut

by
the

serv
ices

w
hich

are
officially

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

them
should

be
carried

out
in

cooperation
w

ith
or

follow
ing

coordination
w

ith
th

o
se

services.
T

his
d

o
es

not
include

integration
activities

w
hich

are
u
n
d
ertak

en
after

relocation
into

the
m

unicipalities
from

the
A

m
ersfoort

asy
lu

m
-seek

ers
centre.

2.6
F

inancial
inform

ation
S

ee
section

6
D

raft
E

inancing
Plan’.

3.
T

E
C

H
N

IC
A

L
A

S
S

IS
T

A
N

C
E
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3.1
P

u
rp

o
se

of
the

technical
assistan

ce
In

the
N

etherlands,
the

four
m

igration
funds

are
m

an
ag

ed
by

the
E

uropean
F

unds
P

ro
g
ram

m
e

S
ecretariat

(P
E

F
),

w
hich

acts
as

d
eleg

ated
authority.

T
he

technical
assistan

ce
for

the
four

funds
is

com
bined.

It
is

resp
o
n
sib

le
for

all
expenditure

relating
to

the
m

an
ag

em
en

t
of

the
funds,

such
as

the
salaries

of
P

E
F

staff,
external

evaluations,
external

audits,
co

sts
for

publicity
and

dissem
ination,

travel
co

sts
co

n
n
ected

w
ith

project
visits,

participation
in

the
SO

L
ID

C
om

m
ittee

and
the

E
R

F
C

om
m

ittee
and

inform
al

consultations
on

fund
m

an
ag

em
en

t
betw

een
the

N
etherlands

and
other

M
em

ber
S

tates,
etc.

W
here

such

co
sts

relate
unam

biguously
to

one
fund,

they
are

allocated
to

the
technical

assistan
ce

available
for

that
fund.

C
o
sts

w
hich

do
not

relate
unam

biguously
to

o
n
e

fund
are

allocated
to

the
technical

assistan
ce

for
all

funds
on

the
b
asis

of
an

apportionm
ent

scale.
T

his
scale

is
b
ased

on
the

available
funds

for
the

y
ear

in

question
and

the
fund

in
question.

A
m

ulti-annual
fo

recast
h
as

been
draw

n
up

for
expenditure

on
technical

assistan
ce,

as
the

reduction
in

the
p
ercen

tag
e

of
technical

assistan
ce

as
of

2010
h
as

also
b
een

taken
into

account.
A

t
the

sam
e

tim
e,

this
m

ulti-annual
fo

recast
also

allow
s

for
an

expansion
of

the
P

E
F

b
ecau

se
of

the
anticipated

in
crease

in
the

w
ork

and
incorporates

a
contingency

reserv
e

and
the

possibility
of

declining
available

funds
as

a
result

of
the

distribution
of

reso
u
rces

acro
ss

the
M

em
ber

S
tates.

3.2
V

isibility
of

E
U

funding

T
he

w
ebsite

of
the

four
m

igration
funds

includes
a

referen
ce

to
the

E
U

funding
and

also
sh

o
w

s
the

E
uropean

flag.
T

he
E

uropean
flag

is
also

show
n

on
the

form
s

and
other

products.
T

he
E

U
funding

is
reported

in
inform

ation
m

aterial,
and

the
E

uropean
flag

is
show

n
on

prom
otional

m
aterial.

T
he

E
U

ch
aracter

of

the
funds

is
also

ad
d
ressed

at
the

annual
inform

ation
m

eeting.

4.
O

T
H

E
R

A
C

T
IO

N
S

4.1
R

esettlem
en

t

F
or

2013
the

N
etherlands

w
ill

claim
a

fixed
am

ount’
of€

1.248.000,00
(€4.000,00

x
312)

in
connection

w
ith

resettlem
en

t
of

312
people

from
the

d
esig

n
ated

vulnerable
groups:

W
om

en
and

children
at

risk:
30

U
naccom

panied
m

inors:
2

S
urvivors

of
violence

and
torture:

20
P

eo
p
le

w
ith

m
edical

n
eed

s
w

ho
can

only
be

treated
by

m
ean

s
of

resettiem
ent:

30
P

erso
n

s
in

n
eed

of
em

erg
en

cy
resettlem

en
t

or
urgent

resettlem
en

t
for

legal
or

physical
protection

n
eed

s:
20

A
dditionally,

refu
g
ees

w
ill

be
resettied

from
countries

categ
o
rized

as
specific

com
m

on
E

U
resettlem

en
t

priority
for

2013.
T

h
ese

countries
are:

C
o
n
g
o
lese

refu
g
ees

in
the

G
reat

L
akes

R
egion

(B
urundi,

M
alaw

i,
R

w
anda

or
Z

am
bia):

70
p
erso

n
s

R
efu

g
ees

from
lraq

in
T

urkey,
S

yria,
L

ebanon
and

Jordan:
70

p
erso

n
s

E
ritrean

refu
g
ees

in
E

astern
S

udan:
70

p
erso

n
s
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For
the

tim
e

being,
the

N
etherlands

has
planned

resettlem
ent

m
issions

to
the

follow
ing

countries
in

2013:
K

enya,
Jordan/L

ebanon/S
yria

(for
refugees

from
Iraq)

U
ganda/R

w
anda

(for
refugees

from
the

D
em

ocratic
R

epublic
of

C
ongo),

E
astern

S
udan

(for
refugees

from
E

ritrea)
and

T
hailand

of
U

rban
refugees.

A
dditionally,

the
N

etherlands
w

ill
also

accept
individual

refugees.

R
efugees

are
selected

on
the

recom
m

endation
of

the
U

N
H

C
R

during
the

m
issions.

A
bout

one
fifth

are
adm

itted
on

the
basis

of
dossier

selection,
w

ith
inform

ation
supplied

by
the

U
N

H
C

R
.

T
he

m
ain

conditions
for

inviting
a

refugee
are

that
they

are
recognised

as
a

refugee
by

the
U

N
H

C
R

and
can

be
adm

itted
under

the
D

utch
A

liens
A

ct
2000.

T
he

assessm
en

t
is

m
ade

by
the

Im
m

igration
and

N
aturalisation

S
ervice.

T
he

invited
refugees

are
aw

arded
refugee

status
as

laid
dow

n
in

A
rticle

2(d)
of

D
irective

2004/83/E
C

or
a

status
w

hich
gives

them
the

sam
e

rights
and

duties
as

under
national

and
C

om
m

unity
law

.
For

refugees
w

ho
com

e
to

the
N

etherlands
in

groups,
the

C
O

A
provides

a
three-day

orientation
program

m
e

before
the

refugees
relocate

to
the

N
etherlands

so
that

the
refugees

get
a

realistic
picture

of
the

N
etherlands.

T
he

lO
M

provides
the

orientation
course

to
those

invited
on

a
dossier

basis.
T

he
lO

M
looks

after
the

actual
transfer

to
the

N
etherlands

for
both

groups.
S

ince
January

2011
the

resettled
refugees

have
been

received
directly

into
the

m
unicipality

and
no

longer
first

at
a

central
location.

T
he

reason
for

changing
the

reception
m

odel
is

that
resettled

refugees
can

start
to

integrate
and

becom
e

established
im

m
ediately

after
arrival,

based
on

the
m

unicipality
w

here
they

are
living.

A
s

a
result

of
the

system
of

m
unicipal

responsibilities,
invited

refugees
(and

also
other

qualifying
beneficiaries)

are
alw

ays
housed

in
accom

m
odation

spread
throughout

the
N

etherlands.
T

he
D

elta
Plan

for
C

ivic
Integration

has
been

in
force

since
2007.

It
is

aim
ed

prim
arily

at
im

proving
the

quality
of

civic
integration

and
sim

plifying
regulations.

A
m

unicipality
is

obliged
to

offer
every

refugee
adm

itted
a

program
m

e
geared

to
the

individual.
In

addition,
there

are
various

projects
by

the
public

authorities
or

N
G

O
s

—
som

etim
es

specifically
for

(resettled)
refugees

—
w

hich
focus

on
im

proving
the

educational
and

labour
m

arket
position

of
m

igrants.

4.2
E

m
ergency

m
easu

res

1
.

D
E

S
C

R
IP

T
IO

N
O

F
T

H
E

S
IT

U
A

T
IO

N
O

F
P

A
R

T
IC

U
L

A
R

P
R

E
S

S
U

R
E

R
E

Q
U

IR
IN

G
E

M
E

R
G

E
N

C
Y

M
E

A
S

U
R

E
S

1
.1

.
A

n
in

d
c
a
tio

n
o
f

th
e

e
x

c
e
p

tio
n

a
l

c
h

a
ra

c
te

r
o

f
th

e
situ

a
tïo

n

C
u

rren
tly

th
e

N
eth

erlan
d
s

is
facin

g
a

h
ig

h
er

influx
of

asy
lu

m
seek

ers
after

a
p

erio
d

of
low

inftux
w

hich
led

to
th

e
clo

su
re

of
sev

eral
recep

tio
n

facilities.
T

his
co

n
tin

u
o

u
s

h
ig

h
er

rise
in

influx
w

as
n

o
t

fo
reseen

.
A

s
th

e
asy

lu
m

ap
p

lican
ts

n
eed

to
be

h
o
u
sed

am
o
n
g

o
th

er
th

in
g
s,

new
recep

tio
n

facilities
n
eed

to
be

o
p
en

ed
im

m
ed

iately
including

all
th

e
n

ecessary
req

u
irem

en
ts

an
d

m
aterials.

In
2

0
1

2
th

e
to

tal
n

u
m

b
er

of
asy

lu
m

ap
p
llcatio

n
s

w
as

9
.8

1
0
.

B
y

th
e

en
d

of
A

u
g

u
st

2
0

1
3

th
e

n
u

m
b

er
of

asy
lu

m
ap

p
licatio

n
s

h
ad

alread
y

reach
ed

1
0
.4

6
6
.

T
he

p
ro

jectio
n

is
th

a
t

th
is

n
u

m
b

er
w

ill
raise

to
1
7
.0

7
8

by
th

e
en

d
of

th
e

y
ear.

T
his

m
ean

s
th

a
t

co
m

p
ared

to
last

y
ear,

th
e

in
crease

in
asy

lu
m

ap
p
licatio

n
s

w
ill

be
m

o
re

th
an

sev
en

th
o
u
san

d
.

T
his

larg
e

n
u

m
b

er
of

asy
lu

m
ap

p
lican

ts
is

placing
an

ex
cep

tio
n
al

h
eav

y
an

d
u
rg

en
t

d
em

an
d

on
th

e
recep

tio
n
s

facilities
lead

in
g

to
th

is
req

u
est

for

E
m

erg
en

cy
fu

n
d

in
g

.
T

his
d

em
an

d
can

n
o

t
be

co
v
ered

by
th

e
E

u
ro

p
ean

R
efu

g
ee

F
und’s

an
n
u

al
p

ro
g
ram

s
2
0
1
2

an
d

2
0
1

3
b

ecau
se

th
e

an
n
u
al

fu
n
d
s

are
alread

y
fully

allo
cated

to
p
ro

jects
w

ith
in

th
e

N
eth

erlan
d

s.

1
.2

.
T

h
e

n
u

m
b

e
r

a
n
d

n
a
tu

re
o
f

a
rriv

a
ls
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A
s

can
be

seen
in

th
e

tab
le

below
,

th
e

n
u

m
b

er
of

asy
lu

m
seek

ers
h
as

b
een

h
ig

h
er

th
an

th
e

p
ro

jected
am

o
u
n

t
ev

en
th

o
u
g

h
th

is
p
ro

jected
n

u
m

b
er

had
alread

y
in

clu
d
ed

an
ex

p
ected

in
crease

in
asy

lu
m

seek
ers.

A
t

th
e

m
o

m
en

t,
in

th
e

seco
n
d

h
alf

of
2

0
1

3
th

e
rise

in
n

u
m

b
ers

is
ex

p
ected

to
be

ev
en

h
ig

h
er.

A
sielin

stro
o
m

2013

A
anbod

2
0

1
3

i
•

rn.
•
..

..
•

P
lan

n
in

g
aan

v
rn

gen
bÎJA

A
/V

A
1.367

1
1

6
7

1
.1

6
7

1.167
3.167

1
1

6
7

1.167
1.167

1
1

6
7

1
1

6
7

1.167
1

1
6

7

R
eallsaie/p

ro
g
n
o
se

aanvragen
bIjA

A
/V

A
1.628

1
2
2
6

1.202
1
2
6
6

1
1

3
9

1.269
1.439

3.299
3.653

1.653
1.653

1
6

5
3

In
th

e
seco

n
d

row
(p

lan
n

in
g

aan
v
rag

en
bij

A
A

/V
A

)
of

th
e

tab
le

ab
o

v
e,

th
e

to
tal

n
u

m
b

er
of

th
e

ex
p

ected
in

creased
n

u
m

b
er

of
asy

lu
m

seek
ers

in
2

0
1

3
w

as
1
4
.0

0
4

an
d

th
e

cu
rren

t
p
ro

jectio
n

(th
ird

row
)

including
th

e
receiv

ed
n
u

m
b
er

of
ap

p
lican

ts
is

th
a
t

th
is

n
u

m
b

er
w

ill
reach

1
7
.0

7
8
.

T
he

co
u
n
try

of
origin

of
th

e
m

ajo
rity

of
th

e
asy

lu
m

seek
ers

is
S

y
ria

an
d

E
ritrea.

1
.3

.
T

h
e

e
ffe

c
ts

o
f

th
e
s
e

a
rriv

a
ls

o
n

re
c
e
p
tio

n
c
a
p

a
c
itie

s,
th

e
a
sy

lu
m

sy
ste

m
o
r

in
fra

s
tru

c
tu

re

In
th

e
N

eth
erlan

d
s

asy
lu

m
seek

ers
w

ho
are

en
titled

to
recep

tio
n

on
th

e
b
ase

of
th

e
R

ecep
tio

n
D

irectiv
e

an
d

n
atio

n
al

law
,

are
receiv

ed
an

d
h
o
u
sed

in
cen

tralized
lo

catio
n
s.

C
D

A
(C

en
tral

A
g
en

cy
for

th
e

R
ecep

tio
n

of
A

sylum
S

eek
ers)

is
am

o
n
g

o
th

ers
resp

o
n
sib

le
for

th
e

recep
tio

n
an

d
su

p
erv

isio
n

of
asy

lu
m

seek
ers

in
th

e
N

eth
erlan

d
s.

In
th

e
recen

t
y
ears

th
e

N
eth

erlan
d
s

h
ad

b
een

receiv
in

g
a

d
ecreasin

g
n
u
m

b
er

of
asy

lu
m

seek
ers.

T
his

m
ean

t
th

a
t

a
n

u
m

b
er

of
recep

tio
n

cen
terss

h
ad

to
be

clo
sed

b
ecau

se
th

ere
w

as
to

o
m

u
ch

recep
tio

n
cap

acity
.

H
o
w

ev
er,

by
th

e
en

d
of

2
0
1
2

th
e

n
u

m
b

er
of

asy
lu

m
seek

ers
started

to
rise

ag
ain

an
d

h
as

b
een

raisin
g

in
2

0
1
3

w
ith

th
e

co
n
seq

u
en

ce
th

a
t

ad
d
itio

n
al

recep
tio

n
cen

ters
n

eed
to

be
o

p
en

ed
.

In
o

rd
er

to
o
b
tain

p
ro

p
er

h
o
u
sin

g
in

a
sh

o
rt

tim
efram

e,
th

e
C

D
A

h
ad

to
ren

t
tw

o
relativ

ely
ex

p
en

siv
e

h
o

u
sin

g
facilities

w
h
ere

th
e

b
asic

u
tilities

w
ere

alread
y

av
ailab

le.
T

h
ese

recep
tio

n
cen

ters
are

‘E
n
erg

y
V

alIey’
in

th
e

m
u
n
icip

ality
U

ith
u
izen

en
‘D

uinrell’
in

W
assen

aar.

1
.4

.
T

h
e

u
rg

e
n
t

n
e
e
d
s

T
he

u
rg

en
t

n
eed

s
are

th
a
t

a
h
ig

h
er

th
an

an
ticip

ated
n

u
m

b
er

of
asy

lu
m

seek
ers

h
as

arriv
ed

in
th

e
N

eth
erlan

d
s

an
d

th
ese

p
eo

p
le

n
eed

to
be

h
o
u
sed

an
d

th
eir

o
th

er
b
asic

n
eed

s
n
eed

to
be

catered
for.

1
.5

.
T

h
e

s
h
o
rt

te
rm

o
b

je
c
tiv

e
s

T
o

m
eet

th
e

b
asic

n
eed

s
of

th
e

asy
lu

m
seek

ers.

2
.

E
M

E
R

G
E

N
C

Y
M

E
A

S
U

R
E

S
E

N
V

IS
A

G
E

D
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2
.1

.
M

e
a
su

re
1

O
p

en
o
n
e

a
d
d
itio

n
a
l

re
c
e
p

tio
n

c
e
n

te
r

1.
P

u
rp

o
se

an
d

sco
p

e
o

f
th

e
m

e
a
su

re
2,

in
ciu

d
in

g
ta

rg
e
t

g
ro

u
p

T
o

o
p

en
o

n
e

ad
d
itio

n
al

recep
tio

n
cen

ter
in

N
o
v
em

b
er

2
0

1
3

.
T

his
ad

d
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