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European Asylum Support Office

The European Asylum Support Office (EASO) is an agency of the European Union that plays 
a key role in the concrete development of the Common European Asylum System (CEAS). It 
was established with the aim of enhancing practical cooperation on asylum matters and help-
ing Member States fulfil their European and international obligations to give protection to 
people in need.

Article  6 of the EASO founding regulation  (1) specifies that the agency shall establish and 
develop training available to members of courts and tribunals in the Member States. For this 
purpose, EASO shall take advantage of the expertise of academic institutions and other rele-
vant organisations, and take into account the Union’s existing cooperation in the field with full 
respect to the independence of national courts and tribunals.

The International Association of Refugee Law Judges

The International Association of Refugee Law Judges (IARLJ) is a transnational, non-profit asso-
ciation that seeks to foster recognition that protection from persecution on account of race, 
religion, nationality, political opinion or membership of a particular social group is an indi-
vidual right established under international law and that the determination of refugee status 
and its cessation should be subject to the rule of law. Since its foundation in 1997, the associ
ation has been heavily involved in the training of judges around the world dealing with asylum 
cases. The European Chapter of the IARLJ (IARLJ-Europe) is the regional representative body 
for judges within Europe. One of IARLJ-Europe’s specific objectives under its Constitution is ‘to 
enhance knowledge and skills and to exchange views and experiences of judges on all matters 
concerning the application and functioning of the Common European Asylum System (CEAS)’.

Contributors

This compilation of jurisprudence has been developed by a two-component process: an edi
torial team (ET) of judges and tribunal members with overall responsibility for the final product, 
and a drafting team of experts.

In order to ensure the integrity of the principle of judicial independence and that the EASO 
Professional Development Series for members of courts and tribunals (PDS) is developed and 
delivered under judicial guidance, an ET composed of serving judges and tribunal members 
with extensive experience and expertise in the field of asylum law was selected under the aus-
pices of a Joint Monitoring Group. The group is composed of representatives of the contracting 
parties, EASO and IARLJ-Europe. The ET reviewed drafts, gave detailed guidance to the drafting 
team, drafted amendments and was the final decision-making body as to the scope, structure, 
content and design of the work. The work of the ET was undertaken through a combination of 
face-to-face meetings in London in May 2017 and in Brussels in October 2017 as well as regular 
electronic/telephonic communication.

(1) Regulation (EU) No  439/2010 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 19 May 2010 establishing a  European Asylum Support Office (OJ L  132, 
29.5.2010, pp. 11-28).

http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2010:132:0011:0028:EN:PDF
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Editorial team of judges

The members of the ET were judges and tribunal members Hugo Storey (United Kingdom, 
Chair), Hilkka Becker (Ireland), Jakub Camrda (Czech Republic), Katelijne Declerck (Belgium), 
Michael Hoppe (Germany), Liesbeth Steendijk (Netherlands), Florence Malvasio (France) and 
Boštjan Zalar (Slovenia). The ET was supported and assisted in its task by Project Coordination 
Manager Clara Odofin.

Drafting team of experts

The drafting team consisted of lead expert Professor Jens Vedsted-Hansen (Aarhus University, 
Denmark), Dr Céline Bauloz (Global Migration Centre, Graduate Institute of International and 
Development Studies, Geneva, Switzerland), Dr Constantin Hruschka (University of Bielefeld, 
Germany), Hana Lupačová (Public Defender of Human Rights, Brno, Czech Republic), Dr Dirk 
Sander (Federal Administrative Court, Leipzig, Germany) and Dr Louise Halleskov Storgaard 
(Aarhus University, Denmark). Consultants Frances Nicholson and Claire Thomas provided 
editorial support.
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Compilation of jurisprudence

The purpose of this compilation of jurisprudence is to provide courts and tribunals in Member 
States with a helpful aid when hearing appeals or conducting reviews of decisions on appli-
cations for international protection cases. Contributors decided to include in this compilation 
jurisprudence from the CJEU and the ECtHR and national case-law from two Member States.
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