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Case Brief No: ПМЗ-В-1043/19.12.2024
	Strategic priority:
	Safe third countries concept

	Appellant:
	Younes Jamal Khalil Algula

	PIN
	7003590541
	COO
	stateless

	Place
	Gaza
	District 
	Palestinian occupied territory

	Ethnicity
	Arab
	Other
	

	Respondent:
	State Agency for Refugees

	
	RRC Sofia

	Appealed act:
	2004/27.02.2025

	Facts:
	The applicant claims that he left his birthplace – Gaza in 2021 due to the escalation of the armed conflict, systemic instability and a growing threat to his life and arrived in Egypt by plane. Since he was not allowed to enter the territory of this country with a visa that he had obtained in advance in Gaza, he traveled to Turkey. He stated that during his stay in Turkey he lived illegally, without access to protection and basic human rights – without an identification document (“kimlik”), without access to healthcare or education, and that he worked without a contract in extremely difficult conditions in a garment factory. His family remained in Gaza and he has not had contact with them since October 2024. He learned that his father, who was hiding in an attacked school, was killed in an Israeli bombardment in the same year. The family’s home was destroyed and currently he has neither a home nor a safe place to return to. The determining authority accepts that the life and security of the asylum seeker is at risk in Gaza and he cannot return to that territory due to the existence of an armed conflict, but accepts that Turkey is a safe third country for him and he had the opportunity to benefit from the status under the Law on Foreigners and International Protection and the Turkish Temporary Protection Regulation.

	Issue:
	Why does the administrative body consider Turkey a safe third country for the applicant, given that there is information indicating that not every person has access to registration and receives temporary protection and a residence document in Turkey? Why has no evidence been presented and analyzed to establish that Turkey would accept the applicant back to its territory, despite the conclusion that it is a safe third country for him? Why did it not consider the applicability of Article 1, letter D, of the Geneva Convention, since it is clear that the applicant cannot benefit from the protection of UNRWA.

	Court:
	Administrative Court Sofia City, 65 panel

	Case №:
	3814/2025
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