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Case Brief No:  УРИ 105400-3694/18.09.2024
	Strategic priority:
	Exclusion, expulsion and detention on national security grounds and public order concerns

	Case №:
	1103/2025

	Court:
	Administrative Court - Haskovo, 6 panel

	Appellant:
	Ali Isa Ibrahim

	PIN
	7003522092
	COO
	Syria

	Place
	Hasaka
	District 
	Hasaka

	Ethnicity
	Arab
	Other
	

	Respondent:
	State Agency for Refugees

	
	RRS Sofia

	Appealed act:
	3107/10.04.2025

	Facts:
	The applicant states that he first left Syria in September 2024 and stayed on the territory of Turkey for about two weeks. The foreign national motivated his application for protection with the general situation of insecurity in Syria. He stated that he was born and lived in the rp. Hasaka. When he left Syria, his hometown was under the control of the Kurds. He said that in 2016, there were battles in his hometown between the government army and the Syrian Democratic Forces. Then one of his brothers died, and the applicant was injured as a result of a rocket that fell near him. He states that there was discrimination in Syria by the Kurds, the government army and the Syrian Democratic Forces. They all thought that he supported the other side, and not those who were in power in a given area. He states that he did not refuse his military service. He claims that in 2017, while going to obtain a document that would allow him to study, he found out that he was subject to mobilization for compulsory military service. He states that he does not want to return to Syria due to the lack of peace in his country and the presence and dictates of the groups. A letter was received from the State Agency for National Security stating that the person poses a threat to national security. Therefore, his application for international protection was rejected on the grounds of Art. 75, para. 1, item 2 in conjunction with Art. 8 and Art. 75, para. 1, item 4 in conjunction with Art. 9, in conjunction with Art. 12, para. 1, item 6 and Art. 12, para. 2, item 4, item 2 of the Asylum and Refugees Act.

	Issue:
	Has the administrative body collected sufficient information regarding the current situation in Syria? Is it permissible for the State Agency for Refugees not to request information from the State Agency for National Security, why it considers the asylum seeker a threat to national security and does the State Agency for Refugees have to provide independent justification in this regard?

	Holding:
	Decision № 5903 from 16 June 2025

	Reasoning:
	The Court concurs with the reasoning set out by the administrative authority and finds it to be well-founded, as it is entirely consistent with the asylum narrative presented by the applicant. That narrative has been properly understood and compared with the actual situation in Syria, particularly in the province where the appellant resided. The case file does not support the conclusion that the applicant’s personal and social circumstances place him within a risk group whose activities would expose him to adverse consequences in light of the ongoing conflict in the country of origin and the sporadic security-related issues present there. For the reasons outlined above, the Court finds the conclusion of the administrative authority to be justified—namely, that the conditions under Article 9, paragraph 1, item 3 of the LAR are not met in the applicant’s case. This is corroborated by the information provided in the country of origin reports concerning the current situation in Syria. These reports lead to the conclusion that the situation in Syria has been brought under sufficient control to ensure an acceptable level of security for its citizens, with internal relocation and safe travel being possible. Regarding the statements made during the interview concerning potential military conscription, it must be taken into account that, in view of the current situation, there is no realistic prospect that the applicant would be called upon to perform compulsory or reserve military service, or that he would be recruited by rebel forces to participate in an armed conflict. Therefore, it cannot be assumed that, upon return to his country of origin, the applicant would, solely by virtue of being a male of a certain age, be conscripted into military service, nor that he would be treated differently in fulfilling military duties compared to other individuals who have responded to conscription. The requirement under Article 58, paragraph 10 of the LAR for obtaining a written opinion from the SANS was also fulfilled. Since the administrative authority based its refusal, inter alia, on the fact that SANS issued a written opinion opposing the granting of protection to the applicant in the Republic of Bulgaria, it was necessary—in accordance with the judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union of 22 September 2022 in Case C-159/21—to request the report referenced in SANS’s negative opinion. This report should contain the information substantiating the claim that the foreign national constitutes a threat to national security. Thereafter, taking into account the requirements of Article 75, paragraph 2 of the LAR, the administrative authority was obliged to make its own assessment as to whether the factual circumstances outlined in the report justify the denial of refugee or humanitarian status to the applicant under Article 12, paragraph 1, item 6 and Article 12, paragraph 2, item 4 of the LAR. The Court holds, however, that this procedural omission is not substantial, as in the present case it has not influenced—and could not have influenced—the content of the administrative act, which sets out other independent grounds for the refusal.
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