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The case involves a complaint by the applicant against the refusal of the Director of
the Territorial Unite "Migration" in Dobrich to recognise her as a stateless person
and issue the corresponding identity document. The Administrative Court of Dobrich
considered the case and ruled that the refusal violated Art. 28 of the 1954
Convention and Article 59 of the Bulgarian Identity Documents Act. Moreover, the
Court stated that the absence of a body governed by specific legal provisions at the
national level does not justify denying rights to stateless persons. The Court
highlighted Bulgaria’s ratification of the 1954 Convention and emphasised the need
for administrative assistance to stateless people.
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e Articles 1 par. (1), 25, 28 of the 1954 Convention
e Article 5 par. (4), 35 Constitution of the Republic of Bulgaria

Facts

The applicant applied to the Director of the Territorial Unit "Migration" in Dobrich for
recognition as a stateless person and issuance of an identity document with
statelessness status as well as a certificate for travelling abroad. The application
was referred to the Ministry of Interior's Migration Directorate (Migration Directorate)
which issued an opinion stating that there is no legal basis to grant the application,
denied the applicant’s statelessness status and refused to issue the requested
documents. The applicant then filed a complaint before the Administrative Court
Dobrich. The dispute in the present case concerns whether Bulgarian legislation has
designated a national level authority which is responsible for granting statelessness
status and providing travel documents.

Legal arguments by the applicant

The applicant referred to court decision Ne 8269/21.12.2013 of Administrative Court
Sofia-City, in which the court found that the applicant was a stateless person and
annulled the unlawful refusal of the Migration Directorate to issue her a permanent
residence permit. The applicant considers that the administrative body should have
accepted that her status as a stateless person was established by the above-
mentioned court decision and by her “certificate for travelling abroad of a stateless
person” issued by the Republic of Uzbekistan.

The applicant considers the arguments of the opposing party (i.e. the Migration
Directorate) to be unlawful as they violate the provisions of Articles 1 (1) and 28 of
the 1954 Convention, and Articles 59 paragraphs (1) and (8) of the Bulgarian
Identity Documents Act. According to Article 5 paragraph (4) of the Constitution of
the Republic of Bulgaria, the 1954 Convention is applicable and entered into force
following its ratification, in the present case on 20 June 2012. It is the State's
responsibility to determine the authorities, methods, and conditions under which the
applicant's subjective rights would be realised. The applicant stated that Article 59
paragraph (8) of the Bulgarian Identity Documents Act determines the competent
authority to provide the required documents, namely the Ministry of Interior.

Moreover, the applicant finds herself "arrested" in the territory of Bulgaria, as she
cannot travel outside Bulgaria. Thus, contrary to Article 35 of the Constitution of the



Republic of Bulgaria, her right to free movement is restricted.
Legal arguments by the opposing party

The Migration Directorate claims that the complaint should be dismissed because
there is no legal basis to grant the application. The Migration Directorate states that
there is no legal provision in force that defines or obliges it to grant statelessness
status. Further, it relied on the exception under Article 28 of the 1954 Convention to
argue that Bulgarian law does not require the certificate to be issued to persons who
have acquired the status of a stateless person in another country, unless (i) they
reside permanently or long-term in the Republic of Bulgaria and (ii) due to
insurmountable circumstances, duly proven with relevant documents, cannot renew
the travel document from the country that originally issued it. The Migration
Directorate argued that the applicant did not make the necessary efforts to reapply
for her "certificate for travelling abroad of a stateless person" issued by the Republic
of Uzbekistan.

Decision & Reasoning

The Court found that the administrative decision (i.e. the opinion of the Migration
Directorate) was improperly issued and that the Migration Directorate was in fact the
competent authority to grant statelessness status and issue related documents. The
Court emphasised the obligation of the State to provide a means for realising
subjective rights, as recognised by the 1954 Convention. Additionally, the Court
noted that the absence of a body governed by specific legal provisions at the
national level does not justify denying such rights to stateless persons.

The Court highlighted Bulgaria’s ratification of the 1954 Convention and rejected the
Migration Directorate’s argument that reservations under Article 28 of the 1954
Convention justified the refusal. According to Article 5 par. (4) of the Constitution of
the Republic of Bulgaria, international treaties that have been ratified and have
entered into force are part of Bulgarian national law and take precedence over those
provisions of domestic law that conflict with them. (“Crnopea KoHcTuTyumnsaTa Ha
Penybnvka bbarapus - 4a.5, an.4 - mexxgyHapoaHUTe AOroBopu, paTtupuumnpaHm
o KOHCTUTYLIMOHEH pen, obHapoaBaHu v BJ€3/M B cuaa 3a Penybsnka boarapus,
Ca 4acT OT BbTPELUHOTO NpaBo Ha cTpaHaTta. Te umat npeavmMcTBO rpes Te3u
HOPMU Ha BbTPELUHOTO 3aKOHO4AaTeJICTBO, KOUTO UM ripoTusopeyaT.”) The legal
basis for the issuance of documents to stateless people is regulated by Article 28 of



the 1954 Convention and Article 59 par. (1) and (8) of the Bulgarian Identity
Documents Act which explicitly states that the competent authority to issue a
certificate for travelling abroad to a stateless person is the Ministry of Interior.

The Court therefore finds no grounds for the Migration Directorate’s view that there
is no explicit legal provision obliging it to grant statelessness status and issue the
necessary documents. It is a well-known fact that the Migration Directorate of the
Ministry of Interior is responsible for matters related to the regulation of migration
processes and administrative control over the residence of foreigners in the Republic
of Bulgaria. (“llopagn ToBa CbAbT HaMUpPa 3a HEOCHOBATEJIHO CTaAHOBULLIETO Ha
aAMUHUCTPaTUBHUSA OpraH, 4e He CbLUeCTBYBa U3pu4Ha rpaBHa HopMa, KOSTO Aa
3aavsmxkasa IAlTI /npeaw/, pecn. Aupekumnsa “Murpaumsa” KbM HaCTOALUNA MOMEHT
[a ripeaoctaBs cTaTtyT Ha imuye be3 rpaxxaaHCcTBo v Aa niagasa HeobxogumMuTte 3a
TOBa AOKYMEHTU. HOTOPHO M3BECTEH (haKT €, Ye C YyxxaeHumTe B Penybivka
bvsirapus ce 3aHMMaBa UMeHHO aupekunsa “Murpaumnsa” npuw MBP.”) Therefore, the
Migration Directorate must issue the documents requested by the applicant.
Contrary to the Migration Directorate’s arguments, the absence of an authority
regulated by a specific legal provision at the national level cannot constitute a
legitimate ground for denying the rights of stateless persons.

Moreover, the administrative body has the obligation to gather evidence as to
whether there are insurmountable reasons why the applicant cannot renew the
travel document issued by the Republic of Uzbekistan. In the present case, the
relevant administrative authority i.e., the Migration Directorate did not fulfill its
obligation, which violates Article 25 of the 1954 Convention. (“To e cneaBasio
aaAMUHUCTPaTUBHUS opraH Aa cbbepe goka3aTesiCTBa MMa Jin U KakBU ca
HernpeoaosIMMnUTe rNpUYnHu, rnopaam Komto T. He MoXXe Aa rnoaHoOBW JOKYMEHTa CU
3a nbTyBaHe B Penybsnka Y3bekucrtaH. ToBa BUAHO HE € CTOPEHO OT
aaAMUHUCTPaTUBHUSA OpraH, KOETO € HapyLlleHNe Ha
aaAMUHUCTPaTUBHOIMNPON3BOACTBEHUTE rpaBusia n e B npotneopeyve ¢ 4a.25, 7.1 ot
KoHBeHUnATa.")

Decision documents

Judgment

Outcome

The Court found the refusal to be against the law, annulled it, and ordered the
Migration Directorate to pay the applicant the costs incurred in the case. The Court
emphasised the need for administrative assistance to stateless people and ordered
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the case to be returned to the administrative body i.e. the Migration Directorate for
a new ruling, considering the instructions provided in the Court’s decision.
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