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	Regarding points 1.5 and 4.8, the 20% recognition-rate criterion is an objective, and harmonised indicator, designed to ensure data-driven consistency across the Union. The threshold is grounded in yearly Eurostat data, and is reflected throughout the framework of the Pact on Migration and Asylum as an indicator for consistently low protection needs. Once the Regulation establishing a common procedure for international protection in the Union[footnoteRef:2] becomes applicable, the 20% recognition-rate trigger becomes a mandatory ground for applying the border procedure. The 20% benchmark provides a transparent, predictable, and Union-wide basis for focusing resources where they are most needed, while fully preserving the rights of the applicant. [2:  	Regulation (EU) 2024/1348 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 14 May 2024 establishing a common procedure for international protection in the Union and repealing Directive 2013/32/E (http://data.europa.eu/eli/reg/2024/1348/oj).] 


	Regarding points 2.1 and 3.4, the Commission chose to designate countries where, in general, there is no persecution or real risk of serious harm by thoroughly analysing the situation in each of the countries concerned based on a variety of criteria and presenting these findings in the Explanatory Memorandum to the proposal. The criteria considered included the country’s relevant laws and how they are applied, its observance of key international human rights instruments, the absence of practices exposing individuals to serious risks through expulsion or extradition, and the existence of effective remedies against violations of these rights and freedoms. 

	Regarding points 2.3 and 4.6, Articles 59(2) and 61(2) of the Asylum Procedures Regulation providing for a possibility to designate safe third countries and safe countries of origin with exceptions for specific parts of the country’s territory or clearly identifiable categories of persons, are to be read in combination with Articles 59(1) and 61(1) respectively which essentially require that there is no persecution and no real risk of serious harm. 

	Regarding points 1.3 and 1.6, all applicants, retain the right to an individual assessment of their application for international protection, including under the accelerated procedure. Besides, under Article 68(3) of the Asylum Procedure Regulation, the fact that the appeal has no automatic suspensive effect is without prejudice to the principle of non-refoulement. .

	Regarding points 2.4, and 4.2 to 4.5, while Member States retain the right to apply or introduce legislation that allows for the national designation as safe countries of origin of third countries other than those designated as safe countries of origin at Union level, such common designation at Union level ensures that the concept is applied by all Member States in a uniform manner in relation to applicants whose countries of origin are designated as safe at Union level. With the proposed Regulation, Member States will only be able to designate at national level countries other than those designated at Union level. This will facilitate convergence in the examination of applications and relevant procedures and thereby also deter secondary movements of applicants for international protection.

	Regarding point 4.9, Under Article 42(1)(c) of the Asylum Procedures Regulation, Member States must accelerate the examination of the merits of an application for international protection where a third country may be considered a safe country of origin for the applicant. Under Article 38(1)(b) of the Regulation, Member States may reject an application as inadmissible where a country is considered to be a safe third country for the applicant. 



