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EUROPEAN UNION ASYLU AND MIGRATION SYSTEM 
– READMISSION POLICY 



READMISSION AGREEMENTS BETWEEN THE EUROPEAN 
UNION AND COUNTRIES FROM WESTERN BALKANS

Albania - 2006
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina-
2008

Montenegro -
2008

Macedonia -
2008

Serbia - 2008
Kosovo- 2016 

(SAA)



STATUS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF READMISSION AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE EU AND MACEDONIA (PERIOD 2009 - 2019)

Readmission of citizens from the European Union to the Republic of North Macedonia in base of the Readmission agreement

between the EU – MK from 2008
Year Number of readmitted national citizens Number of readmitted cìtizens from third

countries
2009 697 No data
2010 839 0
2011 1.022 0
2012 1.076 0
2013 1.328 0
2014 1.213 0
2015 1.832 0
2016 5.975 0
2017 No data reported, apart from the phrase that ‘the number of

deported persons is very low.

0

2018 No data. It is only reported that the percentage of deported

persons is equal to 128%, with high percentage of Roma

population.

It is reported that repatriation of third

country nationals is very low.

2019 No data. It is only reported that the percentage of deported

persons is equal to 100 % with high percentage of Roma

population.

It is reported that repatriation of third

country nationals is very low.



QUESTION: 

WHY READMISSION AGREEMENTS ARE BEING 
IMPLEMENTED ONLY IN PART AND NOT AS A 

WHOLE? 



1. Lack of signed readmission agreements with 
countries of origin or safe third countries of transit



2. The pressure for determining the country of origin falls upon the 
requested state and also costs relative to the returnee subsistence



3. Obligation to respect sentences of the European Court of Human Rights 
and other obligations deriving from the Membership of the Council of 

Europe



4. Negative repercussions from the Dublin system towards Western 

Balkan countries and Macedonia



5. High costs of Return 
operations 

Source: Statewatch, DEPORTATION UNION Rights, accountability, and the EU’s push to increased forced removals, 
Authors Chris Jones, Jane Kilpatrick, Mariana Gkliati, Published by Statewatch, August 2020 



Statewatch, DEPORTATION UNION Rights, 
accountability, and the EU’s push to increased forced 
removals, Authors Chris Jones, Jane Kilpatrick, Mariana 
Gkliati, Published by Statewatch, August 2020 



CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS:

I. Need to revisit the EU System in asylum and 
migration 

II. Need for the EU to act as a facilitator for signing 
Readmission agreements with third countries or offering 

the possibility to use EU readmission agreements as a 
legal platform for return operations with third countries
III. Observance of the commitments that proceed from 

the Council of Europe 
IV. Division of costs for return operations between the 

EU and transit countries



Thank you for your attention! 
Any questions?
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