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Belgium - Court of Cassation, judgment no.
S.15.0004.N/1A

The Court of Cassation clarified that the fact that judges should refuse to apply the
existing regulations because these violate the principle of equal treatment, does not
have as a consequence that stateless persons automatically fall under the category
of aliens authorised to stay on the territory by law, or are automatically equated to a
recognised refugee. They still need to be granted leave to remain.
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Decision & Reasoning

The Court of Cassation clarified that the fact that judges should refuse to apply the
existing regulations because these violate the principle of equal treatment, does not
have as a consequence that stateless persons automatically fall under the category
of aliens authorised to stay on the territory by law, or are automatically equated to a
recognised refugee. They still need to be granted leave to remain.
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