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European Union is facilitated by three main databases

The research outlined in this paper Is focusing on understanding asylum decision-making and outcome
variations across the Nordic countries. As a preliminary study, we extract data from an open dataset of
decision summaries from the Danish Refugee Appeals Board. The approach we propose, offers points for
discussion of how prototyping context and participation can help raise questions about such data and engage
stakeholders. Combining the application of Machine Learning (ML) and Natural Language Processing (NLP)

Eurodac SIS I VIS

European Asylum Schengen Visa Information
Dactyloscopy Information System System

with participatory methods (e.g. critically designed artefacts) enable us to 1) move beyond “obvious” ML-
application areas, 2) through sensemaking of data with stakeholders, and 3) co-develop approaches to data
science from a CSCW-perspective,

. . N<BRS S
Figure: The Ecosystem of Data In . 5 £f
.
- _ . ¥ 0O W
Danish Asylum Decision-making 5 5 SF o .
= = v:f L QO &
. . o © 5 &85 T o
1. The Danish Police E o £ 5 2 O $ . & \
. . . . . L © ~y : 2
When a person applies for asylum in Denmark, the first authority the applicant comes into contact with is the = S o ©Oa (% ~ \,{\ O & @‘& eg;\de(\c
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1st interview: The purpose is to determine identity, itinerary to Denmark and reasons g (e
why the applicant is applying for asylum. The Immigration Service asks questions \§ 5‘\‘0\\“9
concerning identity, nationality, itinerary to Denmark, family, and the applicant is asked nd nha
to elaborate on the asylum motivation. 5\‘0\“\95 a e country)
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The Immigration Service decides where the case shall be processed according to the
Dublin Regulation (another country might be responsible for processing the case, "1st " _ M
asylum country”). If the applicant only applied for asylum in Denmark, the application R e T o \!\U
will be examined in Denmark as either 1) Manifestly unfounded (if the Immigration O et e " ‘
Service finds that the applicant has no valid grounds for seeking asylum - e.g. if the
applicant seeks asylum on the basis economic reasons. Danish Refugee Council can
veto, if so: Normal procedure), 2) Expedited version of manifestly unfounded (i.e. the
applicant comes from a number of certain countries that are considered safe. Danish
Refugee Council can veto, if so: Normal procedure) or 3) Normal procedure.
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2nd interview / Normal procedure: During the second interview, the applicant is asked
to elaborate on the asylum motivation as well as on statements made during the 1st
Interview. Focus on consistency and plausibility.

3rd interview: If necessary, a third interview will be conducted that typically takes form
as the second interview. A third interview will always be conducted if the applicant is an D
unaccompanied minor.

Participants at the interviews: Representative from the Immigration Service, an : @PWW m Man rights Situatiop, ;
interpreter, and the applicant(s) (and a personal representative from the Danish Red i : ’
Cross if the applicant is an unaccompanied minor).

3.The Refugee Appeals Board (2nd instance)

If the applicant receives a rejection (a written decision) from first instance, the case is
automatically appealed to the Refugee Appeals Board. When the Refugee Appeals Board
Is to make Its decision, an oral decision meeting will take place. The applicant gets an
attorney appointed by the state.

Participants at the meeting: The applicant(s), the 3 members of the the Refugee Appeals an interv'\e\'\’ Read more about the project: DATA4ALL
Board, 1 interpreter, 1 attorney, 1 representative of the Immigration Service, 1 legal officer jecet

from the Refugee Appeals Board. https://asylumdata.ku.dk




