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Key facts (as reflected in the decision): [No more than 200 words]

The applicant for the fiest time applied for asylum September 19 2006. His claim was rejected
September 25 2006.

The applicant files a second application April 22 2008. In addition to the problems he brought
forward in his first application he bases his asylum claim on his homosexual orientation. Out of
shame he did not mention his homosexual orientation in the first procedure. His claim was
rejected November 13 2008. Applicant appealed the decision. Court of Haarlem dealt with the
case.

Applicant had asked for an expert to give her opinion during the court hearing. Expert states that
she cannot for 100 % state to be sure, but expresses her opinion that the man suffers from an
internalized homophobia. This resulted in a situation that it was difficult for the applicant to
acknowledge him being gay.

The Court of Haarlem taking into account the expert advice declared the appeal grounded.

State Secretary of Security and Justice appealed the decision of the Court.

Council of State declared the appeal grounded.

According to the Council of State the expert advice does not give reasons why the applicant could
not in 2006 at least summarily refer to his homosexual orientation. The expert opinion does not
give insight in the psychological situation of the applicant in 2006.
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