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[bookmark: _Toc67933981]Sources
This overview contains quotes from the following FRA publications in the context of the 103rd session of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD), categorised under CERD relevant headings, with references to Belgium marked in bold: 
· Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – impact on Roma and Travellers – Bulletin 5, September 2020
· Roma and Travellers in six countries, September 2020
· Antisemitism: Overview of antisemitic incidents recorded in the European Union 2009-2019, September 2020
· Strong and effective National Human Rights Institutions – challenges, promising practices and opportunities, September 2020
· Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – Fundamental Rights Implications – Bulletin 4, July 2020
· Fundamental Rights Report 2020, June 2020
· Second EU Minorities and Discrimination Survey – Migrant women – selected findings, September 2019
· Fundamental Rights Report 2019, June 2019
· Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, December 2018
· Hate crime recording and data collection practice across the EU, June 2018
· Fundamental Rights Report 2018, June 2018

[bookmark: _Toc445922776][bookmark: _Toc462346528][bookmark: _Toc53703513][bookmark: _Toc67933982]Data Explorers and Tools
In addition to the relevant passages from recent FRA publications that are presented in this submission, valuable information can be found in the relevant data explorers on FRA’s website (available at https://fra.europa.eu/en/publications-and-resources/data-and-maps), which allows the comparison of results from some of FRA’s research for all EU Member States, including Belgium:
· Data explorer for FRA’s Fundamental Rights Survey (last updated 18 December 2020)
· Data explorer for FRA’s Second Survey on Minorities and Discrimination in EU (EU-MIDIS II) (last updated 4 December 2017)

In addition to the data explorers, the FRA website also offers the European Union Fundamental Rights Information System (EFRIS). EFRIS is a Human Rights Gateway, bringing together data and information from existing human rights databases, and enables viewing and analysis of relevant assessments of fundamental rights in the EU.

Finally, for some of FRA’s surveys, dedicated country sheets are available, showing the main results from the country in question. For Belgium, these include (also annexed to this submission):
· Roma and Travellers in Belgium – Key results from the Roma and Travellers survey 2019, only available in French and in Dutch
· Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism, Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, Factsheet Belgium
· Second EU Minorities and Discrimination Survey: Summary of main results Belgium

1. [bookmark: _Toc67933983]Anti-racism legislation and policy

“The 1965 International Convention on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (ICERD) allows that a state may appoint “a body within its national legal order which shall be competent to receive and consider petitions from individuals and groups of individuals within its jurisdiction who claim to be victims of a violation of any of the rights set forth in this convention and who have exhausted other available local remedies.” All 30 countries covered by this study are parties to the convention but of these, only Belgium, Luxembourg and Romania have made such a declaration.” (Strong and effective National Human Rights Institutions – challenges, promising practices and opportunities, 2020, p.30)
“The Belgian equality body (Unia) reported that it is involved in a research project that applies the concept of intersectionality to the analysis of discrimination in the labour market.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.43)
“Discrimination testing is a scientific method for generating experimental, objective evidence of discrimination. It usefully complements other evidence, such as surveys on experiences, attitudes or perceptions. Such tests use fictitious applications to uncover discrimination, often in access to employment, housing, or the use of public or private services. This can be in person (situation testing), through written applications (correspondence testing) or over the phone (mystery calls). […] Governments and inspectorates in Belgium, the Netherlands and France used discrimination testing to monitor and increase compliance with anti-discrimination legislation.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.43) 
“In March 2019, the Brussels-Capital Region adopted its action plan against racism and discrimination. It contains 23 concrete measures including establishing a platform against racism, exchanging good practices and developing of method of data collection. Various bodies will carry out the plan, including the Belgian equality body Unia, the Institute for the Equality of Women and Men, the labour unions and others.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.66)
“By November 2019, 14 Member States had adopted or endorsed the [International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance working definition of antisemitism]: Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Czechia, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Romania, Slovakia, Sweden and the United Kingdom.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.62)
“Nevertheless, as FRA reported, nationality-based discrimination against third-country nationals is prohibited in Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Finland, France, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal, Romania and the United Kingdom.” (Second EU Minorities and Discrimination Survey – Migrant women – selected findings, 2019, p.31)
“In Lachiri v. Belgium, the applicant had been excluded from a courtroom on account of her refusal to remove her headscarf. The ECtHR found that the exclusion of an ordinary citizen, not representing the State, from the courtroom had amounted to a  restriction on the exercise of her right to manifest her religion, and the need for the restriction had not been justified, in violation of Article 9 of the ECHR.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.71)
“In Belgium, the Tribunal of Ghent ruled in two cases that a burkini ban in swimming pools amounts to indirect discrimination on the ground of religious beliefs. Although it stems from a neutral general requirement to wear a swimming suit to access the pool, it affects Muslim women who want to wear a burkini for religious reasons.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.71)
“In Belgium, the Flemish government’s Department of Work and Social Economy, as part of its broader anti-discrimination policy, has created incentives for economic sectors to develop binding sectoral codes of conduct against all forms of discrimination. The government will financially support actions leading to their adoption. As a further incentive, the government will provide results-based compensation to the sectors if the reports sent in by the sectors receive positive evaluations.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.74)
“In Belgium, the Federal Migration Centre (Myria) concluded that Bills 2549/001 and 2548/001 of 22 June 2017 modifying the law of 15 December 1980 on removal and detention were not in line with Article 27 of the Dublin III Regulation (Remedies). Considering the latter in combination with Article 47 (right to an effective remedy and to a  fair trial) of the Charter [of Fundamental Rights of the European Union], Myria called for an effective remedy to have a  suspensive effect on an asylum seeker’s transfer where such transfer carried a serious risk of mistreatment. The legislature ultimately did not take this concern into account.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, p.45)
“Restrictions on religious clothing or symbols at work or in public spaces remained a subject of attention in the EU in 2017, particularly regarding face-covering garments worn by some Muslim women. This is evidenced in findings from an analysis of related legislation in the EU 28; in preliminary rulings issued by the CJEU (Achbita and Bougnaoui) and judgments of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR – Belcacemi and Oussar v. Belgium and Dakir v. Belgium) in 2017. 
In Achbita, the CJEU held that internal rules prohibiting employees from wearing visible political, philosophical or religious signs do not constitute direct discrimination within the meaning of the Employment Equality Directive. The CJEU did hold, however, that such rules may constitute indirect discrimination if they put persons of a specific religion at a particular disadvantage. On 7 October, the Belgian Court of Cassation ordered a retrial of the Achbita case, finding that the arguments of the Antwerp Labour Court had failed to test the employer’s policy of neutrality against the Belgium antidiscrimination law.
In Belcacemi and Oussar v. Belgium, as well as in Dakir v. Belgium, the ECtHR held that banning the wearing in public of face-covering clothing does not violate the right to respect for private and family life (Article 8 of the ECHR); freedom of thought, conscience and religion (Article 9); or the prohibition of discrimination (Article  14). Both cases drew on jurisprudence established by S.A.S. v. France, where such restrictions were analysed in light of the principle of ‘living together’.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, pp.56 - 57)
“In addition, findings of discrimination testing are accepted in court in a number of EU Member States, including Belgium, the Czech Republic, Finland, France, Hungary, the Netherlands and Sweden. In 2017, legal developments in the field occurred in Belgium. In addition, relevant research findings were published in Belgium, Finland, the Netherlands, and Sweden. 
Flanders and the Brussels-Capital region in Belgium adopted instruments that relate to the regulation of situation testing. In July, Flanders adopted a decree that obliges companies that want to be accredited as suppliers of service vouchers (dienstencheques) to perform situation testing (praktijktesten). Having come into force in August, the decree obliges these companies to report breaches of anti-discrimination legislation to the Flemish labour inspectorate. 
In October, the Brussels-Capital Region adopted an ordinance relating to the use of fictitious CVs for the purposes of situation testing in the labour market. The ordinance, which comes into force in January 2018, allows labour inspectors to perform situation tests to verify whether employers discriminate in recruitment. Labour inspectors can also perform so-called ‘mystery calls’ to see whether employers would accept instructions to discriminate. Where conclusive, findings of such tests can be used to establish direct or indirect discrimination in legal proceedings.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, p.63)
“Finally, the Flemish Ministry of Culture in Belgium recognised caravan culture as part of Flanders’ cultural heritage […].” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, p.101)

[bookmark: _Toc67933984]1.1 Awareness of anti-racism legislation among affected groups

“Only every second respondent on average (53 %) is aware of laws prohibiting discrimination based on skin colour, ethnic origin or religion in their country of residence. The highest rates are among Roma and Travellers in Sweden (76 %), and the lowest are among Roma in the Netherlands (Figure 4). There are no substantial differences between women and men in their awareness of laws prohibiting discrimination, except in the United Kingdom, where 64 % of male and 50 % of female Gypsies and Travellers are aware of the existence of anti-discrimination legislation, and Belgium, where both Roma and Caravan dweller women are less aware of such legislation than men (Roma women 47 % versus Roma men 54 %; Caravan dweller women 36 % versus Caravan dweller men 44 %).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.30)
“Respondents in the other countries surveyed (e.g. Austria, Germany, France, Hungary, Belgium, Italy, and Poland) are more convinced that there is a law against denying or trivialising the Holocaust, with 60 % to 89 % saying that the country has a law prohibiting such actions.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.67)
“In the countries included in the survey, most respondents are aware of the existence of laws against incitement to violence or hatred against Jews, with the exception of those in Spain (Figure 28). In countries other than Spain, Denmark, the Netherlands and Sweden, more than two thirds of respondents – from 67 % in Belgium to 83 % in France – said that such a law exists. (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.68)

2. [bookmark: _Toc67933985]Integration and inclusion

“Roma in the Netherlands (76 %) and Travellers in Ireland (65 %) have the highest proportions of respondents who felt discriminated against because of their Roma and Traveller background in the 12 months preceding the survey. In contrast, the proportion of respondents who felt discriminated against in Belgium is 21 % among the Roma and 19 % among the Travellers.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.27)
“The feeling of exclusion rises with feeling of being discriminated against for being a Roma or Traveller. Belgian Roma feel the least excluded (2.4), and Netherlands Roma (7.3) and Travellers (6.1) feel the most excluded.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.59) 
“Looking specifically at the countries included in the Roma and Travellers Survey (RTS), France has the biggest share of the general population that feels uncomfortable with Roma and Travellers as neighbours (52 %). In other countries this proportion is lower: 46 % in Ireland, 41 % in Belgium, 38 % in the United Kingdom, 33 % in the Netherlands and 30 % in Sweden.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.28)
“Trust in the legal system is higher for Roma in Belgium (6.3), and Roma and Travellers in Sweden (5.5), but Roma in the Netherlands are substantially less likely to express confidence in country’s legal system. In all six countries surveyed, except for Roma respondents in Belgium, the general population is more likely than Roma and Travellers to trust the legal system. Like trust in the police, there are no notable differences in the level of trust in the legal system between women and men, apart for Caravan dwellers in Belgium, where women tend to trust it more than men do (4.0 versus 2.4).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.39)
“Almost every third Roma in Belgium (29 %) and every fourth Traveller or Gypsy in the United Kingdom (26 %) and Caravan dweller in Belgium (23 %) does not have a bank account; in France 14 % of Travellers and in Sweden 9 % of Roma and Travellers do not have one. In 2012, in Belgium, France, the Netherlands, Sweden and the United Kingdom less than 5 % of the general population did not have a bank account; in Ireland 6 % of the general population did not.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.61)
“The Pears Institute for the Study of Antisemitism conducted a research project in 2016–2017 in Belgium, France, Germany, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom. It looked at whether or not immigration from the Middle East and North Africa since 2011 has had an impact on antisemitic attitudes and behaviour in Western Europe. While stating that antisemitic attitudes and/or behaviour are disproportionately present among Muslim minorities as well as among people with sympathy for extreme right-wing groups, the project concludes that there is no evidence in any of the countries covered that there is a  connection between migrants and the extent and character of antisemitism in Western Europe. Representatives of some Jewish organisations raised concerns about the methodology and the findings of the research.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.91)
“Over 80 % of respondents in five countries (Belgium, France, Germany, Poland, and Sweden) saw antisemitism as ‘a very big’ or ‘a fairly big problem’ – in France, this share reaches 95 % of respondents. A large majority of respondents in Austria, Belgium, France, Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Sweden saw racism as ‘a very big’ or ‘a fairly big problem’ in the country where they live (depending on the country, between 82 % and 91 % of the respondents hold this view).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.15)
“The percentage of respondents indicating that antisemitism increased during the past five years is especially high (about 90 %) in Belgium, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden, and the United Kingdom.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.18)
“The percentage of respondents indicating that antisemitism on the internet is problematic is especially high (at least 90 %) in Belgium, France, Italy, and Poland. In Belgium and France, a majority of respondents rate almost all antisemitic manifestations that the survey asked about as ‘a very big’ or ‘a fairly big’ problem. These are also the countries with the highest proportion of respondents indicating antisemitism in general as a problem.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.22)

“The majority of the respondents in Belgium (84 %), Spain (85 %), and France (80 %) consider antisemitism in the media to be ‘a very big’ or ‘a fairly big’ problem in the country.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.22)
“Poland, Germany and Belgium show the highest levels of antisemitic incidents that affect respondents indirectly, either as witnesses (32 %, 29 % and 28 %, respectively) or through their circle of family members and close friends (25 %, 27 % and 28 %, respectively).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.32) 
“Respondents were asked whether and how often they avoid Jewish events or sites, or certain parts of their neighbourhood, because they do not feel safe there as Jews. One third (34 %) of all respondents in the 12 countries said that they avoid visiting Jewish events or sites at least occasionally, because, as Jews, they do not feel safe there or on the way there. The highest proportions of respondents indicated this in the Netherlands, France, and Belgium (43 %, 41 %, and 37 %, respectively).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.36)
“Across the 12 EU Member States surveyed, respondents distributed nearly evenly among those who at least sometimes wear, carry or display items that could identify them as Jewish (49 %) and those who never do (51 %). The highest shares of those who wear, carry or display such recognisable items at least sometimes were observed in Poland, Spain, the United Kingdom, Hungary and the Netherlands (61 %, 60 %, 58 %, 58 %, and 57 %, respectively). It was more common for respondents in France, Denmark, and Belgium to say that they never wear or display these items (62 %, 56 %, and 52 %, respectively) than in the other countries.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.37)
“However, in Hungary, Belgium, France and Germany, between 40 % and 44 % of respondents indicate that they have considered emigrating in the past five years because they did not feel safe there as Jews.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.38)
“In terms of the national governments’ efforts to respond to the security needs of Jewish communities, the survey shows diverse assessments across the countries (Figure 15). Looking at the average results of all 12 countries, a majority of respondents assess these efforts positively – 54 % answered ‘yes, definitely’ or ‘yes, probably’ when asked whether the government responds adequately to the security needs of Jewish communities. Closer examination shows that, while over three quarters of respondents in Italy, Denmark, and Belgium (79 %, 78 %, and 75 %, respectively) consider government efforts to be adequate, this is not the case in Sweden and Poland (with 74 % and 64 %, respectively, indicating ‘probably’ or ‘definitely’ not).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.40)
“Notably, over 85 % of the respondents in Belgium and France, and at least 70 % of the respondents in Spain, Germany and Denmark indicate that the Arab-Israeli conflict has a notable impact on their feelings of safety as Jews (‘a great deal’ or ‘a fair amount’).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.43)
“Half of the respondents in Belgium, France, Germany, and Spain (50 %–55 % depending on the country) said that people in their country ‘frequently’ or ‘all the time’ blame them for anything done by the Israeli government (Figure 17).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.44)
“Respondents in Germany, Belgium and Spain also regularly face the statement “Israelis behave ‘like Nazis’ towards the Palestinians” (63 %, 64 % and 68 %, respectively said ‘all the time’ or ‘frequently’).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.24)
“In Belgium, a coalition of more than 100 NGOs has taken a stand against the construction of a new closed centre for the detention of families with children.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, p.184)

2.1 [bookmark: _Toc67933986]Poverty and Hunger

“As many as 28 % of Traveller children in Ireland and Sweden and 25 % of Roma children in Belgium grow up in severe material deprivation. Levels of severe material deprivation, in particular among children, are still alarmingly high in the other countries: 21 % among Caravan dweller children in Belgium and in France, 15 % among Roma children in the Netherlands and 13 % among Gypsy and Traveller children in the United Kingdom.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.75)
“For all survey groups in all countries, except for Travellers in the Netherlands, unexpectedly high rates of adults and children face hunger. In France and Ireland, 10 % of the Travellers surveyed faced hunger at least once in the last month; in Belgium 15 % of the Roma and 13 % of the Caravan Travellers did so.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.77)
“Most worryingly, the results show unacceptably high rates of adults and children ‘going to bed hungry’ at least once in the last month. In Sweden, every fifth Roma and Traveller, including their children (22 %), say that they went hungry to bed at least once in the last month. Rates are also high in Belgium (15 % of Roma and 13 % of Caravan dwellers surveyed), France and Ireland (10 % of the Travellers surveyed in both countries).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.22)

2.2 [bookmark: _Toc67933987]Education

“Compulsory schooling starts in most countries at the age of six and ends at the earliest at the age of 15. The survey results show that with the exceptions of Caravan dwellers in Belgium (39 %), Gypsies and Travellers in the United Kingdom (64 %) and Travellers in France (82 %) almost all children age 6–15 years attend education (either pre-primary, primary, lower secondary, upper secondary education or vocational training). There is no difference between girls and boys (Figure 10). Changing the place of living during the year was the major reason for not going to school for Travellers’ children in Belgium and France. It is important to note that in Belgium, compulsory education is possible through home schooling but this survey did not explicitly ask respondents about home schooling.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p. 45) 
“Low educational level can be correlated to the ability to read and write in the national language(s). Whereas only 13 % of all respondents assesses their skill as not good when it comes to speaking (ranging between 24 % of Roma in Belgium and 5 % of Travellers in Ireland) […].” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p. 50)
“In Belgium, the equality body Unia issued its annual report for 2018 in 2019. It emphasises that access to education remains difficult and urgent, and that young Roma are still overrepresented in special education.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.87)
“Education also featured prominently in studies on discrimination. It drew attention from equality bodies and public authorities in Belgium, Cyprus, Denmark, the Netherlands and Portugal. 
A large-scale study on inequalities and discrimination in education systems looked at ethnic origin, socio-economic origin, sexual orientation and disability, at the request of the Belgian Equality Body (Unia). It showed how certain minority groups are redirected towards a less favourable curriculum in higher education. The report made several recommendations to remedy the systemic deficiencies found, including the adoption of registration procedures that contribute better to social diversity; introducing measures to combat harassment of LGBTI pupils; and enhancing reasonable accommodation for pupils with disabilities.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.75)

2.3 [bookmark: _Toc67933988]Housing

“Roma and Travellers in Ireland, France, Belgium and the Netherlands were subject to the general restrictions on free movement, which banned them from leaving sites and camps where they stayed, except for urgent reasons, such as accessing medical care, work-related travel for those engaged in the formal economy, essential shopping, providing assistance to vulnerable persons or attending funerals. These restrictions disproportionately affected Travellers, because caravans offer very limited living space for families, and authorised camps and sites are overcrowded. […] In Belgium, Travellers also had insufficient caravan parking lots, as police reportedly attempted to prevent their settlement in authorised sites.” (Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – impact on Roma and Travellers – Bulletin 5, 2020, p.12)
“In Belgium, on 23 March, the Walloon Minister of Housing issued a circular recommending that Travellers currently settled on official or unofficial sites must be able to remain there without hindrance, and asked local authorities to suspend the execution of current or future eviction procedures. Nevertheless, some local authorities had asked groups of Travellers to leave, the National and Walloon Committee for Travellers said. It called on these authorities to allow Travellers to stay where they have settled until the end of the lockdown.” (Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – impact on Roma and Travellers – Bulletin 5, 2020, p.22)
“In Belgium, the Walloon Minister of Housing recommended that local authorities organise access to water and electricity for Gens du voyage during lockdown, but no similar measures were reported in Flanders.” (Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – impact on Roma and Travellers – Bulletin 5, 2020, p.23)
“Travellers surveyed in Belgium, France, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom (Figure 28) live almost exclusively in caravans (96 % and more). Roma in Belgium and the Netherlands, and Roma and Travellers in Sweden, mostly live in apartments or houses in varying conditions; very few live in caravans.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.80) 
“More than 90 % of Travellers in Ireland, Belgium and the Netherlands feel that there are not enough places – especially appropriate halting sites – for them to live.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.23) 
“Moreover, around one fifth of the Caravan dwellers in Belgium and of Gypsies and Travellers in the United Kingdom report that they have no access to tap water or electricity at halting sites.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.23)
“Discrimination can be a major barrier to improving and overcoming adverse housing conditions. […] Half of the respondents in Sweden and every third respondent among Roma in Belgium and Travellers in France felt discriminated against in this regard in the five years before the survey.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.81)
“In Belgium, about half of Traveller households have been living in their neighbourhood for more than five years, but a large minority (41 %) moved to their current neighbourhood in the past year, 35 % in the past three months. Similarly, 19 % of Roma households in Belgium moved to their current neighbourhood in the year preceding the survey, a relatively high proportion given that they rarely live in caravans.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.85)
“Around 4 % of all surveyed Roma and Traveller households have either experienced an eviction or been forced to leave by authorities. Households of Caravan dwellers in Belgium (10 %), Roma in Belgium and Travellers in France (both 5 %) reported the highest proportions of evictions in the past five years (Figure 32). Some 29 % of Caravan dwellers in Belgium and 20 % of Travellers in France expect to be evicted or forced to leave in the next six months. (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.86) 
“Evidence provided to FRA by UNICEF indicated that in Belgium, the introduction of an online registration system for asylum seekers resulted in limited access to housing in reception facilities, including for unaccompanied boys aged over 15.” (Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – Fundamental Rights Implications – Bulletin 4, 2020, p.35)
“Reception capacity also remained far too little in Belgium and France. In Belgium, the vast majority of centres for asylum applicants reached or exceeded full capacity.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.120)
“A wide-ranging study on access to the rental housing market in Brussels, Belgium, showed discrimination on a number of grounds. The study implemented 10,978 correspondence tests and 1,542 situation tests by phone, covering discrimination on the grounds of ethnic origin, age, mental or physical disability, source of income, family composition and gender. For these tests, potential tenants contacted real estate agents in response to vacancies advertised on an online platform. The study also placed 648 mystery calls to real estate agents, with instructions to discriminate on the grounds of either ethnicity or source of income. 
The correspondence and situation tests found widespread discrimination against potential tenants with North-African or sub-Saharan African names compared to those with French-sounding names. No effect was found for candidates with Eastern European-sounding names. The study also uncovered discrimination based on the source of income, regardless of the actual level of income, which affects people on unemployment benefits. Blind candidates and those with mental disabilities also faced discrimination. The findings indicate gender differences, although in combination with other grounds. For example, female North African and Eastern European candidates were treated less favourably, as were unemployed males and male single parents. 
The mystery calls found that real estate agents do grant discriminatory requests, even when they are aware that this is illegal. When requested to discriminate based on ethnicity, about half of the real estate agents responded that such requests are illegal. About one third noted this in response to instructions to discriminate based on the source of income. Nonetheless, about one third of real estate agents granted requests to discriminate based on ethnicity, compared to 16 % for requests based on the source of income. The level of discrimination was found to be influenced by the price category of the housing unit, as well as by the ethnic composition of the municipality where the housing unit is located. Specifically, more discrimination was found for pricier housing units in boroughs where fewer members of ethnic minorities tend to live.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, p.64)

2.4 [bookmark: _Toc67933989]Employment

“The proportion of Roma and Travellers in work is very low across all survey countries, the results show, and well below the employment rate of the general population, ranging from 15 % in Ireland to 50 % in Belgium.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.20)
“Respondents frequently experienced discrimination when looking for work. Every fourth Roma or Traveller respondent felt discriminated against because of being a Roma or Traveller when looking for work in the 12 months preceding the survey and almost every second one in the last five years (Figure 16). […] Roma in Belgium have the lowest discrimination rate when looking for a job in the last 12 months (9 %).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.56)
“Discrimination at the workplace and when looking for a job can also affect interest in continuing with further education and training. It can affect individuals and their communities, shaping a negative perception of their opportunities in the labour market. Most of the Roma and Travellers who do not have work are also not looking for a job, and women are even less likely to search for work than men. That could reflect entrenched stereotypes about the domestic role of women (Figure 17). Among those currently not working, the percentage not looking for a job is lowest among Belgian Roma with 31% on average.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.57)
“The data, which are not disaggregated by gender, show that an important share of immigrants considered their lack of language skills as an obstacle to getting a suitable job in several countries, e.g. Finland (29 %); Estonia (25.9 %); Belgium (19.6 %); Austria (19.7 %); Italy (12.1 %); Greece (11.5 %); and Germany (9.8 %)” (Second EU Minorities and Discrimination Survey – Migrant women – selected findings, 2019, p.15)
“However, there are certain gender differences when looking specifically at experiences of discrimination when looking for work in the past five years between the countries and groups surveyed (Figure 8). For example, the share of women respondents with Turkish descent who experienced such discrimination is higher than that of men in Austria (women 39% – men 23%), Germany (women 29 % – men 14 %), Sweden (women 25 % – men 21 %), and Belgium (women 34 % – men 32 %).” (Second EU Minorities and Discrimination Survey – Migrant women – selected findings, 2019, p.32)

2.5 [bookmark: _Toc67933990]Health and health care 

“Three out of four (76 %) French Travellers indicate they perceive their own health as very good or good, compared with one in two (55 %) Caravan dwellers in Belgium.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.64)
“Women assess their health less often as good or very good than men among Caravan dwellers (22 percentage points less) and Roma (21 percentage points less) in Belgium, and among Roma and Travellers in Sweden (11 percentage points less).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.64)
“In Ireland, Sweden and the United Kingdom, every fifth respondent reports pollution, grime and other environmental problems in the local area. The lowest percentages are among Belgian Roma (11 %) and Dutch Travellers (8 %), who indicate environmental problems notably less often than the general population.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.66)
“The estimated life expectancy at birth of Roma and Traveller women surveyed ranges between 70.1 years in Belgium and 75.7 years in the United Kingdom, and that of men between 64.6 years in Belgium and 69.0 years in Sweden (see Table 3). The disadvantages of Roma and Travellers compared with the corresponding general populations vary from 8.4 years for male Travellers in Ireland and 7.1 years for female Gypsies and Travellers in the United Kingdom to 14.2 and 13.6 years for male and female Roma and Caravan dwellers in Belgium.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.67)
“In Belgium, however, both survey groups (Roma and Caravan dwellers) have medical coverage rates of less than 80 % (72 % and 78 %). Among the Caravan dwellers it seems to affect men more (72 % coverage for men, 86 % for women), whereas almost no gender gap can be observed among Roma (women 71 %; men 73 %). Answering no to the question on medical insurance can mean that the respondent lacks medical insurance or that they do not know that they are or can be covered by state medical insurance. In any case, the consequences will be the same, as those who are not aware of their right to medical insurance may not make use of medical services and treatments when necessary.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.68)

3 [bookmark: _Toc67933991]Law enforcement and Policing 

“The findings show that the level of trust in the police is generally low, but this varies across the countries and groups surveyed (Figure 7). The highest level of trust in the police, with an average value of 6.6, is among Roma respondents in Belgium, followed by Roma and Travellers in Sweden, with a value of 5.4. Nevertheless, while the level of trust in the police among Roma respondents in Belgium is the same as among the general population (average value 6.5), it is much lower for Caravan dwellers (3.8). A possible explanation for the higher level of trust among Roma in Belgium could be the lower level of experiencing discrimination and hate crime, which have a negative impact on the level of trust, as Figure 8 shows.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.38)
“On 7 May 2019, the large-scale police operation Strike took place in the fight against car scams. It mainly targeted certain persons of Roma origin in Belgium who were suspected to be part of an international criminal organisation with more than 1,000 victims in Belgium. It was the largest police operation of the past 20 years. The police raided various caravan sites and arrested 52 persons, of whom they took 24 into custody. Moreover, they seized 90 caravans, deregistered number plates of vehicles that were not seized and blocked bank accounts. Many families were left homeless. 
On 11 July 2019, UNIA published a report on the situation of caravan residents following operation Strike. The report expressed serious concern about the possible disproportionate nature of certain police and judicial actions and their impact on people, some aspects of which could be discriminatory and/or lead to inhuman and degrading treatment. 
On 12 July 2019, the European Roma Rights Centre (ERRC) submitted a collective complaint against Belgium to the European Committee of Social Rights, which monitors compliance with the European Social Charter. 
On 14 May 2020, the Committee declared the complaint admissible and indicated that the Belgian government should adopt immediate measures, in particular: “to guarantee that persons whose caravans have been seized are not rendered homeless or forced to live in unacceptable living conditions” and “to ensure that all affected persons have due access to water, sanitation, electricity, necessary medical and social assistance as well as to legal aid, in particular taking into account the needs of the vulnerable groups concerned (including children, persons with disabilities and elderly persons)”. 
The case is pending.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.39)
“Similarly, according to seven Belgian human rights organisations joining the campaign Stop ethnic profiling, data from the observatory of police violence suggested stricter enforcement of [COVID-19] containment measures in neighbourhoods with a high proportion of residents with a migrant background.” (Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – Fundamental Rights Implications – Bulletin 4, 2020, p.34)
“The police are more likely to stop and search persons with ethnic minority backgrounds for identity checks, research in a number of Member States shows. For example, in Belgium, young people with an ethnic minority background are three times more likely to be stopped by the police for identity checks, research published by the University of Antwerp in June 2019 reveals. Such profiling can undermine trust in law enforcement among persons with ethnic minority backgrounds, the research findings also show.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2020, p.72)
“In Belgium, Amnesty International interviewed over 48 police officers and officials applying qualitative research methodology in nine local police zones about discriminatory practices during policing and identity checks. Half of the police officers believe that ethnic profiling happens and they often lack the tools to avoid it or prevent it, the research findings reveal. There is no clear and coherent policy on identity checks, according to the interviewees, as there are no guidelines, instructions, training or monitoring on identity checks.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.97)
“Last year, FRA reported an increase in alleged mistreatment of migrants and refugees who crossed borders by circumventing border controls. This trend continued in 2018. Allegations of abusive behaviour by police or border guards concerned, in particular, Belgium, Croatia, France, Greece, and Italy.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.133)
“In Belgium and France, the alleged mistreatment involved people who intended to travel to the United Kingdom without authorisation. In Belgium, Médecins du Monde surveyed 440 persons; 51 of them presented credible allegations of police violence – inflicted, for example, when they refused to give their fingerprints.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2019, p.133)
“In Belgium, the Ministry of Security, Interior and Justice included training on ‘Discrimination, hate speech and hate crimes: circular 13/2013’ in its new National Security Plan 2016–2019 to give a bigger role for reference officers responsible for discrimination and hate crime. Furthermore, in an effort to ensure that all citizens are treated equally and to fight ethnic profiling, the police zone of Mechelen-Willebroek has been registering every identity check of civilians since May 2017.” (Fundamental Rights Report 2018, p.87)
4 [bookmark: _Toc67933992]Hate Speech and hate crime

“The reported prevalence of hate-motivated harassment is highest among Roma in the Netherlands; 83 % mention experiencing such incidents. Belgian Caravan dwellers and Roma respondents are least likely to experience such incidents (13 % and 16 % respectively).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.34)
“Expressions of hostility towards Jews in the street and other public spaces is considered to be ‘a very big’ or ‘a fairly big problem’ by the large majority of respondents in France (91 %), Belgium (81 %), Germany (80 %), and the Netherlands (71 %) […].” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.22)
“The survey findings show that 2 % of all respondents experienced a physical attack and 28 % encountered some form of harassment because they are Jewish in the 12 months before the survey. Considering the results for each of the EU Member States surveyed, France had the greatest share of respondents who worried about such issues (60 % worried about antisemitic verbal insults and harassment and 58 % about antisemitic physical attacks), followed by Germany (59 % and 47 %, respectively) and Belgium (55 % and 41 %, respectively).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.33)
“Respondents in Belgium and Germany recorded the next highest rates of concern: in Belgium, 65 % worried that a family member or other close person might be subjected to insult or harassment, and 54 % worried that they might be physically attacked; […].” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.35)
“More than one third of respondents in Germany (41 %), Belgium (39 %) and the Netherlands (35 %), and close to one third of respondents in Poland, Spain (32 % each) and Sweden (30 %) experienced at least one type of antisemitic harassment in the 12 months before the survey.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.46)
“Higher shares of respondents in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium indicate that they personally experienced offensive or threatening comments because they are Jewish in the 12 months before the survey (29 %, 26 % and 25 %, respectively) than in the other EU Member States surveyed (Figure 20). Similar proportions of respondents in Belgium and Germany say they personally experienced offensive gestures or inappropriate staring because they are Jewish in the 12 months before the survey – 26 % and 24 %, respectively, the highest among the 12 countries.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.48)
“In the case of the most serious incident of antisemitic harassment, the proportions of victims who referred to antisemitic language during the incident range from 61 %–65 % in France, Denmark, Austria, and Sweden, to 72 %–79 % in Belgium, Hungary and Poland.” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.53)
“The results also show some differences in respondents’ perceptions of the perpetrators of the most serious anti-semitic incident of harassment across the 12 survey countries (Table 6). The most often mentioned categories across the 12 survey countries – ‘someone I can not describe’ and ‘someone with a Muslim extremist view’ – are also among the top three categories in eight Member States: Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Germany, France, the Netherlands, Sweden and the United Kingdom (they range from 20 % to 40 % and from 22 % to 41 %, respectively).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.54)

[bookmark: _Toc67933993]4.1 Reporting, recording and prosecution of hate crime

“As many as 93 % of respondents who experienced an incident of harassment in the past five years did not report them anywhere. This is true of all surveyed groups, irrespective of gender, age, income and education. Relatively better outcomes were found among Roma in Belgium; however, even they never reported 84 % of incidents. The rate of non-reporting is comparable to the results for Roma in EU-MIDIS II (90 %).” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.35)
“On 7 October 2019, the Criminal Court of Ghent in Belgium delivered a decision condemning a group of football supporters who attacked, with sticks and hand-held fireworks, a squat inhabited by Roma, including young children, in November 2017. Among other things, they were accused of threats, vandalism and incitement to hatred or violence through a WhatsApp group. As Belgium’s equality body and national human rights institution (the Interfederal Centre for Equal Opportunities and Opposition to Racism, UNIA) stated, this was the first time a Court condemned a racist attack against Roma.” (Roma and Travellers in six countries, 2020, p.37)
The annual report “Antisemitism: Overview of antisemitic incidents recorded in the European Union 2009-2019” provides an update of the most recent figures on antisemitic incidents, covering the period 1 January 2009 – 31 December 2019, across the EU Member States, where data are available. Data for Belgium can be found on pp. 27-31.
“The Belgian equality body Unia received 19 complaints of alleged hate speech and hate crime linked to COVID-19 between 1 April and 30 June, mostly involving people of Asian origin, but also including social media posts blaming migrants for spreading the pandemic.” (Coronavirus pandemic in the EU – Fundamental Rights Implications – Bulletin 4, 2020, p.34)
“Comparing the results between the EU Member States in terms of the most serious antisemitic harassment incidents in the past five years shows the highest reporting rates in Austria, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom (21 %–28 %), and the lowest in Spain, Belgium and Denmark (13 %–17 %).” (Experiences and perceptions of antisemitism - Second survey on discrimination and hate crime against Jews in the EU, 2018, p.55)
The report Hate crime recording and data collection practice across the EU (2018) provides rich and detailed information on hate crime recording and data collection systems across the EU. The information on Belgium – which include information on Belgium’s legal framework; IGO observations and recommendations; recording hate crime; data collection and publication; and cooperation with civil society organisations – can be found on pp. 30-32.
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