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SUMMARY

This work addresses the construction of a free, egalitarian, and fraternal Europe in light of human rights. The general objective of this work is to analyze the construction of a free, egalitarian, and fraternal Europe in light of human rights. Its specific objectives are: to offer a brief reflection on human rights; to address the process of European construction; and to study the presence of human rights in the process of European construction. Regarding methodology, the work was developed based on the historical method and used bibliographic and documentary research from books, internet articles, journals, and some international treaties. It was based on the following starting question: how to analyze the construction of a free, egalitarian, and fraternal Europe in light of human rights? The first chapter provides a general overview of human rights. The second chapter discusses European construction and the presence of human rights in this process. It was observed that during the process of European construction, human rights did not receive much attention, to the detriment of economic issues. Even after the creation of mechanisms for the protection of human rights, numerous violations of these rights continue to occur. There is still much to be done in this situation, especially with regard to the refugee and migrant crisis in Europe.
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ABSTRACT

The present work deals with the construction of a free, egalitarian and fraternal Europe in the light of human rights. The general objective of this work is to analyze the construction of a free, egalitarian and fraternal Europe in the light of human rights. Its specific objectives are: to give a brief reflection on human rights; approach to the European construction process; study the presence of human rights in the process of European integration. As for the methodology, the work was elaborated on the basis of the historical method and the bibliographical and documentary searches of books, articles of the internet, magazines and some international treaties were used. It was based on the following question: how to analyze the construction of a free, egalitarian and fraternal Europe in the light of human rights? In the first chapter a generic approach was taken on human rights. In the second chapter we talked about the European construction and the presence of human rights in this process. It was seen that during the process of European construction, human rights did not stand out, at the expense of economic issues. Even after creating mechanisms for the protection of human rights, there are still numerous violations of human rights. There is still a lot that needs to be done in this situation, especially with regard to the refugee and immigrant crisis in Europe.
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INTRODUCTION

The European Union (EU) is currently a clear example that cooperation is the best path to peace and the integration of peoples, rather than armed conflict. Because its construction was phased and lengthy, there has been interest in studying the presence of human rights during this process. Hence the choice and subsequent study of the theme of this article: "the construction of a free, egalitarian and fraternal Europe in the light of human rights".

The topic appears relevant from the outset, given that the European Union has been seen as a model of cooperation and integration. Therefore, it is important to understand not only the history behind its creation, but also the importance the organization has given to issues related to human rights.

Therefore, the following initial question was formulated: how to analyze the construction of a free, egalitarian, and fraternal Europe in the light of human rights?
To that end, the following general objective was established: to analyze the construction of a free, egalitarian and fraternal Europe in the light of human rights.

And as specific objectives:
- To briefly reflect on human rights;
- To address the European construction process;
- To study the presence of human rights in the process of European integration.
Theoretical Framework

This study is based on two theoretical approaches to regional integration: neofunctionalism and liberal intergovernmentalism.

Neofunctionalism, developed by Ernst B. Haas, argues that regional integration occurs gradually and incrementally, through a functional "spillover" mechanism, in which cooperation in a given sector generates pressure for integration in other areas (Haas, 1958). According to this perspective, the creation of the European Coal and Steel Community and, subsequently, the European Economic Community, represented not only an economic vision, but the beginning of a broader process that would tend to expand into political and legal areas. As Haas (1968) argued, integration tends to produce loyalties and expectations that transcend the strictly national framework, leading to the strengthening of supranational institutions.

Applying this theory to the European case, it can be understood that the initial centrality of economic issues does not necessarily exclude the subsequent incorporation of fundamental rights into the Community legal order. On the contrary, the progressive institutional densification of the EU created structural conditions for the affirmation of a common legal space, in which the protection of human rights came to occupy a more visible place, especially since the Maastricht Treaty and the proclamation of the Charter of Fundamental Rights.

On the other hand, liberal intergovernmentalism, associated with Andrew Moravcsik, argues that states remain the main actors in the integration process, with community decisions being the result of intergovernmental negotiations guided by internally defined national interests (Moravcsik, 1998). Thus, the priority given to economic reconstruction after the Second World War can be interpreted as a reflection of the internal preferences of European governments, concerned with stability, growth, and democratic consolidation.

According to Moravcsik (1993), the great advances in European integration resulted from bargains between states seeking to maximize economic and political gains. In this logic, the initial absence of an explicit catalog of fundamental rights in the founding treaties should not be understood as a denial of European humanist values, but as a consequence of a strategic prioritization. Only when democratic legitimacy and internal cohesion began to demand greater normative density did the protection of human rights gain centrality in the integration process.	

METHODOLOGY

For the elaboration of this work, the qualitative method was used, since in order to understand the European construction and the presence of human rights within it, it is imperative to know the events and processes that surrounded this construction, as well as the motivation of European leaders. Bibliographic research was also used, which included books, internet articles and magazines, as well as documentary research where the main treaties from the various phases of the European construction process were consulted.
PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS
· Human Rights

For many years, humanity has grappled with issues that reduce human dignity to nothing. It was in this context that the need arose to create mechanisms to dignify human existence. But how can we define this phenomenon?
 Several authors have discussed how to define human rights. According to Rabenhorst (2014, p. 12), human rights are rights that we possess not because the State has decided so through its laws, or because we ourselves have done so through our agreements. They are rights that we possess simply because we are human.
As argued by the UN Brazil (2017), human rights are rights inherent to all human beings, regardless of their race, sex, nationality, ethnicity, language, religion, or any other condition. These rights include the right to life, freedom of expression, the right to work and education, among many others.  
Over the years, a series of treaties, declarations, and charters have been drawn up with a view to creating laws protecting human rights.[footnoteRef:1]The first and most significant steps in this direction were taken with the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen during the French Revolution of 1789. [1: This declaration was not the first to address the rights of peoples. Before it, there was the Bill of Rights (1688) in England and the Virginia Declaration (1776), which became the basis for the American Constitution. However, greater emphasis will be placed on this one because it had the greatest international impact.] 

· The Protection of Human Rights: From the French Revolution to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR)

Whenever human rights are discussed, it becomes imperative to address, even briefly, the French Revolution and its ideals regarding the protection of human rights, as well as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), which became the "mother" of declarations relating to the protection of human rights.

At the end of the 18th century, French society was in decline. There were several reasons for this situation, as Manfred (1972, p. 86) states: the crisis of the feudal regime, the ever-widening gap between the privileged orders, headed by the court, and the people, the emergence of popular movements, and the growth of intellectual movements.[footnoteRef:2][…]. [2: This period is also called the Enlightenment or the Age of Reason, having begun in France and spread throughout Europe, where intellectuals such as Voltaire, Montesquieu, Kant, Goethe, Rousseau, Mozart, and Beethoven stood out.] 


Several events marked France during this period, with the popular uprising culminating in the storming of the Bastille, thus concluding what became known as the French Revolution of 1789. This revolution had as its mottos: Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity, which are currently the elements of the matrix of human rights.
From this revolution emerged the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen, which was the main source of inspiration for peoples to fight for their rights. It was considered the pinnacle of declarations.

This declaration was approved by the Constituent Assembly created shortly after the people seized power on August 26, 1789.

‶It was based on the defense of what it considered the natural, inalienable, and non-negotiable rights of man. For this, a fundamental requirement was that everyone be free and equal in rights, as defined in the very first article of the Declaration” (Pissurno, 2016).
Silva (2011, p.123), explains that‶Freedom is generally interpreted as the non-interference of authority in the sphere of private interests. Fraternity is established when there is in fact a politically solidary community, with equal and free individuals. The author also mentions that‶Equality would be the absence of privileges among citizens, regardless of social class, creed, race, and other characteristics that could differentiate them” (p.124).

This declaration became a source of inspiration for many peoples, including in the drafting of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
· The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR)

The principles advocated by the fascist regimes in Spain and Italy and the Nazi regimes in Germany, and the atrocities committed during the Second World War (1939-1945) by these and others,‶This increased concerns about safeguarding human rights, and calls began to emerge for the international recognition of human rights and, consequently, for their protection (Fernandes, 2004 p.52).

According to the author (p. 53),‶"Dedicated to preserving international peace, the UN understood that it was necessary, for this purpose, to define and codify the fundamental principles inherent in human rights." In this vein, the UN General Assembly, meeting in Paris on December 10, 1948, approved the Universal Declaration of Human Rights by 48 votes in favor, none against, and 8 abstentions (Saudi Arabia, Belarus, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Poland, Ukraine, South Africa, and the Soviet Union).

In its preamble, the Declaration is presented as‶"an ideal to be achieved by all peoples and all nations."

In its first article, we are presented with a summary of the fundamental objective of this declaration, respect for human dignity, and a clear influence of the principles of the French Revolution is noticeable, since it states that...‶"All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights. They are endowed with reason and conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit of brotherhood."

Inspired by this declaration, people around the world created national and continental declarations related to the protection of human rights, which became part of the national constitutions of many states. And Europe is no exception, as will be seen later in this article.
· The European construction process

The process of European integration began shortly after the Second World War.

European leaders realized that cooperation was the viable path to maintaining peace and the most important step towards the development and well-being of peoples.
In 1946, Winston Churchill made his appeal in Zurich, urging yesterday's enemies to reconcile in order to build a kind of United States of Europe (Moussis, 1985, p.6).

Adding to Churchill's thinking, the then French Foreign Minister, Robert Schuman,‶"He proposed in 1950 the creation of a common market in two important economic sectors that had previously been used for military purposes: the coal and steel sectors" (Moussis, 1985, p. 7). Schuman stated that‶Europe will not be created overnight, nor through a global construction. It will be created through concrete actions, first and foremost by establishing a de facto solidarity” (Ibid.). In practice, this meant creating a strong bond between European countries, especially between Germany and France, since the two great wars were partly due to the struggle for the monopoly of these two aforementioned sectors, with these two European powers as the protagonists.

Inspired by Schuman's idea, on April 18, 1951, West Germany, Belgium, Luxembourg, France, Italy, and the Netherlands signed the Treaty of Paris, which established the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC).
As stated in its very first article, the ECSC aims to create a common market with common objectives and institutions.
According to Baldissera (2012, p.9),‶One of the innovations introduced by the Community was the establishment of an Administrative Agency, which could approve regulations, thus transforming it into the first organization with supranational characteristics in Europe.  
· The Treaties of Rome

The same countries that formed the ECSC met in Rome to sign two other agreements – the Treaties of Rome – which established the European Economic Community (EEC) and the European Atomic Energy Community (EAEC) on March 25, 1957 (Baldissera, 2012, p.11).
As stated in its second article, the EEC's mission was to create a common market and an economic and monetary union, as well as to promote harmonious development, a high level of employment and social protection, equality between men and women, and an increase in the standard of living.
Although they covered issues involving social protection and equality between men and women, these Rome Accords did not focus on the protection of human rights as such. The expression "human rights" is never even mentioned in the accords.
On April 8, 1965, the member states signed an agreement in Brussels that allowed the merger of the ECSC, EEC, and EEC institutions (Baldissera, 2012, p. 12). This agreement was called the Merger Agreement.
The United Kingdom, Ireland, and Denmark joined the EEC in 1973. Greece joined in 1981, and Portugal and Spain in 1986. With these enlargements, a very heterogeneous European community was created (Silva, 2010, p. 175). Some of these new members were, at the time, considered poor states with several impoverished regions (such as Portugal, Spain, Greece, and Ireland).

To address this situation, as Silva (2010, p.177) presents, the EEC will create community aid funds for these countries, such as the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) in 1975 and the Integrated Mediterranean Programs in 1985.
· Maastricht Treaty or Treaty on European Union (TEU)

SecondSidjanski (1996, p.92),‶"Forty years of economic integration paved the way for political integration." The author adds that the sharing of resources, the management of the customs union, common institutions and policies, the political reach of economic decisions, as well as the political weight of trade and external economic relations, are factors that have given a political dimension to the European Community (p. 93).
The Maastricht Treaty emerged to give greater depth to the European integration process, being signed in Maastricht on February 7, 1992, establishing the European Union (EU), and relaunched European integration, bringing together the three important aspects of the organization: the European Community, Foreign and Security Policy, and Justice and Home Affairs.

 The EU, in fact, replaced the EEC.
According to Article 13 of the TEU, the institutions of the Union are:
The European Parliament;
The European Council;
The Council;
The European Commission;
The Court of Justice of the European Union;
The European Central Bank;
The Court of Auditors.
This treaty established the Euro as the official currency of the EU.

In 1995 there was a further expansion, with the entry ofAustria, Finland, Sweden. In 2004, the largest enlargement took place, with European integration reaching the East, with the entry of 10 countries: Cyprus, Slovakia, Slovenia, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Czech Republic. In 2007, Bulgaria and Romania joined, and in 2013, Croatia. On December 31, 2020, the EU had only 27 member states, due to the departure of the United Kingdom from this community bloc.
· Treaty of Lisbon
	
This treaty was signed in Lisbon by the EU member states on December 13, 2007. As Silva (2016, p. 53) explains, the aforementioned treaty brought about some changes in the framework of the EU's functioning, such as the inclusion of the legally binding Charter of Fundamental Rights, increased EU competence to conclude treaties, a Parliament with more powers, an obligation of mutual solidarity if a member state is the target of terrorist attacks or a victim of natural or man-made disasters, and others.

· Human rights in the process of European integration

Throughout the long process of European integration, the issue of human rights was absent from the core of discussions. This is because states were focused solely on the economic and financial domain, as can be seen in the constitution of the first institutions (OEEC, ECSC, EURATOM and EEC).

As Freitas (2014, p. 81) argues, in the Treaty that established the EEC, for example, one can see, even from the very nomenclature, a greater concern with finances than with fundamental rights.

In 1953, the European Convention on Human Rights, adopted by the European Union, entered into force.[footnoteRef:3]Council of Europe. In order to allow for the monitoring of the effective respect for human rights, the Convention established the European Court of Human Rights, in1954The member states of the European Communities were also contracting parties to the Council of Europe. This fact also contributed to the lack of interest of the member states of the European Communities regarding fundamental rights, referring these issues to the aforementioned convention. However, as Sy (2017) explains, the absence of an explicit, written catalogue of fundamental rights, binding on the European Community and easily accessible to citizens, continued to be a cause for concern. [3: The Council of Europe (English: Council of Europe, French: Conseil de l'Europe) is ainternational organizationFounded on May 5, 1949, it is the oldest functioning European institution. Its purposes are the defense of human rights, democratic development, and political and social stability in the world.EuropeIt has legal personality recognized byinternational lawand serves approximately 800 million people in 47 states, including the 28 that make up theEuropean Union(Wikipedia, 2017).] 


It was only in the 1980s that greater emphasis began to be placed on the issue of fundamental rights within the European Community, mainly with the signing of the EU Agreement.
Regarding Fundamental Rights, according to Freitas (2014, p. 86), the Single European Act is important because it expressly provided in its initial considerations for the promotion of democracy as the basis for fundamental rights recognized in the Constitutions and legislation of the Member States, in the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and the European Social Charter, notably freedom, equality and social justice.

The next step in the elaboration of fundamental rights would be taken with the Maastricht Treaty in 1992, which established the EU, and whose purpose was to be a milestone in the process of rapprochement between the peoples of the Union, it being certain that the Community political entities should associate themselves more directly with citizens in the decision-making of the Bloc (art. A) (Freitas, 2014, p.87).

In its Article F, the Maastricht Treaty or TEU, states that‶The Union will respect fundamental rights as guaranteed by the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, signed in Rome on 4 November 1950, and as they result from the constitutional traditions common to the Member States, as general principles of Community law.	


· The Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union

On December 7, 2000, the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union was proclaimed by the European Commission, the European Parliament, and the Council of the European Union, containing a total of 54 articles. An adapted version of the Charter was proclaimed on December 12, 2007.Strasbourg, ahead of the signing of the Treaty of Lisbon, which makes the Charter legally binding in all countries except Poland and the United Kingdom.[footnoteRef:4]. [4: In a protocol annexed to the Treaty of Lisbon (Protocol No. 30), Poland and the United Kingdom excluded the possibility of the Charter's content being invoked before the courts if its provisions are not expressly provided for in their national legal systems (Coelho, 2017).] 


The fundamental rights enshrined in the charter are grouped into six chapters, divided into the following themes: dignity, freedom, equality, solidarity, citizenship, and justice.

The drafting of this letter was framed by the case law of the Court of Justice of the EU, which guarantees respect for fundamental rights in the Community legal order with regard to the activity of the institutions, as well as the measures taken by the Member States within the scope of the application of Community law (Soares, 2006, p.241).	

This charter is extremely important for citizens of EU member states because it brings together in a single document not only the rights enshrined in international conventions (of the United Nations, the Council of Europe, the ILO), but also those resulting from the constitutional traditions of the member states, the rights specific to EU citizens, and the economic and social rights included in the European Social Charter and the Charter of Fundamental Rights of Workers, as well as the principles inherent in the case law of the Court of Justice of the European Communities and the European Court of Human Rights. As can be seen, this is a Charter that seeks to protect the rights of citizens in all aspects of social life.

Next, we will proceed to analyze certain Community policies and programs which, although they do not expressly invoke the language of human rights, incorporate, in their practical implementation, concerns related to social cohesion, solidarity and the improvement of the living conditions of populations, dimensions intrinsically related to the protection of fundamental rights: Economic, social and territorial cohesion; European citizenship and the Schengen area.
· Economic, Social and Territorial Cohesion

In 1975, the EEC created several financial, economic, and social policies, such as the ERDF and Integrated Mediterranean Programs, which also had positive impacts on the social lives of the populations, considering that some of the new member states at the time presented a deteriorating economic and social situation.

According to Menezes (1990, p. 39), some objectives of these policies are:
	- To combat long-term unemployment;
	- To facilitate the professional integration of young people;
	- To promote the development of rural areas.

In 1977, the EEC created the European Social Fund (ESF).‶"starting to finance structural unemployment, contributing to financial assistance for disabled workers and granting aid to the unemployed" (Fernandes, 2004, p.129).		
· European Citizenship

Citizenship in the EU was introduced by the TEU, which brought together the set of rights attributable to persons with the nationality of a Member State. According to its Article 9:‶"Any person who holds the nationality of a Member State is a citizen of the Union. Union citizenship is in addition to, and does not replace, national citizenship."

Bux (2017) explains that, by analogy with national citizenship, European Union citizenship designates a relationship between the citizen and the Union characterized by rights, duties, and participation in community political life. The idea of ​​European citizenship aims to make citizens identify more with the EU and to foster European public opinion, political awareness, and identity (Ibid.).

The rights considered to be citizenship rights under the Treaty on European Union (TEU) are rights of a civic and political nature, to which is added the right to economic freedoms provided for in the Treaty on the EEC, and aim to establish a direct link between the citizens of the Member States and the EU.
As Silva (2010, p. 268) argues, the Charter of Fundamental Rights also addresses citizenship, referring to several fundamental rights such as the right to vote and be elected in European elections, freedom of movement and residence, diplomatic protection, the right to petition the European Parliament, and others.

According to Fernandes (2004, p.124),‶The principle of free movement is intrinsically linked to the principle of non-discrimination, since free movement presupposes that citizens of the European Community are treated equally in all Member States and that they enjoy the right of initiative. The principle of free movement embodies the freedom of movement of persons, the freedom of establishment and the freedom to provide services (p. 125). Nationals of any Member State may carry out their activities throughout the Community area, whether as investors, managers, service providers or simply employees, under equal circumstances and conditions as nationals of other EU countries.

This amounts to added value for the well-being of EU citizens, as they have the right to seek better living conditions elsewhere within the EU. This fact was frequently noted during the financial crisis that shook Europe and the rest of the world from 2008 onwards. Portugal, for example, saw an increase in the number of emigrants in recent years, with Luxembourg, the United Kingdom, Spain, France, and Germany being their main destinations within the EU.    

With regard to the rights of diplomatic and consular protection, according to Article 20 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU), all citizens of the Union have‶the right, in the territory of third countries where the Member State of which they are nationals is not represented, to benefit from the protection of the diplomatic and consular authorities of any Member State, under the same conditions as the nationals of that State.
Based on Article 8(d) of the TEU, any citizen of the Union may write to any of the institutions referred to in this Article or Article 7 (European Parliament, Council, Commission, Court of Justice, Court of Auditors) in one of the languages ​​provided for in Article 314 and receive a reply in the same language. This is a means of creating closer ties between citizens of the Union and their leaders and is an important right for every citizen.
· Schengen Area
	
The Schengen Area is the result of an agreement between several countries.EuropeansThe agreement aimed to create a policy of free movement and open borders for citizens of the signatory countries. It was initially signed by Belgium, Germany, France, Luxembourg, and the Netherlands in 1985. Despite initial skepticism, over time other EU members joined the agreement.

Currently, the Schengen Area encompasses 26 European countries, 22 of which are EU member states: Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Germany, Estonia, Greece, Spain, France, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Hungary, Malta, Netherlands, Austria, Poland, Portugal, Slovakia, Slovenia, Finland and Sweden. And 4 non-EU countries: Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway and Switzerland (Malmström, 2011, p.3).

In 1997, the Treaty of Amsterdam institutionalized the Schengen Area within the EU. The United Kingdom and the Republic of Ireland, despite being EU members, have not yet joined the Schengen Area.

The Schengen Agreement has been a valuable asset for thousands of EU citizens and beyond. As Malmström (2011, p. 5) states,‶Many more citizens regularly travel to other Member States for business or tourism without being subject to controls within the Schengen Area, or, at most, only to quick checks at internal borders.
The signatory states of the Schengen Agreement can reactivate border controls in exceptional cases. That is, when national security is under threat, when there are public order issues or other situations, free movement within that state or part of it ceases. Portugal, for example, reactivated its border controls in 2004 on the occasion of the organization of the European football championship, at the NATO summit in Lisbon in 2010, and during Pope Francis' visit to Fatima in May 2017.

Foreign citizens who obtain a tourist or long-stay visa for a Schengen signatory state can move freely within the Schengen area.
Currently, due to the growing wave of illegal immigration and refugees to Europe, mostly fleeing the catastrophic situations in their countries (mainly Libyans, Afghans, and Syrians), the Schengen Area has been called into question.

Hungary surprised many immigrants and the rest of the world in 2015 by blocking its border with Serbia and building a wall more than 40 km long, while Slovakia and Austria are following suit in blocking their borders.(Cabral 2015, p.1). Germany even re-established border controls with Austria.

Another situation that has raised serious doubts about the permanence of the Schengen Area is related to the growing increase in terrorist threats. This concern became more evident after the terrorist attacks in France in 2015, Belgium and Germany in 2016 respectively. Many of these attacks were perpetrated by immigrants from countries in conflict, such as Afghanistan, Syria and Iraq, and with links to the Islamic State.
· European Solidarity Towards Irregular Immigrants and Refugees: Challenges to the Protection of Human Rights

Europe has faced a migration crisis in recent years that has tested its commitments in the field of human rights. In several EU member states, there has been a refusal of refugees and immigrants, which contradicts various international normative instruments, such as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the UN Charter, and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights itself.
According to Article 19(2) of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the EU, “No one shall be removed, expelled or extradited to a State where there is a serious risk of being subjected to the death penalty, torture or other inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment”. This principle is particularly relevant when considering that a significant portion of migratory flows originate from countries immersed in armed conflict, political instability or institutional collapse, such as Libya, Syria, Iraq and Yemen.

In 2016, the EU and Turkey signed an agreement whereby Turkey began receiving some of the illegal immigrants and refugees in European territory, also committing to strengthen control of migration routes towards the EU, in exchange for substantial financial support. This agreement generated strong controversy, with Amnesty International, in a report published that same year, warning of what it considered a regression by the EU in terms of human rights. According to the report, "AI documented cases of 36 countries that violated international law by sending refugees back to countries where their rights are not guaranteed, and several of these countries are European" (Guimarães, 2016). It further adds that "Europe has been sending refugees back to Turkey, and Turkey has been sending refugees back to the countries from which they fled, whether because of war, as in Syria, or persistent extreme poverty, as in Ethiopia" (Ibid.).
In November 2017, a CNN report revealed the existence of slavery practices and abuses against migrants in detention centers in Libya, provoking a strong reaction from the international community. The relevance of this episode to the present article lies in the fact that human rights organizations denounce European complicity, insofar as the funding and support given to Libyan authorities to contain migratory flows could contribute, albeit indirectly, to the violation of human rights. As Lorena (2017) states, "European governments are not only fully aware of these abuses, insofar as they finance the activities of the Libyan authorities to stop crossings and keep people in Libya, they are complicit in the abuses themselves."

Thus, the management of irregular migration and the protection of refugees emerges as one of the main contemporary challenges to building a truly free, equal and fraternal Europe. The migration crisis is not merely a matter of border control, but a concrete test of the coherence between the EU's discourse and its political practice in the field of human rights protection.

FINAL CONSIDERATIONS

Human rights are ideals to be achieved by all peoples. And humanity has always been forced to create mechanisms for the protection of these rights.  

Europe was the stage for the two bloodiest conflicts humanity has ever witnessed. The second, causing the most devastation, led European leaders to prioritize dialogue over belligerent ideals. And during this period of construction and transformation, European leaders were not interested in creating mechanisms to protect human rights within the European community, as economic primacy was more important to them. It was only at the beginning of the 2000s that the Charter of Fundamental Rights was created in the EU.
In recent years, the EU has made an effort to intensify the protection of human rights within its borders. The creation of European citizenship and the Schengen Area are two clear examples of this. However, the refugee crisis in Europe has called into question the EU's principles, as it has not managed the situation in the best possible way.

However, despite everything, the EU still has a long way to go to reach quite satisfactory levels regarding the protection of human rights. Nevertheless, it is hoped that the EU will act more effectively not only on the issue of refugees and immigrants, but also on various other issues to ensure greater protection of human rights.
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