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At the meetings of the Visa Sub-Group on 7 September and 11 October, the Belgian
Presidency put the following questions to all those present:

1) what solutions have the various Member States adopted for the problem of urgent issue?
2) practical arrangements.

The aim of this exercise was initially to draw up a report on the present situation, a kind of
summary of the various solutions in existence, and subsequently to draw up common

procedures for urgent issue.

Summary of the present situations

- Most Member States have a procedure for urgent issue (issue at the frontier: Germany,
Spain, Benelux, France, ltaly, Greece and Denmark, or visa waiver: Portugal,
United Kingdom and lreland), but after consulting their central authorities for reasons of
security, drug trafficking, etc.

- Such visas are issued in exceptional circumstances.

- Some delegations including France and Germany urge the organization of an urgent issuing
service at diplomatic or consular missions rather than at the frontier.

The problems of the type of visa issued - uniform visa or visa with limited territorial validity -
has not been resolved. In the case of a visa issued at a frontier, most Member States prefer
a visa with limited territorial validity (France, Denmark, Italy, etc). In fact, only the German
and Netherlands delegations were in favour of issuing uniform visas at frontiers.

Comments

- There seem to be two solutions:

urgent issue at the frontier
urgent issue at posts.

SN 4583/93 (WGI 1673) ain/CH/ac EN




- A comparison of the two procedures shows that each has its advantages and its
drawbacks.

1) lIssue at posts

This allows consultation of the central authorities of the States which so wish. A
reduction in such consultation might be envisaged, particularly for certain categories of
person {e.g. officials, VIPs) or for certain nationalities only (to be determined).

The second advantage is that the question of the type of visa does not arise. Since the
visa would be issued in accordance with the condition_s laid down in the Convention,
there is nothing to prevent its being common to the Twelve.

The introduction of such procedures could, however, create problems for the small
States which do not have the necessary infrastructure.

2) rlééue at the frontier
This system allows some flexibility and great speed in dealing with applications.

However, this procedure raises certain practical problems such as those linked to the

responsibility of the carrier (Article 14) or the obligation to consult the central authorities
(Article 20, first paragraph).

In addition, the United Kingdom delegation raised the legal argument that Articles 20
and 24 of the Convention would involve the issue of a visa with limited territorial
validity ().

The Netherlands delegation strongly disputed the United Kingdom delegation’s legal
interpretation of Article 24, as it considered that this text would not apply to cases of
issue at the frontier.

Apart from the legal discussion, which could not be continued in depth by the Sub-Group
because of lack of time, this problem needs to be examined in the light of practical
realities. There is a case at the moment of a sailor who landed at Zaventem but must
leave from Hamburg.

The Visa Sub-Group decided, at the end of this exploratory discussion, to submit this
report to the higher authority, which could, if appropriate, suggest new terms of
reference for a more detailed examination of the issue.

() See note from the United Kingdom delegation, WGl 1632.
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