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L Agenda item 1: Adoption of the agenda

The agenda was adopted as set out in telex N° 2270 of 12.5.1999.

Before entering into Agenda item 2, the group discussed the question whether any
preliminary country report should contain an evaluation of the respective candidate country,
and if so, whether this should be done by showing a certain percentage of the EU Acquis

which has already been adopted, or by making a ranking between the candidate countries.

All delegations agreed that the country reports should contain a conclusion evaluating the
respective candidate country, however, the wording should be chosen very carefully. No
delegation favoured a ranking between the candidate countries or a percentage number, since

the latter would not be able to calculate.
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Agenda item 2: Preliminary draft country report on Estonia

The Presidency presented its preliminary draft country report on Estonia, which contained all
areas of Justice and Home Affairs, except the part on judicial co-operation which would be

presented at the next meeting.

The group congratulated the German Presidency for the work done with this draft report,
which had already taken into account the comments of the Member States given to the

preliminary draft country report on Poland.

Delegations stressed that the parts on border control, migration and asylum were very well
elaborated while the part on police co-operation would still need further elaboration. Some
delegations offered to hand over information material in due time, which could then be

inserted into the text for the next meeting.

Some delegations pointed out that the text of the draft report was much more optimistic than

its conclusions; alignment should be made.

Concerning the issue of border management, the Commission pointed out that the agreement
of 5.3.1999 between Estonia and the Russian Federation was not about small-scale border
traffic. This was confirmed by the Finish delegation which clarified that this agreement was

dealing with the geographical establishment of the borderline between those two countries.

Some delegations pointed out differences between the preliminary report and the information

in the document EVAL 3, like e.g. the length of the borderline.

Also the question of the co-operation between the border surveillance authorities and the

police force should be elaborated further.
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Concerning the issue of migration, some delegations stressed that not only Estonia but also
none of the EU Member States has concluded readmission agreements with the Russian
Federation; this should not be seen as a deficit. One delegation asked for the insertion of the
number of illegal immigrants taken into custody by Estonian authorities, in order to be able to
calculate the ratio between that number and the number of illegal immigrants which were

extradited.

For the issue of asylum delegations declared to hand over more detailed information material.

Concerning the issue of police co-operation some Member States reported that they had not
only monitoring programmes with Estonia, but that also in the day to day practical work the

co-operation worked very well. This was also true for Estonian customs authorities.

III. Agenda item 3: Other business

The Presidency handed out the German version of the conclusions of the draft preliminary
report on Poland which would be discussed at the next meeting of the group. That meeting
will take place on 4 June, 1999; the preliminary report on Estonia will then be discussed

further.

Delegations were asked to hand over information material on Estonia until 25 May, 1999,
whereby this should also include information on bilateral cooperation agreements with

Estonia
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