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THE EUROPEAN UNION
8618/00
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of : CIREFI/Mixed Committee (Norway and Iceland)

dated : 18 April 2000

Europol representatives also attended the meeting.

1.  Adoption of the agenda

The agenda set out in Telex No 1699 of 11 April 2000 was adopted, with the addition of the

items mentioned under "Other business" below.

2.  Exchange of information on present situation regarding illegal immigration and illegal

immigration networks

- General trends
- Specific situations

- Specific cases involving groups

The situation report, based on the information exchanged at the meeting, is contained in
8128/00 ADD 1 CIREFI 22 COMIX 368 (RESTREINT) (to be issued following approval by

written procedure).
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Liaison officers (ILOs/ALOs)
7717/00 CIREFI 17 COMIX 331

The Presidency introduced the above-mentioned document and underlined the proposals to
improve the existing forms of cooperation, in particular the creation of an up-to-date
centralised CIREFI record of places where ILOs and ALOs are posted and/or the likely

creation of new posts and a regular exchange of information on liaison officers in CIREFI.

The Presidency suggested submitting this document for information to the competent working
parties, viz. the Strategic Committee on Immigration, Frontiers and Asylum, the High Level

Working Group on Migration and Asylum, Visa and Frontiers Working Parties.

CIREFT agreed with the above-mentioned document and the submitting to the competent

Working Parties.

Clarification of statistical data gathering in CIREFI
5581/1/00 CIREFI 3 REV 1 COMIX 82

The Presidency presented a revised version of its proposal aimed at identifying specific
features in Member States' legislation and practices. The Presidency stated that it had received

comments from four delegations (B, D, I, FIN), showing a divergence of opinions.

The German delegation referred to differences in the legal bases for data gathering affecting

the comparability of Member States' data and to the responsibility of the competent national
authorities in recording and forwarding the data. However, the German delegation agreed to

send its data.

The Swedish delegation supported the Presidency's initiative and would forward its

contribution in due time.

The Presidency requested delegations to send their contributions before 15 May 2000 to the

General Secretariat of the Council.
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5.  Statistical information on legal migration

5580/1/00 CIREFI 2 REV 1

Various delegations (DK, D, GR, F, I) voiced doubts about the creation of new data collection

practices and referred to difficulties at national level in obtaining this information. The Greek
delegation entered a scrutiny reservation and suggested sending this issue to the Strategic

Committee on Frontiers, Immigration and Asylum.

The Spanish delegation supported the Presidency's proposal and suggested referring this issue

to the Justice and Home Affairs Council for a political impulse.
The Presidency concluded that it would withdraw its proposal and to ask the Strategic
Committee on Frontiers, Immigration and Asylum for some guidance. EUROSTAT would be

asked to accelerate the collection and processing of data on legal migration.

The Commission representative undertook to verify the reasons for the delay in the collection

of data on legal migration and to report at the next CIREFI meeting.

6. Collecting information on existing legislation in Member states on preventing and

combating illegal immigration networks

5579/00 CIREFI 1

Countries not having replied to the above-mentioned document were requested to do so as

soon as possible.

7. Other business

a) Migration pressure on Spain

The German delegation reported that it had noticed an increase in the number of Pakistanis
and Moldovans going to Spain in order to benefit from the recently started regularisation
procedure there. Germany had already notified its own services about the measures introduced
by Spain and alerted then to possible increases in the numbers of re-admissions at the border.
It also underlined the importance of informing Member States in due time of future
regularisation procedures and future cases of application by Member States of Article 2(2) of

the Schengen Implementing Convention.
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b) Information transmitted by Belgium under the early-warning system

CIREFI took note of the information transmitted by Belgium under the early-warning system.

¢) Nigerian immigration flow to Belgium

The Belgian delegation stated that it had apprehended Nigerian migrants holding false

Spanish identity documents and queried whether other delegations had had similar
experiences. Two categories of Nigerian migrants were detected: on the one hand Nigerian
migrants who had travelled from Nigeria to Morocco, entered Ceuta where they claimed to
have resided in refugee centres and then on to Belgium and, on the other hand, Nigerian
migrants who were already staying in Belgium but had travelled to Spain to obtain false
identity documents. The false Spanish identity documents were issued in Madrid, Barcelona

and Malaga.

The Spanish delegation asked Belgium for more detailed information on this immigration

flow.

d} Thematic controls in Belgium

As announced at the previous CIREFI meeting, the Belgian delegation presented more

detailed information and conclusions of the thematic controls which had been carried out in
Belgium. It reported that these controls were carried out by the Gepndarmerie at air and
seaports as well as on some major roads. These controls were, however, not carried out in the

framework of Article 2(2) of the Schengen Implementing Convention.

A total of 250 illegal migrants were apprehended in February and March 2000, including

9 unaccompanied minors and 11 facilitators. Intelligence showed that some of them, in
particular Romanians, had already resided in Belgium for 1 to 3 years. The majority of
migrants, often hiding in lorries, were apprehended on major roads. The main nationalities
involved were: Yugoslavians, Afghans, Romanians, Albanians and Chinese.

In 68% of the cases migrants were undocumented. The routes used differed depending on the
nationality of the migrants involved. The country of destination was predominantly the United

Kingdom. The migrants' average age was 25.

st
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e) Immigration from Pakistan

The Belgian delegation stated that Belgium was currently investigating cases of human

smuggling organised by Pakistani businessmen. It requested the experience of other

delegations with this migration flow.

The Spanish delegation stated that Spain had intensified its security controls at the land

borders with France from 28 to 31 March 2000. A lot of Pakistanis were apprehended coming

from France and Germany where they had lodged asylum applications.

The Greek delegation stated that Greece had also noticed this migration flow and remarked

that the majority of Pakistanis first travel to Istanbul. It stated that most of the migrants have
travel documents and even a visa. However, upon arrival in Istanbul these documents are
destroyed or sent back for re-use. In general, they stay between 10 and 30 days in Istanbul.
They come to Greece in small groups, crossing the Evros river and continuing their itinerary

hiding in lorries or on foot.

J) ratification by Greece of a protocol with Bulgaria on cross border crime

The Greek delegation stated that the above-mentioned agreement, signed on

8 September 1998 had been ratified by the Greek parliament.

g) Strategic expert meeting on illegal immigration

The Europol representative stated that the Europol's strategic expert meeting will take place
on 15 and 16 May 2000 in The Hague. Representatives of Norway and Iceland will also be

invited to attend the meeting.
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