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I. REPORT TO THE COUNCIL 

A. Introduction 

On 15 December 1999 Coreper approved a "line of action" (12965/4/99 SCH-EV AL 22 

COMIX 429 REV 4) in which the European Union aimed at a decision on the 

implementation of the Schengen acquis in the Nordic countries by the end of the 

year 2000. Therefore, a report to the Council evaluating the ability of the Nordic countries 

to apply the Schengen acquis had to be prepared during the year 2000 to enable the 

Council to take a decision on full implementation of the Schengen acquis . The aim of this 

interim report is to review the progress made to date. 
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B. Outline of work 

The tasks directed by the Portuguese Presidency were mainly centred on two types of 

work: 

1. A questionnaire (5532/1/00 SCH-EV AL 4 COMIX 71 REV 1) sent to the five Nordic 

countries on the following topics: 

Legal preconditions for the entry into force of the Convention; 

Control and surveillance of external borders; 

Airports; 

Sea ports; 

Land borders; 

SIS; 

Vision network; 

Judicial cooperation; 

Legislation on firearms ; 

Issuing of visas/consular cooperation; 

Readmission; 

Entry; 

Police cooperation; 

Drugs; 

Asylum. 

In several cases, replies to the questionnaires revealed that all the legislative 

amendments introduced to comply with the Schengen acquis had not yet been approved 

by the national parliament at the time of replying to the questionnaire. 
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In other cases, regulatory changes announced will enter into force in parallel with the 

implementation of the Schengen acquis (to illustrate this type of situation, the 

introduction of standard entry and exit stamps can be mentioned). 

It is understood that the Nordic States undertake to inform the Schengen partners where 

appropriate of any delay with regard to the timetable or forecasts contained in the 

replies to the questionnaire. 

2. Evaluation visits on the following topics: 

data protection and security (27-31 March) (8110/1/00 SCH-EVAL 26 

COMIX 365 REV 1); 

police cooperation (3-7 April) (8111/1/00 SCH-EV AL 27 COMIX 366 REV 1); 

visas (this visit will take place in June 2000). 

Details of the work mentioned under 1 and 2 are given in part II of this report. 

C. Conclusion 

Given the present state of the assessments made, the Working Party considers that no delay 

can be detected in the Nordic countries' preparations. The findings to date enable the 

assumption to be made that the deadline set for implementation can be respected. It should 

be noted however that major evaluation work still remains to be done. This relates 

especially to the application of Schengen standards on visa and consular cooperation at 

external frontiers (sea, land and airport frontiers) and the operation of the SIS. 
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In this connection, evaluations will be carried out in autumn 2000 and will be the subject 

of a report to the Council. Should all these evaluations lead to favourable conclusions -

and subject to additional checks - a decision on effective entry into force from 

25 March 200 1 would be submitted to the Council meeting on 30 November 2000. 

II. DETAILS OF THE EVALUATIONS MADE 

The replies to the questionnaire and the reports on visits enable a summary to be made of the 

work carried out to date. 

1. Legal preconditions for the entry into force of the Convention 

The legal preconditions for the implementation of the Schengen acquis in the Nordic 

countries have been met, taken into account the most recent information: 

Denmark has confirmed that the laws and regulations adopted for its continental 

territory also apply to Greenland and the Faroe Islands according to the details set 

out in the notes 11487/99 SCH-EVAL 10 COMIX 292 and 11488/99 SCH-EVAL 

11 COMIX 293; 
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Iceland has assured its partners that four bills concerning data protection, the SIS, 

immigration law and a law covering several specific provisions concerning 

Schengen were adopted in spring 2000. 

Under Article 7 of the agreement of 17 May 1999, Iceland and Norway should 

moreover conclude an arrangement (between the EU, Iceland and Norway) 

concerning the criteria and mechanisms for determining the State responsible for 

examining an application for asylum C ... ). There are no obstacles anymore to start 

those negociations. 
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Sweden has assured its partners that (amendments to) the following laws will be 

approved by Parliament: 

Proposals on "lag om andring i lagen (1972:260) om internationellt 

samarbete rorande verkstallighet av brottmalsdom", Law on international 

cooperation on the enforcement of Criminal Judgments, which were 

submitted in January (prop 1999/2000:45 Overforande av 

straffverkstallighet utan den domdes samtycke). 

Proposals on "lag om internationellt polisiart samarbete", the International 

Police Cooperation Act, "lag om Schengens informationssystem", the 

Schengen Information System Act, and on alterations in inter alia passlagen 

(1978:302), the Passport Act, and utHinningslagen (1989:529), the 

Aliens Act, which were submitted to Parliament in February. 

Finland has informed its partners that the law falling within the field of 

competence of the Aland Islands has been adopted by the local authorities. The 

legislation - providing the transfer of the enforcement of criminal judgements 

without the consent of the sentenced person - has not been adopted yet. 

2. Control and surveillance of external borders 

Through their replies to the questionnaire, the Nordic States have informed their 

partners about the geographical situation at their frontiers and all the structural and 

organisational measures taken to date. An outline of available human and technical 

resources has also been supplied. These subjects (2, 3,4 and 5) will be fully evaluated 

in autumn 2000. A report on them will be made to the Council in November. 

3. Airports 

Idem. 
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, 4 . Sea ports 

Idem. 

5. Land borders 

Idem. 

6. Schengen Infonnation System 

At present, only the aspects relating to the assessment of data protection and security 

have been evaluated. The evaluation led to the following conclusions . : 

(a) The meetings with the Data Protection Commissioners/Ombudsmen showed that 

the Nordic countries have a long history of Data Protection. These countries were 

among the first in the world to have data protection legislation. Since then 

various bills or acts had been adopted or were about to be adopted in order to 

comply with the EU Directive. Specific Acts had also to be prepared to 

implement the Schengen Convention, and in particular the SIS. 

The Survey Group noticed that the involvement of the data protection authorities 

in N .SIS and SIRENE differed from country to country as well as between the 

two systems. These disparities concerned both the preparatory stage ofN.SIS and 

SIRENE (construction and access rules) and the future duties of the 

data protection authorities in accordance with Articles 103,108,114 and 118 of 

the Schengen Convention. 

The Survey Group has taken note of the written comments of the Nordic countries. As far as 

possible, it has tried to find a consensus between the two opinions by correcting certain 

passages in the report or adding to it, on the basis of relevant comments. Where the Nordic 

contribution adds to the information provided by the Group, it is presented in italics and 

preceded by the initial of the country concerned. Where differences in assessment remain, the 

Group's report has been amplified and the Nordic position presented as a footnote to the 

relevant part of the report. 
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The Survey Group considers it advisable that every Nordic Data Protection 

Agency defines for its own country the practical implementation of the rules on, 

for example, how to control log files, the rules governing deletion, the 

arrangements for inspection of the systems, and the handling of complaints. 

(b) In most cases, the N.SIS functions had been carefully prepared in the 
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Nordic countries. Modem equipment was available in a secure computer 

environment. In this context disparities were again noted concerning the 

possibility of access from mobile terminals, the access granted to immigration 

services or consulates, the use of encryption technology, the use of browsing 

technology on secured networks and, more generally speaking, how to master the 

system. 

It was even more surprising that no common practice seemed to exist in 

connection with the Nordic Alert. A common approach on its purpose and use 

instead of or in parallel with Article 95 was needed. 

The Nordic States will apply the following principles when issuing 

international search warrants regarding extradition to a Nordic Stale: 

SIS alerts will be used in all cases which meet the requirements of Article 95 

of the Schengen Convention. A Nordic alert will only be used between the 

Nordic States in cases not covered by Article 95. 

In some places the security of data could be improved by keeping the backup 

systems separate from the main location. 
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During meetings at the future N.SIS premises, the Survey Group did not always 

meet people who were equally involved in the preparatory work being carried out 

at the premises of IBM/Copenhagen, or at least there seemed to be no general 

consistency in the Nordic Partners' approach to keeping in touch with the progress 

of the work there. 

The Nordic States have optedfor a common tender procedure for the 

delivery offive Nordic NSIS systems identical to the NSIS systems already 

in use in Austria. Progress is monitored through the Nordic Coordination 

Project (NOCOP) in which all Nordic countries participate. Moreover, 

intensive training of NSIS staff is planned. 

Two Nordic countries have chosen a private company to manage the N.SIS 

function. The Survey Group is of the opinion that this fact and its implications for 

security should be considered carefully. 

The Icelandic and Danish authorities have experience of entrusting private 

companies with the operation of sensitive IT-systems and no breaches of thr: 

agreed security measures have ever been noted. 

(c) The SIRENE offices were also visited. Not all of them were located at their 

definitive venue nor had they all hired or trained all their staff. It must be noted 

that all Nordic countries plan to integrate all their international police functions, 

such as Interpol, Europol, Nordic Cooperation, Baltic Cooperation, with SIRENE. 

The Survey Group understands that from a financial point of view it is attractive 

to bring these functions together; however, this may entail a lower standard of 

efficiency in the handling of SIS alerts and losing time when handling agents 

working for different forms of cooperation have to carry out different urgent tasks. 
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As was advised following the inspection of the SIRENE office in Gennany in 

1999, the Survey Group recommends considering the possibility of a discrete 

round-the-clock SIRENE office or, at least, that the reaction time and quality of 

the SIRENE work be tested frequently and, if necessary, enhanced by training. 

During the visits, some Nordic countries mentioned the fact that in the Action 

Plan to combat Organised Crime (adopted by the Council on 28 April 1997) (97/C 

251101) reference is made to the necessity (see Recommendation 19) that 

"existing contact points, such as Interpol NCB, SIRENE bureaux, etc. should be 

brought together in this central contact point, or at least, that close relations 

between such units should be established.". 

The Nordic States are convinced that a high standard of efficiency can be 

ensured by a SIR ENE office constructed as an integrated function. In 

addition, the technical solutions and the internal security rules will 

guarantee the required level of data security. 

The Nordic States agree that the reaction time and the quality of the work of 

the SIRENE offices should be testedfrequently and, ifnecessary, enhanced 

by training. The other Schengen States will be informed of the results. 

The Survey Group also recommends reviewing some of the backup procedures where 

there are acknowledged shortcomings. Besides that, the Survey Group noticed that no 

specific attention has yet been paid to access, use, storage or archiving of paper files in 

the new SIRENE offices. 
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The "general fmdings" in this report on data protection do not reflect all the statements 

issued by the Survey Group or all the comments made by one or more of the 

Nordic countries. Those additional comments can be found in the second part of the 

report from the Survey Group (8110/00 SCH-EV AL 26 COMIX 365), which contains 

the reports of the visits to the five capitals. 

7. VISION network 

The Nordic States are making satisfactory preparations for the VISION network both by 

introduction of the necessary means of communication and by an appropriate reactiGn 

structure. It should be noted that Iceland is considering concluding an agreement with 

Denmark to assign to it tasks incumbent upon Iceland in the context of visa policy. 

Even in that eventuality, Iceland would continue to participate in the VISION network. 

8. Judicial cooperation 

In Finland, Norway, Sweden, Iceland and Denmark there is no legal obstacle, in 

particular of a constitutional nature, to full application in the field of judicial 

cooperation of the Convention implementing the Schengen Agreement. 

The Nordic countries have already approved or are in the process of approving or 

preparing all the legislation (including regulations and procedures) necessary for 

transposing the provisions of the Schengen acquis, whether those resulting from the 

Convention's standards or those resulting from decisions of the competent Schengen 

bodies. 

In certain cases, the legislative approval procedure including the Government and the 

Parliament will not be completed until the end of 2000, but with the guarantee that it 

will be in force before the date of full implementation of the Convention. 
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Personal data protection legislation is in force in all the Nordic countries. 

A supervisory authority in accordance with Article 114 of the Convention has been set 

up. 

The Nordic countries have a legal support department intended to support the national 

section of the Schengen Information System. 

The Nordic countries are also adapting to the procedures provided for in Articles 49, 52 

and 53 of the Convention. 

With regard to Articles 68 and 69 of the Convention (transfer of the enforcement of 

criminal judgements), some Nordic countries are adapting their legislation to the 

Schengen Convention so that transfer of the enforcement of criminal judgments is not 

subject to the consent of the sentenced persons. 

It should also be noted that the Nordic countries are currently giving training courses 

and preparing or giving guidelines concerning the correct fulfilment of the obligations 

of the future application of the Schengen acquis, in coordination with the judicial 

authorities and the police. 

On the basis of the information made available by the replies given by the 

Nordic countries to the questionnaires, and taking account of the fact that: 

all legislation necessary for the full application of the acquis (and the regulations and 

procedures) has been approved or is in the process of being approved or is still being 

prepared; 

a guarantee has been given that all the procedures for legislation, regulation and 

procedures will be in force before the date of full application of the Convention. 
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The Presidency considers that there are no obstacles to full application of the 

Convention and of the Schengen acquis in the Nordic countries in the field of judicial 

cooperation; they are asked to continue the efforts made up to now to adapt the 

legislation and structures necessary for the application of the Schengen acquis. 

9. Fireanns 

The replies to the questionnaire reveal that no provision concerning fueanns in the 

Nordic countries is contrary to the Schengen acquis. 

Denmark, Sweden and Finland have implemented the Council Directive (911477IEEC). 

The Working Party SCH-EVAL takes note of Iceland's and Norway's assurance to fully 

comply with the requirements of that Directive through their national legislation at the 

latest on the moment of the putting into effect of the Schengen acquis. 

Norway will be drawing up standard common forms for the control of firearm purchases 

in the course of the second half of year 2000. 

It also notes that the legislation in Greenland and the Faroe Islands regarding acquisition 

and possession of fireanns is similar while taking into account the special circumstances 

prevailing in Greenland and on the Faroe Islands to the rules applied in Denmark in 

accordance with Directive 911477/EEC. It also notes that in Greenland and on the Faroe 

Islands there exist strict rules on authorisation prior to the transfers of firearms out of 

Greenland and the Faroe Islands. 
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, 10. Visas/Consular cooperation 

The Nordic States' preparation to apply the Schengen acquis in respect of visas and their 

participation in consular cooperation will be evaluated through visits to a number of 

consulates in June. The outcome will be set out in a subsequent report. The replies to 

the questionnaire will provide useful material for preparing these visits. 

11. Readmission 

The Nordic countries' rules and practice with regard to readmission are comparable in 

many respects to those of the other Schengen States. This is the case, for example, with 

measures which those States may take to ensure the expulsion of foreigners in an 

irregular situation. The Nordic States have concluded various numbers of readmission 

agreements (7 agreements signed by Iceland up to 12 agreements signed by Denmark). 

12. Entry 

The rules and practice applied by the Nordic countries are comparable in many respects 

to those of the other Schengen States. Ceci vaut tant pour les sanctions a l'egard des 

transporteurs (art. 26), que pour les sanctions a l'encontre de l'aide ou de la tentative 

d'aide a l'entree illegaJe, au sejour (art. 27) ou a l'aide a la sortie illegale vers une autre 

partie du territoire Schengen, que pour les sanctions a l'encontre du franchissement non 

auto rise des frontieres exterieures en dehors des points de passage frontaliers et des 

heures d'ouverture fixes (art. 3.2). 
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.13. Police cooperation 

Common background 

Police cooperation in the Nordic countries has common background as a consequence of 

historical facts and of the so-called Nordic Union of Passports, which is an agreement 

signed in 1957 between the 5 countries, allowing the free movement of citizens among 

them, with no obligation for its nationals to have a passport when travelling. 

Cooperation between authorities 

a. At national level (and between Nordic countries) 
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Cooperation in all Nordic States already takes place at both local and national 

levels, between a range of agencies, including the police, customs, frontier guard 

and, where appropriate, coastguard. The five countries have since 1972 a well 

established cooperation procedure based on the 22-23 March 1972 agreement 

between the National Police Commissioners. Internal, and basically identical, 

service regulations have been issued in each country for the implementation of 

that agreement. This has reinforced the already existing similarity between 

legislation in Nordic countries. 

This cooperation is based on the principle of direct contacts between the 

Police authorities without involvement of central bodies. Those are involved only 

when required for certain legal or language reasons or when central coordination 

IS necessary. 
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It must also be stressed that cooperation at national level, whose efficiency is not 

in doubt in the present case, makes it very difficult to collect statistics, as well as 

to guarantee that the information collected through informal channels will be 

accessible in the future to another officer investigating the same person. 

The Survey Group therefore recommends Nordic countries to, where 

necessary, clarify the existing rules in order to ensure that all relevant 

information is transmitted to the central authority. 

b. At international level 
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Nordic countries participate in numerous types of international cooperation, 

between Nordic countries, with Baltic Sea Region countries, and with other EU or 

non EU countries. 

The efficiency of the cooperation is made possible by the use of direct contacts, 

by the fact that the cooperation is not regulated by written rules, and by the use of 

common languages. Cooperation with the Baltic Sea Region countries mainly 

takes the form of joint actions. It also includes common training and exchange of 

intelligence, in particular through liaison officers. 

However, while the efficiency of cooperation with neighbouring countries is not 

in doubt, there are no examples of joint patrols between Nordic countries or with 

third countries. 

The development of cooperation with other Schengen countries could also be 

reinforced through increased participation of other Schengen countries in 

joint actions, in particular in the Baltic Sea Region. 
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Although the Survey Group found it very positive that extradition between 

Nordic countries is regulated by simplified rules compared to the 1957 

European Convention on extradition, it was observed that Nordic countries have 

made a declaration on Article 6 of the 1957 European Convention on extradition. 

It stipulates that the term "national" means in each Nordic country a national of 

Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway or Sweden, or any person permanently 

domiciled in one of those countries. 

The Survey Group wants to draw attention to the practical consequences of the 

declaration made by Nordic countries on Article 6 of the 1957 European 

Convention on extradition: taking into account the declaration made by the 

Nordic Countries in connection with the EU-Convention on Extradition and the 

Brussels Agreement, the Nordic States will extradite citizens of non Nordic States 

permanently living in the Nordic Countries; however, the Nordic countries retain 

the right not to extradite citizens of the other Nordic Countries (see comments 

from each country in chapters II to VI of 8111/00 SCH-EV AL 27 COMIX 366). 

The capacity and willingness to implement and develop cooperation with liaison 

officers 

Within the remit of the visiting Committee, this aspect of the evaluation visit was the 

area where the clearest answer can be given. 

The Nordic Ministers of Justice decided in 1984 that the Nordic Police and Customs 

authorities should incorporate in Nordic law-enforcement cooperation for the combating 

of drug crime (PTN - "Polis och Tull i Norden" , i.e. Police and Customs in the 

Nordic countries). The Police and the customs authorities have gained very positive 

experience in cooperating within the Nordic framework, in which the authorities have 

been able to establish an efficient, friction-free cooperation regime. 
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This cooperation included the appointment of an inter-Nordic corps of drug liaison 

officers, who were posted to countries of particular interest for the combating of drug 

crime, based on a common threat analysis of all 5 Nordic countries and a common 

accepted priority list. These liaison officers, who were posted by the police and 

customs authorities of the respective countries, were working on behalf of all the 

Nordic countries. 

At a meeting held in 1996, the Nordic Ministers of Justice agreed to draft a new concept 

for the liaison officers. A major element of this initiative was the introduction of a 

so-called "generalist concept", according to which the liaison officers would not be just 

drug liaison officers. They had to take part in combating all types of cross-border, 

organised or complex crime. 

Within the terms of PTN, there is now a policy of seconding liaison officers abroad 

whose function is to represent all of the Nordic countries irrespective of which country 

they come from. Any suggestion that there would be a tendency for a liaison officer to 

favour his own country or any other was rejected by all the officials with whom this was 

discussed. In Denmark it was explained that countries would speak bluntly and clearly 

about shortcomings in an individual's performance. It was expected to improve, or the 

officer faced being replaced. 

All posts are reviewed annually and prior to their being visited all countries are called 

upon to submit their comments on the performance, positive and negative, of the liaison 

officer. 

All police officials interviewed and the representatives of various criminal intelligence 

services spoke highly of the system. It was clear that, by working together, 

the 5 Nordic countries have obtained a liaison officer coverage that would be 

prohibitively expensive for anyone State to support alone. 

8112/1/00 REV 1 WvdR!kve 17 



The Nordic liaison officers are administered by their own national services while 

Norway, in its capacity as the current chair of the PTN, manages the overarching issues 

related to the liaison officers. Operational supervision is carried out by the 

National Commissioners of Police in Nordic States who meet annually, and by their 

deputies who meet every six months. 

Nordic liaison officers are stationed in three types of location: strategic centres 

(i.e. Wiesbaden and London), production areas (i.e. Pakistan, Thailand and Turkey) and 

transit areas (Hungary, Austria, Czech Republic). 

34 Nordic liaison officers are currently posted in the following countries: Austria, 

Cyprus, Estonia, France, Germany, United Kingdom, Greece, Hungary, Latvia, 

Lithuania, The Netherlands, Pakistan, Poland, Russia, Spain, Thailand, and Turkey. In 

addition, the Austria-based officer is also accredited in Croatia, Czech Republic, 

Slovak Republic, Slovenia and Switzerland. 

The Netherlands-based officer is also accredited in Belgium and Luxembourg, while 

Greece covers Bulgaria and Spain covers Portugal. The United Arab Emirates is 

covered by the Nordic liaison officer based in Pakistan. 

In addition to the Nordic liaison officers, several of the Nordic countries have bilateral 

arrangements on exchange of liaison officers when there is a specific need. 

Besides the exchange of liaison officers a second responsibility of the PTN is 

performing crime-combating programmes on drugs matters. Currently the PTN is 

engaged in the following 8 programmes: 
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cannabis - DK* - Police 

cocaine - DK * - Police 

amphetamine S* - Police 

WvdRlkve 18 



ecstasy - FIN* - Police 

South East Asian heroin - S* -Police 

South West Asian heroin - N* - Police 

chemicals - S * - Customs 

doping - N* - Customs 

(* COW1try Leader) 

The leader of each of those projects gives all the information available to the 

other States. 

There are already plans to implement projects in other matters besides drugs. 

The Survey Group concludes that the liaison officers concept is working very well 

and to the entire satisfaction of the Nordic countries as well as the countries in 

which the liaison officers are posted. This concept could be endorsed by other 

Schengen countries. 

The Baltic Sea Region Task Force on Organised Crime 

The Heads of Government concluded at the Baltic Sea States Summit, 3-4 May 1996, 

in Visby that there was an urgent need for direct and concerted action to combat 

organised crime. It was therefore decided to establish a Task Force of personal 

representatives (from Derunark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, 

Norway, Poland, Russia, Sweden) of the Heads of Government to elaborate measures 

for immediate implementation to reinforce regional cooperation in this field. 

The activities involved the police, customs, border and coastguard forces, immigration 

authorities, prosecutors' offices and harbours' authorities in a multidisciplinary approach 

(Operative Committee OPC). 

Expert groups have also been formed. They have different schedules and meet 

according to need (e.g. when planning operational measures) . 
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National Securitv Police 

In all the Nordic countries the National Commissioners of Police are responsible for 

these services, which are part of the police structure, and have competence to conduct 

investigations. They also have access to police files. However, it was explained that 

the National Security Police had separate and clearly defined responsibilities. 

The Survey Group observed that, unlike the situation of other Schengen countries, 

the government agency that is responsible for gathering intelligence in cases of 

State security is part of the police organisation. 

Cross-Border surveillance and Cross-Border pursuit 

The Nordic States had built up a considerable degree of expertise on cross-border 

procedures, in the light of their history of Nordic cooperation and the arrangements 

which they already had in place with another EU Member State (Germany) and 

non-EU States (Russia and Estonia). However, none of the Nordic States previously 

had any legal basis for taking part in cross-border surveillance or hot pursuit operations. 

Schengen will now give them that opportunity. In that respect the Nordic countries are 

awaiting the full implementation of Schengen with great anticipation. 

The Survey Group found that the arrangements for hot pursuit and cross-border 

surveillance were at various stages of readiness, but there was nothing which gave the 

Group any major cause for concern. There was, however, an inconsistency among the 

States on the issue of radio communication between teams from different countries, and 

of different systems leading to difficulties in communication. In general this issue 

remained unresolved (radio communications are at the moment mainly performed by 

the use of mobile telephones). 
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The Survey Group recommends Nordic countries to implement practical measures 

at the border region to allow police forces of neighbouring countries to 

communicate directly during cross-border operations, in order to fulfil the 

requirements of Article 44(1) concerning short-term measures. 

The Survey Group also recommends that the Schengen Handbook on 

Cross-border police cooperation be updated as soon as possible with the relevant 

information on cross-border operations with Nordic countries. This information 

would cover the use of service weapons by foreign police officers during 

cross-border operations, an area which needs to be clarified. 

14. Drugs 

The Nordic countries have developed adequate means to combat drug trafficking. This 

applies both to the means deployed at the borders and to the technical and tactical 

measures which have been developed. Every Nordic State has ratified the international 

conventions on narcotics mentioned in the questionnaire. Details have been supplied on 

the concrete results obtained in regard to the seizure of narcotics. 

15. Asylum 

Data have been exchanged relating to the number of asylum seekers and the decisions 

taken regarding their applications. The Nordic States have also described their national 

procedures in force and the way in which the Dublin Convention is applied. Note that 

under Article 7 of the Agreement concluded by the Council of the EU, the Republic of 

Iceland and the Kingdom of Norway, signed in Brussels on 17 May 1999, "an C .. . ) 

arrangement should be concluded [between the EU, Iceland and Norway] on the criteria 

and mechanisms for establishing the State responsible for examining a request for 

asylum C ... )". Negotiations which should lead to this arrangement will be able to start 

soon, since there are no obstacles left for these negotiations. 
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16. Greenland - Faroes 

Denmark has provided explanations concerning the particular situation of the 

Faroe Islands and Greenland, which are not part of the EU but will be called upon to 

exercise control at the external frontiers of the Schengen area (doc. 11487/99 SCH­

EVAL 10 COMIX 292 and 11488/99 SCH-EV ALM 11 COMIX 293). Particular 

attention was paid to the transport of firearms, to avoid their being introduced via these 

two territories into the rest of the Schengen area. It seems that the procedures for 

importing and transporting arms or munitions are broadly similar to those applied in 

mainland Denmark. In general, the rules applicable to external border controls are t~e 

responsibility of the police and the justice system, which have the same powers 

throughout the Kingdom. 

The provisions of the Schengen Convention which are considered relevant to Greenland 

and the Faroe Islands are listed in annex. 
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List of the provisions of the Schengen Convention which are considered relevant to Greenland 

and ,the Faroe Islands with a view to implementing Article 5(2) of the Agreement on the 

Accession of the Kingdom of Denmark to the Convention implementing the 

Schengen Agreement and the Joint Declaration in the Final Act of the Accession Agreement. 

Any decisions on implementation of the following provisions will also be of relevance to 

Greenland and the Faroe Islands. 

Title I - Definitions - Article 1 

Title II - Abolition of checks at internal borders and movement of persons 

Chapter 1 - Crossing internal borders - Article 2 

Chapter 2 - Crossing external borders - Articles 3, 4,5,6, 7, 8 

Chapter 3 - Visas - No Articles. 

Chapter 4 - Conditions governing the movement of aliens - [Article 22], Article 23 

Chapter 5 - Residence penn its and alerts for the purposes of refusing entry - Article 25 

Chapter 6 - Accompanying measures - Articles 26, 27 

Chapter 7 - Responsibility for processing applications for asylum - No Articles. 

Title III - Police and securitv 

Chapter 1 - Police cooperation - Articles 39, 40, 42, 43, [44],45,46,47 

Chapters 2 to 5 

These provisions do not appear to be immediately relevant to rules for effective control and 

surveillance of the external borders in the Faroe Islands and Greenland or necessary 

compensatory measures, 

It should, however, be noted that an examination is currently under way of the rules 

applicable in Greenland and the Faroe Islands to extradition, mutual assistance and transfer of 

the enforcement of criminal judgements. 
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Chapter 6 - Narcotic Drugs - Articles 70, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76 

Chapter 7 - Firearms and ammunition - No Articles. 

Title IV - The Schengen Information System 

Chapter 1 - Establishment of the Schengen Infonnation System - Article 92 

Chapter 2 - Operation and use of the Schengen Information System - Articles 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 

99, 100, 101 

Chapter 3 - Protection of personal data and security of data in the Schengen Information System -

Articles 102, 103, 104, 105, 106,107,108,109,110,111,112,113,114,115,116,117,118 

Chapter 4 - Apportionment of the costs of the Schengen Information System - Article 119 

Title V - Transport and movement of goods - No Articles. 

Title VI - Protection of personal data - Articles 126, 127, 128, 129, 130 

Title VII - Executive Committee - Articles 131, 132, 133 

Title VIII-Final Provisions-Articles 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142 
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