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PREFACE

Nigeria has been an important source country of refugees and asylum-seekers over a
number of years. This paper seeks to define the scope, destination, and causes of their
flight. It replaces an earlier paper prepared in October 1995 by the Country
Information Unit of UNHCR’s Centre for Documentation and Research (CDR).

In the first part, the paper provides a statistical overview of Nigerian refugees and
asylum-seekers in Western Europe and the United States, describing current trends in
the number and origin of asylum requests as well as the results of their status
determination. The data are derived from government statistics made available to
UNHCR and are compiled by its Statistical Unit.

The second part of the paper contains information regarding the conditions in the
country of origin, which are often invoked by asylum-seekers when submitting their
claim for refugee status. The Country Information Unit CDR conducts its work on the
basis of publicly available information, analysis and comment, with all sources cited.
The paper is not, and does not purport to be, fully exhaustive with regard to conditions
in the country surveyed, or conclusive as to the merits of any particular claim to refugee
status or asylum.
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1. ASYLUM APPLICATIONS AND STATUS DETERMINATION OF REFUGEES AND
ASYLUM SEEKERS FROM NIGERIA

1.1 General Comments on Statistics

The statistics contained in the tables in Annex I are based on the reporting by
governments to UNHCR. While every effort has been made to ensure that the data are
accurate, they should be considered as provisional and subject to change. The decisions
(granting of asylum/refugee status, humanitarian status and rejections) usually refer to
decisions in first instance only. While most statistics refer to the number of persons,
those for the United Kingdom and the United States refer to the number of cases (c). A
zero (“0”) may indicate that the value is zero or rounded to zero; in a number of cases,
it indicates that the data are not (yet) available, i.e., Australia (1990-1996), Bulgaria
(1990-1995), the Czech Republic (1990), Hungary (1990-1994) and Poland (1990-
1994). 1t should be noted that countries of asylum frequently do not list separate
countries of origin accounting for relatively small numbers, which can therefore lead to
underestimation.

1.2  Findings on Statistics

During 1990-1996, some 66,200 Nigerian nationals applied for asylum in the countries
listed, with a peak in 1991/2, when their number reached over 13.000. In 1996, total
applications for asylum by Nigerians numbered 8,200, or 1.6 per cent of all asylum
applications. Germany received 45 per cent of all applications by Nigerians during
1990-1996, while 23 per cent of the applications were submitted in the United Kingdom
(cases only). During 1990-1996, at least 1,250 Nigerians were granted Convention
refugee status, of whom 420 were recognized during 1996. In 1996, the Convention
recognition rate for Nigerian asylum-seekers was almost five per cent, which compares
unfavourably with the overall recognition rate in 1996 (19 per cent). Taking into
account other non-Convention statuses, the total of Nigerian asylum-seekers granted
refugee status or allowed to remain in the country of asylum for humanitarian reasons
was about 5.2 per cent in 1996. The majority of Nigerian asylum-seekers are granted
Convention status rather than humanitarian status. Thus, in 1996, only about 125
Nigerian asylum-seekers were granted humanitarian (non-Convention) status.

2. COUNTRY PROFILE
2.1 Basic Country Information

The Federal Republic of Nigeria is situated in West Africa on the shores of the Gulf of
Guinea, with Benin to the west, Niger to the north, Chad to the north-east and
Cameroon to the east and south-east. It has an area of 923,768 sq. km (356,669 sq.
miles) (Europa World Yearbook 1997, p. 2475) According to Africa South of the
Sahara 1997, the November 1991 census gave the population as 88,514,501 (1996,
p.724). Much of this population is concentrated in the southern part of the country,
and in the area of dense settlement around the city of Kano in the north. Recent
economic development has stimulated considerable rural-urban migration and led to the
phenomenal growth of the cities of Lagos, Ibadan, Ogbomosho, Kaduna and Port
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Hartcourt. Other major cities include Ilorin, Abeokuta, Zaria, Ife and Benin. Although
the federal capital was formally transferred from Lagos to Abuja in December 1991,
many non-governmental institutions remain in the former capital (Europa World
Yearbook 1997, p. 2475). English is the official language, but Hausa, Yoruba, Ibo and
Fulani are recognized as national languages, and there are a great many other
indigenous languages spoken (ibid.).

Nigeria comprises more than 250 ethnic groups, some numbering fewer than 10,000
people. Ten groups, notably the Hausa-Fulani, Yoruba, Ibo, Kanuri, Tiv, Edo, Nupe,
Ibibio and Ijaw, account for nearly 80 per cent of the total population (Africa South of
the Sahara 1997, 1996, p.724). Some 47 per cent of the population are Muslims and
35 per cent are Christians (Europa World Yearbook 1997, p. 2475). The beliefs, rites
and religious practices of the people of Nigeria are very diverse, varying between ethnic
groups and between families in the same group, while some 18 per cent of the
population are believed to be adherents of Afican traditional religions (Ibid.;
Contemporary Religions, 1993, p.450).

The three largest ethnic groups are the Hausa-Fulani, who make up the majority of the
population in the northern region; the Yoruba, who form the majority in the southwest;
and the Ibo, who are the largest group in the south-eastern population (Africa South
of the Sahara 1997, 1996, p.724). The Hausa-Fulani, and therefore the northern part
of the country, are mainly Muslim and have traditionally controlled Nigerian politics.
The Yoruba and the Ibo, who dominate the more economically wealthy southern
regions, are mainly Christian (The Europa World Yearbook 1994, 1995, p.2244).

Nigeria became independent from the United Kingdom on 1 October 1960, and in 1963
the Federal Republic of Nigeria was proclaimed (Political Parties of Africa and the
Middle East, 1993, p.218). In 1968 Nigeria adopted a federal structure comprising 12
states, the number of which was increased to 19 in 1976, to 21 in 1987, to 30 in 1991,
and to 36 in 1996 (Africa South of the Sahara 1997, 1996, p.724). The post-
independence history of the country has been marked by a series of coups d '¢tat, so that
for 27 of its 37 years of independence Nigeria has been ruled by the armed forces (EIU,
Country Profile 1996-97, p.8). '

2.2 Recent Political Developments

The latest such coup d’étar occurred in November 1993, when General Sani Abacha
took over from Chief Ernest Shonekan, a prominent businessman who headed the
four-week Interim National Government (ING) established by the previous military
head of state, General Ibrahim Babangida, who ruled the country from 1985 to 1993
(Africa South of the Sahara 1997, 1996, p.730). Shortly afterwards, General
Abacha dissolved all other organs of state formed during the previous transitional
government and created a Provisional Ruling Council (PRC) (Ibid., p.733). The
PRC was initially composed of senior military officials, the principal members of a
new Federal Executive Council (FEC), former members of Major-General Babaginda’s
Interim National Government (ING), as well as several prominent supporters of Chief
Moshood Abiola, the presumed winner of the 1993 presidential elections who was
accused of treason and has been imprisoned since June 1994 when he declared himself
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President of Nigeria (Ibid.). He has yet to be brought to trial (Human Rights
Watch/Africa, October 1997, Amnesty International, 22 September 1997). In
September 1994 the PRC was reconstituted and enlarged from eleven to 25 members,
all of whom were senior military officers (Africa South of the Sahara 1997, 1996,
p.734). The mostly civilian FEC was dissolved by General Abacha on 17 November
1997, ostensibly to enable some of its members to stand as candidates in the
forthcoming elections that are to lead to the transfer of power to a democratically
elected president (Reuters, 17 November 1997).

The current military government continues to proclaim its commitment to the return
to civilian rule. A transition programme announced by General Sani Abacha on 1
October 1995 and governed by Transition to Civil Rule (Political Programme)
Decree No. 1 of 1996, is the fourth such effort by a military regime in Nigeria.
Under the transition programme, local, state and presidential elections are foreseen,
leading to the installation of a civilian president on | October 1998. (US
Department of State, Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 1996, 1997;
HRW/Africa, October 1997). The transition process includes the drafting of a new
constitution, the lifting of the ban on political activities, the establishment of
transitional institutions, the election of local government officials on a non-party
basis, the redrawing of the state and local government boundaries, the formation of
political parties, and the holding of elections on a party basis (Ibid.).

The transitional institutions created under Decree No. | are the National Electoral
Commission of Nigeria (NECON); the Transitional Implementation Committee
(TIC); the Federal Character Commission (FCC); the National Reconciliation
Committee (NARECOM), and the Panel for the Creation of State and Local
Government Boundary Adjustment (Ibid.). A- so-called “Power Devolution
Committee” mentioned by General Abacha in his | October 1995 address but not
included in Decree No. | of 1996 has also been established (HRW/Africa, October
1997)

Five new political parties were created to compete in the elections and were
registered in September 1996. They were the parties that had been recommended by
the PRC and approved by General Abacha (Ibid., U.S. DOS Country Reports for
1996, 1997). Political associations which failed to meet stringent registration
requirements were disqualified, as were those deemed “progressive” or
“conservative”, which Minister for Special Duties [one of three] Laz Unaogu
explained was in order to avert political instability (HRW/Africa, October 1997).
Also disqualified were aspiring candidates holding “pro-opposition sympathies”
(Ibid.).

The transition process has been marked by a series of irregularities, such as inflated
voter registration figures, the sale of voter cards in some rural areas, riots disrupting
registration procedures, and delays in the production of the voter lists which have in
turn caused the postponement of elections. The local government elections held in
March this year had originally been scheduled for December 1996. (Amnesty
International, 22 September 1997; WriteNet, September 1997; EIU Country
Report, 1st Quarter 1997). In July 1997, TIC chairman Mamman Nasir announced

12941/97 DL/ks EN
DG H | . -7 -



that, at the request of the five registered political parties, elections for state
governors would be delayed from 1997 to 1998 (Ibid.). In the view of a WriteNet
observer, this delay leaves in place the 36 current military governors until next year,
when they could wield great influence over the electoral process, and also appeases
their unease about plans to return to the barracks and thus the loss of their networks
of patronage (September 1997). Subsequently, Decree No. 9 of 1997 was issued,
empowering the National Electoral Commission of Nigeria (NECON) to shift the
dates of the remaining transition elections if it so desires (Africa News Services, 20
October, 1997).

There are indications that General Abacha himself intends to enter the race for the
1998 presidential election, although he has not clarified his position nor ruled out the
possibility (EIU Country Report, Ist Quarter 1997; Amnesty International, 22
September 1997). There are also reports that the military officers in the PRC are
divided over the merits of his standing for office (Africa Confidential, 7 November
1997). A decree issued on 10 April 1997 confers new powers on the military head
of state, including “absolute control over the local governments that were elected [in
March 1997}”, enabling him to “remove any head of local government if he is
unsatisfied that the affairs of the council are being managed in the best interests of
the community or to strengthen the unity of the Nigerian people™ (EIU Country
Report, 2nd Quarter 1997, p.6). The decree also forbids any civil court to
“challenge the validity of the election or the decision of a special election tribunal. .
- [so that] . .. if General Abacha is successful in a presidential campaign there can
be no challenge to his authority” (Ibid.).

The major political force in the country is the armed forces, whose strength has been
maintained despite the country’s economic difficulties since the early 1980’s (EIU
Country Profile, 1996-97, pp.8-9). Seen as the “only functioning, nation-wide
organisation in the political arena” (Ibid.), it has reportedly justified its hold on
power by claiming to correct the ills of the ousted regime, to prevent the break-up of
the country, or to redress the nation’s economic and social problems (Oko, O., in
Harvard Human Rights Journal, Spring 1997, p.258). Several observers note that,
under the rule of the armed forces, corruption, crime and decay of ordinary life have
become endemic, there have been regular fuel shortages despite Nigeria being one of
the world’s leading oil producing countries, and the siphoning of oil reserves has left
the state grossly underfunded, leaving its employees underpaid and basic services
neglected (WriteNet, February 1996). In its report on Nigeria for the June 1997
multidonor meeting, the World Bank refers to the problem of “rent seeking”, a
euphemism for corruption. Bank officials estimate that at least ten per cent of the
country’s oil earnings disappear into secret accounts controlled by the military
(World Bank, 12 May 1997; Africa Confidential, 4 July 1997). At the same
meeting, the World Bank announced its decision to halt funding for development
projects in Nigeria because it could no longer guarantee that the money would be
used as intended (Reuters, 24 September 1997).

Nigeria is a member of the Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC).
Its petroleum industry is the dominant sector of the Nigerian economy and the major
determinant of the country’s economic growth. The Niger delta remains the main
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petroleum producing region. Production costs for Nigerian petroleum are nearly
seven times as high as those of the Middle East, yet the product’s low sulphur
content places it at the low end of OPEC’s price scale (EIU Country Profile, 1996-
97, Africa Confidential, 12 September 1997). In August 1997 it was reported that
the state-owned Nigeria National Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) had received no
budget allocations for seven months and it was therefore unable to meet cash calls
for in its six oil production ventures with Agip, Chevron, EIf, Mobil, Shell and
Texaco (Africa Confidential, 29 August 1997). The lack of NNPC funding was
also the prime cause for the country’s worst oil shortage in July 1997 (Ibid.).

The per capita GNP, which stood at US$1,160 at the height of the oil boom in 1980,
has fallen to US$210 (World Bank, 12 May 1997). The foreign debt stands at some
US$34.7 billion, with US$17.4 billion of that representing debt arrears (Ibid.). The
economy has come under severe pressure in recent months, with biting fuel shortages
spreading to most of the country and sending black market prices soaring to five times
their official price of 13 Nairas, or US$0.15, per litre (Ibid.).

3. THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION
3.1  The International Legal Framework

Nigeria has ratified or acceded to major international human rights instruments such as
the 1951 Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees - CSR51 (23 October 1967)
and its 1967 Protocol (2 May 1968); the 1966 International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights - ICCPR (29 July 1993); the 1966 International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights (29 July 1993); the 1965 International Convention on the
Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination (16 October 1967); the 1952
Convention on the Political Rights of Women (17 November 1980); the 1979
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women (13 June
1985), and the 1989 Convention on the Rights of the Child (19 April 1991). Nigeria
has signed, but not ratified, the 1984 Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel,
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. Nigeria has ratified regional
instruments such as the Charter of the Organization of African Unity - OAU (14
November 1963); the 1969 OAU Convention Governing the Specific Aspects of
Refugees (23 May 1986), and acceded to the African Charter on Human and People’s
Rights (22 June 1983). Nigeria has also ratified the ILO Convention No. 87 on
Freedom of Association and the Right to Organize and Bargain Collectively (UNHCR
Refworld Legal Databases, July 1997).

3.2 The National Legal Framework

The Nigerian legal system is based on English common law (EIU Country Report, 3rd
Quarter 1997). On taking office in November 1993, General Abacha and his military
government reportedly “abrogated the whole pre-existing legal order in Nigeria except
for what [was] preserved under Constitution (Suspension and Modification) Decree No.
107 of 1993 . . . which conferred on the Federal Military Government . . . absolute
powers to make laws ‘for the peace, order and good government of Nigeria’™ (UN
Commission on Human Rights, E/CN.4/62/Add.1, 24 March 1997). In this capacity,
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the Government allowed certain provisions of the Constitution of 1979 to remain in
effect, such as Section 6, which vests the judicial power in the courts (Ibid.).
However, as section 3(3) of Decree No. 107 states that provisions of a Decree shall
prevail over those of the unsuspended provisions of the 1979 Constitution , the
supremacy of the Constitution is effectively ousted (Ibid. Amnesty International, 22
September 1997). At present, federal legislation is enacted by decrees of the Provisional
Ruling Council (PRC), while state legislation is enacted by the 36 military governors
appointed by the PRC (EIU Country Report, 3rd Quarter 1997).

The United Nations Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers,
Param Cumaraswamy, points out that Decree 12 of 1994 (Supremacy and Enforcement
of Powers) ousts the jurisdiction of the ordinary courts and makes the judiciary
subservient to the Federal Military Government, by stipulating that:

(i) No civil proceedings shall lie or be instituted in any Court for or
on account of or in respect of any act, matter or thing done or
purported to be done under or pursuant to any Decree or Edict, and if
such proceedings are instituted before, on or after the commencement
of this Decree the proceedings shall abate, be discharged and made
void.

(i) the question whether any provision of chapter IV of the
Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1979 has been, is
being or would be contravened by anything done or purported to be
done in pursuance of any Decree shall not be inquired into in any
Court of law and accordingly, no provision of the Constitution shall
apply in respect of any such question (UN Commission on Human
Rights, E/CN.4/62/Add. 1, 24 March 1997).

Constitutionally, there is a two-tiered civilian judicial system with federal and state
courts: the federal system comprises the Federal High Court, the Court of Appeal, and
the Supreme Court; the State court system consists of magistrate (or district) courts,
customary (or area) courts, shar'ia courts of appeal. and the state high couxtAfrica
South of the Sahara 1997, p.751; Oko, O., 1997, p.267). This system has remained
undisturbed by any of the military decrees (Ibid.p.268). However, as civilian courts
are empowered to order the military rulers to govern according to the law, the military
regime has established its own tribunals to hear civil offenses, to which it assigns any
threatening cases (Ibid., P-267; U.S. DOS Country Reports for 1996, 1997).

Examples of these tribunals include the robbery and firearms (special provisions)
tribunals; the civil disturbances special tribunals, and the treason and other offenses
special military tribunals, all of which are allocated greater resources and better paid
staff, resulting in further diminution of the pool of competent judges and staff
available to the ordinary courts (United Nations, General Assembly, A/51/538, 22
October 1996). The government’s military tribunals, therefore, form a parallel but
separate adjudicatory system that has displaced the traditional judicial system in most
constitutionally important matters assuming jurisdiction for offenses such as
corruption, armed robbery, examination malpractice, arson, civil disturbances and
treason (Oko, O., P. 268). |
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Tribunal proceedings, said to be conducted by military officers with no legal training,
are held in camera, and often result in severe penalties for minor offenses, including the
death penalty (Ibid., p.271-2). Two other observers note that these special tribunals,
together with the Government’s refusal to respect court rulings, undercut the
independence and integrity of the judiciary, often result in legal proceedings that deny
defendants due process, and seriously undermine the integrity of the judicial process
(Amnesty International, 22 September 1997; U.S. DOS Country Reports for 1996,
1997). Regular courts are thereby diminished and prevented from issuing any legal
pronouncements on “manifestly extra-constitutional actions taken by the military
regime” (Oko, O., 1997, p.170). The right of appeal is generally denied, and even
when granted, a defendant “ can only appeal to either the highest military ruling body,
the Provisional Ruling Council, or to a special tribunal constituted by the military
regime” ( Ibid., 273).

Two of these special tribunals -- the civil disturbances special tribunal and the special
military tribunal -- received world-wide attention in 1995:

The Civil Disturbances Special Tribunal

Decree No. 2 of 1987, Part 1, section 1, envisages the establishment of a civil
disturbances investigation committee whenever the head of state concludes that the
following conditions exist: (a) civil disturbances, commotions or unrest have occurred
in any part of the country; (b) there has been a breach of the peace that would have the
effect of destabilizing the peace and tranquillity of the nation; (c) the public order and
public safety of Nigeria is threatened by any disturbance, and (d) a riot or civil
disturbances of a riotous nature have occurred or arte likely to occur, resulting or likely
to result in loss of life and property and injury to persons (UN General Assembly,
A/51/538, 22 October 1996).

The highly publicized 1995 murder trial of Ken Saro-Wiwa, the writer and Ogoni
activist who campaigned for better environmental conditions in his homeland, was
conducted by the Civil Disturbances Special Tribunal. = The charges brought against
Saro-Wiwa, including the organization of a protest in which four Ogoni chiefs were
killed, would normally have fallen under the jurisdiction of a regular high court.
Instead, he and the other eight defendants were “ denied fundamental rights of defense,
including the right to be tried by an impartial and independent court, the right to retain
and consult with counsel of their choice, and the right of appeal against the tribunal’s
decision to an independent higher court” (Oko. O., 1997, p.170; Amnesty
International, 6 November 1996). The Civil Disturbances Tribunal tried and
convicted Saro-Wiwa and the other eight defendants, all of whom were subsequently
executed, amidst international outrage which led to the suspension of Nigeria from the
Commonwealth and the imposition of mild sanctions by some Western countries
(Ibid.).

The Special Military Tribunal

Constituted under the Treason and Other Offenses Special Tribunal Decree No. | of
1986, the special military tribunal is empowered to try “any person whether or not a
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member of the armed forces who, in connection with any act of rebellion against the
Federal Government, has committed the offen[s]e of treason, murder or any offen[s]e
under Nigerian law” (UN General Assembly, A/51/538, 22 October 1996).

In June-July 1995, a Special Military Tribunal in Lagos tried 43 military officials and
civilians charged with plotting a coup o ‘éfat against the military government (Ibid.), or
with being “accessories after the fact to treason” (Amnesty International, 6
November 1996). The defendants included, inter alia, retired General and former head
of state Olusegun Obasanjo and his former deputy head of state, Major-General Shehu
Musa Yar’Adua, as well as Dr. Beko Ransome-Kuti and Shehu Sani, Chairman and
Vice-Chairman, respectively, of the opposition group Campaign for Democracy (Ibid.).
The tribunal was composed entirely of military personnel led by Brigadier-General
Patrick Aziza, a member of the Provisional Ruling Council (UN General Assembly,
A/51/538, 22 October 1996). In a trial said to have been conducted in secrecy, the
defendants were reportedly denied legal representation of their choice and instead were
assigned military lawyers who were in turn answerable only to the tribunal, while most
of the documents needed for the defense were allegedly not available (Ibid.). The
special military tribunal convicted 41 of the accused persons and issued sentences
ranging from long prison terms to death. Following international appeals, however, the
death sentences of those convicted for treason were commuted to long prison sentences
(Ibid.; Amnesty International, 6 November 1997)

In addition to decrees and ouster clauses immunizing executive and legislative actions
against judicial review, the Government is said to resort to the promulgation of
retroactive legislation, legitimizing extralegal acts or criminalizing acts that were legally
permitted at the time of their occurrence (Oko, O., 1997, p.259).

3.3  Political parties, opposition groups, and labour organizations

Upon taking office in November 1993, General Abacha banned all political activities in
the country and dissolved the then-legally permitted groups, the Social Democratic
Party (SDP) and the National Republic Convention (NRC), the only two parties
allowed to compete in the June 1993 presidential elections which were presumed to
have been won by the SDP’s candidate, Chief Moshood Abiola, and were subsequently
annulled by then head of state Major-General Babangida (Africa South of the Sahara
1997, p.732; Oke, O., p.260).

Under the current programme for transition to civilian rule, limited political activity has
again been permitted, and five parties were chosen by the military officers of the PRC
and approved by General Abacha to run in elections for local government councils,
state assemblies, state governorships and finally for the presidency. The latter elections
are scheduled for the third quarter of 1998, to be followed by the swearing-in of a new
civilian president on 1 October 1998 (EIU Country Profile, 1996-97, p.7).

The newly created parties are: the United Nigeria Congress Party (UNCP); the
Democratic Party of Nigeria (DPN); the Committee for National Consensus (CNC); the
National Centre Party of Nigeria (NCP), and the Grassroots Democratic Movement
(GDM) (EIU, Country Report, 2nd Quarter 1997, p.6. Reuters, 13 November 1997).
The UNCP, according to one observer, is believed to be closely connected to senior
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government figures and, together with the DPN, won the largest share of seats in the
March 1997 local government elections (EIU, Country Report, 2nd Quarter 1997,
p.6;). NGO observers, pro-democracy groups and supporters of Chief Moshood Abiola
claim that the five groups “ all have pro-government views”, and that they have praised
General Abacha’s policies in their brochures and in political advertisements they
financed (Reuters, 12 November 1997(a); InterPress Service, 25 October 1997).
Three of the parties -- the UNCP, the DPN and the NCP -- have declared their
willingness to have General Abacha stand as their party’s presidential candidate, while
Special Duties Minister Wada Nas has reportedly called on all five parties to adopt
General Abacha as a consensus candidate for the sake of national unity (Reuters, 13
November 1997, InterPress Service, 25 October 1997, International Herald
Tribune, 18 November 1997).

Political opposition groups

In an interview published by West Africa magazine in early January 1997, the Nigerian
Minister of Information, Dr. Walter Ofonagoro, is quoted as saying that there is no
organized opposition in Nigeria, and that “some characters calling themselves pro-
democracy groups . . . have been sponsored by the Western world to make noise here
and cause trouble, but they are being ignored because they only have nuisance value.
There is no opposition; every Nigerian is with us. This is the achievement of Abacha’s
administration” (23 December 1996-5 January 1997). Numerous published sources,
however, report on the existence and activities of various political opposition groups,
most notably those listed below. !

The Campaign for Democracy (CD)

The Campaign for Democracy was formed in 1991 at a meeting of human rights,
student, women’s and labour groups, in which Dr. Beko Ransome-Kuti was named the
group’s chairman. CD calls for the return of the military to the barracks and for a
“ sovereign national conference” to determine the country’s political future (WriteNet,
September 1997).  Although initially not a strong supporter of Chief Abiola, the
annulment of the 1993 elections prompted CD to call for his instalment as president, to
which the government responded by arresting hundreds of its supporters and dozens of
its leaders. About 150 supporters of the CD died in riots that followed the cancellation
of the 1993 elections (Human Rights Watch/Africa, October 1994). Dr. Ransome-
Kuti and CD Vice-Chairman Shehu Sani were convicted of being an accessory to
treason and sentenced to 15-year prison terms for defending the rights of people
accused of plotting an alleged coup d’état in 1995 (Amnesty International, 6
November 1996). Another of its members, the lawyer Femi Falana, was detained in
February 1996, ostensibly for “ trying to bring about an uprising”. No charges were
brought against him, however, and he has now been released (Amnesty International,
6 November 1996; telephone interview, 21 November 1997).

National Democratic Coalition (NADECO)

The National Democratic Coalition was formed in 1994 by former politicians, retired
army officers and human rights activists who called on General Abacha to relinquish
power. It reportedly has an agenda consisting of four major points: (i) the withdrawal
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of the military from politics; (ii) the installation of Moshood Abiola as president; (iii) the
holding of a sovereign national conference to debate the country’s future, and (iv) the
structuring of Nigeria along federal lines (WriteNet, September 1997). The expiration
of its end-May 1994 deadline for the resignation of the military administration was
followed by violent anti-government protests (Africa South of the Sahara 1997,
p.733). Some of its members have been accused by the security forces of a series of
bombings in 1997 targeting senior military officers and Muslim Hausa traders, Others, ,
such as Secretary-General Ayo Opadokun, and Vice-President Abraham Adesanya,
were detained in 1994 for up to two years, although subsequently released without
charges (EIU Country Report, 3rd Quarter 1997, p.10; Reuters, 12 November
1997(b), Human Rights Watch/Africa, October 1997, Amnesty International, 6
November 1996; telephone interview, 21 November 1997). During the October 1997
meeting of the Commonwealth Heads of State and Government, NADECO lobbied for
tougher sanctions against the military government, including Nigeria’s expulsion from
the Commonwealth (InterPress Service, 22 October 1997; Le Mende, 27 October
1997). The group’s chairman, Michael Ajasin, died in October 1997 afer an illness
(Reuters, 12 November 1997(b)).

Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP)

The Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People was formed in 1990 to “co-
ordinate opposition to the exploitation of petroleum reserves in the territory of the
Ogoni ethnic group (Ogoniland) in the south-central Rivers State by Shell Petroleum
Development Company of Nigeria” (Africa South of the Sahara 1997, p‘7§0). One
of its leaders, Ken Saro-Wiwa and eight other MOSOP supporters were convicted and
executed in November 1995 after a trial by a Civil Disturbances Special Tribunal, an act
which, according to one human rights observer, aimed to * undermine [the
organization’s] grassroots campaign for political, economic and environmental rights
for the Ogoni minority” (Amnesty International, 6 November 1996). Other MOSOP
supporters are among a group of 19 Ogonis held in detention since mid-1994, awaiting
trial by the Civil Disturbances Special Tribunal ( Ibid.).

United Action for Democracy (UAD)

The United Action for Democracy was formed in May 1997, allegedly by more than 30
groups opposed to the military regime. It is reported to suffer from internal divisions
and to have failed from the start to effectively unite the opposition (EIU, Country
Report, 3rd Quarter 1997, p.9). One of the founding groups, the National Conscience
Party, was kept out of the coalition by its leader, the human rights lawyer Gani
Fawehinmi, reportedly because he was angry about the UAD’s failure to demand
recognition of Chief Abiola’s election victory in 1993 (Ibid.).

Labour Movements

Nigerian Labour Congress (NLC)

The group is said to support Chief Moshood Abiola, and in 1994 staged industrial
action in support of the installation of a civilian administration (Africa South of the
Sahara 1997, p. 732).
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National Union of Petroleum and Natural Gas Workers (NUPENG)

The group also supports the transition to civilian rule, and joined the end-August 1993
strike in support of Chief Moshood Abiola. It staged a strike again in July 1994,
demanding Abiola’s release and installation as president, as well as increased
government spending in the petroleum sector. Its senior officials were replaced by Sani
Abacha in August 1994 (Ibid., 734).

Petroleum and Natural Gas Senior Staff Association (PENGASSAN)

The Petroleum and Natural Gas Senior Staff Association is regarded as the senior
petroleum workers’ union. It joined the July 1994 strike initiated by NUPENG in
favour of Chief Moshood Abiola’s release from detention and assumption of the
presidency . Its senior officials were also replaced by Sani Abacha in August 1994
(Ibid.).

3.4  General Respect for Human Rights

Under Decree No. 22 of 1995, a National Human Rights Commission was
established to deal with all matters relating to the protection of human rights as
guaranteed by the constitution and international treaties to which Nigeria is a
signatory (UN General Assembly, A/51/538, 22 October 1996); to “monitor and
investigate all alleged cases of human rights violations in Nigeria and make
appropriate recommendations to the Federal Military Government for the prosecution
and such other actions as it may deem expedient in each circumstance”, and to
“assist victims of human rights violations and to seek appropriate redress on their
behalf” (HRW/Africa, October 1997). Its governing council includes officials of the
ministries of justice, internal affairs and foreign affairs, journalists and lawyers, who
are all appointed by the head of state on the recommendation of the attorney-general
of the Federation, and can be removed from office by the head of the state “if he is
satisfied that it is not in the interest of the public that the member should remain in
office” (Ibid.). The NHRCO was officially inaugurated in June 1996, but was only
able to commence work in November 1996, due to the Government's delay in
providing funds. Its work has proceeded slowly due to shortages of personnel and
equipment (Ibid.). To date, the Commission “has been reluctant to accept
Jurisdiction over cases that are under consideration by the courts...[and]...over the
cases of individuals detained for *security reasons’ under State Security (Detention of
Persons) Decree No 2 of 1984" (Ibid.).

There are, in addition, independent human rights organizations in Nigeria dedicated
to the promotion of human rights, whose activities range from documentation and
research to legal aid for prisoners, women’s rights, the return to democratic rule,
campaigns against detention without trial and extrajudicial killings.  Several
organizations publish annual reports on the country’s human rights situation. The
most notable of these are the Civil Liberties Organization (CLO), the Committee for
the Defense of Human Rights (CDHR), the Institute of Human Rights and
Humanitarian Law (IHRHL), the National Association of Democratic Lawyers
(NADL), Human Rights Africa, and the Legal Research and Development Centre
(LRDC).  Together with international observers, they provide a vast array of
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information attesting to the continuing deterioration of the human rights situation in
the country, whose citizens are portrayed as being at great risk of a myriad of
violations such as extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, torture and ill
treatment, arbitrary arrest or detention, the latter in usually degrading conditions.

Extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions

In his examination of the 1979 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, the
United Nations Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions
points to Section 30(1), which provides that “[e]very person has a right to life, and no
one shall be deprived intentionally of his life, save in execution of the sentence of a
court in respect of a criminal offen[s]e of which he has been found guilty in Nigeria”
(UN Commission on Human Rights, E/CN.4/62/Add. 1, 24 March 1997). The
Special Rapporteur also notes that Section 30(2) provides that “a person shall not be
regarded as having been deprived of his life in contravention of this section, if he dies as
a result of the use, to such extent and in such circumstances as permitted by law, of
such force as is reasonably necessary (a) for the defence of any person from unlawful
violence or for the defence of property; (b) in order to effect a lawful arrest or to
prevent the escape of a person lawfully detained, or (c) for the purpose of suppressing a
riot, insurrection or mutiny” (Ibid.).

The Special Rapporteur adds that he has received numerous allegations about the use of
torture that results in death, or extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary execution by the
police following the arrest and/or detention of criminal suspects (Ibid.). . He also
indicates that a general pattern for these occurrences has emerged whereby (i) victims
are killed in police custody:; (ii) victims are killed as they attempt to avoid being stopped
or arrested by the police; and (iii) victims are kjlled when security forces fire
indiscriminately upon demonstrators (Ibid.). These incidents, in his opinion, reveal the
need for law enforcement authorities to receive training both on the Standard Minimum
Rules on the Treatment of Prisoners and the Code of Conduct for Law Enforcement
Officials, as well as on the use of force and firearms to minimize damage and injury, and
respect and preserve human life (Ibid.). In a separate report, the Special Rapporteur
has also expressed concern about the proceedings before customary courts and area
courts, whose judges are said not to be required to be legally trained or “might be
closely linked to the executive authorities in the areas in which they operate” (UN
General Assembly, A/51/538, 22 October 1996).

In early June 1996, Kudirat Abiola, the senior wife of the imprisoned opposition leader
Chief Moshood Abiola, was shot at point-blank range by unknown assailants near her
home in Lagos, as she was driving to a meeting with a Western diplomat (Africa News,
10 June 1996; Le Monde, 6 June 1996; The Toronto Star, 6 June 1996). Mrs. Abiola
was a major opponent of the military regime and active in the campaign calling for the
release of her husband (Le Monde, 6 June 1996). Two earlier attacks were also
directed at prominent critics of the military regime: Alex Ibru, Ceneral Abacha’s ex-
minister of the interior and the director of the pro-Abiola newspaper, the Guardian,
was shot and seriously wounded on 3 February 1996; and Alfred Rewane, the largest
financial supporter of the opposition National Democratic Coalition (NADECO), who
died of his wounds after being shot on 7 October 1995 (Ibid.). At the end of 1996, the
prominent Yoruba politician and businesswoman, Suliat Adedeji, was murdered by
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gunmen at her house in Ibadan (Agence France Presse, 15 November 1996). Various
observers point out that incidences of politically motivated murders in Nigeria have
increased since 1993, and that they share one common trait: the victims are members of
the opposition (Amuesty International, 7 June 1996, Agence France Presse, 2
septembre 1997, Associated Press, 5 June 1996; Courrier International, 27 juin-3
juillet 1996).

Torture and ill treatment

According to the U.S. Department of State, torture is prohibited by the 1979
Constitution of Nigeria, and the Evidence Act of 1960 forbids the introduction of
evidence obtained through torture (Country Reports for 1996, 1997). However, under
State Security Decree No. 2 of 1984, detainees can be “held indefinitely,

incommunicado and without opportunity to challenge the legality of their detention . . .
[often] . . . in overcrowded and unsanitary cells, with inadequate food and washing
facilities and without exercise or exposure to fresh air” (Amnesty International, 22
September 1997, UN General Assembly, A/51/538, 22 October 1996). The United
Nations Special Rapporteur on the question of torture, Nigel Rodley, reports that
torture and ill-treatment continue to be used in Nigeria. As examples, he cites the cases
of journalist George Mbah, who is reportedly: suffering from neurological disorders and
who had lost consciousness as a result of ill-treatment following his arrest in May 1995;
of the Ogoni detainees Baridor Bera, allegedly stripped naked, tied to a pillar, flogged
with a horsewhip and forced to swallow his teeth that had been knocked out [by] the
beatings™; Clement Tusima, who died in August 1995 from medical neglect while in
detention, and Benjamin Bere who, together with other detainees, had been allegedly
beaten each day with a cane and fed only every three days while in detention at a
military camp in Bori (Ibid). Another detainee, Adoba Kamiyi, was allegedly tortured
at a Lagos police station in order to extract a confession (Ibid.). The U.S.
Department of State adds that torture and ill-treatment can also be inflicted by
members of other state organs such as the Rivers State Internal Security Task Force or
the Lagos State Environmental Task Force, against a variety of people such as street
traders, those perceived as “undisciplined”, jaywalkers, errant drivers, children and

young street hawkers, and against those failing to stop and pay roadblock tolls
(Country Reports for 1996, 1997). The Lagos-based Committee for the Defense of
Human Rights reports that “the police and security agencies stand out as the chief
torturers and degraders of the human person . . .” (1995 Annual Report, 1996, p.20).
It further illustrates the process as follows:

A suspect that is not tortured to extract a confessional statement from
him, is most certainly going to be locked up in an overcrowded cell. If
owing to his social status, the suspect cannot be brazenly brutalized by
the Police during investigation, once he is pushed into the cell, he is
surely going to be softened up by a severe pounding from cell-mates
acting on the instruction of the Investigating Police Officer (IPO) or
Divisional Crime Officer (D.C.0.) and who must have been promised
some money or favours by police officers (Ibid.).

The same report details numerous incidents in which careless or unwarranted police
behaviour resulted in the death of ordinary citizens as they went about their daily
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business (Ibid.), while the Civil Liberties Organisation also describes a number of
incidents of excessive police force resulting in death (Annual Report, 1995, 1996, pp.
8-9).

Detention without trial

Section 32 of the 1979 Constitution of Nigeria provides that “except in some stated
instances, every person shall be entitled to his personal liberty and no person shall be
deprived of such liberty (Ugochukwu, B., in Law Enforcement and Human Rights in
Nigeria, 1995, p.52). Section 32(3) requires a police officer to provide reasons for
arresting an individual unless the latter is apprehended committing a crime, and that the
person arrested be taken either to a police station or other detention centres, allowed to
seek legal counsel and be brought to trial within a reasonable time (Ibid.).  State
Security (Detention of Persons) Decree No. 2 of 1984, on the other hand, provides for
the indefinite incommunicado detention without charge or trial of any person deemed to
be a threat to the security or economy of the state (U.S. DOS Country Reports for
1996, 1997, Ammnesty International, 6 November 1996). The repeal in June 1996 of
Decree 14 of 1994, which had suspended the right of habeas corpus by forbidding
courts to hear cases demanding that the government produce in court those detained
under Decree 2 of 1984, is in practice rendered meaningless because Decree 2 still
contains a clause removing the court’s jurisdiction (Ibid.). Nigerian police are
reportedly empowered to arrest without warrant (U.S. DOS Country Reports for
1996, 1997), and the government is under no obligation to provide information about
the grounds for the detention, nor to inform the detainee’s family of the arrest. the place
of detention or the detainee’s state of health, or to allow visits (Amnesty
International, 6 November 1996).

Approximately 70,000 people are said to be currently held in detention in Nigeria, either
upon conviction, on remand or ‘without trial, with 60 per cent of them believed to be
awaiting trial, some for as long as 12 years (UN General Assembly, A/51/538, 22
October 1996). Those most at risk of being detained are pro-democracy and human
rights activists, trade unionists, journalists and political opponents (Amnesty
International, 22 September 1997; US DOS Country Reports for 1996, 1997). The
most celebrated of these detainees is Chief Moshood Abiola, the presumed winner of
the 1993 presidential elections who was imprisoned in June 1994 and is still awaiting
trial. A November court order to release Chief Abiola on bail was ignored by the
Government, which also failed to pay him any damages awarded for the illegality of his
initial arrest and detention (HRW/Africa, October 1997) . Chief Abiola is said to be
in poor health, having been denied access to his family and doctor for long periods; and
his personal physician, Dr. Ore Falomo, has himself been periodically detained (Ibid).
Other prominent Nigerians still in detention are NUPENG secretary-general Frank
Kokori and former PENGASSAN secretary-general Milton Dabibi, detained without
charges after the two-month oil strike in 1994; retired General and former head of state
Olusegun Obasanjo and his deputy head of state, Major-General Shehu Musa
Yar’Adua, convicted of treason after the alleged 1995 coup d’état trial by a Special
Military Tribunal; the journalists Chris Anyanwu (7he Sunday Magazine), Ben Charles
Obi (Weekend Classique), Kunle Ajibade (The News Magazine) and George Mbah (Tell
Magazine), detained for publishing an article about the 1995 arrest and secret trial of
armed forces officers; human rights lawyers Dr. Beko Ransome-Kuti and Shehu Sani of
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the Campaign for Democracy, detained for defending the rights of people convicted in
the 1995 treason trial, and Rebecca Ikpe and Sanusi Mato, relatives of officers accused
of involvement in the alleged 1995 plot to overthrow the government, for being
“accessories after the fact to treason” for offering support and assistance to their
relatives (Amnesty International, 6 November 1996; telephone interview, 21
November 1997)

On 17 November 1997 General Abacha was reported to have granted an amnesty for a
number of political prisoners, which would free “those detained persons whose release
would constitute no further impediment to the peace and security of the country”
(International Herald Tribune, 18 November 1997). At that time, there was no
reference to Chief Moshood Abiola, although a subsequent press report suggested the
that his name might be included on the list of prisoners to be released (Ibid.; Reuters,
21 November 1997). ‘

Prison conditions

The US Department of State indicates that prisoners in Nigeria are held in life-
threatening facilities lacking, infer alia, adequate food, drinking water, sewage
facilities, proper ventilation, medical care and supplies, or time outdoors for recreation.
In cases where food is brought in by the relatives of wealthy inmates, prison officials
can withhold it as punishment or for extortion. Poor inmates often rely on handouts
(Country Reports for 1996, 1997). Those convicted for plotting the alleged 1995
coup d’étal are said to be dispersed, with no access to family or food, Women
prisoners are reportedly abused, and their children left with them in detention (Ibid.). A
1991 study of prison conditions by the Nigerian Institute of Advanced Legal Studies
describes the day-to-day living conditions of police detainees: “[they] rarely bathe.

Feeding is acute. Space is sheer luxury. Hygiene is out of the question because
detainees sleep in the cell, answer the call of nature there and generally live inhuman
lives. Under these conditions, suspects in police detention are known to have died and
when this happens they are surreptitiously buried and forgotten” (Ajomo, M. and L
Okagbue, (eds), 1991, p.120). The incidence of disease is described in the following
paragraph, highlighted by the human rights lawyer, Chief Gani Fawehinmi, himself
frequently detained, from another comprehensive report on prison conditions in Nigeria:

though prison diet varies according to regional conditions, there are no
such regional differences to be found in the ailments ravaging inmates in
Nigerian prisons. In every prison visited the same diseases reared their
heads. Tops in [ubiquity] were skin diseases, from rashes, kraw-kraw,
ring-worm to scabies and herpes. According to many reports life in
many a cell is one endless orgy (or ordeal) of scratching . There were
numerous cases of diarrhoea, dysentery and other abdominal infections,
as well as stomach ulcers. Cases of piles were also said to be common,
as were cases of insomnia, chicken pox and small pox. As was to be
expected, malnutrition was widespread in the prisons. From prison to
prison, there came descriptions of inmates suftering from kwashiorkor,
beri-beri, etc. There were tales of inmates with swollen stomachs,
spindly limbs, large heads perched atop stringy necks, chests with ribs

12941/97 DL/ks EN
DG HI 19 -



showing through, and dim eyes (The Civil Liberties Organization,
1991, p. v).

In its 1995 annual report on the human rights situation in Nigeria, another Lagos-based
human rights monitor also lists a number of cases of deaths by disease and malnutrition
in Nigerian priscns (Committee for the Defense of Human Rights, August 1996,
p.24). In a similar report, the Civil Liberties Organization refers to the problem of
prison overcrowding, indicating that 21 out of a total of 143 prisons are overcrowded
by more than 100 per cent, with one of them at 730 per cent (Annual Report 1995,
1996, p.20).

Freedom of expression

According to the U.S. Department of State, the continued suspension of the 1979
Constitution of Nigeria makes it impossible to enforce constitutional provisions calling
for freedom of speech and press (Country Reports for 1996, 1997). Another observer
notes, however, that while the Constitution guarantees to an individual “the freedom to
receive and impart information, opinion and ideas without interference”
(Constitutional Rights Project, January 1993), there are no specific provisions in the
constitution guaranteeing freedom of the press (Ibid.). Under Newspaper Registration
Board Decree 43 of 1993, all newspapers and magazines are required to register with
the Government, and in-Decémber 1996, the Minister of Culture and Information
announced that publications not registered with the Board would be prosecuted in 1997
(Ibid.). Virtually all editors of the weeklies Tell, Dateline, The News, Tempo and A.M.
News are subject to surveillance and harassment by security agents (Amnesty
International, 22 September 1997, U.S. DOS Country Reports for 1996, 1997).
Foreign reporters critical of the government are banned (Ibid.). As regards the
broadcast media, rights were granted to private radio stations in 1994, but their
broadcasts are carefully monitored as they are considered the most important means. of
reaching the public (Ibid.). Under Decree 38, which calls for equity and reciprocity in
broadcasting, a radio station, Ray Power, was banned from transmitting BBC news
programmes (Ibid.). Television, both Nigerian and otherwise, is said to be widely
available, but the government-controlled broadcast media prevails, and private
broadcasters do not transmit programmes critical of the government (Ibid.).

3.5 The situation of minorities

The U.S. Department of State reports that the Government of Nigeria has
promulgated no official policy concerning discrimination against any of the more than
250 ethnic groups, and there are no laws favouring one group over the other (Country
Reports for 1996, 1997). However, it notes that tradition continues to impose
considerable pressure on individual government officials to favour their own ethnic
group, resulting in the persistence of ethnic favouritism. As an example, it refers to the
non-partisan local government elections in March, in which non-indigenous residents of
certain states, notably Kaduna, were barred from exercising the right to vote (Ibid.). It
adds that there is a long history of tension among the diverse groups, and that clashes
continued between rival ethnic groups in Delta, Rivers, Benue, Cross River, Kaduna,
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Plateau and Tarana states, often resulting in casualties (Ibid.). Some of the more
significant conflicts involve the Ogonis, the Ijaws and Itsekirris, and the Ife people.

The Ogonis

The Ogenis are a minority ethnic group of approximately 500,000 people in Rivers state
in Eastern Nigeria, whose homeland is spread across three local government areas:
Gokana, Khana, and Tai-Eleme (African Affairs, 1995, 326-7). Rivers state
reportedly produces the bulk of Nigeria’s crude oil, the country’s main source of
revenue, while the Ogonis allegedly remain among “the most backward and politically
marginalized groups in the country” (Ibid.). In 1990, Ogoni leaders belonging to the
Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP) presented the Ogoni Bill of
Rights to the Federal Government, demanding self-determination and the right to
control their political affairs as well as a “fair” share of the economic resources derived

from the Ogoni land (Ibid). The core issue, according to one observer, was the “rising

local anger at the failure of the Nigerian state and the transnational oil companies
operating in the area to reinvest some of their revenues back into the impoverished
communities from which the petroleum is taken” (WriteNet, September 1997). One of
the more militant MOSOP leaders, the writer Ken Saro-Wiwa, and eight other people
were tried and executed in November 1995 after an anti-Government demonstration
resulted in the death of four moderate Ogoni chiefs (Ibid.). At that time, it was
reported that the Government “engaged in outright repression and covert tactics to

foment ethnic tensions between the Ogonis and their neighbours” (HRW/Africa, July

1995). According to the U.S. Department of State, the Ogoni group maintains that
the Government continued to engage in a systematic campaign to deprive them of their
land and its wealth, and that it continues to seize Ogoni property without fair
compensation, ignores the environmental impact of oil production in Ogoni land and
fails to provide adequate public services like water and electricity (US DOS Country
Reports for 1996, 1997). Since the start of the conflict in 1990, more than 2,000
people are said to have died at the hands of the military (Africa News, 19 August
1997).

The ljaws and Itsekirris

In September 1997, the Economist Intelligence Unit reported on the “simmering

ethnic tensions” in the Niger delta, stemming mainly from the conflict between the

fourth largest ethnic group, the Ijaws, and neighbouring Itsekirris, over the relocation of
local government offices, the principal conduit for the distribution of central
government resources to their region, which is said to be one of the most impoverished
in the country (E1U, Country Report, 3rd Quarter 1997, p.11). The resulting violence,
which is said to have gone largely unreported, has caused the death of hundreds of
people since April 1997 (Ibid.), when government troops were sent to Warri City in
order to quell the ethnic clashes (Reuters, 29 April 1997). Warri is the site of one of
Nigeria’s three main oil refineries, a petrochemical plant, a steel mill and a deep-water
river port. The region’s inhabitants, like the Ogonis, believe that “the wealth of the oil

industry has been pocketed by a handful of elites” (WriteNet, September 1997). Given
the larger number of people involved, it is feared that the violence of the Niger Delta
could have “far more devastating consequences than the Ogoni crisis” (Ibid.).
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The Ife

In August 1997, clashes occurred in the southwestern town of Ife, the religious capital
of the Yoruba people, over the relocation of local government headquarters from a
ward controlled by the Modakeke people to a section of town dominated by the Ife
people. Sixty-five people died in confrontations between men armed with machetes and
shotguns, and at least 30 people are reported to have died in a new round of fighting on
23-24 September 1997 (Reuters, 25 September 1997, 24 September 1997).

4. GENERAL COMMENTS

Less than one year remains prior to the intended restoration of civilian democratic rule
in Nigeria. The military government of General Sani Abacha has put in place several
institutional mechanisms to ensure a smooth transition, starting with the creation of
legally acceptable political parties to compete in elections beginning at the local level,
followed by those at the gubernatorial level, and culminating with presidential elections
scheduled for the autumn of 1998. No effort has been spared in ensuring that all of the
newly created parties profess an ideology acceptable to the ruling Provisional Ruling
Council, and that those political groups voicing dissent or opposition are excluded from
the process, for the sake of national unity. Barring another coup d’état, a civilian
president should be installed by 1 October 1998.

However, the legally accepted parties have yet to offer candidates for the presidency,
and three would welcome General Abacha as their party’s contender. An April 1997
decree confers greater powers on the head of state, giving him absolute control over the
elected heads of local governments and denying the validity of any challenge to the
results of the presidential elections. Speculation’ mounts over General Abacha’s
intention to run as a civilian candidate, while political advertisements shown on state-
run television give the impression of widespread popular support for him.

Were General Abacha to succeed himself as a civilian and thus give a semblance of
legitimacy to his rule, it is difficult to envisage a major change of attitude towards
political dissent or opposition, or in his relationship with the powerful armed forces of
Nigeria and consequent distribution of perks to his supporters. The continued
enactment of decrees, ouster clauses and retroactive legislation forebodes continued
subordination of the suspended 1979 constitution, or the yet to be promulgated 1995
constitution, to rule by decree.

The country’s vast supplies of oil, accounting for approximately 90 per cent of its
foreign earnings, appear insufficient to alleviate the country’s economic difficulties. The
inadequate distribution of financial resources seems destined to foment increasing
tensions among the multiple ethnic groups.

Dissenters and defenders of the rule of law run the risk of assassination or imprisonment
in intolerable conditions, receiving little more than token support from the outside.
Without a stronger and more effective stance by the international community, it is

difficult to see how any effective and meaningful change can be brought about only
from within.
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ANNEX1

L1sT OF TABLES

L. Asylum applications and adjudication decisions for the relevant country of origin

a. Asylum applications

b. Grants of asyluny/refugee status under the 1951 UN Convention

c. Grants of humaniitarian (non-Convention) status. These statuses may be referred to as
‘humanitarian’, {de facto’, ‘B’ status, etc. Note that not all countries listed have an
official humanitarian status.

d. Total number ofigrants of Convention and humanitarian status (b + c)

e. Rejections of Cinvention or humanitarjan status

f. Total number of grants of Convention and humanitarian status plus the number of
rejections of Cotivention or humanitarian status (d+e)

g Convention recognition rate.  This refers to the number of persons granted
asylunv/refugee status divided by the total number of positive and negative decisions
(b/19) !

h, Total recognition rate.  This refers to the total number of persons granted
asylunvrefugee status or humanitarian status divided by the total number of positive
and negative decisions (d / f)

2. Asylum applications and adjudication decisions for all nationalities

a. Asylum applicatiJns

b. Grants of asylum/refugee status under the 1951 UN Convention
c. Grants of humanitarian (non-Convention) status. These statuses may be referred to as
‘humanitarian’, ‘de facto’, ‘B’ status, etc. Note that not all countries listed have an

official humanitarian status,

d. Total number of grants of Convention and humanitarian status (b + c)
e. Rejections of Corjvention or humanitarian status ‘
f. Total number ofigrants of Convention and humanitarian status plus the number of

rejections of ConVention or humanitarian status (d +e)

8. Convention recognition rate. This refers to the number of persons granted
asylum/refugee status divided by the total number of positive and negative decisions (b
/1) .

h. Total recognition rate.  This refers to the total number of persons granted
asylum/refugee status or humanitarian status divided by the total number of positive
and negative deciions (d / f)

3. Country of origin as a percentage of all nationalities

a. Asylum applicatidns

b. Grants of asylum/refugee status under the 1951 UN Convention

c. Grants of humanitarian (non-Convention) status. These statuses may be referred to as
‘humanitarian’, ‘de facto’, ‘B’ status, ctc. Note that not all countries listed have an
official humanitarjan status.
Total number of grants of Convention and humanitarian status (b+c)

e. Rejections of Convention or humanitarian status

f. Total number ofjgrants of Convention and humanitarian status plus the number of
rejections of Conyention or humanitarian status (d+e)

:
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4, Country of asylu&n as a percentage of all countries of asylum (Nigerians)
a. Asylum applicatio;ns
b. Grants of asylum/fefugee status under the 1951 UN Convention
C. Grants of humanifarian (non-Convention) status. These statuses may be referred to as
‘humanitarian’, ‘de facto’, ‘B’ status, etc. Note that not all countries listed have an
offticial humanitarjan status.
d. Total number of grants of Convention and humanitarian status (b+c)
e, Rejections of Conyvention or humanitarian status
£ Total number of [grants of Convention -and humanitarian status plus the number of
rejections of Convention or humanitarian status (d+e)
¥
8, Country of asylufm as a percentage of all countries of asylum (all nationalities)
a. Asylum applicatioins _
b. Grants of asylum/refugee status under the 1951 UN Convention
C. Grants of humanitarian (non-Convention) status. These statuses may be referred to as
‘humanitarian’, ‘dp facto’, ‘B’ status, etc. Note that not all countries listed have an
official humanitarian status. .
d. Total number of grants of Convention and humanitarian status (b - ¢)
e. Rejections of Conifvcntion or humanitarian status
£ Total number of igrants of Convention and humanitarian status plus the number of
rejections of Convention or humanitarian status (d+e)
i
;
|
i
; +
?
i
‘i
i
’t
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Asylum applioations and status determinatlon:

country of origin analysis

Aeylum appllostions Origin: Aigeria

-t
B L e P A
(-

Cauntry 0 1991 1892 1993 1994 1336 139§ Total l.a
Austris 43 1,004 b44 43 £} 88 157 191
Belgium 28 743 670 883 427 248 192 1590
Bulgaria i 0 of = o 0 0 0 2 2
Czech Rapublic i 0 3 0 4 17 10 12 74
Denmark 10 35 1 60 77 84 a8 278
Fintand 18 13 8 12 10 10 10 ]|
France 189 214 78 108 146 122 131 969
Garmany 5,09 8,368 10,488 1.083 838 1688  2178) 29940
Gresco 1 3 4 0 2 0 0 8
Hungsry OH 0 0 0 0 10 ] 10
lealy {12 2 i 2 3 n 0 83
Netherlsnds 801 740 233 245 143 817 490 3,269

- |Norwsy 8 0 0 11 10 5 4 K]
Polend [ 0 ] Oﬁ Og » 3 g 8
Portugal HR ] ] § 4 0 5 ] 23
Spain 422 331 0 88 167 138 278 1,404
Swadan 177 109 0 25 ] 30 37 kI
Switzerlend 308 516 123 87 116 178 253 1,558
United Kingdem (¢} 135 336 818 1,666 4,340 5,826 2540 15,456
Genade 671 813 841 188 233 322 410 3,178

- {United States (¢} 82 0 6 0 1.563 888 1,455 3,968
Australis 0 0 of 01 : 0 0 0 0
Eurape 8,22 12,435 12.688 4,281 8325 8,864 6,334 58,047
North Amarics 33 813 841 188 1,798 1.210 1,866 7.146
Total 8,166 13,248 13,307 4,469 8,121 10,094 8,199 66,193

3
Geants of asylumieefuges status under the 1961 UN Conventlon Origin: Migeria
Country 1830] 1991 1992 1993 1994 1985 1996 Total 1.b
Austria [i]] 7 10 8l * 2 3 [ 35
Balgium 1 0 0 g 1 1 0 3
Bulgariz F 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0] ¢
Czach Republic Fp 8 i 2 1 0 2 15
Donmark o 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Finland Lo 0 0 0 0 0 g 0
France v 4 3 19 27 4 1 18 a5
Gormany 1} . ¢ 3 18 14 28 48 166
Graacse 0 0 0 0} (1] 8 0 0
Hungary 0 0 ¢ ] 0 2 0 2
ftaly 1 0 1 0 3 i 0 8
Netherlands 0 i 2 0 0 i 1 6
Norwsy 0 0 0] 0 0 ] 0 Q
Poland . 0 0 0 ¢ 0 1 ) 0
Portugal 0 2 5 1 ] 8 i 9
Spain 0 0 0 ¢ 3 8 2 11} .
Swodan 0 4 1 0 -0 0 0 6
Switzerland 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0
United Kingdam (c} 6 0 0 0 0 ¢ 16 16
Canada 9 72 104 64 123 13 138 323
Unitad Statas (c} 1 0 0 0 20 104 194 318
Australia o 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0
Euraps 7 18 #1 53 28 42 90 307
North Americe 10 72 104 84 143 217 332 942
Total 17 118 145 117 171 258 422 1,249
Statiztleal Unity00S
UNHCR, Gongva 2101197
1
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[ Asylum applicstions and status determination:

L Bhn [
Grante of humanitsrisn (nan-?onmuon) stft%‘tmw of origin analys Origin: Mgerle
Country 1980 1991 1992 1993 1994 1996 1998 Total l.c
Austria %] 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0
Balgium ] 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ ]
Bulgeria 0 1] ] ] 0 0f 0 ¢
Czech Republic 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 ]
Danmark 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
Finland 0 0 3 0 ] 1 o 4
France o 0 0 0 0 0 0 1]
Gormany o 8 ¢ 0 ] ] 8 ]
Graece 0 0 0 0f ] ¢ 0 0}
Hungary 0 0 0 0 0 B ] 5
Italy 68} 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
Netherlands 0 ] 28 0 8 7 3 60
Norway 1 0 1 0 0 0 ¢ 2
Poland 0 0 0 0 ] 0 ¢ ]
Portugsi 0 0 0 ] ] ] 0 0
Spain i ¢ 0 0 0 ] ] 1 i
Swaden ;0 2 1 2 4 i 5 25
Switzarland ; 0 0 0 0 i i 0 0
United Kingdom () i} 0 0 10 (i 6 10 30
Canada 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1]
United States {c} q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Australia 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0
Eurcps 1 10 41 12 15 18 27 125
North America . -1 . . . . . -
Total 1 10 41 12 181 . 18 27 126
4
Qrante of Cenventlon and huhsnitarian status Qrigin: Mgeris
Country 1880 1981 1992 1983 1994 1398 1988 Totsl 1.4
Austrig Y 7 10 8 w2 3 [ 36
Belgium i 1 0 a 0 i i 0 3
Bulgaria i 0 0 0 0 0 0} 0] Or
Czach Republic a 8 1 2 1 0 2 18
Denmark ' 0 0 0 0 L 2 3
Finland 10 0 3 0 0 i 0 4
France L4 2 18 27 4 1 18 o8
Garmany *r } 0 3 15 14 26 52 111
Grasce 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0
Hungary 0 ] ] 0 0 7 0 7
fealy 1 (1] { (] 3 1 0 8
Notherlends i 0 9 28 8 8 8 4 55
Norway 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2
Poland : 0 ¢ ] 8 0 0 0 ]
Portugal 0 2 3 1 0 0 i ]
Spain 0 0 0 a 3 6 3 12
Swaden 0 6 12 2 4 1 5 a0
Switzetiand 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 9
United Kingdom (c) 0 0 0 10 5 g % 45
Canads 9 2 104 84 123 13 138 823
United Statas (e} 1 0 ] 0 20 104 194 318
Australia [} 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0
f
Eurapo P 66 82 a5 43 &1 117 432
North America 10 72 104 64 143 277 332 942
Total 18 128 188 129 186 278 449 1,374
Statistical UnD0S |
UNHCR, Ganeva 3 21197
|
|
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3

Aaylum applications and status determinstion:

Rejactions of Convention or humenitatien agotg:‘ Y of arign analysls Origin: Migeris
Cauntry 1990 1991 1992 1992 1994 1996 1996 Tatal 1.e
Austria 2 78 213 474 288 165 a 1,221
Balgium 45 88 276 86 43 74 48 870
Bulgaria 0 o . ] 0 (] (1] o 0
Czech Republic 0 0 0 ] ] 0 0 0
Denmark 0 0 0 8 0 66 24 89
Finland 4 4 12 [ 6 6 2 38
France 13 547 88 95 28 ~248 98 1,316
Germany 1,,423 68,528 8,180 8,265 1,484 1.008 1,944 24,798
Greece ; (] 2 ¢ 0 1 ¢ ] 3
Hungery 0 b} 4 0 0 g i} 8
fealy i 2 5 1 i 3 0 41
Netherlands 488 843 580 0 162 432 590 3105
Norway 1 8 4 2 10 15 7 563
Polend i 0 0 0 ] a (] 1 1
Portugal 0 0 0 3 0 2 8 14
Spain 0 0 0 164 163 168 286 761
Sweden 0 ] 0 0 0 26 27 62
Switzerland 35 218 477 163 119 95 174 1.278
United Kingdom (c) 18 25 210 345 910 2,135 4,626 8,166
Canada 128 183 294 207 140 78 105 1,123
United States i) 120 0 0 0 184 79 kIR 684
Australis : 0 0 0 i a ] o ]
Ewrope 2,2f43 8,362 8,023 7,584 3,194 4,484 7.732| 41,602
North America 48 193 294 287 294 155 416 1,687
Total 2.201 8,545 8,317 7,881 3,488 4,619 8,148 43,289

E

H i
Total number of positive amii negative decisions Origin: Nigeris
Country 1990 1991 1992 1883 18394 1995 1996 Tatal 1.f
Austria P2 88 223 482 290 168 § 1,266
Bolgium : 48 a8 278 86 7} 75 48 673
Bulgaris 1 0 0 0 0 Q (] 0 0
Czach Republic I o 9 1 2 1 0 2 16
Denmark 0 (] 0 0 0 86 26 92
Finland = 4 4 15 8 5 8 2 42
France 217 570 104 122 32 240 118 1.410
Garmany 1,424 8.626 5.163 8,280 1,478 1,082 1398] 24,899
Groscs 10 2 0 0 1t g 0 3
Hungsry 0 0 0 ¢ 0 18 U] 18
Italy 2 2 8 § 4 a2 ] 47
Notherlands 498 852 808 0 168 440 604 3,160
Norway 8 8 8§ Y3 10 1% 7 66
Poland ] 0 0 ] 0 Q i 1
Portugal 0 2 & 4 0 2 10 23
Spain ] 0 ¢ 184 166 184 299 713
Sweden ¢ 8 12 2 4 28 32 82
Switzerland : 38 218 417 183 118 95 171 1.278
United Kingdom {c) 118 25 210 355 915 2,140 4,660 8,210
Canads a7 265 398 351 283 189 243 1,748
United Statas (c) A 0 0 0 174 . 183 505 883
Australia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Europe 2,251 8,408 8,108 7,659 3,237 4,626 7,849 42,004
North Amarica 58 266 399 351 437 372 749 2629
Total 2,308 8,873 8.603 8,010 3,674 4,897 8,597 44,883

Statistical Unit/DOS
UNHCR, Gsneva 211197
i
i
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Asylum spplications and status determination:
country of origin analysis

oo K was e womemanns oo 7 <

Conventlen recagnition utc} Origin: Mgeria

Cauntry 1690 1981 1997 1993 1994 1995 1998]  Total

Austria 00% 1% 45% 1.7% 0.7% T8%|  100.0% 75% l.g
Belgium 42% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 22% 1.3% 0.0% 0.4%
Bulgariz g " “ . “ “ " " " "
Cawch Rapublic [ -] 1000%} 100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0% < 100.0%  t00.0%
Denmark : “ w“ " “ " 1.5% 0.0% 1.1%
Finland 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Franes 8% 40%  17.3%]  221%  125% 0.4%  16.5% 8.7%
Germany qi% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.9% 25% 2.3% 0.4%
Greoes ; - 0.0% - . 0.0% - . 0.0%
Hungsry bow “ o “ “ 13.3% o 13.3%
italy 50.0% 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 76.0% 3.1% - 12.8%
Notherfands 4o% 0.1% 0.3% A 0% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2%
Norway ao% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Polsnd . . . - . . 0.0% 0.0%
Portugal [ .| tooos) 1o00% 250% . 00%  100%  20.1%
Spsin - “ . 0.0% 1.8% 3.7% 0.7% 1.4%
Swadsn P 88T% 8.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.1%
Switzerland 0;,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
United Kingdom (c) a.o% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2%
Canads 243% 27.2% 26.1% 18.2%]  46.8% 59.9% 66.8% 35.7%
United States (c) «Ea% ; . .l 15%| 66.8%]  a84%|  38.1%
Austrelia - - “ " .
¢
Eorope 3% 0.5% 0.5% 0.7% 0.9% 0.9% 1.1% 0.7%
Morth Amsrica 122%]  27.2%]  26.4% 18.2%)  327%|  68.3%]  44.4%]  35.8%
Total 0% 1.4% 1.7% 15% 4.7% 5.9% 4.9% 2.8%
i
Tatal (Canvention snd humanitarizn) recognition rate Origin: Mgeris
Country 1890 1391 1992 1893 1994 1395 1998 Total 1.n
Austria 0,0% 8.1% 4.5% 7% 0.0% 1.8%]  100.0% 2.8% *
Belgium 22% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.3% 1.3% 0.0% 0.4%
Bulgaria " “ . “ “ - - o
Coch Republic - 1000%]  1000%| 100.0%|  100.0% -l 1000%]  100.0%
Denmark . “ - . - 1.5% 1.7% 3.3%
Finland 0,0% 0.0%|  200% 0.0% 0.0%  18.7% 0.0% 8.5%
France 18% 4.0% 17.3% 22.1% 12.5% 0.4% 15.6% B8.7%
Germany 0,1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 098%|  25% 2.6% 0.4%
Greeca - 0.0% " - 0.0% " “ 0.0%
Hungary f . “ . . o 48.7% J4 0 487%
Italy 560% . 00%| 187% 0.0%  75.0% 31% . 12.8%
Netherlands %0% 1.1% 4.6% “ 3.8% 1.8% 0.7% 1.7%
Norway 12,5% 0.0%|  200% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 38%
Poland [ . . “ w“ “ 0.0% 0.0%
Portugal t < 1000%] 10004  25.0% . 0.0% 100%]  32.1%
Spaln - w . 0.0% 1.8% 9.7% 1.0% 1.8%
Sweden Ll 1000%|  1000%]  100.0%|  100.0% 3.8% 156%]  36.6%
Switzstland 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Unitad Kingdom (c) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 0.5% 0.2% 0.5% 0.5%
Canads 4360 2724 260% 18.2%|  46.8%|  50.8%  56.8%|  36.7%
United States (c) 48% “ . o N4l ssewl  384%| 3614
Austrslis ; . "
t

Europs Gal ol tow|  oew| 1% 8% 16% 1.0%
North Ameries 122%0  22.2%]  26.1% 182%) 327%|  68.3%]  44.4% 36.8%
Total 0.8% 1.5% 2.0% 1.6% 5.1% 5.7% 5.0% 3.1%

Statistical Unit/DOS {

UNHCR, Genova i 210497
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Asylum applications and status determination:

country of origin anslysia

Asylum sppiications Qrigin: All nativnalitles

iy ot o 1 e e e

Country 1990 1951 1992 1933 1894 1996 1944 Total
Austria 22,788 27,308 16,238 4,745 6,082 6,910 8,991 89,070 2.a
Belgium 12,,963 15,172 17,647 26,860 14,353 11,420 12,783 111,218
Bulgaria F (] 0 o0 0 0 0 302 302
Czach Republic ( 0 1,978 416 2,193 1,188 1,413 2,168 9,742
Denmark 6,492 4,809 13,884 14,347 6,661 5,104 5,993 66,780
Finlend 2,730 2,137 3,634 2,023 835 854 m 12,924
Frence 63,887 48,543 26,810 27,573 28,044 20,170 17406) 217.712
Garmany 193,?83 266,112] 438,101 322,814 127210 108,961 148,157} 1,663,298
Grescs 8,188 2,672 1,850 813 1,302 1,312 843 14,958
Hungaey 0 0 0 0 0 459 181 @09
Italy 3,167 24,445 2,483 " 1,634 1,427 1,760 676 35,493
Nethedsnds 21,181 21,818 20,352 36,399 52,573 29,258 22,867| 203,245
Norway 3,462 4,b89 6,236 12,976 3,378 1.460 1,778 33,280
Paoland 0 0 (] {4} 0 842 2,206 4,047
Portugsl 76 237 690 2,090 Fi)| 332 289 4,424
Spain 8,#87 8,138 11,708 12,248 11,089 5,878 4,728 83,162
Sweden 29,347 26,488 84,018 37,583 18,640 8,047 6,763] 210,877
Switzerland 35,8;36 41,660 18,19 24,107 18,134 17,021 17,774} 170563
United Kingdom (¢} © 28,200 44,820 24828 22,348 32,830 43,925 27,8701 222815
Canade 36,135 32,347 37,748 20,292 22,006 26,072 26,120 201,320
United States (c} 73,?37 56,310| 103,984] 143,118} 147.605] 144,888 181,820 865,142
Australia i g 0 0 0 0 (] 0 .

£
Europe 424.525 5204001 ©6@e.423) 549,366] 2320378] 3229141 28 1,299} 3,113,297
North America 110,372 88,6671 141,712 183,410 183,811 174060| 217,740} 1,066.462
Total 5348871 617,067] 828.135] 7127718 488989 a8 78741 488,039| 4,179,758

!

[ ;
Grante of asylum(refuges m‘tul under the 1951 UN Conventlon Origin: Al netionshities
Cauntry 00T 1991 teqa]  1993]  1893]  i9EE] 199 Tl 2.b
Austriz g4 2,489 2,288 1,198 684 883 718 9,214
Belgium 679 588 780 1,039 ! 1,506 1,303 1,581 7.462
Bulgaria io 0 0 0 0 0 145 146
Casch Republic E 0 720 228 237 112 66 25 1,448
Qenmark ){13 886 752 649 638 4,810 964 9,402
Finlend E15 16 12 8 15 4 11 82
France 13,537 16,984 10,810 9,914 8,207 4,527 4,314 85,323
Germany 8,5;18 11,687 8,188 16,397 25,578 23,488 23,805] 116,842
Greace 188 123 83 35 92 202 0 881
Rungary {0 0 0 0 0 84 66 130
ltaly 4 1,199 336 128 298 ! 172 3,238
Natherlands 4 775 4,819 10,338 8,684 7.980 3,133 34,391
Narway 108 102 63 54 22 29 8 384
Peland {0 0 0 0 ) 108 124 230
Partugal 43 i3 16 401 g 12 6 138
Spein 0 Q ] 1,287 634 464 243 2,828
Sweden 2,1;87 1,404 615 1,047 793 148 128 8,302
Switzeriand B71 875 1,638 3,831 2,937 2,848 2,261 14,858
United Kingdom (c} 510 480 1,120 1,586 838 1,276 2,275 8,486
Canadg 10,710 19,425 17,437 15,101 15,224 9,814 9,544 96,066
United Statss {c) 4,173 2111 3.809 5,012 8,254 12,882 16,318 52,459
Australia ?0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 .
Europe 27,6(59 37,343 32,607 47,784 46,914 48,370 40,164 | 280,981
North Amarica 14,883 21,538 21,348 19,113 23,478 22,298 25,8821 148514
Total 42,882 58,879 53,953 66,807 70,392 70,866 66,016 | 429,496

Statistical Unit/DOS %
UNHCR, Gensva [ 21711197
|
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l Asylum applications and status datermination:

' o ! country of erigin analysis
Grants of humsnitarian (non:Convantlan) status )

Origla: Al nationalitiss

Country 1480 1891| 1982 19493 1994 1985] 14996 Total 2 o
Austria 0 0 0 i} i ] [} . “
Belgium 0 0 0 ¢ a 0 ] .
Bulgaria 0' o 0 ] 0 0 14 14
Casch Republic Lo of o 0 0 0 "
Deamack 1.401 1,081 2,024 2,087 1,360 14,106 37771 28,738
Flnlsnd a8 1,703 664 2,073 3ot 218 334 5,333
France 0 ] (] ¢ 0 0 0 .
Germany ] 0 | 0 0, 3,831 2,067 5,898
Groecn 0 of 0 0 ] ] 0 .
Hungary ] 0 0 )] 0 N 0 37t
ltaly 0 0 o0 - 0 0 0 0 .
Netherlands 467 1,920 8,893 4,685 12,809 10,624 6.041] 44179
Norway 1,218 1,644 1,044 47t 1,769 $13 808 7,668
Poalend 0 0 ] .0 g 0 a .
Portugal 0 0 0 ] 40 30 55 128
Spain 0 of 0 0 0 27 ]| 424
Swaden 8,217 16,614 8,783 34,717 36,659 3,538 3,075] 111,403
Switzerisnd ] 0 0 i} 0 0 6,344/ 6,344
United Kingdom (¢} 2,370 2,190 16,326 11,130 3,860 4,388 5010} 44,061
Canada 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 .
United Ststos (c) 1] 0 0 0 0] g ]

Austrelia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Europe 15._2?,3 L 24,952 34,833 66,133 56,368 37,867 27,1171 261,383
[ North Amstica SRR I . . - . . .
Total ik '=1s,gzus " 24,982 34,833 66,133 68,389 37,967 274171 251,363
Grants of Conventlon and hufnnitarim status Qrigin: All nationalitfas’

£
Country 1980 1991 1992 1883 1994 1596 1986 Total] 2.4
Austria Bg4 2,489 2,289 1,188 884 293 718 9,214
Bslgium 879 598 760 1,038 1,908 1,303 1,591 7.462
Bulgaria 0 0 of o of 0 159 169
Csch Republic . 720 228 231 112 66 95 1448
Denamaric 2,114 2,968 2778 2,736 1,898 18,818 4,731 38,138
Finland 154 1,718 578 2,082 38 223 145 6418
France 13,537 15,084 10,810 8,914 6,207 4,627 4344 66,323
Gormany 8,518 11,587 9,189 16,387 25,578 27,098 25,862] 122,340
Greace 168 129 83 35 92 202 . 881
Hungary 4 . . . . 441 66 507
ftaly 824 1,188 336 126 298 281 172 3,236
Netharlands l,Sil 2,688 11,712 14,991 18,343 18,604 9,774 78,670
Norway 1,327 1,748 1,107 525 1,781 842 81% 8,063
Poland " . . - . 108 124 230
Pertugal 43 13 18 40 48 42 60 283
Spain | : : 1,287 634 897 44| 3082
Sweden 11,384 16,918 9,388 35,764 37,382 3,686 32001 117,705
Switzerlend 571 876 1,538 3,831 2,037 2,649 1,805 20,002
Unitad Kingdom (c) 3,280 2676 18,445 12,716 4,485 5,661 7,285 52,646
Canads 10,7{0 19,426 17.437 14,101 15,224 8,614 9,544 96,058
United States (c} 4,173 2,111 3,908 6,012 8,254 12,662 16,318 62,456
Australia . . . . . - . .
Europs 43,012 62,296 87,2401 102,917} 103,282 86,327 87,271] 632344
North Americs 14,882 21,636 21,346 18,113 23,478 22,298 258821 148,614
Total 67,845 83,831 88,686 122,030 126,760 108,823 93,133 880,858
Statistical Unit;DOS
UNHCR, Gansva ' 21497
1
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Asylum applications and status detarmination;
- is
Rejeetions of Convention or bumanitarian .333." try of arigin analysi Origin: AN nationslities
Ceuntry 1480 1981 1982 1993 1994 1988 1396 Total 2.8
Auatrip 11,184 17,217 21,186 14,187 8,336 6,634 8,0321 87,396
Belgium 1,184 1,683 2,006 2524 3,274 2,760 4,084} 17,464
Bulparia ] 0 - 0 0 ] 0 28 28
Czech Ropublic /] ] 0 0 0 0 6 .
Denmark ] 0 ] 0 ] 3,498 2,212 6,708
Finland 328 828 1,344 1,438 492 288 248 4,744
Franco 74,811 66,778 27,680 26,676 23,808 24,434 17,879] 269,667
Germany 116,288) 126,820 183.837] 347,981] 238386 114,378 123372 1,233,400
Gresce 2,931 6,207 1,737 71} 668 1,048 ] 11,897
Hungsry 0 ¢ o - 0 U] 347 41 788
lealy 482 22,508 6,624 1,300 1,386 1,433 5221 34415
Nathertends 8,988 14,544 20,328 15,779 32,146 32,183 19,297) 143,255
Norway 2,({68 2,255 2,884 4,885 2,962 1,414 1410 17,668
Poland - 0 0 0 - 0 ] 183 404 697
Portugal 62 48 ] 801 1,704 562 167 3121
Spain ] (1] 0 16,250 12,209 8,075 4517| 39,061
Swaeden 0 (] 0 41,417 10,301 6,568 3,104] 60,390
Switzerland 11,148 28,478 30,134 18,704 18,735 13,467 13,981 134,838
United Kingdorm {c) aSO 3,360 18,455 10,690 12,650 17,700 28,020 81,585
Canade 3,442 8,869 11,070 11,448 5,442 4,098 7.034] 52,800
Unlted States (c) 24,158 4,167 6,508 17,979 29,176 13,851 23,732f 118,587
Australis 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 .
Eurape 229,885| 290,807 295,925| 501,858 367,062 231,808} 227,948 2,146,082
North Amarics 27,908 13,035 17,576 28,427 36,518 17,847 30,786 172,367
Totai 267,883 303842| 313501 ( 531,288| 402,870 249,853 258,814 2.31 7448
H
Tatal number of positive mhlncqatlva dacisions Orlgln: A netlonalities
E
Country 1980 1991 1992 1993 1984 1998 1998 Total 2.t
Austrla 12,648 19,886 23,485 15,388] ° 9,019 7627 8,748 98,608
Bolgium 1,132 2,279 2,766 3,662 4,779 4,083 5,845 24,918
Bulgaria [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 187 187
Czech Republic i 0 720 228 237 112 56 95 1,443
Denmark 2,114 2,966 2,776 2736 1,889 22,412 6,943 41,848
Finland 92 2,347 1,920 3,517 808 492 593 10,158
France 88,q48 91,763 36,390 35,489 30,018 28,981 22,2231 324,880
Gotmany 122,788] 140,417] 172,828 364,388} 262,864 141.476] 148,984 1,385,740
Greace 2,497 6,330 1,800 748 788 1.247 0 12,378
Hungary 4] 0 ] (] 9 788 07 895
Italy 1,388 23,787 8,960 1,426 1,684 1,714 864 37,851
Netherands 10,549 17,238 32040 30,770 1,488 50,887 29,0711 221,825
Nerway 3,938 4,001 3,991 5210 4,753 2,356 2,026 25,722
Poland E 0 0 0 0 0 299 628 827
Portugel 85 61 16 841 1,750 594 227 3,384
Spain L0 0 | 12,537 12,843 8,772 4,951 42,103
Sweden 11,384 18,918 9,398 77,181 47,683 8,254 63071 178,085
Switzarland 11,720 26,753 31,668 22,538 21,672 16,105 21,586] 184,640
United Kingdom {c) 3,470 6,035 34,800 23,406 17,135 23,361 36,305] 144,111
Canada 14,5:62 26,283 28,507 26,649 21,868 13.710 16,878] 148,856
United States {c) 28,328 6.278 10,415 22,691 37,430 26,513 40,0801 172,028
Australis f 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
{
Europs 272.897 362,902 263,166 604,778 470,334 | 318,233 295,119 2,677,426
North America 42,881 34,571 38,922 48,640 58,096 40,243 56,628 | 320,391
Total 3167781 3874731 102.087] 853,318 829,430] 358,476 | 361,747 2,998,307
Statistical Unit/DOS
UNHCR, Ganavy : 21111/97
12941/97 DL/ks EN
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§ Asylum spplications and status determination:
country of origin analysis

Conveatlen recognition rat Crigin: Al nationslities
Country 1990 1991 1992 1883 1094 1996 1398 Totsl 2.9
Austrig 8.8% 125% 9.7% 7.8% 7.6% 13.0% 8.2% 8.5%
Belgium :q.m 26.2% 27.5% 20.1% 31.6% 32.1% 28.0% 29.9%
Bulgaria [ o “ - . “ 17.5% 77.5%
Crech Republic Pl 1000%]  100.0%|  t00.0%]  1000%]  100.0%f  100.0%  100.0%
Dsnmark qre| 2% 2w 287%] 844  2sw|  137w| 2264
Fitdand 11% 0.7% 0.5% 0.3% 1.0% 0.8% 1.9% 0.8%
France 13.40/. 19.8% 28.2% 27.9%  20.7% 15.8% 18.5% 20.1%
Garmany 3% 8.3% 5.3% 4.5% 9.7% 16.6% 15.9% 8.8%
Greeco 4.6% 2.3% 3.5% 4.7% 12,1% 16.2% . 5.5%
Hungary L ) SJo0 . . 8%  6L7%|  145%
ltaly 55.5% 5.0% 4.8% 8.8% 17.7% 18.4% 24.9% 8.6%
Notharlands g.s% a5%!  16.0%|  aasw]  120%] 7% 108w  15.6%
Norway 2% 2.6% 1.6% 1.0% 0.6% 1.2% 0.3% 1.5%
Poland b . , . J  355%| 225w 27.8%
Portugal 44.3% 21.3%(  100.0% 8.2% 0.5% 2.0% 27% 4.1%
Speln [. S0 ] den] eew|  agn| 824
Swaden 19.0% 8.9% 6.5% 1.4% 1.7% 1.6% 2.0% 1.5%
Switzarland 4.9% 2,0% 4.8% 17.0% 13.8% 16.4% 10.5% 9.5%
Iinited Kingdom (¢) 22.8% 2.0% 1.2% 8.8% 4.9% 5.6% 8.4% 6.0%
Canada 74.8% £0.7% 61.2% §6,2% 70.3% 70.1% 57.8% 84.5%
United States {c) 14.7% 33.6% 376%( . 21.8% 72.1% 47.8% 40.7% 30.5%
Australia " . “ - “ " -
Eurspe 10;2% 10.8% 9.0% 7.9% 10.0% 16.2% 13.6% 10.5%
North America 367% 82.3% 64.8% 39.4% 39.7%0  56.4% 45.7% 46.3%
Total 13.5% 15.2% 13.4% 10.2% 13.3% 19.7% 18.8% 14.3%
1
Tota! (Conventlon and humanitarian) recognition rats Origin: All nationalities
Country 1890 1991 1992 1833 1994 1886 1858 Total 2.h
Austria 68% 12.5% 89.7% 78%] 7% 12.0% 8.2% 8.5%
Belgium W1% 26.2% 21.6% 79.1% 31.5% 32.1% 28.0% 29.9%
Bulgaria . . . - . . 86.0% 85.0%)
Caech Republic < 1000%]  100.0%] 100.0%]  100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%
Doamark 1000%;  100.0%) 100.0%] 100.0%]  100.0% 84.4% 88.1% 86.4%
Finland 320% 73.2% 30.0% 59.2% 39.9%|  45.3% 58,2% 62.9%
France 1614% 19.6% 28.2% 27.8% 20.7% 16.6% 19.6% 20.1%
Garmany 5i3% 8.3% 5.3% 4.6% 7% 18.2%  17.9% 9.0%
Graace 8@8% 2.3% 35% 4.7% 12.1% 16.2% N 5.5%
Hungary E “ w“ " - “ 68.0% 61.7% 56.8%
Italy 59i5% 6.0% 4.8% 8.9% 12.7% 16.4% 24.8% 8.8%
Nathortands 14{7% 16.6% 36.8% 48,7% 37.6% 36.5% 33.6% 35.4%
Nerway 38.2% 43.6% 20.7% 10.1% 37.7% 40.0% 30.4% 31.3%
Poland e . ; . Y 2 22.6% 27.8%
Pertugal 453% 21.3%)  100.0% 6.2% 2.8% 7.1% 28.4% 18%
Spain U “ " 1.3% 4.9% 10.3% 8.6% 1.2%
Swadsn 100{0% 100.0%|  100.0% 46.3% 78.4% 30.8% 50.8% 86.1%
Switzerland 49% 2.0% 4.8% 12.0% 12.8% 16.4% 35.2% 12.9%
Uritad Kingdom (e) 82:6% 44.3% 42.1% 54.3% 26.2% 24.2% 20.8% 36.6%
Canada 73i6% 88.7% 61.2% 65.2% 70.3% 70.1% 57.8% 84.5%
Unitad Statos (¢) M‘g% 33.6% 375% 21.8% 22.1% 47.8% 80.7% 30.5%
Australis § “ " . " . " “ “
t
Europe 158% 17.7% 18.5% 17.0% 22.0% 27.1% 22.8% 19.9%
North Amarica Ui 82.3% 54.9% 39.4% 39.7% 65.4% 45.7% 48.9%
Tatal 183% 21.6% 22.0% 18.7% 23.9% 30.3% 26.5% 22.7%
Statisticsl Uniti003 !
UNHCR, Geneva i 2197
’
i
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Asylum applioations and status determination;
country af origin analysis

et e

Asylum appllcations Origin: Migara

Country of origin s & % ol all pationalities

Country 1990 1981 1992 1993 1984 1396 1396 Total
Austria 0% aTh| 4% 0an  oe%| iE%|Zm2i% 3.2
Balgium 4% 4.9% 32% 3.3% 3.0% 2.2% 1.5% 2.2%
Bulgaria - - . “ " " “ 0.7% 0.7%
Czach Republic - 1.6% 0.0% 0.2% 1.4% 0.7% 0.8% 0.8%
Denmark 0:0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.4% 1.2% 1.3% 0.7% 0.5%
Finfand 0.7% 0.6% 0.2% 0.8% 1.2% 1.2% 1.4% 0.6%
France 0:3% 0.5% 0.3% 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.8% 0.4%
Germany 2:8% 3.2% 2.4% 0.3% 0.7% 1.0% 1.5% 1.8%
Greacs 0:0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%

Hungery “ “ N . " “ 2.2% 0.0% 1.6%
Italy 0:4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 1.9% 0.0% 0.1%
Nstherlands 4:3% 3.4% 1.1% 0.7% 0.3% 1.8% 1% 1.6%
Morway 02% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% D.3% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1%
Palsnd P " . “ - 0.4% 0.2% 0.2%
Portugsl 0.0% 0.4% 0.7% 0.2% 0.0% 1.5% 3.0% 0.5%
Spain 49% 4% 0.0% 0.6% 14% 2.4% 5.8% 2.2%
Swedsn 0.8% 0.4% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.3% 0.6% 0.2%
Switzorland 0.9% 1.2% 0.7% 0.3% 0.7% 1.0% 1.4% 0.9%
Unitad Kingdom {c) 05% 0.7% 2.5% 7.5% 13.2%)  13.3% 8.1% 6.0%
Canade 1.6% 25% 1.7% 0.9% 1.1% 1.2% 1.6% 1.6%
United States () 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.1% 0.6% 0.8% 0.5%

"1 Australi E w . » “ - - . -
Europs 1% 24% 1.8% osn|  20%  28% 23w 1.9%
Narth America 0.8% 0.6% 0.5% 0.1% 1.1% 0.7% 0.9% 0.7%
Total 1.8% 2.1% 1.6% 0.6% 1.7% 2.0% 1.6% 1.6%

!
[ :
Grants of asylumirefugae atl;tus undar the 1951 U Conventien QOrigin: Mgaria
Lountry of orrgin as & % of &ll Hetionalities
Country 1930 1991 1392 1993 1934 1985 1986 Total 1.b
Rustria 0.0% 0.3% 0.4% 07%  0.3% 0.3% 0.7% 0.4%
Bolgium 0.j% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Bulgaria - .. . . " “ 0.0% 0.0%
Czech Republic f - 1.3% 0.4% 0.8% 0.9% 0.0% 2.1% 1.0%)
Denmark 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Finland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%| - 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
France 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.1% 0.0% 0.4% 0.1%
Gormany 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1%
Grascs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% “ 0.0%
Hungary £ w " - - 1% 0.0% 1.5%
Italy odnl ool o] oon|  wox|  eaw|  oow| oz
Nathorlands 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Norway 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poland ot " w - . 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Portugsl 0.0%]  164%]  31.9% 2.6% 0.0% 0.0%|  20.0% 8.5%
Spein . “ . 0.0% 0.6% 1.3% 0.8% 0.4%
Sweden 0.5% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Switzerlznd 04| ookl oou|  oow|  oou| oo  oox|  oon
Unitad Kingdom (c) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Canede 0.1% 0.44% 0.6% 0.5% ‘0.8% 1.2% 1.4% 0.8%
Unitad States (c) 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.8% 1.2% 0.8%
Australia . . . " " " "
Europe 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1%
North Americs 0.1% 0.3% 0.6% 0.9% 0.6% 1.0% 1.3% 0.6%
Total 0.0% 0.2% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.4% 0.6% 0.9%
Statistical Unit/0OS :
UNHCR, Geneva 211497
i
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Asylum applications and status determination:
Grants of humsaltarian (nowConventlon) mc&!.mtry of ormln analysis Orlgln: Mgorie
Country of origin ss ¢ % of aff hetionslities
Coustry 1940 1991 1892 1993 1994 1896 1936 Total
Austrig - . N - - . 3.
Balgium " . “ “ " " “ "
Bulgaria w N . w " - 0.0% 0.0%
Czoch Repubiic . B " w . . N
Deamark 0;0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Finlend 0,0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.1%
Germsny " . w“ w " 0.0% 0.3% 0.1%! -
Greace . “ “ " " “ “ -
Hungsry , “ . " " . 1.3% “ 1.3%
ltaly . w“ . T - - w .
Netherlands 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1%
Norwsy 0:1% 0.0% G.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poland “ " - " “ - - “
Portugs! “ o “ - 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Spain N “ - “ " 0.0% 0.6% 0.2%
Sweden 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%
Switzerland “ " . - w " 0.0% 0.0%
United Kingdom {c) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1%
Canada . “ w . "
Unitad States (c)
Australia
Eusape 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0%
North America . " w w“ . . w“ “
Totsl 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0%
Grants of Cenvention sad hugumlminn status Qrigin: Migerie '
Country of origin as & % of oll nistionaltise
Country 1880 1991 1392 1393 1984 1896 1998 Total 1.4
Austris 0.0% 0.3% 0.4% 0.7% 0.3% 0.3% 0.7% 0.4%
Balgium 0.]% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Bulgatis - " “ " “ " 0.0% 0.0%
Caach Republic . 1.3% 0.4% 0.8% 0.9% 0.0% 2.1% 1.0%
Denmark 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Fintand 0.8% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.1%
Francs 0.9% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.1% 0.0% 0.4% 0.1%
Garmsny 0.8% 0.0%] 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1%
Graace 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%| -  0.0% - 0.0%
Hungary “ . . . " 1.6% 0.0% 1.4%
tealy 0.1% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 1.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2%
Netherlands 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Norwsy 0.1% 0.0% - 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Polend “ " w “ “ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Portugal 0.6% 15,4% 31.3% 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% - 34%
Spain - “ . 0.0% 0.5% 0.8% 0.7% 0.4%
Swaden 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%
Switzerland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
United Kingdom (¢) 04%]  0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 0.1%
Canada 0.1% 0.4% 068% 0.5% 0.8% 1.2% 1.4% 0.8%
United States {e) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.8% 1.2% 0.8%
Australia " . . . " " . “
Eutope 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1%
Morth America 0.1% 0.3% 0.5% 0.3% 0.8% 1.0% 1.3% 0.8%
Total 0.0% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 0.5% 0.2%
Statistical Unit/DOS
UNHCR, Ganeva { 21187
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Asylum applications and status determination:
country of origin analyais

Rejactions of Conventlen erhumenitarian status Grigin: Migeris
Country of arigin 8s 8 % of all‘m(lm/itin
Country 1890 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1395 Total
Austria 60% 0.5% 1.0% 2.3% 15% 25% 0.0% 1.4% i.f
Belgium 3.8% 5.8%| .10.8% 3.4% 1.3% 2.7% 1.2% 2.8%
Bulgaria ! .. - “ “ . 0.0% 0.0%
Czech Republic [ oo w . “ “ . . -
Denmark - . w w - 1.8% 1.1% 1.6%
Finland dow|  oen|  oss|  oas]  row|  rew|  oss|  oaw
Franco 0,3% 0.8% 0.3% 0.4%] . 0.1% 1.0% 0.5% 0.5%
Germany 12% 5.1% 3.8% 1.8% 0.6% 0.9% 1.8% 2.0%
Gresce oo% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% . 0.0%
Hungary [ , S0 . 2.3% 0.0% 21%
Jealy 0i2% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 22% 0.0% 0.1%
Netherlsnds 5i5% 5.8% 2.9% 0.0% 0.6% 1.3% 31% 2.2%
Norway 0i3% 0.4% 0.1% 0.0% 0.3% 1.1% 0.5% 0.3%
Paland - . w . " 0.0% 0.2% 0.2%
Partugsl 0i0% 0.0% " 0.5% 0.0% 0.4% 6.4% 0.4%
Spain . “ . 0.8% 1.3% 2.6% 8.9% 1.9%
Sweden - . . 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.9% 0.1%
Switzertand 0i3% 0.8% 1.6% 0.8% 0.6% 0.7% 1.2% 0.9%
United Kingdom {c) 2i2% 0.7% 11% 3.2% 1.2%) 2% 18.1% 8.9%
Canads 0i7% 2.2% 27% 25% 2.2% 1.8% 1.5% 21%
United States (c} 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.6% 1.3% 0.5%
Austealis - " - “ “ “ . "
¥
Eurape 10% 2.9% 27% 1.6% 0.8% 1.9% 34% 1.9%
North Americs 02% 1.6% 1.7% 1.0% 0.8% 0.8% 1,4% 1.0%
Tetal - 0:3% 2.0% 7% 1.5% 0.8% 1.6% 32% 1.9%
k)
Total numher of positive and negative decisions Origin: Migeris
Country of arigin.as & % of all pationalitles .
Country 1330 1991 1992 1893 1984 1995 1896 Total 3.q
Austria 00% 0.4% 0.8% 3% “3.2% 2.2% 0.1% 1.3%
Belgium 25% a3%|  10.0% 2.4% 0.8% 1.9% 0.9% 2.7%
Bulgaria " - . " o . 0.0% 0.0%
Czech Republie “ 1.3% 0.4% 0.8% 0.8% 0.0% 2.1% 1.0%
Denmark 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.4% 0.2%
Finland 0.8% 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.8% 1.2% 0.3% 0.4%
France 02% 0.7% 0.3% 0.3% 0.1% 0.9% 0.5% 0.4%
Germany 12% 4.5% 6% L% 06%  0.7% 1.3% 1.8%
Greacs 0p% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% . 0.0%
Hungary i. " . o - 1.9% 0.0% 1.7%
Ttaly 0a% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 1.9% 0.0% 0.1%
Natherlanda 47% 4.9% 1.9% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 20% - 14%
Norway 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.2% 0.6% 03% . 0.2%
Poland . . . " " 0.0% 0.2% 0.1%
Portugal 0.6% 33%|  31.3% 0.8% 0.0% 0.3% 4.4% 0.7%
Spain " " . 0.9% 1.3% 2.4% 5.8% 1.8%
Swedon 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.6% 0.0%
Switzerland 0.3% 0.7% 1.5% 0.7% 0.5% 0.8% 0.8% 0.8%
Unitad Kingdom (c) 0.4% 0.4% 0.6% 1.5% 5.3% 9.2%|  128% 6.7%
Canada 0.3% 0.9% 1.4% 1.4% 1.2% 1.4% 15% 1.2%
United Statas (¢) 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.7% 1.3% 0.6%
Australis i “ “ " w“ “ . “
Europe 0.8% 2.4% 22% 1.3% 0.7% 1.4% 2.7% 1.6%
Morth Amatica 0.1% 0.8% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.0% 1.3% 0.8%
Total 0.7% 2.2% 7.1% 1.2% 0.7% 1.4% 2.4% 15%
Statistical Unit/DOS ;
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Asylum applicatisns

Lountry of asylum es9 & of LI countries of asylym

e 5w emyn on et

Asylum spplications and status determination:
country of origin analysls

Origin: Aigeris

Country 1890 1931 1992 1863 1994 1995 1998 Total 4.a
Austrig 0.5% 7.8% 41% 1.0% 0.4% 0.9% 1.8% 2.9%
Belgium 20% 5.6% 4.3% 10.0% 5.0% 2.4% 2.3% 5.4%
Bulgeris aos|  oowl . oow  oow|  cos|  oow| ooy 0.0%
Czech Republic go% 0.2% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
Denmark qo% 0.9%  0.0% L3% 08%  gem| 08w 0.4%
Finland 2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.9%
France 9% 1.6% 0.6% 2.4% 1.8% 1.2% 1.6% 1.5%
Garmany 874l 834%]  7mew 24.2% 10.3% 158%  266%  45.2%
Greacs £0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungery 00% 0.0% . 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.04% 0.0%
tealy 1% 0.0% 0.0% ~  0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.1%
Matharands 1¢9% 5.6% 1.8% 5.5% 1.8% 5.1% 8.0% 49%
Narway E1% 0.0% 0.0%] - 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Poland 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Partugat 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Spain £9% 2.5% 0.6% 1.5% 21% 1.4% 3.4% 2.1%
Swaden Z0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.3% 0.6% 0.8%
Switzerlend 35% 1.9% 0.8% 1.5% 1.4% 1.8% 11% 2.4%
Unitad Kingdom {g) 6% 2.5% 46% 3.3%  634%f  s77%|  31.0% 23.3%
Canada 5% ean  aew|  a2%)  20m|  a2s| sl 4ok
Unitad States (¢) G7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 19.2% 8.8% 17.7% 8.0%
Austealin oéo% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europe 828%)  939%| es.2%  96.0% 778%]  88.0% 71.3%] 8924
North Amierics fi2% 8.1% 4,9% 4,2% 2.1% 12.0% 22.7% 10.8%
Totsl 1000%]  100.0%] "100.0%]  100.0%]  100.0%] " 100.0%] 300.0% 100.6%
Qrants of asylumirofuges sthtus under the 1951 UM Convantloa Orlgln: Mgerte
Country of ssylum as a % of 3l countriss of ssylum
Cauntry 1490 1991 1892 1993 1994 1936 1948 Tatal 4.b
Austria 0i0% 5.9% 6.% 6.8% 12% 1.2% 1.2% 2.8%
Balgium s{aﬁ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%] © 0.6% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2%
Bulgeria 0;0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Czech Republic 0i0% 7.8% 0.7% 1.7% 0.6% 0.0% 0.6% 1L2%]
Denmark 0/0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.1%
Finfand 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
France 235% 18.5% 12.4% 23.1% 2.3% 0.4% 4.3% 7.8%
Germany 6j0% 0.0% 2.1% 12.8% 8.2% 10,0% 10.9% 2.4%
Giresca 0i0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungary 0;0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
taly sifm 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 1.8% 0.4% 0.0% 0.5%
Hetherlands 0:0% 0.8% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.2% 0.4%
Narway 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poland o;a% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Partugal 0i0% 1.7% 3.4% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.7%
Spain 0jo% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 2.3% 0.5% 0.9%
Swieden 0:0% 3.4% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
Switzerland 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Unitad Kingdom (¢) 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 1.2%
Canada 629%|  8L0%|  TLm 54.7% 71.0% 438% 3274 49.9%
Uritad Statos (e} 5.9% 0.0%] 004 00%)  TLT%| 402%|  46.0%]  255%
Australia 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
i .
Eurape 4a12% 30.0% 28.3% 46.3% 18.4% 16.2% 21.3% 24.6%
Morth Amarica 58.8% £1.0% 7n.7% 64.7% 83.8% 83.8% 78.7% 75.4%
Total 1000%] _100.0%] T00.0%]  100.0%] 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%] 100.0%
Statistical Unit/08
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‘ Asylum spplications snd status datermination:
i country of origin analysis

Grants of humagitarian {non-Convention) atatus Origin: Migeris
Country of ssylum as 8 X of all countriss of asylum
Country 1880 1881 1882 1993 1994 1936 1998 Total i.c
Austris 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Belgium 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Buigeris 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Casch Republie 0.0% ao%{ . 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Denmark 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.4% 1.8%
Finland 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 5.3% 0.0% 3.2%
France 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Germeny 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 22.2% 4.8%
Greeca 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungary 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 28.3% 0.0% 4.0%
Italy 0.9% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hotheriands 0.6% 80.0% 63.4% 0.0% 40.0% 36.8% 1% 40.0%
Horwsy 100.8% 0.0% 24% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.6%
Poland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Portugsl 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Spain 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7% 0.8%
Sweden 0.0% 20.0% 26.9% 18.7% 26.7% 5.3% 18.6% 20.0%
Switzerland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Unitad Kingdom (¢) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 83.3% 33.3% 28.3% 37.0% 24.0%
Canzda 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
United Statas (¢) 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.0%
Austeslie 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europs 100.9% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
North Amarice 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Grants of Canvantlon and huanitacisn status Grigin: Ageria )
Country of asylum s & % of afl countrias of a8ylum
Country 1880 1891 1992 1993 1884 1995 1988 Totall 4.4
Austria 0.0% 5.5% 6.4% 6.2% 1.1% L% 1.1% 2.5%
Belgium 5.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%| . 0.6Y% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2%
Bulgaria 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Czech Republic 0.0% 7.0% 0.5% 1.6% 0.5% 0.0% 0.4% Li%
Denmark 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 0.2%| .
Finfand O.Q!’u 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.3%
France ZZ.Z’F% 18.0% 9.7% 20.9% 2.2% 0.4% 4.0% 8.9%
Germany 5.6% 0.0% 1.8% 11.8% 15% 9.4% 11.6% 8.1%
Greacs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungary - 0.({% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 25% 0.0% 0.5%
laly 5.8% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 1.6% 0.4% 0.0% 0.4%
Netherlands 0.0% 1.0% 15.1% 0.0% 3.2% 2.9% 0.9% 4.0%
Norway 6.6% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Poland D.Q% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Portugal 0.0% 1.8% 2.7% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.7%
Spain 0.0% 0.0% 0.04% 0.0% 1.8% 2.2% 0.7% 0.0%
Sweden 0.0% 4.7% 6.54% 1.6% 2.2% 0.4% 1.1% 2.2%
Switzsrland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
United Kingdom {c) O.q;“u 0.0% 0.0% 7.8% 2.7% 1.8% 6.6% 3.3%
Canadg 50.0% 68.3% 58.9% 49.6% 88.1% 40.6% 30.7% 46.3%
Unitad Statas {c) 5.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 10.8% 37.4% 43.2% 20.2%
Australia 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europe Y. 43.9% 44.1% 50.4% 23.4% 21.0%] .28.1% 31.4%
North Ameriea 56.6% 56.3% 66.9% 49.8% 76.8% 78.1% 73.8% 80.6%
Tatal 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Statistical Unit/DQS i .
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i
| Asylum applications and status datermination:
! country of origin analysis

Rejections of Canventive or{humnitman statug Ovtglin: Mgeris
Country of asylum es o % of ill countries of ssyhim
Country 1890 1941 1892 1393 1994 1995 1988 Total 4.
Austria B Ti% 0.8% 2.6% 8.0% 8.3% 3.6% 0.0% 28%
Balgium 20% 1.1% 3.3% 1.1% 1.2% 1.8% 0.6% 1.5%
Bulgaria 00% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Czoch Republic ®0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bonmerk dos 00wl 00wl oow]  oow|  raw| oy 0.2%
Finlend 02% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1%
France 93% 6.4% 1.0% 1.2% 0.8% B.4% 1.2% 3.0%
Germany azgm 764%  741%]  795%[  4zom|  218%] 299%  s79%
Grseco oia:e 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungary oio% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
laly oow| ookl ol - ool oow|  orw| ool ooy
Netherlands 21j7% 9.9% 7.0% 0.0% 4.6% 9.4% 7.2% 1.2%
Norwsy 0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 0.1% 0.1%
Poland 0jo% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Pastugel 0i0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Spain 0i0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 47% 3.4% 2.5% 1.8%
Swedan 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.3% 0.1%
Switzerland 15% 2.6% 8.7% 2.1% 3.4% 21% 2.1% 3.0%
United Kingdom (c) 0i7% 0.9% 2.5% 44%{  281%]  48.2% 66.5% 18.9%
Canads 12% 2.3% 3.5% 3.6% 4.0% 1.8% 1.3% 2.8%
United States (¢) 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4% . 1% 3.8% 1.3%
Australia 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europe 97B%  a7r%|  065%  964%|  91e%|  9ceu|  saew| s
Horth America 201% 2.3% 3.6% 2.8% 8.4% 3.4% 5.1% 3.9%
Tatal 1000%] 100.0%| 100.0%]  100.C.]  100.0%]  100.0%]  100.0%]  100.0%

|3

%
Total aumber of positive snd negative decizlons Oelgin: Mgeria !
Country of esylums as & % of all ¢ountriss of asylum
Country 1430 1991 1992 1993 1994 193§ 1996 Total 4,.f
Austria 0% 1.0% 2.6% 8.0% 7.9% 3.4% 0.1% 2.8%
Balgium 2p% 1.1% 3.24 L . 1.2% 1.5% 0.8% 1.5%
Bulgaria 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Caech Ropublic 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Denmark 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 0.3% 0.2%
Finlend o.-'ps 0.0% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1%
France 9.4% 8.6% 1.2% 1.5% 0.9% 5.1% 1.3% 3.2%
Bermany 81.7% 75241 725%|  784%] 4024  21a%| 23wl 5%
Greecs 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%,  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Htaly 0.4% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.7% 0.0% 0.1%
Netherlands 21.6% 9.8% 7.2% 0.0% 4.6% .0% 8.9% 7.1%
Horway 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1%
Poland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Partugal odsl  oo%| 0w 00%]  00%|  oo% 0.1% 0.1%
Spain o.gz'. 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 45% 3.3% 2.4% 1L.7%
Sweden 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.5% 0.4% 0.2%
Switzatland 1.5% 2.6% 5.8% 2.0% 3.2% 1.9% 2.0% 2.9%
Unitod Kingdam (c} 0.6% 0.3% 25% 44%)  209%|  43m]  s20% 18.4%
Canada 1.6% 3.1% 47% 4.4% 7.2% 18% 2.8% 3.9%
United Statos (c) odul  oowl  aow|  oow| e  am|  suy 2.0%
Australia 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

i
Euroge 054  sogu|  esan| omsu|  sers|  suaw|  oraw|  saww
North America 289 24% 47% 4.4% 11.9% 7.8% 8.7% 5.9%
Total 100.0%] 100.0%| 100.0%] 100.0%) 1000%| 100.0%| 1000%1  100.0%

Statistical Unit/D0S '
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Asylum applications and status determination:
country of origin analysis

e o o nes e smaen

Asylum spplications Ocigin: A/ nationshitles

Country of ssyluom es 8 % of jll countries of asylum
Country 1330 1991 1897 1393 1394 1996 1995 Total 5.a
Austrie 43% 4.4% 2.0% 0.7% 1.0% 1.2% 14%] -~ 2.1% ’
Belgium 0% 2.6% 21% 3.8% 2.9% 2.3% 2.8% 7%
Bulgerls 0;0% 0.0%]  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Czech Republic 0i0% 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 0.2% 0.3% 0.4% 0.2%
Denmark 1j0% 0.7% 1.7% 2.0% 14% 1.0% 1.2% 1.3%
Finlsnd 0:5% 0.3% 0.4% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3%
France 8i0% 75% 3.2% 3.9% 5.3% 4.1% 3.5% 5.2%
Germany Bhuf  a15%|  B29%|  46.9%  260%|  336%|  2ma9%]  2o.8%
Grauce 1i2% 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3%  0.3% 0.2% 0.4%
Huagary 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Ttaly 0i6% 4.0% 0.3%] ~ 0.2% 0.3% 0.4% 0.1% 0.8%
Nstherlands 4i0% 15% 25% 5.0%]  10.7% 5.9% 4.6% 4.9%
Morway 0i7% 0.7% 0.6% 1.8% 0.7% 0.3% 0.4% 0.8%
Potand ojot 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.8% 0.1%
Portugal 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% - 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
Spain 18% 1.3% 1.4% 1.7% 24% 1.1% 0.8% 1.5%
Sweden 55% 4.3% 10.1% 5.3% 3.8% 1.9% 1.2% 5.0%
Switzetland s{m 6.7% 2.2% 3.4% 3.3% 2.4% 3.6% 4.1%
United Kingdom (c} a9% 1.3% 3.0% 3.1% 8.7% 8.8% 6.6% 5.3%
Canada a;ux 6.2% 46% 2.8% 4.5% 6.2% 6.2% 4.8%
United States {c) 138% 8% 128%  20.1%|  sca%|  208%]  384%]  207%
Australis o{mf. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1]
Europe ©o 0% . 858%|  829%|  77.1%|  8s4%| - 648%|  5ed%|  745%
North America 208%| . 144%)  129%|  229%]  3a8%]  36.1%|  azew|  255%
Total 1000%|'  000%| 100.0%| 100.0%] T00.0%] 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%
£
Grants of ssylum/refugee mftu: under the 1963 UM Convantien Origln: Al nationshities *
Couniry of ssylum s & % of ail countriss af asylim
Country 1490 1991 1392 1993 1994 1396 1096 Total 5.b
Austria 2.0% 42% 42% 1.8% 1.0% 1.4% 1.1% 2.1%
Belgium wpnltow]a] tew] 2| wes|  2ex|
Bulgeria 0.p% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% -0.2% “0.0%
Cech Republic 0.0% 1.2% 0.4% 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3%
Denmark 17% LI 4% 10%|  08%]  68% L4 22%
Finlsnd 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
France athul 27w 200% 14.8% 0.8% 8.4% 8.6%  15.2%
Germany 183%  19.7% 170w 248%]  383%|  3aam|  s2%|  27.2%
Graecs 0.8% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%].  0.3% 0.0% 0.2%
Hungary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0%
Italy 1.9% 2.0% 0.8% 0.2% 0.4% 0.4% 0.3% 0.9%
Hetharlands 1.8% 1.3% 8.9% 16.6% 96%|  11.3% 4.7% 8.0%
Norway 0.9% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Poland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  02% 0.2% 0.1%
Portugsl 0.)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Spsin 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.9% 0.7% 0.4% 0.6%
Swaden 5% 2.4% 1% 1.6% 1.1% 0.2% 0.2% 1.5%
Switzerland 1.3% 1.5% 2.8% 5.7% 4.2% 3.7% 3.4% 3.4%
Unitad Kingdom (c) 20 oew| 218 2e%| 12w 1w aaw]  zow
Cenads 4% 30.0%  323%|  201%  218%]  136%]  145%|  224%
Unitad States (¢} 8.8% 3.6% 7.2% 12.5% 11.7% 179%)  2471%]  122%
Australia 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
i
Euraps 85.4%  634%| 6044 NA%|  66.6%|  68.4%|  60.8%|  65.4%
North America 34.9%  36.6% 39.6% 28.6% 38.4%|  316% 39.2% 34.8%
Total 100.0%] 100.0%[ —100.0%  100.6%] 100.0%] 100.0%|  100.0%]  100.0%
Statistical Unit/DOS |
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Asylum appllioations and status detsrmination:

t iain analvi
Grants of humanitaran (orfCanventon) o sountry of oqgm anslysis

Country of ssylum as o % of 4ll countriss of agylum

Ovlgin: Al nationalitiss

Country 1890 1891 1897 1993 1994 1995 1896 Total 5.c
Austria 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Belgium 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bulgsria 00% 0.0%| _ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Czach Ropublic 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Denmark 2% 29%]  6.8% 3.8% 4% 3.2%  138%] 106w
Finlgnd 9% 8.8% 1.8% 3.0%4 0.6% 0.8% 1.2% 21%
France 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Qermany 0j0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6% 7.8% 23%
Groace 0:0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Hungary 0i0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Ieely 0;0% 0.0% 0.0% - 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Natherlands 58% 7.7%]  19.9% 8.4%]  228%  227%|  245% 17.6%
Norway 8?'0% 8.8% 3.0% 0.9% 1% 2.4% 2.2% 21%
Paland 0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Portugal o;;o% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.0%
Spsin 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.7% 0.2%
Swaden 608%  822%|  25.4%]  83.0%|  84.9% 8.3%  11.3%]  449%
Switzerland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%]  19.7% 2.1%
United Kingdom () 158% 8.8%|  44.2% 20.2% 86%|  11.8%  18.6% 17.5%
Consde 00% 0.0% 6.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
United States (¢) 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Australia 0.0% 0.0% 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Eueope 1000%)  100.0%) 100.0%  100.0%| 100.0%] 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
North Amerlca 4.0 0.0% 0.0%, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 1000%] 100.0%| 100.0%] 100.0%]  100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%|  100.0%
Grants of Convantlen apd hunanitarisn status Qelgin: AN nationslitios’
Country of ssylum ss & % of all countriss of asylum
Country 1458 1991 1482 1993 1894 1996 1848 Total 5.4
Austria 15% 28% 2.6% 1.0% 0.6% 0.9% 0.8% 1.4%
Bolgium 1% 0.1% 0.9% 0.9%; - 1.2% 1.2% 1.7% 1.1%
Bulgasia 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%
Caech Republle 0% B:a% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2%
Dsnmark 3% 3.5% 31% 2.2% 15%]  17.4% 5.1% B.3%
Finland 0.9% 2.1% 0.7% 1.7% 0.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.8%
France 234%]  199%]  12.2% 8.1% 4.9% 4.2% 4.7% 8.6%
Germany 3% 138% 10.4% 134%)  202%]  249%| 27.9% 18.0%
Greacs 0.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 01%]  0.2% 0.0% a1%
Hungary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.1% 0.1%
Italy 1.4% 1.4% 0.4% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.2% 0.5%
Netharlands 27% 32%]  132% 123%)  153%|  17.0% 106%  11.5%
Norway 2.3% 21% 1.2% 0.4% 1.4% 0.8% 0.7% 1.2%
Polend 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0%
Portugal 0.i% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Spsia 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.1% 0.6% 0.8% 0.5% 0.4%
Swadan 19.9%  202% 10.8% 20.3%]  295% 3.4% 34% 17.3%
Switzedland 1.0% 1.0% 1% 31% 2.3% 24% 8.2% 2.9%
Unitad Kingdor (¢) B.7% 3.2% 18.6% 10.4% 3.6% 5.2% 7.8% 1.7%
Canade 1855 2324 19.7% 11.8% 12.0% 8.9%|  10.2% 14.1%
United States (¢) 7.2% 2.6% 4.4% 4.1% 86%]  1LT%|  17.85% .7%
Australis 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europo 74.:5';» 783%)  75.9% 84.3%  e15%]  7asw|  722% 78.2%
North Amsrics B.I%] %] 2414 16.7% 186%|  205%]  27.8%|  218%
Totsl 100.0%[ 100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%|  100.0%|  100.0%
Statistical UnitD03 t
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Asylum spplizations and status determination:
igin analysis
Rejectione of Conventlon a¢ ;umnlmhn '&o"l‘l'n twy of origin analy Otlgin: A natienalities
Country of ssylum ss 8 % of alf countries of asylum
Country 1930 1991 1892 1993 1394 1396 1996 Tatal 5. e
Austrie 4B% 5.7% 8.6% 2.7% 21% 2.7% 31% 2.8%
Belgium 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.5% 0.8% L1% 1.6% 0.8%
Bulgaria 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ciech Ropublic ogﬁ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Osnmark 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.9% 0.2%
Finlend 04% 0.2% 0.4% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2%
Francs 209%]  2.7% 8.6% 4.8% 5.9% 9.8% 8.9% 11.2%
Gormany 4BI%[  424%]  522% 66.6%]  60.2%]  458%| 47.9%]  632%
Gresce 0.0% 1.7% 0.6% 0.1% 0.2% 0.4% 0.0% 0.6%
Hungary 0.0% 0.0% o0%| © 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
laly 0.2% 7.4% 21%| . 02% 0.3% 0.5% 0.2% 1.5%
Netherlands 35% 4.8% 6.5% 3.0% 8.0% 12.9% 75% 8.2%
Norway 08% 0.7% 0.0% 0.9% 0.7% 0.6% 0.5% 0.8%
Poland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%]  0.1% 0.2% 0.0%
Portugal 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1%
Spain 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 31% 3.0% 2.4% 1.7% 1.7%
Sweden 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.8% 2.6% 2.2% 1.2% 2.6%
Switzerland 4.3% 9.4% 9.6% 3.5% 47% 5.4% 6.4% 5.8%
United Kingdom (c) 0.3% 1.1% 5.9% 2.0% 3.1% 1% 10.8% 4.0%
Canads 15% 2.9% 3.6% 22% 1.6% 1.6% 2.7% 2.3%
United States (c) 8.4% 1.4% 21% 3.4% 7.2% 6.6% 9.2% 5.2%
Australia 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europe 89a%|  857%|  9dd%|  048%]  a12%|  s28%|  ea1w| @284
North America 10.8% 4.9% 5.8% 5.5% 8.8% 7.2% 11.9% 7.4%
Total 100.0%] 100.0%]  100.0%]  100.0%]  100.0%)  100.0%|  100.0%]  100.0%
¥
Total number of positive snd negative decisions Qelgla: Al natlonalities
Country of asylum as & % of Jil cauntrias of asyluny
Country 1980 1391 1992 1893 1894 1395 1998 Tatal 5.f
Austria 4% 5.1% 5.8% 24% 7 1.7% 21% 2.6% 3.7%
Belgium o.g% 0.6% 0.7% 0.6% 0.9% 1.1% 1.6% 0.8%
Bulgaris 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%]
Czach Republic 0.0% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Denmark 0.7% 0.8% 0.7% 0.4% 0.4% 6.3% 2.0% 14%
Fintand " 0% 0.6% 0.5% 0.5% 0.2% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3%
France 22p%|  211% 0.5% 5.4% 6.7% 8.1% B.3%|  10.8%
Germany 389%  36.2%| 43.0u|  55.8%|  40.9%|  dasw| 426wl 4%
Gresco ob%|  taw|  oan|  oaw| o] oaml ool oax
Hungary 0.p% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Italy 0.8% 6.1% 1.7% 0.2% 0.3% 0.6% 0.2% 1.3%
Netheriands 3% 4.4% 8.0% 4.7% 8.7% 14.1% 8.3% 7.4%
Norwsy 1% 1.0% 1.0% 0.6% 0.9% 0.7% 0.6% 0.9%
Poland 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.0%
Portugal 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1%
Spain 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.7% 2.4% 1.9% 1.4% 1.4%
Swaden 3.@% 4.4% 2.3% 11.8% 2.0% 2.6% 1.8% 5.8%
Switzartand 7% 7.6% 7.9% 3.4% 41% 4.6% 8.1% 5.2%
Unitad Kingdom (¢} 1Bl ewlars]  3swl 32wl eew|  t00m|  aew
Canada 45% 2.3% 7.1% 3.90% 41% 3.8% 4.1% 5.0%
Unitod Statas () 9.0% 1.6% 2.6% 3.5% 7.1% 7.4% 11.4% 5.7%
Australia n.%w. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Europe segn| 91wl eoaw|  szes|  easw 83.8%|  83.9%|  80.34%
North Amarica tab|  sonl | zawl  piowl vl ek o
Tatsl 100.0%]  100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%] 100.0%| 100.0%] 100.0%]|  100.0%
Statistical UnityDOS
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