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Disclaimer. The following responses have been provided piilsnéor the purpose of information exchange amolMNENCPs in the framework of the EMN. The contribgift MN
NCPs have provided, to the best of their knowledtfermation that is up-to-date, objective and ablie. Note, however, that the information proviaksts not
necessarily represent the official policy of an EMNPs' Member State.

1. Background Information

The Directorate of Immigration of the French Minysof Interior (Removal department) would like tatiger information on removal policies of third-cénymnationals found to be
illegally present in EU Member States and MembateStof the Schengen area.

The aim is to carry out an intern comparative stbdged on 2012 data about the practices of thesStagarding some topics of the directive 2008C56f the European
Parliament and the Council of 16 December 2008amnngon standards and procedures in Member Statesttoning illegally staying third-country natiosal

Member States concerned are Austria, Belgium, GypBermany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Malta, Nethetta Poland, Portugal, Romania, Spain, Swedengtidingdom and
Norway. Austria, Belgium, Cyprus, Hungary, Nethads, Poland, Sweden, United Kingdom and Norways phance, provided answers.

We would very much appreciate your responses bjuly 2013.

2. Responses

~ Wider 1) In 2012, how many forced returns, assisted retas and voluntary returns were they? What are the min nationalities for each
Dissemination? ||of these categories?
2) In 2012:

- In how many flights organized by FRONTEX has yourcountry participated? How many returned persons wee there?
- In how many joint flights, beyond FRONTEX, has yar country participated? How many returned personswere there?
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- How many national flights dedicated to removal hae been organized by your country? How many returng persons were there
- What are the main destinations of these flights¥ou do not have to make the distinction between thERONTEX flights, joint
flights and national flights.

- How many forced returns have been organized thragh commercial flights?

3) How many removal orders have been issued in 202How many of them have been carried out? Which cagories of person
can be subject to a removal order? How many removabrders have been assorted with a prohibition of teirn? What is the
average length of these prohibitions of return? Hag there been prohibitions of return for more than Syears?

4) In 2012, how many persons were placed in adminiative detention? Among these, how many women werthere? What is the
maximal authorized length of detention? What is theaverage length of detention?

5) Regarding alterndives to detention, in 2012, how many persons wesglbject to house arrest, placed in open center, cqmalled
to clock in, or under electronic watching?

6) In 2012, how many unaccompanied minors have beeanbject to forced return / assisted return / volutary return? How many
unaccompanied minors are there on your territory? What are the main nationalities in each category?

7) In 2012, regarding waiting zones:

- Do you make the distinction between allocation imaiting zone and detention?

- If yes, how many waiting zone are there on youretritory?

- What are the maximal and average lengths of stap waiting zones?

- How many persons, and unaccompanied minors, ardgred in waiting zones?

- How many persons, and unaccompanied minors, areturned?

1°2

|Austria H

No

‘This EMN NCP has provided a response to the reogeEMN NCP. However, they have requested that fitdt disseminated further. ‘

=1l

Belgium

Yes

1. In 2012, there werd.847 forced returnsamong which there were 970 Dublin degissions and 239 readmissions through bilg
agreements. In 2012 there wé&r€56 assisted voluntary returng4.694 by IOM and Fedasil and 962 by the ImmigratDffice). This
number of assisted voluntary represents a signifizecrease compared to previous yea@ontrary to France, there is, in Belgium
distinction made between assisted returns andtedsisluntary returns.

Top 5 countries of origin forced returns 2012total 3.847):

e Albania (415)
e Morocco (320)

! Assisted voluntary returns:
2012: 5 656
2011: 3558
2010: 2 957
2009: 2 659
2008: 2 669
2007: 2 593
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* Romania (277)
e Bulgaria (166)
e Brazil (145).

Top 5 countries of origin voluntary returns 2012(total 5.656):

* Brazil (683)

* Russia (554)
e Ukraine (403)
« lIraq (359)

e Kosovo (315).

2. - Belgium participated in 2012 wne secured flight, organized by Germany in coopetimn with FRONTEX . Five persons we
returned from Belgium towards Serbia.

- Belgium organizedwo joint secured flights beyond FRONTEX 1 joint flight with the Netherlands to Kinshask8(persons from
Belgium and one from the Netherlands) and 1 jdighf to Kinshasa withreland and Germany (15 persons from Belgium, fooen
Ireland and one from Germany).

- Belgium organized.1 secured flights(2 joined flights to Kinshasa included). In tothkre were 156 persons returned via a segured
flight.

- The 11 secured flights organized by Belgium Haal following destinations: DR Congo, Guinea, Kosovo, Senegal, United Kingy
and Albania.

- Overall,3.425 forced returnshave been carried oby commercial flights.

3.1n 2012,51.220 third country nationals were ordered to lea® the territory and7.840 third country nationals returned following
an order to leave Third-country nationals found to be illegally present ¢ensubject to a removal order, including peopl® \uave
received a (final) negative decision on their aggilon(s) for refugee status or any other residgrasenit. Since July 2012 an ordel] to
leave can be complemented by an entry ba@0l? (July-December) 3.309 orders to leave wereugsl assorted with an entry bar

2 Source Eurostat database

% Former INAD Centre in the Brussels National Airpiar “inadmissible” aliens
4 Source : Activity Report Immigration Office 2012

5 Activity report Immigration Office 2012, p.163.
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In principle the duration of the entry ban is manim3 years in case of fraud maximu years(40 entry bans in 2012 on this ground)
and can be yearsin case the person is considered a danger togaldier or national security. There are no detilshe averag
duration of the entry ban, but in most cases theirmam duration of the entry ban was applied.

4. In 2012 there were 20.746 apprehensions of peopirregular stay. This resulted 81583 administrative detentions the other
received an order to leave the territory (and anydwan since June), without detention. We haedigures as tohow many womer
there were.

Besides illegally staying persons, also persons wii@ not admitted to the territory and were sulfjie@ refoulement decision and thy
subject to a Dublin or&engen readmission were held in administrativerdatn (see question 1). Article 7 of the Alienst fArovide
that a person caot be held in administrative detentidanger than necessary for the execution of the remal order, with g
maximum of two months. This can be extended tongaximum of five monthsif an effective removal within a reasonable timmestill
possible, andexceptionally eight monthsin cases of public order offenses. The averagetiduraf the detention varies between
different closed centers (from 2,5 days on aveiagee INAD® to 33,9 days in the closed center in Bruges)

5. Since October 2008, families with minor childreho have received an order to leave the territony families who have afipd for
asylum at the border are no longer staying in ditiercenters, but iopen return homes In Belgium electronic watching or house arfest
does not exist. The period within which the ordeletave the territory must be carried out is impiple 30 days. During this period fai|ed

asylum seekers can stay in specific placespen reception centersvhere they are prepared for voluntary return ¢ocdd return if the
refuse to cooperate).

6. There wereo forced returns of unaccompanied minors
Voluntary return is only possible if;

* The minor has formally expressed his desire tarmetu

* The minors’ parents/relatives in the country ofjoriformally agreed with the return and to asdistreintegration of the child.
e Monitoring by IOM and Caritas in the country of@n can be ensured.

< In case a guardian has been appointed, he agréetheireturn of the minor.

In 2012:
e 20 voluntary returns of unaccompanied minors (<d&ry)
e 12 unaccompanied minors with reintegration suppoctuding:
-7 unaccompanied minors
-5 former unaccompanied minors (18-21 years)

4 of 14



FR Ad-Hoc Query: Removal policies towards third-country nationals found to be illegally present

Disclaimer. The following responses have been provided prityafor the purpose of information exchange amongMiN NCPs in the framework of the EMN. The contribuitg
EMN NCPs have provided, to the best of their knodde, information that is up-to-date, objective aneliable. Note, however, that the information praled does
not necessarily represent the official policy of &#MN NCPs' Member State.

7. Yes persons who are not admissible and asylum seakg@iging for asylum at the border are halshce May 2012, in a new cent
“the Caricole” (replacing the INAD-centre and Centre 127).

- There isone closed centefor inadmissible persons and people applying &yfuam at the border (the TC Caricole). The Cariduig
about 90 places.

- The average length of staying in the Caricole f&sgays in 2012

In 2012, there wer&.895 cases of refoulemerdf persons who were declared inadmissible at thedy. In 201217 unaccompanie
minors who were declared inadmissible at the border wetigned to their country of origin (their familaéh been found through fam
tracing).

Cyprus

Yes

~eress R 2002 Vqun'?;f;slt?ee(:uar?\d2012
COUNTRIES TOTAL COUNTRIES TOTAL

TOTAL 3529 TOTAL 1135

1| Viet Nam 474 Bangladesh 193
2 | SrilLanka 442 Sri Lanka 177
3 | Bangladesh 388 India 137
4 | India 307 Pakistan 117
5 | Pakistan 297 Egypt 100
6 | Philippines 271 Nepal 85
7 | Romania 175 Viet Nam 47
8 | Egypt 148 China (including Hong Kong) 42
9 | Syrian Arab Republic 125 Syrian Arab Republic 39
10| Iran (Islamic Republic of) 114 Philippines 38
11| China (including Hong Kong) 104 Iran (Islamic Republic of) 30
12 | Georgia 95 Turkey 15
13 | Nepal 67 Iraq 14

e
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14 | Bulgaria 59 Jordan 14
15| Cameroon 46 Georgia 11
16 | Nigeria 46 Moldova, Republic of 8
17 | Turkey 41 Ukraine 7
18 | Russian Federation 29 Armenia 6
19 | Moldova, Republic of 27 Uzbekistan 6
20 | Ghana 24 Ghana 5
21| Others 250 Others 44

MALE 2158 MALE 810

FEMALE 1371 FEMALE 325

2) No participation to return flights organized by FRTEX

No participation to joint flights beyond FRONTEX

Cyprus Police organized one return flight and essalt 49 Pakistan nationals were repatriated.
The abovementioned flight has as destination Istemda- Pakistan.

3480 forced returns have been organized throughremal flights

3) Totally 4027 removal orders out of which 3284 ratarders and 743 administrative decisions wereetssu

The total number of removals for 2012 is 4664. Thimber includes forced returns as well as volyntaassisted returns, for which
number of orders had been issued in year 2011 ewled in 2012.

It should be noted that the data regarding the afaisue of the order is not included in the datah consequently it is not clear whether
the executed orders during the year 2012 conceheesame year.

A removal order can be issued to a person who io¢ested any provisions of Cap.105 (Aliens and Immaign Law), or any other Law |[n
Cyprus.

All cases of persons returned based on return saferbanned to enter the country.
There is no time limit for the prohibitions of retu

Since there is no time limit for the prohibitiofhreturn and each request for return is examined case-by-case basis, there can be a
prohibition of return longer than 5 years.

4)In 2012, 3529 administrative detentions were cdroet.
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Among these, how many women were there?

N/A

The maximum authorized length of detention is 1&ths. The average length of detention is one week.
5) Nothing of the above is applied.

6) No unaccompanied minors under 16 year of age igsuto return

7) In 2012, regarding waiting zones:
N/A

France

Yes

1. In 2012, there were 21 841 forced returns (mastipeople from Tunisia, Romania, Morocco, Algesiad Moldova), among whi
there were 6 313 Schengen or Dublin readmissionsreTwere 4 971 assisted returns (mostly of pelopie Romania, China, Russ
Mongolia and Kosovo). There were 10 010 voluntasgisted returns (mostly of people from Romania,gBrf, Tunisia, China a
Algeria).

2. In 2012, France participated in 21 flights oigad by FRONTEX (57 returned persons), and 2 jights beyond FRONTEX
returned persons). France organized 46 natiomditflidedicated to removal (177 returned persors).riain destinations of these flig
were Albania, Kosovo, Georgia, Nigeria and SerBigerall, 8 666 forced returns have been carriedgutommercial flights.

3.1n 2012, France issued 84 570 removal ordersngnwvhich 36 822 have been carried out. Tleindntry nationals found to be illegd
present can be subject to a removal order, inctugieople who have received a (final) negative damtisn their application(s) f
refugee status or any other residence permit, éxoeghird-country nationals protected by legislation, e. ¢nars. Among the issug
orders, 5 393 have been assorted with a prohibdfaeturn. Todate, the average length of prohibitions of retisrnot known. Freng
law has not transposed the possibility to issudiprition of return for more than 5 years.

4. In 2012, 39 989 persons have been placed innggtnaitive detention, among whom there were 6 16i@an. The maximal authoriz
length of detention as provided in legislation sdhys. The average length of detention is 6,4 @ajssts however 11 days on aver
in metropolitan France).

5. France does not use either allocation in opanieceor electronic watching. 668 persons were exnibjo house arrest in 20[12.

Information on obligation to clock in is not avdila.

6. In 2012, no unaccompanied minor has been sulbgefrirced or assisted return (national law pratagtaccompanied minors).
unaccompanied minors have been subject to volumiyn (to Germany, Macedonia, Romania, Bulgand 8pain). France cour

around 7 500 unaccompanied minors on its terriforgstly from Democratic Republic of Congo, AngdB&yinea, Afghanistan, Pakist

(o)

D
o
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and Bangladesh).

waiting zones in mainland France and 6 over-seias.maximal length of allocation in waiting zone2@sdays in mainland France; o
seas territories have derogations (e. g. it is@&& dh Mayotte). France does not have statisticheraverage length of a stay in a wai
zone. 8 884 persons, among whom 416 unaccompariremtsnhave ben placed in waiting zones. 5 530 persons have tetarne
(there is no distinction between adults and minors)

|Hungary

No

HThis EMN NCP has provided a response to the reigeEMN NCP. However, they have requested that fitdt disseminated further. ‘

1

Netherlands

Yes

Departure Service does not cover all forced retionexample not the most part of the removalsha border), mostly people frg

Honduras and Nicaragua.

flight organized by Belgium to DRC with 1 returnéiehe Nethednds organised 1 national flight to Guinea. 13amatis from Guine
were repatriated (forced returns) with this (chafltght) to Conakry.
- 3.100 forced returns from the caseload of the RI@& carried out by commercial airlines

4. In the Netherland$.420 persons have been placed in administrdétention in 2012. Among them, 811 women have Ipdered i
administrative detention. In accordance with théuReDirective the maximal authorized length ofedgton is 6 months. In exceptio
cases this can be extended to 18 months. The &vkmagth of detention is 75 days in the Netherldod2012.

actively working on return (530 in 2012). For faiesl with under aged children placing is availablewthere is a humanitarian need
In 2012 the Netherlands have started with new ratéres next to placing in open housing. Thesearwtéres were subjected to stfi
criteria. The alternatives were:

- Bail combined with a return contract : 15 persons

- Duty to report to the police combined with case agment with the Repatriation and Departure Servisgersons

- Grants to NGOs for return: 180 persons

5. The Netherlands do not use house arrest, cltock electronic watching. Placement in open housngvailable to persons who ﬂ:

6. In 2012 35 unaccompanied minors were forcedmetl) mostly from Afghanistan, Morocco and Somalia.
25 unaccompanied miners were assisted voluntauyned (AVR), mostly from Afghanistan, Belarus andghla.
Netherlands counts 50 unaccompanied minors ogritisdry, mostly from Morocco, Afghanistan, Algeriunisia and Ghana.

7. Article 6 (1) of the Dutch Alien Act gives thegsibility to order someone to remain at a certigisignated place.

8 of 14

7. France makes the distinction between allocdtiomaiting zones at the border and detention ortéhétory. There are 16 permar:ﬂe

1. In 2012 there were in total 5.970 forced returosn the Netherlands including 2.480 removalshat border (the Repatriation and

Surinam, Turkey, Afghanistan, Morocco and Russid 4rl20 assisted voluntary returns, mostly peopbenflraq, Brazil, Ching,

2 In 2012 Frontex organized 39 JRO’s (Frontex tiyhThe Netherlands participated in 6 JRO’s. SNigeria and 1 to Ecuaddr-
Colombia. With these JRO’s the Netherlands repatli@5 returnees to there country of origin. ThehRdands participated in a jojnt
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||At this moment the entire waiting zone at Schiphioport can be used. |

=

Poland

Yes

1. In 2012, there were 512 forced returns (moséiiomals of Georgia, Ukraine, Russia, Vietham arigh&nistan). There were
assisted voluntary returns (mostly citizens of RysSeorgia, Ukraine, Armenia and Uzbekistan). €heere 6 143 voluntary assis
returns (mostly nationals of Ukraine, Russia, BedaMoldova and Kazakhstan).

2.1n 2012:

3.1n 2012, 2 106 decisions on removal were issBedsuant to the applicable provisions, a decisiomemoval entails a “re-aytban’
order preventing re-entry into the Schengen area foaximum of 5 years. The Border Guard keepdatestcs on the period of rentry
ban specified in the order. The decision on reméreah the territory of the Republic of Poland isued to a foreigner if;

Poland participated in 4 return operations orgahise FRONTEX during which 18 persons were returned.

Poland organised, in cooperation with Lithuaniash2rter flights. 37 persons were returr@ttluding 7 from the territory
Lithuania).

In 2012, Poland organised on its own 3 chartehfigincluding two flights to Georgia and one fligh Afghanistan with a stq
in Georgia. 52 persons were removed.

The destination of return operations organized BONTEX were Nigeria (2 flights), Pakistan and Arr@ger Georgia \ith a

stop in Armenia) and return operations organiséatljowith Lithuania were Georgia and Afghanistaoné flight to Georgid

one joint flight to Afghanistan with a stop in Gg@).
In 2012, 293 persons were returned by commeradgiité.

1) he/she has been staying within this territory witha valid visa, ifit is required, or another valid document entglio entry
and stay in this territory;

1a) has not left the territory of the Republic aldd after the end of the permissible period ay $h the territory of Schengg

countries within 3 months in the period of 6 morthsnted from the day of first entry;

2) has performed work non-compliant with tAet of 20 April 2004 on employment promotion arublar market institutior]
or set up a business against the applicable pomssh this regard in the Republic of Poland;

3) does not possess necessary financial resources¢o the costs of stay within the territory of Republic of Poland and
unable to indicate reliable sources for obtainhmen;

4) his/her data are included in the list of foreignetsose stay within the territory of the RepublicRdland is not desirg
should the foreigner’s entry into this territorycac in the period of this record’s validity;

4a) his/her data are included in the Schengennimdton System for the purposes of entry refusal, fifreigner stays within t

territory of the Republic of Poland under the visze regime or based on the Schengen visa, exgutaone that entitles lyf

to enter and stay in the territory of the Repubfi®oland;

5) his/her further stay would pose a threat to staierttes or security, the protection of public safetd order or wou
violate the interest of the Republic of Poland;

6) has crossed or made an attempt to cross the bitedgly;

7) has not left the territory of the Republic of Paamluntarily by the deadline specified in the dém:

7L54
ed

dy

e

d

a) compelling to leave this territory,
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b) refusing to grant a residence permit for a dfmetperiod of time,

c¢) withdrawing a residence permit for a specifiedigd of time;

8) does not comply with tax obligations towards thet&tTreasury;

9) has finished serving a prison sentence pronouncttkiRepublic of Poland for a specific-intent aior tax crime;

10) has been sentenced to prison in the Republic @r@dby an enforceable and legally valid decisich thiere are grounds 1
conducting proceedings to sent him/her abroad ¢cue the punishment;

11) has been staying outside the border zone wherbéehe#m stay in line with the permission to crosstibrder under the log
border traffic;

12) has been staying within the territory of the Repubf Poland after the end of the period of stawtich he/she was entitled

in line with the permission to cross the borderanttie local border traffic.
4. 1n 2012, 1 414 persons were admitted to Guafatres for Foreigners, including 175 women. Thaimam detention period is
months. The average detention period is 3 months.

5. In Poland, no alternatives to detention arelu$be draft new act on foreigners, which is plahtebe adopted in the second hal
2013, envisages the introduction of such altereatieasures.

6. In Poland, data on the total number of unaccaomeglaminors are not available. In 2015 unaccompanied minors without a trg
document were detained and placed in a custoditya@uch persons, due to their unique situatane, not placed in detention centre
Poland); an identification procedure has beenaitat.

7. In Poland, there are no facilities equivalerittaiting zones”.

Sweden

Yes

1. Forced returns 2012: 5 754, assisted forcedn®t® 641, voluntary returns: 11 737. Main natlities: Serbia, Bosnia-Herzegovi
Irag, Kosovo, Albania.

2. Sweden has participated in 20 organized flightstal. 200 persons were returned and mainlyeidid, Nigeria and Kosovo.

3. Removal orders 2012: 7 564. We can't say howynodithese in particular were carried out. Any gaty of person can be subject
removal order, rejected asylum seekers, persorsexjired residence permits, refusals of entr{93 were assorted with a prohibit
of return. The average length of these prohibitiwas 1 year. There have been no prohibitions ofmeor more than 5 years.

4. Placed in detention were 2 550, among these 2#avomen. The maximal authorized length of désent
An alien may not be detained for investigationdsfritity for more than 48 hours.

In other cases, such as investigation of the ridthe alien to remain in Sweden or with the pugpts enforce an expulsion order,
alien who has attained the age of 18 may not bairtet for more than two weeks, unless there arepgxmal grounds for a long
period. If, however, a refusal-of entry or exputs@rder has been issued, the alien may be detaimatbf more than two months unl
there are exceptional grounds for a longer period.

A child may not be detained for more than 72 haursf there are exceptional grounds, for a furth2tours.

al
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The average length of detention was 11, 2 day9122

5. Regarding alternatives to detention, house arbestg placed in open center or under electronitchiag are not done in Swed
They can be subject to clocking in and the numbe012 is 396 persons.

6. Unaccompanied minors subject to forced retut?2@urned over to police due to absconding 17t over to the police due to ot
cooperating in return procedure: 144

Voluntary return: 164

As of June 19, 2013, 1 766 unaccompanied minors@@wvedish territory. They are mainly from Afghstan, Somalia and Morocco

7. Sweden does not have any waiting zones.

£k United Kingdom Yes 1)

Type of return* Numbers Main countries

Forced Returns 2012 14,435 India, Pakistan, BaegladNigeria,
Afghanistan, China, Vietham

Assisted Returns 2012 3,699 Brazil, India, Chirekigtan, Afghanistan,
Irag, Bangladesh

Voluntary Returns 2012 25,997 India, Pakistan, @hiigeria, Bangladesh,
Philippines, Sri Lanka

*These figures include both asylum and non-asyligurés

2) The UK participated in one flight and removeé@ividuals, two were subsequently returned tolitieas landing permissions were
refused in the receiving country.
The UK participated in 3 joint flights (1 to Gharlato Nigeria and the other to Kosovo and Albania}tptal we returned 99 individugls
on those flights.

In addition to the above joint flights, the UK hé&tl national flights in 2012. On these flights wiureed a total of 1886 individuals
The major, regular charter destinations are cuyefghanistan, Pakistan, Nigeria and Ghana.

3) Deportation orders in the UK mainly deal withr&ign National Offenders.

The Home Office’s objective is to protect the pabliy deporting foreign nationals who commit seriansninal offences, whe
legislation permitsTough enforcement is the cornerstone of this Gawent’s immigration policy. Those who break our lsst®uld b
removed from the country at the earliest opporyrdahd we will seek to deport any foreign natiocréiinal who meets our deportatipn
criteria.
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Since 2006, the Home Office has removed or depoarteck than 32,000 foreign national offenders, idirlg a total of 4,589 in 2012
34% of which were EEA nationals

The final decision to remove the FNO can be viarcor Home Office, dependant on the case. Thadsis the case when dealing with
general removals.

The length of the re-entry ban will depend on tineuwenstances of the case:

» If the applicant made a voluntary departure atulip cost:One year

» If the applicant made a voluntary departure atiputst and within six month3wo years

» If the applicant made a voluntary departure atiputist but not within six month&ive years

» If the applicant was removed or deported from the(Le. through an enforced removal arranged byuK®8A): Ten years
» If the applicant used deceptiofen years

The UK government intends that theemtry bans that have been introduced following Geme change in the immigration rules
provide a stronger incentive for persons withoutdvanmigration leave to depart from the UK at aarleer stage or take up assigted
voluntary schemes offered by the Home Office.

4) 28,909 people entered detention solely undemigration Act powers and exclude those in policksc®rison Service establishments,
short term holding rooms at ports and airports (&ss than 24 hours), and those recorded as detainder both criminal af
immigration powers and their dependants, in 201223 were female. Currently thererie maximum length of detention. There arg
published average figures on length of detentiomthe table below shows the length of detentionypged) of those leaving detentior

2012
Total detainees leaving detention 28,538
A: 3 days or less 7,111
B: 4 to 7 days 3,928
C: 8 to 14 days 3,685
D: 15 to 28 days 4,080
E: 29 days to less than 2 months 4,782
F: 2 months to less than 3 months 1,987
G: 3 months to less than 4 months 1,059
H: 4 months to less than 6 months 917
I: 6 months to less than 12 months 667
J: 12 months to less than 18 months 187
K: 18 months to less than 24 months 68
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L: 24 months to less than 36 months 44
M: 36 months to less than 48 months 16
N: 48 months or more 7

5) The UK do not utilise house arrest nor open ceratseslternatives to detention. Two types of eledtranonitoring are utilised; voicg
recognition and tagging/oice recognition utilises special technology whadlows an offender to report in remotely by telepé and
their voice is matched to vocal records to chedhenticity of the reportee. Tagging involves th&entler wearing an electronic tag
around their ankle, with a monitoring unit placédreir home address. When the subject is requirded at home, the tag sends a signal
to the monitoring unit, which will in turn send igsal to a monitoring control centre. This confirmvhether or not the subject is present
at the specified address.

Official statistics are not published on voice rgition and tagging however “Monthly averages fiec&onic monitoring (tagging and
voice recognition) as an alternative to detenti@namnsistently around 400 — 500 individuals”

6) Figures are only available for the first ha#l2012 (quarters 1 & 2):
* In the first half of 2012, there were no childrejgct to forced return.
* Atotal of 6 minors were returned in the first haif2012 either as assisted returns or voluntaryms made up of 2 Afghans and ]

each from Croatia, Iraq, Kosovo and Sudan.

With regard to the number of UASCs ‘in territorif’js difficult to be precise but the number of UBS who arrived in the first 2
quarters of 2012 was 503. This figure is brokewmoto the top 5 countries as follows:

Country Number of UASC
Afghanistan 113

Albania 90

Iran 51

Vietnam 39

Eritrea 29

Other 181

7) The United Kingdom does not operate any similearagements to that of the “waiting zones” usedramEe.

Sies Norway Yes 1. The total number of foreigners returned from Wy by the police to their home country or anott@untry in 2012 were 4.902. The
number of forced returns of third-country nationatkse 4.079 in 2014.€. non-EU citizens returned with the assistanicée police,
including persons returned according to the Duldlinegulation. The number of third country natiosakturned according to the Dublin
lI-regulation was 1.108. The number of personsmretd to another EU/ Schengen country totally, idodg those returned according t
the Dublin ll-regulation, was 2.906The most common nationalities of the forced metes were Nigerians, Afghans, Russians and

O
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Albanians. Main EU-destinations: Italy, Spain and Sweden. Magstinations outside EU: Russia, Albania and Afgtan).
There were 1 740 voluntary returns from Norway®12. Most voluntary returns were to Iraq (441), fa$236), Afghanistan (141) and
Kosovo (80)

2. Norway patrticipated in 9 Frontex-charters in 2042 persons were returned on these flights.

Norway participated in 3 joint flights beyond Frertin 2012. 28 persons were returned on thesesligh
Norway organized 2 national charters for removappsge in 2012. 20 persons were returned on thieges]
Destinations for the Frontex flights: Nigeria andgévo.

Destinations for the joint flights: Iraq.

Destinations for the national charters: Kosovo Rothania.

Commercial flights: 4.782 persons were returnefiq2 minus the 120 who were returned by use of efgrt

3.5 034 removal orders were given in 2012. There Webd@6 refusals to enter the country (before @mrdforder crossing) and 3 958
expulsions. We don’t have numbers for how many reahorders were executed. In about 4 in 5 exputstbe ban on re-entry to
Norway was limited to a maximum of 5 years. In Biaxpulsions the ban was unlimited (more thands)e

4. In total, 2.164 foreigners were placed in adstrative detention following decisions accordindhte Norwegian Immigration Act in
2012. We do not have statistics available on thelrar of women among these. As a main rule, nodasgiis allowed tde kept in
administrative detention under the Immigrationfactmore than 18 monthsiigless the foreign national is expelled after hguaeen
subject to a penal reaction, or because he/sheds sis a threat to foundational national intergst8e do not have statistics available|ffor
2012 regarding the average length of administratetention.

5. Of the mentioned alternatives to detention, Ngrdoes only use "compelled to clock in". We domte relevant statistics covering
the use of this in 2012.

6. 80 unaccompanied minors were subject to foreadm in 2012. Their main nationalities were Afgbaflgerians, Somalis and
Moroccans. RPlease note that most of thegere returned to another European country accordmthe Dublin ll-regulation. They werg
not subject to age assessments. The number ofgriearg returned to a third country in 2012 wereee. These were returned to
Russia, Albania and Sri Lanka

Among the 1 740 who returned voluntarily in 2012yatre unaccompanied minors at the time of deparAtrthe end of 2012 there wele
351 unaccompanied minors in specially designateeption centers. Most of them came from Afghani¢i&i®) or Somalia (79)

7. In Norway we do not use waiting zones. Asylurmligants with a final rejection of their applicatican stay in an
open reception centers/ housing until they leaeectiuntry or are returned. Norway has one detectoiter allocated for foreigners
without legal stay, among these are former asyleekears with a final rejection on their application
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