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1980-1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 60 150 _ _ 520 300 430 830 1.349 1.755 2.427

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_
10 10

_ _
50 150 130 90 180

_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _ _ _ 20 10 _ 10 380 _ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ 10 40 _ _ 10 30 60 110 180 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_ _ _ _ _
20 130 90 230 740

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_ 20 50 _ _ 80 190 190 210 740 _ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _ _ _ _
1.300 1.300 1.360 1.760 1.610

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 1.349 30,10% 1.755 38,30% 2.427 79,90%

A.a.
RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 5 3 5 4 5 3

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 25 8 23 8 22 6

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 0,2 _ 0,2 _ 0,3 _

H.a
RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 4

_
5

_
5

_

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 22
_

24
_

22
_

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 197 229 350 324 58,22%

Notes

Table 1     BULGARIA
Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately reported, they are generally included in the 
rejections (D).

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia,  Switzerland,  Norway,  Liechtenstein and Ntries are th

3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 



1980-1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 1.790 1.980 820 2.190 1.190 1.410 2.160 2.100 4.080 7.214 8.769 18.037

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_
30 780 250 240 120 60 160 100 80 80

_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ 10 10 170 20 20 1.430 580 1.870 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
920 2.150 7.040

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_
30 780 260 250 290 80 180 1.530 660 1.950

_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _ _ _ _ _ _
930 600 1.990 1.410

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 7.214 21,60% 8.769 105,70% 18.037 150,00%

A.a. RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 2 4 2 2 1 2

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 18 11 17 3 11 3

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 0,7 0,9 1,8

H.a RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 2 2 1

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 15 14 10

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 1.228 1.222 1.332 678 -17,96%

Notes

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie

Table 2     CZECH REPUBLIC

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately 
reported, they are generally included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 

Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001



1980-1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 40 3.970 1.300 860 730 440 590 670 1.110 7.370 11.499 7.799 9.554

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_
40 2.570 450 490 400 250 180 170 160 440 310

_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 370 _ 30 230 1.780 _ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ _ 320 150 220 160 150 380 440 860 2.950 3.540 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_ _ _
390 340 300 520

_
130 340 1.170 5.800

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_ 40 2.890 600 710 560 400 930 610 1.050 3.620 5.630 _ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _ _
160 40 90 40 30 20 10 2.580 2.640

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 11.499 -32,20% 7.799 22,50% 9.554 -16,90%

A.a. RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 1 7 3 5 2 7

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 12 24 18 12 17 21

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 1,2 _ 0,8 _ 1 _

H.a RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 1

_
3

_
3

_

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 13
_

15
_

16
_

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 580 506 612 527 4,88%

Notes

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie

Table 3     HUNGARY

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately 
reported, they are generally included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 

Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001



1980-1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 2.440 590 820 600 840 3.210 3.530 3.370 2.864 4.396 4.533

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_
600

_
60 400 110 130 150 60 50

_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ 1.710 _ 140 190 210 400 600 1.390 2.200 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_ _ _
240 360 420 1.460 3.160 1.760 870

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_
2.310

_
200 590 320 530 750 1.450 2.250

_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _ _ _ _
130 1.870 1.090 1.250 1.100

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 2.864 53,50% 4.396 3,10% 4.533 58,30%

A.a. RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 3 2 4 6 4 5

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 21 3 20 19 21 8

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 0,1 _ 0,1 _ 0,1 _

H.a RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 6

_
6

_
6

_

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 27
_

27
_

27
_

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 342 333 _ _ _

Notes

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie

Table 4     POLAND
Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately reported, they are generally 
included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 



1980-1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 500 800 _ _ _ 590 1.430 1.240 1.665 1.362 2.380

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_ _ _ _ _ _
90 80 180 250

_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
100 370

_ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ 520 210 2.300 1.650 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_ _ _ _ _ _
90 80 60 80

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_ _ _ _ _ _
610 290 2.580 2.270

_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _ _ _ _
1.990 1.510 1.300 470 50

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 1.665 -18,20% 1.362 74,70% 2.380 42,90%

A.a. RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 4 6 7 3 6 6

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 22 23 26 5 23 12

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 0,1 _ 0,1 _ 0,1 _

H.a RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 7

_
7

_
7

_

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 28
_

28
_

28
_

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 142 223 129 97 -38,08%

Notes

Table 5     ROMANIA
Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately reported, they are generally 
included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 



1980-1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 90 100 140 360 420 650 510 1.313 1.554 8.151

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_

60 40 50 70 130 70 50 30
_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ 20 30 60 60 80 40 180 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_

30 70 190 190 540 220 1.030
_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_
60 60 80 130 190 150 90 210

_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_

30 50 30 80 110 70 200 330 _ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 1.313 18,40% 1.554 424,50% 8.151 520,80%

A.a. RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 6 5 6 1 3 1

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 26 13 24 2 19 1

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 0,2 _ 0,3 _ 1,5 _

H.a RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 5

_
4

_
2

_

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 23
_

23
_

12
_

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 131 175 751 662 361,76%

Notes

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie

Table 6     SLOVAKIA

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately reported, they are generally
included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 

Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001



1980-1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED _ 40 70 500 867 9.242 1.508

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION

_ _ _ _ _ _ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _
30 10

_ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ 20 10 100 170 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_

10 60 60 500
_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

_
20 10 130 180

_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_

10 10 330 610
_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 867 966,00% 9.242 -83,70% 1.508 73,90%

A.a. RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 7 1 1 7 7 4

A.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 27 1 16 29 26 7

H ASYLUM APPLICATIONS / 1000 inhabitants 0,4 _ 4,6 _ 0,8 _

H.a RANK BETWEEN 7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN 
CANDIDATES COUNTRIES 3

_
1

_
4

_

H.b RANK BETWEEN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES 5 20
_

1
_

18
_

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 188 84 39 59 -63,97%

Notes

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).

Table 7     SLOVENIA
Figures availables from 1980 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001

2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately 
reported, they are generally included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie



1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 40 5.760 6.280 3.310 3.840 2.370 3.720 7.390 9.320 17.900 26.771 34.877 46.590

B RECOGNITION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER THE 
1951 CONVENTION 40 2.600 1.840 810 740 820 470 830 690 900 900

_ _

C HUMANITARIAN AND OTHER COMPARABLE STATUS 
GRANTED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS

_ _ _ _ _ _
390 10 30 370 2.540

_ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 _ 320 1.870 270 330 540 680 1.490 3.250 7.470 9.790 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OTHER 
GROUNDS 2

_
390 340 570 950 630 2.010 5.190 5.650 16.060

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 3

40 2.920 3.710 1.080 1.070 1.360 1.540 2.330 3.970 8.740 13.230
_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT THE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _
160 70 140 70 3.530 5.750 4.440 8.580 7.750

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 26.771 30,28% 34.877 33,58% 46.590 74,03%

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED 2.808 2.772 3.213 2.347 -0,36%

Notes

Table 8     7 CENTRAL EUROPEAN CANDIDATES COUNTRIES

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Poland) , and the United States of America, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Liechtenstein and New countrie

1 Where possible, a distinction has been made between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared, died, etc. Cases closed on the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on otherwise closed cases are not separately 
reported, they are generally included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based on B, C i D.
4 Pending cases refers to asylum applications which have been submitted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 

Figures availables from 1989 to 2001

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001



1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMIT TED 149.050 129.720 93.030 70.610 96.580 157.280 198.550 161.930 208.630 282.740 388.220

B RECOGNIT ION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER T HE 
1951 CONVENT ION 45.680 35.340 49.150 30.890 31.480 34.640 36.360 29.910 30.310 28.790 28.360

C HUMANIT ARIAN AND OT HER COMPARABLE ST ATUS 
GRANT ED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS 960 1.020 1.620 2.130 2.780 8.190 10.200 15.450 13.840 27.650 14.220

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 78.270 67.290 41.070 37.650 28.990 44.660 64.540 108.130 108.190 141.680 237.300

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OT HER 
GROUNDS 2

_ _
14.100 140 6.810 11.530 16.410 19.390 19.790 26.030 29.950

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICAT IONS 3 124.910 103.650 91.840 70.670 63.250 87.490 111.100 153.490 152.340 198.120 279.880

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT T HE END OF 
THE YEAR 4

_ _
13.960

_
28.990 11.220 14.750 81.730 97.820 101.630 186.440

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMIT TED 484.090 667.770 510.780 300.340 263.660 226.120 242.750 295.280 393.116 390.104 384.334

B RECOGNIT ION OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS UNDER T HE 
1951 CONVENT ION 35.580 30.900 43.740 44.890 45.800 44.100 38.610 29.050 32.730

_ _

C HUMANIT ARIAN AND OT HER COMPARABLE ST ATUS 
GRANT ED TO ASYLUM-SEEKERS 23.550 34.190 54.740 55.150 37.450 32.440 28.540 30.200 34.230

_ _

D REJECTION OF ASYLUM APPLICATIONS 1 277.270 278.570 476.190 349.200 199.180 234.510 192.140 209.120 191.250 _ _

E
ASYLYM APPLICATIONS CLOSED ON OT HER 
GROUNDS 2 37.160 84.490 173.490 91.300 92.460 75.350 76.650 78.280 69.340

_ _

F
TOTAL NUMBER OF SUBSTANTIVE DECISIONS 
TAKEN ON ASYLUM APPLICAT IONS 3 336.400 343.660 574.670 449.240 282.430 311.050 259.290 268.370 258.210

_ _

G
ASYLUM APPLICATIONS PENDING AT T HE END OF 
THE YEAR 4 319.260 526.680 342.110 205.260 166.020 106.340 89.960 126.300 200.990

_ _

1999  99/00 2000  00/01 2001  99/01

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMIT TED 393.116 -0,77% 390.104 -1,48% 384.334 -2,23%

ene-01 feb-01 ene-02 feb-02 % 01/02

A ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMIT TED 30.685 26.428 24.552 20.288 -21,49%

Notes

5 Those countries are the EU countries (15), 7 Central European Candidates States (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Rom ania, Slovakia, Slovenia and  Poland) , and the United States of Am erica, Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway,  Liechtenstein and Newountries 

4 Pending cases refers to asylum  applications which have been  subm itted, but not yet decided at the end of each year. 

Table 9     EU

1 W here possib le, a distinction has been m ade between cases closed on substantive grounds (F) and  cases closed/rejected on other grounds (E). If this distinction was not available, cases closed on other grounds are generally included in  this category (D).
2 This category refers to cases which are closed/rejected on the basis of non-substantive grounds, because the appplicant has disappeared , died, etc. Cases closed on  the basis of "pre-screening" are thus not included. If figures on  otherwise closed cases are not separately 
reported, they  are generally included in the rejections (D).
3 Figures based  on B, C  i D.

Figures availables from 1980 to 1990

Tendencies January-February 2002

Tendencies from 1999 to 2001

Figures availables from 1991 to 2001



Table 10   ASYLUM APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED IN 29 INDUSTRIALIZED 
COUNTRIES, 1999-2001 

A   Total no. of applications 
  ASYLUM             
  country/region 1999 rank 2000 rank 2001 rank
  Germany 1 95,331 1 78,764 2 88,363 1
  United Kingdom 2 91,200 2 98,900 1 88,200 2
  United States 3 44,436 4 63,655 3 86,394 3
  France 30,833 9 38,588 6 47,263 4
  Canada 4 30,895 8 37,858 7 42,746 5
  Netherlands 5 39,300 5 43,892 4 32,579 6
  Austria 6 20,130 10 18,284 8 30,135 7
  Belgium 35,777 6 42,691 5 24,549 8
  Sweden 11,231 13 16,303 10 23,513 9
  Switzerland 46,133 3 17,659 9 20,768 10
  Czech Rep. 7,214 18 8,769 17 18,037 11
  Norway 10,160 14 10,842 15 14,784 12
  Denmark 7 12,331 11 12,200 13 12,403 13
  Australia 8 9,450 15 12,936 12 12,366 14
  Ireland 7,724 17 10,920 14 10,324 15
  ltaly 9 33,000 7 15,564 11 9,755 16
  Hungary 11,499 12 7,799 18 9,554 17
  Spain 8,405 16 7,037 19 9,219 18
  Slovakia 1,313 26 1,554 24 8,151 19
  Greece 1,528 23 3,004 22 5,499 20
  Poland 2,864 21 4,396 20 4,533 21
  Bulgaria 1,349 25 1,755 23 2,427 22
  Romania 1,665 22 1,362 26 2,380 23
  New Zealand 1,528 24 1,551 25 1,715 24
  Finland 3,107 19 3,170 21 1,651 25
  Slovenia 867 27 9,242 16 1,508 26
  Luxembourg 2,912 20 585 27 689 27
  Portugal 307 29 202 28 192 28
  Liechtenstein 515 28 11 29 111 29
  European Union  393,116  390,104  384,334  
  Western Europe 10  449,924  418,616  419,997  
  Central Europe 11 23,907  30,481  42,057  
  Europe 12 476,695  453,493  466,587  
  Non-Europe 13 86,309  116,000  143,221  
  Total 563,004  569,493  609,808  

 
Source: Govemments; compiled by UNHCR. 



Notes 
        
1. Germany. The data refer to fist applications only, excluding repeat asylum applications  
2. United Kingdom. Dependants included. 
3. USA. Source: Immigration and Naturalisation Service. 1999 refers to US Fiscal Year (Oct.-
Sep.); 2000 and 2001 refer to calendar year. In this table, the number of asylum applicants has 
been estimated by UNHCR on the basis of 1.4 asylum applicants per application. In all 
following tables, the number of cases (applications) has been reflected for the US. 
4. Canada. Source: Citizenship and Immigration Canada. 
5.  Excluding 3,434 applications submitted under the Humanitarian Evaluation Programme in 
1999. 
6.  Austria. The 2001 figure includes 5,622 persons who applied for asylum abroad, 95% of 
whom were Afghan citizens. Few of those who apply for asylum abroad are granted entry. 
Separate figures for 1999 and 2000 are not available, but believed to be significantly smaller. 
7.  Denmark. Data refer to gross application figures, that is, they cover all persons applying for 
asylum in Denmark including persons who are retumed to a safe third country or processed 
under the Dublin procedure. In past years, the so-called net or processing figures were reflected. In 
1999, the total processing figure was 6,467 applications, constituting 52% of the gross application 
figure. In 2000, the total processing figure was 10,347 applications, constituting 85% of the gross 
application figure. 
8. Figures since September 2001 exclude persons who arrived offshore or are being processed 
on Manus Island, Papua New Guinea or Nauru. 
9. Italy. 2000 and 2001 figures are provisional, subject to change. For 1999, data on the origin 
is available on 12,146 applications only. 
10. Westem Europe: EU member countries plus Liechtenstein, Norway and Switzerland. 
11. Central Europe: Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia. 
12. Europe: All European countries listed in this table. 
13.  Non-Europe: Australia, Canada, New Zealand, United States. 
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