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|. INTRODUCTION *

This report summarizes observed patterns and trieniti® number of individual asylum claims

submitted in Europe and selected non-European gesrduring 2008. It covers 38 European

and six non-European States that currently prowidathly asylum statistics to UNHCR.

The numbers in this report reflect asylum claimslenat the
first instance of asylum procedures; applicationapmpeal or
review instance are not included. Also, this remwés not
include information on the outcome of asylum praced or
on the admission of refugees through resettleni
programmes as this information is available in othHCR
reports?

Currently, 44 countries provide monthly asylum istais to
UNHCR. These are the 27 Member States of the Earof
Union, Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatialdnd,
Liechtenstein, Montenegro, Norway, Serbia, Switneull
The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkes,
well as Australia, Canada, Japan, New ZealandR#émublic
of Korea and the United States of America. Thisugrof
countries is collectively referred to as tid& industrialized
countries’ in the report, and has been defined for the psep
of this report only.

Who is an asylum-seeker?

An asylum-seeker is amdividual
who has sought internation:
protection and whose claim f
refugee status hasiot yet beel
determined. It is important to noi
however, that a person is a refus
from the moment he/she fulfils tl
criteria set out thé951 Convention
Relating to the Satus of Refugees
(1951 Convention). The formal
recognition of someone, for instar
through individual refugee stat
determination, does not establ
refugee status, but confirms it.

As part of its obligation to prote
refugees on its territory, the coun
of asylum is normally responsit
for determining whether an asylun
seeker is a refugee or not. T

responsibility is often incorporate
into the national legislation of tt
country and is in most cases deri
from the 1951 Convention.

The data collection of monthly asylum statisticsUiyHCR
has expanded in the past two years, including s/
figures for Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Moego,
Serbia (excluding Kosovo), the Republic of Koreark‘éx and The former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia. In 2008, Italy was added, makindé #4" country to participate in UNHCR’s
asylum data monitoring system. In order to ensu@parability over time, monthly asylum
statistics for six of the new countries since 20@&e been included in UNHCR’s asylum
statistics database. Monthly data for Italy is klde from 2008. As a result, earlier reports on
monthly asylum trends may differ from future onegerms of scope and data availability and
are not necessarily comparable.

The asylum countries covered in the various tabiethis document differ depending on the
nature of the analysis and the availability of d&tsylum statistics from countries neighbouring
Europe are also important in analyzing trends. &loee, Table 1 includes not only the
abovementioned 44 industrialized countries, bud Alsnenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, the
Republic of Moldova, the Russian Federation, andaiie. Tables 2 through 23 are limited to
the 44 industrialized asylum countries which prevdonthly asylum statistics to UNHCR.

! This report has been compiled by the Field Infaromaand Coordination Support Section (FICSS), Divisof Operational
Services at UNHCR Headquarters in Geneva. Any questimncerning this document can be addressed toSFl&S
stats@unhcr.org. For other UNHCR statistics, visit H@NR's Statistical Online Population Database
http://www.unhcr.org/statistics/populationdatabase.

2 See UNHCR’2007 Global Trends report (issued June 2008).
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II. DATA SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS

Both the1951 Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees and the Statute of the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees rédethe responsibility of States to provide
statistical data to UNHCR. This includes statisties the number and condition of refugees,
asylum-seekers and other people of concern to theeOThis report is, therefore, mostly based
on official asylum statistics, reflecting natiorlalws and procedures. In addition, during the
period 2004-2008, UNHCR conducted refugee statusrmdnation under its mandate in a
number of countries including Azerbaijan, Bosniad ahlerzegovina, Croatia, Cyprus
Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey (see notes in Thiibe more details).

To the extent possible, the statistics presentekisndocument reflect the number of individuals
lodging an asylum application for the first timehelavailable information suggests, however,
that a significant number of countries includedthis report do not distinguish between new
asylum applications and repeat or reopened ondkeim national statistical systems. As a
consequence, some of the figures quoted in thisrtepe likely to include repeat applications
and do not necessarily reflect the actual numbemesi asylum-seekers. Also, the number of
asylum applications may not necessarily reflect thember of asylum-seekers as some
individuals seek asylum in more than one countmjnduthe same yedr.

The data in this report is based on informationlakke as at 24 February 2009 unless otherwise
indicated. All figures in this report should be considered asprovisional and subject to
change. Due to retroactive changes and adjustments, sointheo data included in this
publication may differ slightly from those reportedprevious UNHCR documents or from the
official annual figures published by States. Foaraple, this is the case for the figures reported
for Germany (see the notes in Table 1 for morermédion).

All data refer to the number of individuals, wittetexception of the United States of America.
Only the number of cases (which can include seviathliduals) is available for applications
submitted to the Department of Homeland SecurittH®2 Applications submitted to the
Executive Office of Immigration Review (EOIR) arkpwever, recorded as individuals. To
allow comparability across countries of asylum, UBR{ uses a figure of 1.4 individuals per
case to estimate the number of people reportedHfy &8s historical data suggest that on average
one asylum case contains 1.4 individuals. In thenttg of origin tables, figures for the United
States of America are a combination of the numbfercases (DHS) and the number of
individuals (EOIR), owing to the large variation family size by nationality. In the case of
Belgium, accompanying children are not includethmfigures.

lll. GLOBAL AND REGIONAL TRENDS °

In 2008, the number of individuals requesting refi@r asylum status in the 51 European and
non-European countries included in this reporteased by 12 per cent compared to 2007. An
estimated 383,000 asylum applications were recorddte course of the year, 41,600 more than
the year before. This is the second consecutive wih an increase following the 20-year low

observed in 2006 (307,000 claims). Despite thise@ase, the 2008 level is still far below the one

3 Refugee status determination is limited to thehmeart part of Cyprus.

4 According to EURODAC's Central Unit, the verificatiaf asylum claims in 2007 showed that, 16 per adrdll asylum
claims registered in the system were multiple ctaine. the applicant had submitted at least oaeipus application in the same
or another Member State of the European Union.
Source:http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do2CELEX:52009DC0013:EN:HTML

® See notes in annex Table 1 for a list of countriekided under each regional grouping.
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reported in 2001 when 623,000ew asylum-seekers sought international protedtichese 51
countries ¢ee Figure 1). While the rise in 2007 was primarily attributeml an increase in the
asylum applications by people from Iraq, the 2008 ease can partly be attributed to higher
numbers of Somali and Afghan asylum-seekers, exgdbin more detail later in this report.

The increase in 2008 is not evenly distributed agnc Fig 1. Change in asylum claims in
countries or regions. Out of a total of 383,000&asy selected regions (%)
applications registered in 2008, countriesEumrope -55%

received close to 290,000 claims, 13 per cent m EU-27 r601A)1%
than the previous year’s figure of 256,000. Thieta

into account the important decreases observed Europe A 13%
Greece and Sweden, two of the major receivi .13%
countries in 2007. A similar increase was obsen -50%

among the 27 Member States of theropean Union Canada/USA lﬁg{;}
where 238,000 asylum applications were lodged ’
2008, a 6 per cent more than in 2007 (224,000). ~Australia/New — 1%
overall figure for the EU-27 countries hide Zealand ‘ 18%
significant differences between the 15 ‘old’ ane tl 2001-2006 m2006-2007 m 2007-2008

12 ‘new’ Member Statés There was a 9 per cent

increase from 2007 to 2008 (from 198,000 claim216,000) among the ‘old’ Member States,
contrary to a 15 per cent drop (from 25,600 to @@)8n the ‘new’ Member States. The 27 EU
Member States together accounted for 67 per ceait asylum claims in Europe.

Within Europe, there are differences as wellSbuthern Europe more than 75,000 individuals
applied for international protection, 12,300 mdmnart in 2007 and a 20 per cent increase, with
the largest numbers being recorded in Italy (31@@abns) and Greece (19,900 claims). In Malta
and Turke§, figures were the highest on record (2,600 anfQB¢laims, respectively).

In the Nordic countries, on the other hand, the number of newly registaggdum-seekers
dropped by 2 per cent to 45,200 claims. Here, ttepsincrease in newly submitted asylum
applications in Norway was offset by the decreas8weden. Nevertheless, Sweden remained
the principal destination for asylum-seekers, wiahghly half of all applications in the Nordic
region being lodged in that country.

In North America, an estimated 86,000 new asylum applications webenitted in 2008, 6,900
claims or 9 per cent more than in 2007. The Un8&mtes of America registered approximately

49,000 new applications, a 3 per Table 1. Asylum claims lodged in selected regions

cent drop compared to 2007 Change
whereas Canada saw a dramatic 2006 2007 2008  '08-'07
per cent increase, mainly linked tEurope 227,100 256,300 289,800  13%
the higher numbers of Mexican an - EU-total 201,000 223,700 238,100 6%
Haitian asylum-seekers. Despit -EU-old 181,000 198,100 216,300 9%
the overall increase, the 2008 lev....EY:new 20,000 25600 21,800  -15%
remains at roughly half the 200 USA/Canada 74,800 79,100 85,900 9%

Australia/New Zealand 3,800 4,200 5,000 19%
( 1 ] ]
level when close to 150’0(.) Japan/Rep. of Korea 1,200 1,500 2,000 33%

appllcatlons were . IOdged IrTotal 306,900 341,100 382,700 12%
Canada and the United States . . —
See notes in Table 1 for list of countries included.

America together.

® Revised estimate based on new data.

" “New” EU Member States refers to Bulgaria, Cypruse&@zRepublic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuanieltd, Poland,
Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia. “Old” EU Member &atefers to Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland,neém Germany,
Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlandstial, Spain, Sweden and United Kingdom.

8 Figures for Turkey refer to applications lodgedi@nthe UNHCR mandate.
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The trend observed iAustralia andNew Zealandshows a diverging picture between the two
countries. INNew Zealand levels have remained fairly stable in the pasiry€on average 260
new claims per year) whereasAwistralia figures have increased in the past years. Therlatt
recorded approximately 4,700 asylum claims in 208 per cent more than the year before.
Despite this recent increase, figures in Austrat@afar below the ones observed in 2000 (13,100
claims) and 2001 (12,400 claims).

Japan and theRepublic of Koreatogether registered a record high of almost 2880 asylum
applications in 2008, predominantly from peoplenfrMyanmar. While Japan has witnessed a
doubling of new asylum-seekers in 2008 (1,600 ctqirm the Republic of Korea the number
has halved during the year (360 asylum applicajioampared to 720 new asylum claims in the
year before. However, the numbers in both counstésremain modest in comparison with
other industrialized countries.

IV. LEVELS AND PATTERNS IN COUNTRIES OF ASYLUM

General overview

From 2006 to 2007, 26 of the 51 asylum countrietugted in this report registered an increase
in asylum requests, in 2008, 29 did. This is thlghst number of countries with an increase in
asylum applications in the last five years, anthisontrast to earlier years when fewer than 20
countries reported an increase from one year tdhano - .

. .. . . . g 2. Number of countries
This development is in line with the general inSee ;o iing anincrease from one
observed in the overall number of asylum claimgyéxtiin year to another
industrialized countries. This suggests not onlgt tthe
overall number of asylum-seekers is increasingalad that
there is a greater diversity in the countries wheeeple
seek international protection, possibly in respotsehe
introduction of new asylum policies. This was olserin 26
Sweden where figures of Iragi asylum-seekers drbgpe 18 19 [20
67 per cent between 2007 and 2008 while duringstimee
period they have nearly tripled in Norway and quatkd in
Finland. A 2007 change in Swedish decision-makimg
Iragi asylum claims following the Migration Court’s
determination that the situation in Iraq is not afi¢armed conflict” led to a significant fall in
recognition rates and therefore potentially toié &hflows from Sweden to its neighboits.

29

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Fifteen out of the 51 countries received more th@®0 new asylum requests in 2008. Major
asylum-seeker receiving countries reporting a §mant relative increase includettaly
(+122%), Norway (+121%), the Netherlands (+89%), Turkey (+70%, UNHCR asylum
procedure),Switzerland (+53%), Canada (+30%), andFrance (+20%). Conversely, major
decreases were recorded®@yprus (-42%), Spain (-42%),Sweden(-33%), andGreece(-21%).
(see Table 1 on page 13).

Country-specific trends in 2008

Canada and the United States of America receivghiglwone out of five applications among the
51 countries included in this report. For the thyehr running, thé&nited States of America

was the largest single recipient of new asylumntéaiamong the group of industrialized
countries, accounting for 13 per cent of all claiodged in the 51 countries included in Table 1.

° Swedish Migration Court of Appeal, case no. UN232%February 2007.
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An estimated 49,008 individuals submitted an application in the UnitSthtes of America,
1,700 claims less than the year before and a dee&z8 per cert:

Canada has witnessed a steady increase in new asyluneiserkthe past yearseg Figure 3)
and, in 2008, was the second largest recipientppfi@tions among the 51 countries, with
36,900 new applications registered during the y€lis is a 30 per cent increase over 2007 and
on average every tenth application in the industed world
was made in Canada. The increase is attributedlynairthe
higher number of Mexican (+33%), Haitian (+31%) and
Colombian (+19%) citizens who applied for interoatl

28,300 . . .
25500 o 22:900 protection in Canada in 2008.
France was the third largest receiving country among the
group with 35,200 new asylum claims submitted Far year,

o004 2005 2006 2007 2008 & 20.per (l:ent' increase compared to 2007 (29,4@0;)Iagnd
the first rise in four years. France was the masstidation

for asylum-seekers in Europe in 2008. The increasebe partly attributed to additional asylum-
seekers from Mali, now the third most important oy of origin of asylum-seekers in France,
following the Russian Federation and Sethi€laims from Malians more than quadrupled from
600 in 2007 to 2,700 in 2008. Asylum claims fronople from the Comoros Islands also
increased to nearly 1,100, compared to 60 the lyefre. These increases come in addition to
the rise in numbers observed for the two main ammf origin: an 11 per cent increase in
applications from the Russian Federation and a _ _ o
2 per cent increase in applications from Sert Fig 4. Asylum claims submitted in
Nevertheless, France’s share among the 10 major receiving countries (2008)
countries remained stable at 9 per cent. 60,000 4

Fig 3. Asylum applications
lodged in Canada
36,900

2007
m 2008

50,000 -
Italy recorded 31,200 asylum application 44 g0 -
more than double the figure of the year earl
(14,100 claims). The 2008 numbers made Iti 3%0% |
the fourth most important destination in tt 20,000 -
industrialized world and they are the seco . |
highest on record in the country. Only in 19¢
did more people apply for asylum in lItal
(33,400 claims). Significantly more claims
were lodged in 2008 by asylum-seekers from all Z0nnmationalities, with the exception of
Serbia. Nigeria was the main country of origin ppkcants in Italy with 5,300 new claims
(+300%), followed by Somalia with 4,500 new claifrgl91%), Eritrea with 2,700 new claims
(+21%), and Afghanistan with 2,000 new claims (+20()2

USA CAN FRA ITA UK SWEGER GRE SWI NOR

The United Kingdom ranked fifth among the group with 30,500 applas received during
2008, an increase of 8 per cent. This increaseviglithe 2007 figure of 28,300 new claims, the
lowest number in almost 15 years. The 2008 figsrstill far below the peak in 2002 when
103,000 individuals requested refugee status ittiieed Kingdom.

10 Estimated number of individuals based on the nunaberew cases (25,300) and multiplied by 1.4 titect the average
number of individuals per case (Source: Departnoérifomeland Security); and number of new “deferfsagylum requests
lodged with the Executive Office of Immigration Rewi (13,500; reported by individuals).

1t should be noted that while the United Stated\oferica is the main single destination country dsylum-seekers in the
industrialized world, in 2007, UNHCR offices receiv@@d,000 asylum claims making it the largest refusga¢us determination
body in the world.

12 Al country of origin figures for Serbia includeoovo.




Asylum Levels and Trends in Industrialized Countries, 2008

Following a significant decrease in applicatioratigularly by IragisSwedendropped from the
second in 2007 to the sixth largest recipient @ asylum-seekers during 2008. Close to 24,400
individuals lodged an asylum application that yeampared to 36,700 claims in 2007, a
pronounced 33 per cent decrease. Sweden was falldweGermany and Greece in the
rankings in Table 2, the former reporting a 12 geart increase compared to 2007 (21,400 claims
in 2008) and the latter a 21 per cent decreas®@@%laims in 2008). One of the main reasons
for the trends in both countries can be found arthmber of Iraqgi asylum claims: in Germany,
it went up by almost two-thirds, while in Greecéiibpped by two-thirds.

Trends in asylum claims lodged in 44 industrialized countries:
absolute and relative increase/decrease 2008 compar ed to 2007
.

S5

Increase and decrease
of asylum claims

Increase over 100%
Increase S0% to 100%
Increasze 1% io 50%
Decrease 1% to S50%
W Cecrease  50% to 100%

[ Lesstnan 10 claims In 2008

Note: This map is limited to the 44 countries whichypde monthly asylum statistics to UNHCR. All figurage rounded off to
the closest ten.

The United States of America Canada andFrance, the top three receiving countries in 2008,
together accounted for one-third of all new asykleams submitted in industrialized countries.
Together withitaly and theJnited Kingdom, the top five receiving countries accounted fdf ha
of all asylum claims.

Ranking of countries

The number of people requesting internatiop=l

protection has fluctuated significantly betwe Tab'elg' Changes in the ranking of the top-
. . .. receiving countries, 2005-2008
countries and.years, I_argely qle.pendlng on polltl Country | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
developments in countries of origin or the intralT |G saies 2 1 a .
of stricter asylum polices in receiving countri§canada 6 5 4 2
However, other factors may also be of relevancd s|France 1 2 3 3
as the existence of social networks of cert{ialy 1 12 8 4
communities in destination countries, improvqUnitedKingdom 3 3 5 5
capacity to register asylum-seekers, and that s¢Sweden ’ 4 2 6
countries are perceived as being more likely tmlgrgferg‘;“y 142 g Z ;
refugee status than others. Switzeriand 1 1 " 5
Norway 15 13 17 10

These factors are reflected in the current and past
ranking of some of the countries included in ti@part.Italy, for instance, saw a sharp increase
in new asylum applicants in 2008. Much of this ¢enattributed to the number of irregular

arrivals by sea, primarily on the island of Lampsaluestimated at 36,000 people in 2008. The

7



Asylum Levels and Trends in Industrialized Countries, 2008

vast majority of the arrivals applied for asylumgdanore than half of them were indeed found to
be in need of international protectith.

Swedenwas not only the main receiving country in Eurap@007 (36,400 claims), but also the
largest recipient of Iragi asylum-seekers. It iBdwed that the extensive Iragi community and its
strong social network in the country may have bexwing forces behind the concentration of
Iragi asylum-seekers in Sweddbreece on the other hand, introduced special procedairése
end of 2006 to clear the backlog of asylum-seekeiing to register claims. As a consequence,
the number of applicants registered rose sharpl\2007, making Greece the sixth most
important receiving country during that year.

Trends over the past five years

During 2004-2008, theUnited States of | Table 3. Share of main receiving countries of
America received the largest number of ng_asylum-seekers in total number of applications*
asylum-seekers (253,000 claims), followed | _Country | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
France (204,000 claims), thénited Kingdom [Pnited States st dth iy i ashorasso

. . France 15% 15% 10% 9% 9%

(159,000 claims)Canada (133,000 claims), andypited kingdom ~ 10% 9% 9% 8% 8%
Germany (126,000 claims). Together, the thrqcanada 6% 6% 7% 8%  10%
leading asylum countries received one third of |[Germany % 9% 7% 6% 6%
. . 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,

asylum requests submitted in the 51 countrjaHece! .
!lsted in Table 1. The countrle_s’ |nd|V|duaI s_haltaly 2% 3% 3% 4% 8%
in the total number of applications receive|Greece 1% 3% 4% 7% 5%
however, reveals a changing pattern over tirBegium 4% 5% 4% 3% 3%

* Based on the 51 countries listed in Table 1.

Whereas the share of thenited States of
America as the main recipient over the five year periatheal between 13 to 17 per cent, the
share ofFrance andGermany gradually decreased from 15 per cent in 2004 @¢&pand 9 per
cent in 2005 (Germany) to 9 and 6 per cent resgagtin 2008. Conversely, the share of
Canadaand in particulattaly went up sharply from 6 per cent in 2005 (Canadd)Zper cent

in 2004 (Italy) to 10 and 8 per cent respectival008.

The trends analysed above are based on the abswioteers of reported asylum claims. The
analysis changes when comparing the number of msgkekers to the size of the national
population or the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) {PPFhese measures may allow a better
comparison between countries as they could be dinator of the capacity of countries to host
asylum-seekers. Based on the first indicator (natipopulation), the two Mediterranean islands
of Cyprus andMalta received between 2004 and 2008 the highest nuofbasylum-seekers
compared to their national population; 38 and 18liegnts per 1,000 inhabitants, respectively.
Swedenranked third (14 applicants per 1,000 inhabitarftdowed byAustria (10 applicants
per 1,000 inhabitants)Switzerland (8.5 applicants per 1,000 inhabitants), addrway (8
applicants per 1,000 inhabitantsgd Figure 5 below). TheUnited States of America the main
recipient of new asylum-seekers during this perials ranked 27with an average one asylum-
seeker per 1,000 inhabitants.

Comparing the number of asylum-seekers to the Gbmssestic Product (PPP) of a country
reveals a slightly different picture. Hererance is the country with the highest number of
asylum-seekers (6 applicants per capita) companeits tnational economy, followed by the

13 As part of its strategy to address the phenomearianixed migration flows, UNHCR has developed the-Rdint-Plan of
Action” which aims at ensuring that protection spaontinues to be available for people in needhigrnational protection. See
http://www.unhcr.org/protect/PROTECTION/4742a30M4 for further information.

% In order to compare countries, the Purchasing P&agty (PPP) GDP is considered (Source: Inteonati Monetary Fund;
accessed 5 November at www.imf.org). Source foionat population: United Nations, Population Diwisj World Population
Prospects: The 2008 Revision, New York, 2009.
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United States of America(5.5 applicants per capita), thinited Kingdom (4.5 applicants per
capita), andsermany (3.7 applicants per capitadeg Figure 6).'°

Fig 5. Number of asylum-seekers Fig 6. Number of asylum-seekers
per 1,000 inhabitants, per 1 USD GDP (PPP) per capita,
2004-2008 2004-2008
Belgium [ 6.2 Austria [N 2.2
Greece [ 6.3 Greece [ 2.4
Liechtenstein [ 6.4 ftaly I 2.5
Luxembourg [N 7.8 Turkey [N 2.6
Norway [N 8.2 Sweden [ 34
Switzerland [ 8.5 Canada [ 35
Austria [ 10.2 Germany [N 3.7
Sweden [N 13.6 United Kingdom Iy 4.5
Malta [N 18.2 United States [N 5.5
Cyprus [ 37.7 France | 6.1

It is interesting to note that the five main destion countries of asylum-seekers in 2008 (United
States of America, Canada, France, Italy and thieeiKingdom) do not feature among the top
ten when compared against population size, but doeywhen compared against GDP (PPP) per
capita. This might be explained by the relativedyge variation in national population size
among the industrialized countries. The top fiveta@tion countries have a significantly larger
population size compared to, for instance, CypMalta, Liechtenstein or Luxembourg. In the
case of the GDP (PPP) per capita ratio, the camincluded can be considered as having
highly developed economies where the variation DPEigures does not appear to be that
significant. With this important difference in minthe GDP indicator might be more likely to
reflect the reality.

V. ORIGIN OF ASYLUM-SEEKERS

The statistics by origin are generally based on rithBonality or country of citizenship as
recorded by the competent authorities of the hosnhtry. This section analyses the origin of
asylum-seekers in thé4 industrialized countries which provided monthly asylum data to
UNHCR.

Table 4. Distribution of asylum People from more than 190 different countries onttgies
claims by region of origin submitted at least one asylum claim in 2008. Skgless
: 200207 2% than half of all asylum applications were submittey
Africa 25.0% 23.1% 29.9% . .. . .
. individuals fromAsia (45%). Africa was the second most
Americas 11.7% 12.0% 10.8% . . 0 f all clai daoled b
Asia aa1%  483% aagy  iMportant source continent (30% of all claims))daled by

Ewope | 17.a% 1ae% 128% EUrope (13%), and theAmericas (11%):° The country of
Oceania 0.1% 0.1% 01%  origin of some 2,800 asylum-seekers was unknowncaf
Unknown** 2.0%  1.9% 15% was the only continent experiencing an increas008
* Figures include annual asylum data for Italy for with more people from Eritrea, Nigeria, Somalia and
comparative purposes. . .

Zimbabwe requesting refugee status.

** |Includes stateless asylum-seekers.

Out of the 40 main asylum-seeker nationalities,r&distered a rise during 2008. Among the
major countries of origin of asylum-seekers, sigailfit increases were registered by

5 Among the 51 countries included in this reporg thumber of asylum-seekers per 1 USD GDP (PPPyamta appears as
rather modest when compared to the ‘burden’ dewappountries shoulder in hosting refugees. Fotaimse, Pakistan and the
United Republic of Tanzania, two major refugee-lasttountries, hosted 347 and 785 refugees respbcirer 1 USD GDP
(PPP) per capita at the end of 2007 (Sou2087 Satistical Yearbook, pp. 27-28, UNHCR, Geneva, 2008).

% The geographical regions used are those of th&tahistics Division (http://unstats.un.org/unsd/neets/m49/m49.htm).
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Afghanistan (+85%),Zimbabwe (+82%),Somalia (+77%),Nigeria (+71%),Georgia (+36%),
and Eritrea (+34%). Conversely, of the 9 nationalities thatoreled a decrease in 2008 as
compared to 2007, three registered a drop of ntfuaa 20 per centColombia (-25%), Viet
Nam (-24%), and_ebanon (-23%).

For the third consecutive yedrag was the leading country of origin. The number raigl
claims is almost twice as high as those submitie&dmali asylum-seekers, the second most

Fig 7. Main nationalities of important source country. Other important sourcentiees
asylum-seekers, 2008 are the Russian Federation Afghanistan, China, and
IRQ Serbia (see Figure 7).
1% som

6% Iragis lodged some 40,500 new asylum claims dutivey
/ F;LOJ/S year, or roughly every tenth application in thelstlialized
) ° world. This figure is a 10 per cent decrease cosgpdo
] foc 2007 (45,100 claims). The 2007 and 2008 levelsstiti
Other \ cu below the ones witnessed between 2000 and 2002,when
59% \/ 5% average, 50,000 Iragis sought international praiedh the

SRB industrialized world.
NIG 4%

4%

2

Iragis lodged asylum claims in 37 out of the 44
industrialized countries, but the distribution ¢dim is not equally spread among the countries.
Half of all Iraqgi claims were submitted in just ¢fer countries: Turkey (6,900 claims under a
UNHCR-managed asylum procedure), Germa Fig 8. Top-10 destination countries

(6,700 claims) and Sweden (6,100 claims). T = of Iragi asylum-seekers (2008)

Netherlands (5,000 claims), Norway (3,1Cclaims
claims), the United Kingdom (2,000 claims) ar 20,000 -

Greece (1,800 claims) also received a sizea 2007

number of applications from Iraqgis in 2008. ' " 2008
12,000 -

In Turkey, the number doubled during the ye: 8.000 |

in the Netherlands and Norway it tripled, whil
in Germany it increased by 61 per cent. 4,000 -

Sweden, however, the situation was reversed |

mentioned earlier, the numbgr of Iraqgi clain TUR GER SWE NET NOR UK GRE SWI FIN BEL
plummeted by almost two-thirds from 18,60u

claims to 6,100. Similarly, in Greece the numbeirafjis requesting refugee status decreased
from 5,500 to 1,800 claims, a decrease of 68 pet. ce

Fig 9. Somali asylum claims Somalia was the sixth largest source country of asylum-

lodged in industrialized seekers in 2007 with 12,300 claims. One year ldiee,
countries number stood at 21,800, an increase of 77 per aadt

25,000 ¢ turning this group into the second most importaatiamality
20,000 - in 2008. This is the highest value on record, kectibn of the
15,000 deteriorating situation in the country. Somali w©lai were
10.000 - submitted in 33 out of the 44 industrialized colasty mainly
5’000 in ltaly (4,500), the Netherlands (3,800) Sweded8), and

Switzerland (2,000). The numbers were particulduityh in

0 e the fourth quarter, when one third of all claims reve
90 '92 '94 '96 '98 '00 '02 '04 '06 '08 submittedl.7

" While industrialized countries have received aidicant number of Somali asylum applicants in reggears, the same is true
for some of Somalia’s neighbouring countries. Inni for instance, more than 71,000 new Somalivasydeekers were
registered between 2004 and 2008. Ethiopia recd2dgiD0 Somali asylum claims in 2007 and 2008.

10




Asylum Levels and Trends in Industrialized Countries, 2008

Asylum-seekers originating from tiiRussian Federationconstitute the third largest group, with
20,500 new claims recorded during 2008, accourfond per cent of all asylum claims in the
44 industrialized countries. The number went up9bger cent in the course of 2008, mainly
because figures increased in Austria (+28%) andderd+11%). As in 2007, Poland remained
the prime destination for asylum-seekers from thisdfan Federation in 2008, with a total of
6,600 new claims.

Fig 10. Afghan asylum requests in 44 With 18,500 asylum applications submitted by
industrialized countries, 1990-2008 Afghans in 2008, the number is at its highest since
60,000 + 2002 (29,400 claims) and is almost double the &gur

50,000 -

40,000 4 of the year before (10,000 claims). This made

Afghanistan the fourth important source country of

Z’g’ggg: asylum-seekers in the industrialized world. As with
10’0007 Somalia, the deteriorating security situation in

o) Afghanistan is likely to be the main reason. The 16
‘90 '92 '94 '96 ‘98 '00 '02 ‘04 ‘06 ‘0g destination countries of Afghan asylum-seekers in
2008 recorded an increase in numbers compared to
2007, with the highest numbers reported for theddéhkKingdom (3,700 claims), Turkey (2,600),
Greece (2,300), and Italy (2,000).

The number ofChinese asylum-seekers remained fairly stable. Some 17Cli@ese asylum-
seekers were registered in 2008, virtually the sammber as the preceding year (17,200
claims). Since 2002, the number of Chinese natorequesting asylum in the 44 industrialized
countries has declined by one-third, and in 20@&hed its second lowest level in a decade.
China dropped from the third to the fifth most imjamt country of origin in 2008.

More than 15,200 asylum claims were submitted byens ofSerbia in 2008, slightly less than
the year before (16,100 claims). France remained piiime destination with 3,100 claims
registered, followed by Sweden (2,000), AustriZ@D), and Hungary (1,600). It is noteworthy
that asylum claims of Serb citizens decreased iad&w by 20 per cent, while in Hungary they
doubled. About half the countries reporting montaBylum statistics to UNHCR distinguish
applicants originating from Kosovo in their datéheTavailable evidence shows that in these
countries, on average, 60 per cent of Serb appticeome from Kosovo. Among the main
receiving countries, the proportion of Kosovarsigh in Hungary (79%) and France (78%) and
relatively low in Italy (8%), Finland (42%), Belgiu (46%), and Norway (46%).

Other important source countries of asylum-seekerthe 44 industrialized countries during
2008 wereNigeria (13,700 claims)Pakistan (13,300),Eritrea (12,300),Mexico (12,200) and
thelslamic Republic of Iran (10,800).

The distribution of asylum-seekers in industriadizuntries as described above reflects general
trends. However, it also hides patterns of certationalities tending to cluster in a limited
number of countries. For instance, two-thirdRofssian asylum claims were lodged in Poland
(32%), France (17%) and Austria (17%), while mdrant half (57%) of allChinese asylum
applications in 2008 were submitted in the Unitedt&s of America alone. In addition, more
than half of the 21,808omali asylum applicants were registered in three coesttitaly (20%),
the Netherlands (18%), and Sweden (15%). Simil&lput of every 1Qragi asylum claims
were lodged in four countries only: Turkey (17%)r@any (17%), Sweden (15%), and the
Netherlands (12%). Four out of every 10 claimd\agerians were submitted in Italy. Virtually
all applications lodged biylexican nationals during 2008 were submitted in Canada {7@f%6
the United States of America (23%), a phenomenoitiwhas been observed for some years
now.
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Table 5. Changes in the ranking of the top-
10 countries of origin, 2005-2008

Country of origin | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008

Iraq 4 1 1 1
Somalia 11 9 6 2
Russian Federation 2 4 2 &
Afghanistan 9 7 7 4
China 3 2 & 5
Serbia* 1 3 4 6
Nigeria 8 11 11 7
Pakistan 10 10 5 8
Eritrea 24 8 9 9
Mexico 17 13 8 10

* Statistics prior to 2007 refer to Serbia and Montenegro.

Over the last four years, some changes have octinre
the ranking of the main countries of origin of aswl
applicants. From 2005 to 200Bagis have moved up
the list from the fourth to the first positio®omalia
became second most important source country in 2008
as compared to 2005 (fiplace) whileAfghanistan
moved from ninth to fourth plac&ritrea also saw a
significant change from 34in 2005 to ninth place three
years later. In contrast, asylum applicants origngga
from Serbia dropped from the first to the sixth position
while those originating fronChina fell from third to
fifth place during the same period.
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Table 1. Asylum applications submitted in Europe a
For country notes and regional classification, see next page.

nd selected non-European countries, 2004-2008

Annual Share Rank Per 1,000 inhabitants Per 1 USD/GDP per capita*
Country/ region change Total Rank Total Rank
of asylum 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Total '08-'07 | 2008 |'04-'08] 2008 |'04-'08] 2008 |'04-'08] 2008 |'04-'08| 2008 |'04-'08] 2008 |'04-'08]
Albania 20 30 20 30 10 110 -67% 0% 0% 49 49 0.0 0.0 51 48 0.0 0.0 48 46
Armenia 190 160 620 300 210 1,480 -30% 0% 0% 37 36 0.1 0.5 31 30 0.0 03 32 31
Australia 3,200 3,200 3,520 3,980 4,750 18,650 19%) 1% 1% 16 20 0.2 0.9 22 25 0.1 0.5 21 24
Austria 24,630 22,460 13,350 11,920 12,810 85,170 7% 3% 5% 13 7 15] 10.2 7 4 0.3 22 14 10
Azerbaijan 1,230 1,050 670 540 560 4,050 4% 0% 0% 31 30 0.1 0.5 32 31 0.1 0.5 26 23
Belarus 170 210 90 50 90 610 80% 0% 0% 41 41 0.0 0.1 46 43 0.0 0.1 41 38
Belgium 15,360 15,960 11,590 11,120 12,250 66,280 10%) 3% 4% 14 10 1.2 6.3 8 10 0.3 1.9 12 12
Bosnia and H. 200 150 70 570 100 1,090 -82% 0% 0% 40 37 0.0 0.3 39 34 0.0 0.2 35 32
Bulgaria 1,130 820 640 980 750 4,320 -23% 0% 0% 30 28 0.1 0.6 30 29 0.1 0.4 28 27
Canada 25,500 19,740 22,910 28,340 36,900 133,390 30%) 10% 8% 2 4 11 4.1 9 12 1.0 35 5 5
Croatia 160 190 90 200 160 800 -20%, 0% 0% 38 38 0.0 0.2 37 37 0.0 0.1 37 39
Cyprus 9,860 7,750 4,550 6,790 3,920 32,870 -42% 1% 2% 20 16 4.6 385 2 1 0.1 1.2 20 16
Czech Rep. 5,460 4,160 3,020 1,880 1,690 16,210 -10%, 0% 1% 26 21 0.2 1.6 26 20 0.1 0.7 27 21
Denmark 3,240 2,260 1,920 1,850 2,360 11,630 28%) 1% 1% 24 24 0.4 2.1 18 18 0.1 0.3 29 29
Estonia 10 10 10 10 10 50 0% 0% 0% 49 50 0.0 0.0 49 47 0.0 0.0 49 49
Finland 3,860 3,570 2,330 1,430 4,020 15,210 181%) 1% 1% 18 22 0.8 2.9 14 16 0.1 0.4 22 26
France 58,550 49,730 30,750 29,390 35,160 203,580 20%) 9% 12% 3 2 0.6 3.3 15 15 1.0 6.1 2 1
Georgia 10 20 30 20 40 120 100%)| 0% 0% 47 47 0.0 0.0 47 51 0.0 0.0 40 45
Germany 35,610 28,910 21,030 19,160 21,370 126,080 12%) 6% 7% 7 5 0.3 15 21 21 0.6 3.7 9 4
Greece 4,470 9,050 12,270 25,110 19,880 70,780 -21% 5% 4% 8 9 18 6.3 6 9 0.7 2.4 7 9
Hungary 1,600 1,610 2,120 3,430 3,120 11,880 -9% 1% 1% 22 23 0.3 1.2 19 23 0.2 0.6 18 22
Iceland 80 90 40 40 80 330 100%)| 0% 0% 42 43 0.3 11 20 24 0.0 0.0 47 47
Ireland 4,770 4,320 4,310 3,990 3,870 21,260 -3% 1% 1% 21 19 0.9 4.9 11 11 0.1 0.5 25 25
Italy 9,720 9,550 10,350 14,050 31,160 74,830 122%) 8% 4% 4 8 0.5 13 16 22 1.0 25 3 8
Japan 430 380 950 820 1,600 4,180 95% 0% 0% 27 29 0.0 0.0 45 49 0.0 0.1 30 35
Latvia 10 20 10 30 50 120 67%)| 0% 0% 45 47 0.0 0.1 41 44 0.0 0.0 46 48
Liechtenstein 70 50 50 30 30 230 0% 0% 0% 48 46 0.9 6.5 12 8 - - 50 -
Lithuania 170 120 140 130 220 780 69%) 0% 0% 36 39 0.1 0.2 33 35 0.0 0.0 36 41
Luxembourg 1,580 800 520 430 460 3,790 7% 0% 0% 32 32 1.0 8.1 10 7 0.0 0.0 45 40
Malta 1,000 1,170 1,270 1,380 2,610 7,430 89% 1% 0% 23 27 6.4] 183 1 2 0.1 0.3 23 28
Montenegro - - 20 - 10 30 . 0% 0% 49 51 0.0 0.1 42 45 - .. 50 .
Netherlands 9,780 12,350 14,470 7,100 13,400 57,100 89% 4% 3% 11 12 0.8 35 13 14 0.3 15 13 14
New Zealand 580 350 280 250 250 1,710 0% 0% 0% 34 35 0.1 0.4 34 33 0.0 0.1 38 37
Norway 7,950 5,400 5,320 6,530 14,430 39,630 121%) 4% 2% 10 13 31 8.4 3 6 0.3 0.7 16 19
Poland 8,080 6,860 4,430 7,210 7,200 33,780 0% 2% 2% 15 14 0.2 0.9 23 26 0.4 21 10 11
Portugal 110 110 130 220 160 730 -27% 0% 0% 38 40 0.0 0.1 44 42 0.0 0.0 43 43
Rep. of Korea 150 410 280 720 360 1,920 -50% 0% 0% 33 34 0.0 0.0 50 46 0.0 0.1 34 36
Rep. of Moldova 110 110 70 80 60 430 -25% 0% 0% 44 42 0.0 0.1 43 40 0.0 0.1 33 33
Romania 660 590 460 660 1,080 3,450 64%)| 0% 0% 28 33 0.1 0.2 35 38 0.1 0.3 24 30
Russian Federation 910 960 1,170 3,370 3,970 10,380 18%) 1% 1% 19 25 0.0 0.1 38 41 0.3 0.7 17 20
Serbia 60 90 20 40 80 290 100%| 0% 0% 42 45 0.0 0.0 48 50 0.0 0.0 42 44
Slovakia 11,400 3,550 2,870 2,640 910 21,370 -66% 0% 1% 29 18 0.2 4.0 25 13 0.0 1.1 31 17
Slovenia 1,170 1,600 520 430 240 3,960 -44% 0% 0% 35 31 0.1 2.0 28 19 0.0 0.1 39 34
Spain 5,540 5,250 5,300 7,660 4,480 28,230 -42% 1% 2% 17 17 0.1 0.6 29 28 0.1 0.9 19 18
Sweden 23,160 17,530 24,320 36,370 24,350 125,730 -33% 6% 7% 6 6 2.7] 138 4 3 0.7 34 8 6
Switzerland 15,060 10,800 11,170 10,840 16,610 64,480 53%) 4% 4% 9 11 2.2 8.6 5 5 0.4 1.6 11 13
TfYR Macedonia 100 70 60 30 50 310 67%)| 0% 0% 45 44 0.0 0.2 40 39 0.0 0.0 44 42
Turkey 3,910 3,920 4,550 7,650 12,980 33,010 70%) 3% 2% 12 15 0.2 0.4 24 32 1.0 2.6 4 7
Ukraine 1,360 1,770 2,080 2,270 2,240 9,720 -1% 1% 1% 25 26 0.0 0.2 36 36 0.3 14 15 15
United Kingdom 40,620 30,840 28,320 28,300 30,550 158,630 8% 8% 9% 5 3 0.5 2.6 17 17 0.9 4.5 6 3
United States 52,360 48,770 51,880 50,720 49,020 252,750 -3%] 13%| 14% 1 1 0.2 0.8 27 27 1.1 5.5 1 2
EU-"Old" (15) 241,000 ) 212,690) 180,960 | 198,100 ] 216,280 | 1,049,030 9%| 57%| 59% 0.6 2.7
EU-"New" (12) 40,550 28,260 20,040 25,570 21,800 136,220 -15% 6% 8% 0.2 13
EU-Total (27) 281,550 ) 240,950 ) 201,000 223,670 ] 238,080 | 1,185,250 6% 62%| 67% 0.5 2.4
Nordic countries (5) 38,290 28,850 33,930 46,220 45,240 192,530 -2%] 12%| 11% 1.8 7.8
Western Europe (19)] 264,160 | 229,030 | 197,540 | 215540 | 247,430] 1,153,700 15%| 65%| 65% 0.6 2.9
Southern Europe (8) 34,630 36,830 38,440 62,890 75,200 247,990 20%) 20%| 14% 0.4 1.2
Former Yugoslavia (6 1,690 2,100 780 1,270 640 6,480 -50%, 0% 0% 0.0 0.3
Former USSR (10) 4,170 4,430 4,890 6,800 7,450 27,740 10%) 2% 2% 0.0 0.1
Total Europe (42) 313,140 | 266,020 | 227,140 | 256,260 | 289,790 | 1,352,350 13%| 76%| 77% 0.4 1.6
Canada/USA 77,860 68,510 74,790 79,060 85,920 386,140 9%|| 22%| 22% 0.3 11
Australia/New Zealan| 3,780 3,550 3,800 4,230 5,000 20,360 18%) 1% 1% 0.2 0.8
Japan/Rep. of Korea 580 790 1,230 1,540 1,960 6,100 27%)| 1% 0% 0.0 0.0
Total (51) 395,360 | 338,870 | 306,960 | 341,090 ] 382,670 | 1,764,950 12%) 0.3 1.3

Notes

Source: Governments, UNHCR. See Notes on next page for information on applications registered with UNHCR.
This table includes final data for 2004 to 2007. In the following tables, the 2007 figures are based on the monthly database. This results in some discrepancies.
All figures in this table have been rounded to the closest ten.
* This refers to Purchasing Power Parity (PPP), Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita.
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TABLE 1. NOTES

a. Country notes

Australia . Figures exclude individuals who arrived off-shore and whose claims have been processed on Manus Island, Papua New Guinea or Nauru.
Azerbaijan . Source: Government and UNHCR.

Belgium . Figures exclude accompanying children. Data include repeat applications (2,030 in 2004; 2,360 in 2005; 2,190 in 2006; 2,800 in 2007; and 3,330 in 2008).
Bosnia and Herzegovina . UNHCR figures for 2004; Government figures since 2005.

Canada. Source: Citizenship and Immigration Canada.

Croatia . In addition, UNHCR registered applications for refugee status in 2004 (47) and 2005 (7).

Cyprus . In addition, UNHCR registered asylum applications in the northern part of Cyprus in 2004 (74), 2005 (25), 2006 (12), and 2007 (44).

Denmark . Figures for 2007 and 2008 exclude Iraqi interpreters who have worked for the Danish Forces in Irag.

France. Includes asylum applications of minors.

Germany. The delay in registering people, as well as changes in the registration procedures has resulted in discrepancies between the cumulative total
of monthly asylum claims and the total number of asylum claims in Germany. As such, Table 1 reflects the total number of asylum claims (28,910

in 2005; 21,030 in 2006; 19,160 in 2007; and 22,085 in 2008) whereas all other tables in this report reflect the monthly totals (27,210 in 2005; 20,610

in 2006; 18,530 in 2007; and 21,370 in 2008).

Montenegro . Prior to 2005, data for Montenegro is included in the Serbian data (Source: UNHCR). Data for 2008 are Government figures.

Netherlands . Data prior to 2007 includes a significant number of repeat applications. The 2007-2008 figures are thus not comparable to previous years.
Poland . Data excludes a significant number of repeat applications.

Serbia. 2004 refers to Serbia (including Kosovo) and Montenegro. 2005-2008 refers to Serbia (including Kosovo). Source: UNHCR.

Spain. Includes applications lodged at Spanish embassies.

Switzerland . Figures differ from previously reported ones due to retroactive revisions.

Turkey. Source: UNHCR.

United States . Figures include (1) statistics from the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), based on the number of cases and multiplied by 1.4 to
reflect the number of individuals; and (2) the number of new ("defensive”) requests lodged with the Executive Office for Immigration

Review (EOIR), based on the number of individuals.

b. Regional classification

EU-"old" (15). Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Sweden and United Kingdom.
EU-"new" (12). Bulgaria, Cyprus, Czech Rep., Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia.

EU-Total (27). EU-"old" and EU-"new".

Nordic countries (5). Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden.

Western Europe (19). EU-"old" plus Iceland, Norway, Liechtenstein and Switzerland.

Southern Europe (8). Albania, Cyprus, Greece, Italy, Malta, Portugal, Spain and Turkey.

Former Yugoslavia (6). Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Montenegro, Serbia (incl. Kosovo), Slovenia and TfYR Macedonia.

Former USSR (10). Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Estonia, Georgia, Latvia, Lithuania, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation and Ukraine.

Total Europe (42). All European countries listed.

Source for national population: United Nations, Population Division, "World Population Prospects: The 2008 Revision", New York, 2009.
Source for GDP (PPP)/per capita: International Monetary Fund, accessed at www.imf.org on 5 November 2008.
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Table 2. Origin of asylum applications lodged in 44 industrialized countries, 2007 and 2008
Covering all 44 countries which provided monthly data to UNHCR.
(2007 data for Italy is based on annual data; 2008 on monthly data).

Annual Share Rank
Origin 2007 2008 Total change 2007 2008 2007 2008

Iraq 45,100 40,483 85,583 -10% 14.0 11.1 1 1
Russian Federation 18,805 20,477 39,282 9% 5.8 5.6 2 3
China 17,219 17,428 34,647 1% 5.4 4.8 3 5
Somalia 12,336 21,823 34,159 77% 3.8 6.0 6 2
Serbia* 16,076 15,204 31,280 -5% 5.0 4.2 4 6
Afghanistan 9,992 18,459 28,451 85% 3.1 51 7 4
Pakistan 14,450 13,268 27,718 -8% 4.5 3.6 5 8
Mexico 9,560 12,169 21,729 27% 3.0 3.3 8 10
Nigeria 8,019 13,708 21,727 71% 2.5 3.8 11 7
Eritrea 9,160 12,309 21,469 34% 2.8 34 9 9
Islamic Rep. of Iran 8,703 10,813 19,516 24% 2.7 3.0 10 11
Sri Lanka 7,792 9,678 17,470 24% 2.4 2.6 12 12
Turkey 7,224 7,427 14,651 3% 2.2 2.0 13 13
Haiti 6,644 7,117 13,761 7% 2.1 1.9 14 14
Bangladesh 6,057 6,182 12,239 2% 1.9 1.7 16 15
Colombia 6,641 4,984 11,625 -25% 2.1 1.4 15 19
Syrian Arab Rep. 5,547 4,855 10,402 -12% 1.7 1.3 17 20
Dem. Rep. of the Congo 4,810 5,209 10,019 8% 1.5 1.4 19 18
India 5,027 4,779 9,806 -5% 1.6 1.3 18 21
Georgia 4,066 5,548 9,614 36% 1.3 1.5 20 16
Zimbabwe 3,045 5,546 8,591 82% 0.9 1.5 26 17
Armenia 3,947 4,368 8,315 11% 1.2 1.2 21 22
Coéte d'lvoire 3,107 4,155 7,262 34% 1.0 1.1 25 23
Guinea 3,117 4,014 7,131 29% 1.0 1.1 24 24
El Salvador 3,611 3,277 6,888 -9% 1.1 0.9 22 28
Ethiopia 3,152 3,480 6,632 10% 1.0 1.0 23 27
Algeria 2,888 3,590 6,478 24% 0.9 1.0 27 26
Stateless 2,720 2,796 5,516 3% 0.8 0.8 28 30
Sudan 2,396 2,660 5,056 11% 0.7 0.7 31 31
Mali 1,330 3,665 4,995 176% 0.4 1.0 40 25
Cameroon 2,190 2,589 4,779 18% 0.7 0.7 33 32
Guatemala 2,469 2,154 4,623 -13% 0.8 0.6 30 34
Viet Nam 2,611 1,982 4,593 -24% 0.8 0.5 29 36
Ghana 1,641 2,821 4,462 2% 0.5 0.8 37 29
United States 1,886 2,366 4,252 25% 0.6 0.6 34 33
Lebanon 2,313 1,791 4,104 -23% 0.7 0.5 32 40
Albania 1,724 1,929 3,653 12% 0.5 0.5 35 37
Mongolia 1,699 1,883 3,582 11% 0.5 0.5 36 38
Myanmar 1,387 1,989 3,376 43% 0.4 0.5 39 35
Azerbaijan 1,506 1,834 3,340 22% 0.5 0.5 38 39
Other 49,504 54,537 104,041 10% 15.4 14.9

Total 321,471] 365,346] 579,815 14%]| 100.0| 100.0

* Figures may include citizens of Montenegro in the absence of separate statistics available for Serbia and Montenegro.
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Table 3. Origin of asylum applications lodged in Eu rope, 2007 and 2008
Covering 38 European countries which provided monthly data to UNHCR.
(2007 data for Italy is based on annual data; 2008 on monthly data).

Annual Share Rank
Origin 2007 2008 Total change 2007 2008 2007 2008

Iraq 43,819 39,106 82,925 -11% 17.7 13.8 1 1
Russian Federation 17,789 19,483 37,272 10% 7.2 6.9 2 3
Somalia 11,879 21,052 32,931 7% 4.8 7.4 5 2
Serbia* 15,639 14,810 30,449 -5% 6.3 5.2 3 5
Afghanistan 9,585 17,920 27,505 87% 3.9 6.3 6 4
Pakistan 13,492 12,126 25,618 -10% 5.4 4.3 4 7
Eritrea 8,683 11,700 20,383 35% 3.5 4.1 7 8
Nigeria 6,957 12,723 19,680 83% 2.8 4.5 9 6
Islamic Rep. of Iran 8,043 9,974 18,017 24% 3.2 3.5 8 9
Sri Lanka 6,202 7,701 13,903 24% 2.5 2.7 11 10
Turkey 6,889 6,914 13,803 0% 2.8 2.4 10 11
Bangladesh 5,700 5,714 11,414 0% 2.3 2.0 13 12
China 5,944 4,662 10,606 -22% 2.4 1.6 12 16
Syrian Arab Rep. 5,412 4,693 10,105 -13% 2.2 1.7 14 15
Georgia 3,965 5,372 9,337 35% 1.6 1.9 16 13
Dem. Rep. of the Congo 4,352 4,645 8,997 7% 1.8 1.6 15 17
Armenia 3,622 4,042 7,664 12% 15 1.4 17 18
Zimbabwe 2,521 4,711 7,232 87% 1.0 1.7 23 14
Céte d'lvoire 2,701 3,873 6,574 43% 1.1 14 21 19
India 3,398 2,971 6,369 -13% 14 1.1 18 23
Algeria 2,777 3,470 6,247 25% 1.1 1.2 20 21
Guinea 2,445 3,496 5,941 43% 1.0 1.2 25 20
Stateless 2,543 2,610 5,153 3% 1.0 0.9 22 25
Sudan 2,175 2,437 4,612 12% 0.9 0.9 26 26
Mali 984 3,444 4,428 250% 0.4 1.2 39 22
Viet Nam 2,467 1,796 4,263 -27% 1.0 0.6 24 28
Ghana 1,434 2,672 4,106 86% 0.6 0.9 34 24
Colombia 2,824 1,089 3,913 -61% 1.1 0.4 19 37
Ethiopia 1,759 1,882 3,641 7% 0.7 0.7 28 27
Lebanon 1,867 1,439 3,306 -23% 0.8 0.5 27 33
Cameroon 1,481 1,748 3,229 18% 0.6 0.6 32 30
Azerbaijan 1,449 1,767 3,216 22% 0.6 0.6 33 29
Mongolia 1,516 1,686 3,202 11% 0.6 0.6 31 31
Rep. of Moldova 1,649 984 2,633 -40% 0.7 0.3 29 40
Occupied Palestinian Territory 1,578 1,043 2,621 -34% 0.6 0.4 30 38
Congo 1,259 1,256 2,515 0% 0.5 0.4 35 35
Albania 1,156 1,353 2,509 17% 0.5 0.5 36 34
Togo 886 1,491 2,377 68% 0.4 0.5 40 32
Angola 1,132 1,095 2,227 -3% 0.5 0.4 37 36
Belarus 1,108 1,021 2,129 -8% 0.4 0.4 38 39
Other 26,851 30,635 57,486 14% 10.8 10.8

Total 247,932] 282,606 530,538 14%| 100.0 | 100.0

* Figures may include citizens of Montenegro in the absence of separate statistics available for Serbia and Montenegro.
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Table 4. Origin of asylum applications lodged in th
Covering 27 European Union countries which provided monthly data to UNHCR.
(2007 data for Italy is based on annual data; 2008 on monthly data).

e European Union (27), 2007 and 2008

Annual Share Rank
Origin 2007 2008 Total change 2007 2008 Total 2007 2008

Iraq 38,117 27,607 65,724 -28% 17.2 11.6 14.3 1 1
Russian Federation 16,738 18,183 34,921 9% 7.5 7.6 7.6 2 2
Somalia 10,102 17,093 27,195 69% 4.6 7.2 5.9 5 3
Serbia* 13,348 12,633 25,981 -5% 6.0 5.3 5.6 4 5
Pakistan 13,369 12,007 25,376 -10% 6.0 5.0 5.5 3 6
Afghanistan 8,321 13,497 21,818 62% 37 5.7 4.7 6 4
Nigeria 6,509 11,280 17,789 73% 2.9 4.7 3.9 7 7
Eritrea 6,188 6,974 13,162 13% 2.8 2.9 2.9 9 8
Islamic Rep. of Iran 5,883 6,734 12,617 14% 2.7 2.8 2.7 10 9
Turkey 6,220 6,299 12,519 1% 2.8 2.6 2.7 8 10
Bangladesh 5,654 5,665 11,319 0% 2.5 2.4 2.5 11 12
Sri Lanka 5,270 6,040 11,310 15% 24 25 25 13 11
China 5,634 4,281 9,915 -24% 25 1.8 2.2 12 15
Syrian Arab Rep. 5,035 4,162 9,197 -17% 2.3 17 2.0 14 17
Georgia 3,725 4,849 8,574 30% 1.7 2.0 1.9 16 13
Dem. Rep. of the Congo 3,999 4,220 8,219 6% 1.8 1.8 1.8 15 16
Armenia 3,