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PREFACE 

Since 1976, when the United Nations adopted the current set of recommendations on 
statistics of international migration (United Nations, 1980a), the worldwide importance of 
international migration flows has increased markedly, with the result that international migration 
issues have gained prominence in both the international agenda and the national agendas of many 
countries. All countries of the world have experienced some degree ofintemational migration 
and the evidence available suggests that the number of the countries that are the source or the 
destination of sizeable migrant outflows or inflows has been rising. Yet, despite the growing 
importance of international migration and the concerns it raises, the necessary statistics to 
characterize migration flows, monitor changes over time and provide Governments with a solid 
basis for the formulation and implementation of policy are very often lacking. Recognizing the 
need to improve international migration statistics, the Statistical Commission requested at its 
twenty-seventh session, in l 993, that the current recommendations on statistics of international 
migration be reviewed. For that purpose, the United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) and 
Statistical Office of the European Communities (Eurostat) carried out a series of activities that 
culminated in a proposed set of revised draft recommendations on statistics of international 
migration. The United Nations Population Division, the regional commissions, the Office of the 
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, the International Labour Organization, the 
Organisation for International Cooperation and Development, other interested organizations, and 
representatives of the statistical offices of selected countries collaborated in both reviewing 
existing recommendations and making suggestions for their modification. 

The present publication sets forth revised recommendations on statistics of international 
migrant flows and on the measurement of stocks relevant to the study of international migration. 
This publication also reviews the major types of data sources yielding statistics on international 
migration flows and suggests various ways in which they can be used to produce statistics that 
better comply with the revised definitions recommended. Recognizing that implementation of 
the revised definitions by existing statistical systems will occur gradually, the publication 
provides a means of integrating the varied types of infonnation available through the use of a 
framework for the reporting of statistical information relevant for the measurement of 
international migration flows. That framework aims at eliciting the most comprehensive and 
transparent picture of human international mobility that may be obtained today. 

This publication also provides special guidelines for the compilation of statistical information 
regarding asylum-seekers, a special category of internationally mobile persons whose numerical 
importance has been significant in the recent past. Lastly, the publication highlights the need for 
statistics on the foreign-born and foreign populations, since both populations are relevant to the 
study of international migration. The role of censuses in gathering such information is 
underscored. 

A draft version of this publication was considered by the Statistical Commission at its 
twenty-ninth session, in 1997. The Commission adopted the draft after agreeing that a number 
of revisions would be incorporated in the text. The publication contains the final revised text of 
the revised recommendations on statistics of international migration. 
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CHAPTER! 

NEED FOR REVISION OF THE 1976 RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. NEED FOR BETTER STA TJSTICS OF

INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION

1. Since 1976, when the United Nations adopted
the previous set of recommendations on statistics of
international migration (United Nations, 1980a), the
worldwide importance of international migration flows
has increased markedly, with the result that interna­
tional migration issues have gained prominence in the
international agenda. Thus, both the Programme of
Action of the International Conference on Population
and Development (United Nations, 1995a, chap. I,
resolution 1, annex) and the Copenhagen Declaratfon
on Social Development and Programme of Action of
the World Summit for Social Development (United
Nations, 1996a, chap. I, resolution I, annexes I and II)
devote considerable attention to issues related to
international migration, and both the Commission on
Population and Development and the General Assem­
bly discussed international migration as a special issue
during their respective sessions in 1997.

2. All countries in the world have experienced
some degree of international migration and the evi­
dence available suggests that the number of countries
that are the source or the destination of sizeable
migrant outflows or inflows has been rising. Further­
more, the recent disintegration of a number of nation
States has not only led to significant flows of interna­
tional migrants but also increased the potential for
international migration if only because movements that
used to occur within a single State have become
internationalized.

3. Despite the growing importance of international
migration and the concerns it often raises, the statistics
needed to characterize migration flows, monitor
changes over time and provide Governments with a
solid basis for the formulation and implementation of
policy are very often lacking. For the developing
world in particular, there is evidence suggesting that
the availability of statistics of international migration
flows has declined since 1976 (Bilsborrow and others,

1997). In addition, information on the exact coverage 
and meaning of the statistics available is hard to come 
by and lack of comparability between the statistics 
produced by different countries or even between those 
produced by different sources within a single country 
abounds. 

4. Recognizing the need to improve international
migration statistics, the United Nations Statistical
Commission requested at its twenty-seventh session
that the 1976 recommendations on statistics of interna­
tional migration be reviewed. The United Nations
Statistics Division (UNSD) and the Statistical Office
of the European Communities (Eurostat) carried out
such a review jointly, in cooperation with the United
Nations regional commissions and other interested
organizations.

5. In addressing the issue of improving statistics of
international migration, it is important to bear in mind
that among all types of spatial mobility, international
migration has the distinction of being subject to State
regulation, whether in the country of departure, in that
of arrival or in both. An intrinsic attribute of State
sovereignty is the right of the State to determine who
can enter and stay in its territory and under what
conditions, a right that is tempered in the case of
citizens by the right of individuals to leave any coun­
try, including their own, and to return to their own
country (article 13 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights'). Thus, whereas under international
law citizens cannot be prevented from entering their
own country and settling in it. foreigners are normally
subject to control upon entry or shortly thereafter and
are granted pem1ission to stay in a country other than
their own only on an exceptional basis. Even in the
cases of groups of countries that grant to each other's
citizens the right to settle in each other's territories
without previous authorization, the receiving State
continues to exercise control when settlement actually
takes place, if only to ensure that the conditions under
which "free establishment'' can take place are met.
Because most data-collection systems yielding infor-



mation on international migration flows are directly or 
indirectly related to the control of international migra­
tion, understanding that different groups of people may 
be subject to different degrees of control depending on 
their citizenship is crucial in assessing the meaning 
and coverage of the data that each system produces 
and in devising ways of improving the perfonnance of 
those systems. 

6. In addition, from the point of view of the State,
data needs regarding international migration are
asymmetric in relation to citizenship; that is to say,
States are generally more interested in having informa­
tion on newly admitted foreigners and foreigners
present in their territory at a given point in time than
on foreigners who leave the country for good, unless
the latter do so under government auspices. In con­
trast, with respect to citizens, Governments tend to be
more interested in having infonnation on those emi­
grating (particularly those departing to work abroad for
a pre-specified period) than on those returning. These
asymmetric needs stem from policy considerations: in
relation to foreigners, the State attaches priority to the
regulation of their entry and the management of their
stay, particularly if the stays involve lengthy periods
and issues of social and economic integration arise. In
relation to citizens, protection of their rights while
abroad requires that pre-departure arrangements be
monitored.

7. From a more general perspective, the needs of
potential users of international migration statistics span
a wide spectrum. Local authorities, for instance,
require information that allows an assessment of
international migration's impact on the utilization of
local services (such as schools, health facilities,
welfare services and so forth) or of its effects on local
employment. National authorities are in need of
infonnation on the number, characteristics and geo­
graphical distribution of international migrants in the
country to assess the effects of these factors on the
labour market, on social services administered nation­
ally, on social security and so forth. Longitudinal
information on the socio-economic characteristics of
both international migrants and non-migrants is
necessary to assess the process of migrant integration.
In countries of emigration, infonnation on migrants'
remittances is important to evaluate their impact on
savings, investment and local development. From an
international perspective, comparable and reliable
statistics on international migration flows are neces-
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sary to elucidate the interrelations between migration 
and development, and to understand the dynamics of 
transnational populations. Because the types of data 
needed to address these issues vary considerably, it is 
recognized that any recommendations made for the 
improvement of the quality and comparability of 
international migration statistics cannot satisfy all 
needs. 

8. Furthermore, a complicating factor in trying to
establish general recommendations on international
migration statistics is the changing nature of the
phenomenon. In response to the increasing levels of
international population mobility that became manifest
during the 1980s, many countries have been adopting
restrictive measures regarding the admission of for­
eigners. In an effort to reach a sustainable compro­
mise among the humanitarian needs of certain mi­
grants, the demand for foreign workers in a number of
contexts, and the perception that a growing subpopu­
lation of international migrants might not always be
beneficial for the host society, many States have
developed strategies for the admission of foreigners
that aim at ensuring that their presence in the receiving
country remains truly temporary. Thus, residence
permits of only a short duration are granted to
"project-tied workers" or "foreign trainees", and
"temporary protected status" is granted to foreigners in
need of protection. Such developments imply that an
increasing number of internationally mobile indivi­
duals fall within a grey area in which their status
cannot be equated with that of"long-term immigrant"
as internationally defined, but where their presence in
the receiving country is nevertheless relevant from the
economic, social or political perspective; that is to say,
given the increasing heterogeneity of international
population movements, the statistical characterization
of international migration in terms of one or two major
categories of international migrants is unlikely to
reflect adequately the complexity of international
population mobility and will probably be unable to
satisfy most of the basic needs for data.

9. In view of the above, the aim in carrying out the
present revision of the recommendations on statistics
of international migration has been to outline a process
by which both the quality and the comparability of
international migration statistics may be improved
while at the same time ensuring that users have access
to meaningful and sound information on several
aspects of international migration. Recognizing that



perfect adherence to a general concept of international 
migration is unlikely to be reached universally in the 
near future, these recommendations suggest a number 
of intennediate goals that allow a better approximation 
of that general concept and permit a clearer under­
standing of the meaning and limitations of the statistics 
available. In terms of international migration flows, 
these recommendations therefore include both a 
general concept of international migration whose 
formulation is to serve as a goal to be attained in the 
long run and a framework for the compilation and 
reporting of international migration statistics that 
reflects the complexity of current flows and makes 
explicit the linkage between the general concept of 
international migration and the concepts that often 
underlie the operation of specific data-collection 
systems. 

10. An important objective of the framework
proposed is to provide a means of answering certain
questions identified as crucial for the understanding of
the dynamics of international migration, its causes and
consequences. With respect to a particular country,
such questions include the following:

(a) What is the overall annual net gain or loss of
population through international migration?;

(b) How many international migrants are admitted 
annually? Which are their countries of origin?; 

(c) In countries having free establishment provi­
sions for the citizens of selected States, how
many migrants exercise such a right over the
course of a year? What are their countries of
origin?;

(d) How many citizens emigrate every year? Which
are their countries of destination?;

(e) How many emigrant citizens return every year?
From which countries are citizens returning?;

(/) How many migrant workers are admitted annu­
ally? How many leave the country for good 
every year?; 

(g) How many persons in search of asylum arrive
annually? How many international migrants are
admitted on humanitarian grounds (including
refugees)?;

(h) How many persons are admitted for family 
reunification over a year?; 
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(i) How many persons who do not qualify as
tourists are admitted for periods shorter than a
year? Among them, how many are allowed to
work in the receiving country?;

(j) What is the total number of international mi­
grants in the country? How many of those 
international migrants are economically active? 

11. Clearly these different questions do not have
equal relevance for all countries and, as noted above,
they do not exhaust the list of significant issues related
to international migration and its measurement.
Nevertheless, they provide a useful basis for under­
standing the value of the framework presented in
chapter Ill. Thus, the questions posed refer to types of
international migrants that have been occupying a
prominent position in the current policy discourse.
Because those types are normally subject to State
regulation, they are also prone to be the object of
statistical accounting. Even persons who migrate in
order to exercise the right to free establishment in a
country other than their own must abide by the laws or 
regulations setting the conditions under which that
right can be enjoyed, one of which usually requires
that the persons concerned inform the pertinent author­
ities of their arrival and establishment in the country of
destination. Only undocumented or irregular migra­
tion is likely, by its very nature, to occur at the margin
of State regulation and thus fail to be properly re­
flected in the statistics available. It is beyond the
scope of these recommendations to provide guidance
about the estimation methods or special data-collection
procedures that may be used to obtain acceptable
measures of irregular migration.

B. PROCESS OF REVIEW OF TI-IE

1976 RECOMMENDATIONS

12. In order to review the 1976 recommendations on
international migration statistics, Eurostat carried out
a series of important activities and considered their
outcomes at the Working Parties on Migration held in.
Luxembourg in December 1993, November 1994 and
January 1996.

13. A study on the concepts and definitions used to
characterize international migration flows and stocks
by member States of the European Union (EU), the
European Free Trade Association (EFTA) and the



Economic Commission for Europe (ECE) was carried 
out by using a special questionnaire exploring in detail 
the extent to which the definitions used by different 
data sources matched those included in the 1976 
recommendations on statistics of international migra­
tion (United Nations, 1980a). The questionnaire was 
sent by Eurostat to member States of EU and EFT A 
and by ECE to its member States early in 1994. 
Responses were received and analysed by Eurostat. In 
addition, the staff of Eurostat and of the United Na­
tions Statistics Division carried out consultations with 
ECE, the Office of the United Nations High Commis­
sioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the International 
Labour Organization (ILO), the International Organi­
zation for Migration (IOM), the Organisation for 
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) and 
other relevant organizations to obtain their views. ,The 
possibility of expanding the review process to include 
the countries covered by the other United Nations 
regional commissions was explored. 

14. Eurostat also carried out, with the assistance of
consultants, a study on national practices and defini­
tions relating to the characterization of the stock and
flow of international migrants and another on the
definitions used by data sources relating to refugees
and asylum-seekers, both relative to EU and EFT A
member States (Poulain, Debuisson and Eggerickx,
n.d.; Gisser and Poulain, 1992; Eurostat, 1994).
Further work was undertaken by the United Nations
Statistics Division on the compilation of stock data on
international migrants in other regions.

15. To obtain the views of government experts and
international organizations on the compilation of
refugee and asylum statistics an lnfonnal Meeting
on Refugee and Asylum Statistics in Europe and
North America was held in Geneva from 15 to 17 May
1995. The Meeting, organized jointly by Eurostat and
UNHCR, discussed proposals for the collection and
consolidation of statistics on refugees and asylum­
seekers as well as their interrelations with international
migration statistics.

16. In addition, the United Nations Statistics Divi­
sion and Eurostat organized jointly an Expert Group
Meeting on International Migration Statistics which
was held in New York from 10 to 14 July 1995. The
Expert Group considered, inter alia, the findings of
various studies undertaken as part of the review
process. The conclusions of the Expert Group (United
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Nations Statistical Division and Statistical Office of 
the European Communities, 1995) were a key input for 
the preparation of draft proposals for the revision of 
the recommendations on statistics of international 
migration. 

t 7. To discuss the framework for the compilation 
and reporting of statistics on international migration 
flows, an Inter-agency Consultative Meeting on 
International Migration Statistics was convened in 
Luxembourg from 28 to 30 May 1996. The Meeting 
was attended by representatives of Eurostat, [LO, 
OECD, UNHCR, the Population Division of the 
United Nations Secretariat and the United Nations 
Statistics Division. On the basis of the discussions 
held at that meeting, the Population Division in 
collaboration with the United Nations Statistics 
Division prepared a consolidated draft of the recom­
mendations on international migration statistics which 
was circulated among selected Governments and 
discussed at the joint ECE/Eurostat work session on 
migration statistics held in Geneva from 30 September 
to 2 October 1996. That session was attended by 
representatives of 29 ECE member States, Eurostat, 
OECD, UNHCR and the United Nations Statistics 
Division. Taking account of the comments received 
from Governments and of the discussions held at the 
ECE/Eurostat work session on migration statistics, the 
draft recommendations were revised for presentation 
to the Statistical Commission at its twenty-ninth 
session. At that session, the Commission adopted the 
draft revised recommendations after agreeing that a 
number of revisions would be incorporated in the 
text (United Nations, 1997, para. 61). The present 
publication contains the final revised text of the 
recommendations. 

C. CURRENT STATE OF STATISTICS OF

INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION

18. The lack of uniformity among countries in
respect of detennining who is an international migrant
has long been recognized as a key source of incon­
sistency in international migration statistics. Efforts to
identify international migrants in uniform ways date at
least from the first quarter of the twentieth century
when the International Labour Conference, at its
fourth session in 1922, recommended, inter alia, that
each member of ILO should make agreements with
other members providing for the adoption of a uniform



definition of the term "emigrant" and the use of a 
uniform method of recording infonnation regarding 
emigration and immigration (United Nations, 1949, 
chap. V, sect. A (2)). Jn the late 1940s, soon after 
their creation, the Population Commission and the 
Statistical Commission of the United Nations ad­
dressed the issue of producing recommendations on 
international migration statistics. The first set of 
United Nations recommendations was adopted in 1953 
and it centred on the definition of "permanent immi­
grants" as non-residents (both nationals and aliens) 
arriving with the intention to remain for a period 
exceeding a year and of "permanent emigrants" as 
residents (nationals and aliens) intending to remain 
abroad for a period exceeding one year (United 
Nations, 1953). 

19. In 1976, when the 1953 recommendations were
revised for the first time, the first issue discussed was
the use of"resid�nce" to define international migrants.
Thus, the 1976 recommendations state that "an impor­
tant complicating factor in developing a satisfactory
definition of a migrant for statistical purposes is the
close relationship between this term and the concept of
residence in a country. For example, an immigrant
must not currently be a resident of the country he or
she has entered and an emigrant must have been a
resident of the country from which he or she is depart­
ing. The concept of residence, however, is a legal
concept on which there is as yet no consensus among
countries even in regard to the minimum period of
presence in a country needed to determine residence"
(United Nations, 1980a, para. 21).

20. As part of the process leading to the revision of
the 1953 recommendations, the United Nations had
undertaken an analysis of the definitions of interna­
tional migrant used by countries around 1975. The
conclusion reached was that "most of the national
definitions of immigrants and of emigrants supplied in
response to the study of national practices regarding
international migration statistics... did not, in fact,
specify any minimum period of presence in the coun­
try, or absence from it. Moreover, less than 10 coun­
tries included a direct indication of what constituted a
resident in their definition of an emigrant or of what
constituted a non-resident in their definition of an
immigrant. The possibility of securing internationally
comparable migration statistics based on any definition
of a migrant expressed in terms of residents or non-

5 

_ ___:____l 

residents appears, therefore, to be remote at best" 
(United Nations, 1980a, para. 21). 

21. In order to counteract the lack of comparability
arising from the use of undefined terms or of varying
criteria of residence by different countries, the 1976
recommendations defined migrants in terms of actual
and intended periods of presence in, or absence from,
a country. Thus, a "long-term immigrant" was charac­
terized as a person who has entered a country with the
intention of remaining for more than one year and
who either must never have been in that country
continuously for more than one year or, having been
in the country at least once continuously for more than
one year, must have been away continuously for more
than one year since the last stay of more than one year
(United Nations, 1980a, para. 32 (a) (I) and table 2).

22. Although this definition is logically impeccable,
it has several drawbacks. First, it is difficult to grasp
and, in terms of data collection, it demands that
information be obtained not only about the likely
future presence of a person in the receiving country
but also about previous periods of presence or absence
from the country. Second, by demanding that presence
or absence be continuous, it has the potential, if
implemented strictly, to result in biased data. Indeed,
in this era of quick and affordable travel, it is very
likely that mobile individuals, especially those identifi­
able as "international migrants", might not remain
continuously in any given country for more than one
year. Thus, if short trips abroad for holiday or busi­
ness are considered to break a continuous stay in a
country, many persons who have actually moved from
one country to another might not be regarded as "long­
tenn immigrants" according to the definition cited
above. Lastly, by setting the key time limit as "more
than one year" instead of "one year or more", the large
number of persons who move from one country to
another with permissions to stay for only one year and
who stay exactly one year would not be considered
"long-term immigrants" according to a strict imple­
mentation of the above definition.

23. A thorough review of national practices to assess
the extent to which the 1976 recommended defmitions
of long-term immigrants and emigrants have been
implemented has not been carried out. However,
Eurostat in collaboration with ECE undertook a review
of the practices of the 31 member States of EU, EFTA



and ECE. The study revealed that no country imple­
ments strictly the definition of"long-tenn immigrant" 
or "long-term emigrant" as proposed by the United 
Nations. 2 In addition, only 9 out of the 31 countries 
whose practices were reviewed used a year as the 
period of stay determining migrant status and most of 
those 9 used "one year or more" as the identifying 
period instead of the recommended "more than one 
year". The exact way of determining likely period of 
stay also appears to have varied among countries and 
may have depended on the citizenship of the migrant 
involved. In most countries, foreigners were required 
to have residence permits whose duration of validity 
was used to infer likely length of stay. 

24. Bilsborrow and others (1997) have made use
of the data published in issues of the United Nations
Demographic Yearbook to assess the extent to which
statistics of international migration flows have changed
since the adoption of the 1976 recommendations. The
tabulations published present, to the extent possible,
arrival and departure statistics according to the main
categories suggested by the United Nations recommen­
dations, including those of long-term immigrant and
long-term emigrant. Since 1975, two issues of the
Demographic Yearbook (1977 and 1989) have pre­
sented detailed statistics on international migration
flows. Because the 1977 Demographic Yearbook
(United Nations, 1978) reflects the situation just
before the 1976 recommendations were published and
disseminated, and the 1989 Demographic Yearbook
(United Nations, 1991) reflects that after the recom­
mendations had had time to be adopted and imple­
mented, a comparison of their contents provides
indications of the progress made.

25. A review of the evidence by region reveals that
there has been a noticeable deterioration in the avail­
ability of data for African countries. Those providing
overall numbers of arrivals and departures without
identifying long-term migrants declined from 11 to 5
between the 1977 and 1989 issues of the Demographic
Yearbook, and the number producing some data on
long-tenn migration dropped from 18 to 6 between the
two issues. In Latin America and the Caribbean, most
island countries or areas have gathered some informa­
tion on international arrivals and departures, but only
about half of those having data distinguish long-tenn
migrants from the generality of travellers. For the
region as a whole, the number of countries or areas
reporting only overall numbers of arrivals and depar-
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tures increased from 9 to 10 between the 1977 and 
1989 issues of the Demographic Yearbook, whereas 
the number reporting data on long-term migrants 
declined from 19 to 11. Furthermore, only Panama 
and Trinidad and Tobago had virtually uninterrupted 
series on long-term immigrants in 1977 and 1989, and 
only Trinidad and Tobago also had such a series for 
long-term emigrants. On the whole, therefore, the 
availability of flow statistics in Latin America and the 
Caribbean does not seem to have improved between 
the late 1970s and the late 1980s. 

26. In Asia, although the number of countries or
areas reporting statistics on either long-term immi­
grants or long-term emigrants remained virtually
unchanged between the 1977 and 1989 issues of the
Demographic Yearbook, there was a tendency for
countries that had had. such data in 1977 to present
only overall totals in 1989. Fairly complete time­
series of statistics on long-term immigrants were
available for Hong Kong, China; Israel; and Japan, but
data on long-term emigrants were more sparse. ln
Oceania, Australia and New Zealand have consistent
and complete series of statistics on international
migration flows that conform welJ to the definitions of
long-term migration suggested by the United Nations.
For other countries or areas in the region, the availabil­
ity of flow statistics is less consistent and has shown
some tendency to decline over time, especially with
regard to long-term migration. Thus, whereas nine
countries or areas in Oceania reported some data on
long-tenn immigrants in 1977, only four did so in
1989.

27. The present review suggests that even in terms
of mere data availability, the situation in developing
countries bas not improved between the late 1970s and
the late 1980s, and in certain regions there are clear
signs of deterioration. In addition, it is not certain that
the data published by the United Nations actually
conform to the definitions suggested in the 1976
recommendations. Bilsborrow and others (1997)
provide some evidence suggesting that, for a number
of countries, there is little consistency between the
categories reported and the definitions proposed in
the 1976 recommendations. Apparently, countries
continued to gather data on international migration
flows according to their own definitions and then
made minimal adjustments to fit the data into the
categories suggested by the United Nations. In many
instances, however, the differences between national















































































































































































Foreigners admitted for family formation or reunifica­
tion: Foreigners admitted because they are the immedi­
ate relatives of citizens or foreigners already residing in 
the receiving country or because they are the foreign 
fiance(e)s or the foreign adopted children of citizens. 
The definition of immediate relatives varies from country 

to country but it generally includes the spouse and minor 
children of the person concerned. 
Foreigners admitted for humanitarian reasons (other 
than asylum proper or temporary protection): Foreigners 
who are not granted full refugee status but are neverthe­
less admitted for humanitarian reasons because they find 
themselves in refugee-like situations. See also asy/um­
seekers, refugees and foreigners granted temporary 
protected status. 
Foreigners admitted for settlement: Foreign persons 
granted the permission to reside in the receiving country 
without limitations regarding duration of stay or exercise 
of an economic activity. Their dependants, if admitted, 
are also included in this category. 
Foreigners granted temporary protected status: Foreign­
ers who are allowed to stay for a temporary though 
possibly indefinite period because their life would be in 
danger if they were to return to their country of citizen­
ship. See also foreigners seeking asylum. 
Foreigners having the right to free establishment: 
Foreigners who have the right to enter, stay and work 
within the territory of a country other than their own by 
virtue of an agreement or treaty concluded between their 
country of citizenship and the country they enter. 
Foreigners in transit: Persons who arrive in the receiv­
ing country but do not enter it formally because they are 
on their way to another destination. 
Foreigners seeking asylum: A category that encom­
passes both ,persons who are eventually allowed to file an 
application for asylum (asylum-seekers proper) and those 
who do not enter the asylum adjudication system for­
mally but are nevertheless granted the permission to stay 
until they can return safely to their countries of origin 
(that is to say, they become foreigners granted temporary 
protected status). 
Foreigners whose entry or stay is not sanctioned: This 
category includes foreigners who violate the rules of 
admission and stay of the receiving country and are 
deportable, as well as foreign persons attempting to seek 
asylum but who are not allowed to file an application and 
are not pennitted to stay in the receiving country on any 
other grounds. 
Foreigners whose status is regularized: Foreigners whose 
entry or stay has not been sanctioned by the receiving 
State or who have violated the tenns of their admission 
but who are nevertheless allowed to regularize their 
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status. Although most persons regularizing their status 
have already been present in the receiving country for 
some time, their regularization may be taken to represent 
the time of their official admission as international 
migrants. 
Foreign excursionists (also called "same-day visitors"): 
Foreign persons who visit the receiving country for a day 
without spending the night in a collective or private 
accommodation within the country visited. This category 
includes cruise passengers who arrive in a country on a 
cruise ship and return to the ship each night to sleep on 
board as well as crew members who do not spend the 
night in the country. It also includes residents of border 
areas who visit the neighbouring country during the day 
to shop, visit friends or relatives, seek medical treatment, 
or participate in leisure activities. 
Foreign migrant workers: Foreigners admitted by the 
receiving State for the specific purpose of exercising an 
economic activity remunerated from within the receiving 
country. Their length of stay is usually restricted as is 
the type of employment they can hold. 
Foreign military personnel: Foreign military service­
men, officials and advisers stationed in the country. 
Their dependants and domestic employees are sometimes 
allowed to accompany them. 
Foreign population of a country: All persons who have 
that country as country of usual residence and who are 
the citizens of another country. 
Foreign retirees (as settlers): Persons beyond retirement 
age who are granted the right to stay over a long period 
or indefinitely in the territory of a State other than their 
own provided that they have sufficient independent 
income and do not become a charge to that State. 
Foreign settlers: See migrants for settlement. 
Foreign students: Persons admitted by a country other 
than their own, usually under special permits or visas, for 
the specific purpose of following a particular course of 
study in an accredited institution of the receiving coun­

try. 
Foreign tourists: Foreign persons admitted under tourist 
visas (if required) for purposes of leisure, recreation, 
holiday, visits to friends or relatives, health or medical 
treatment, or religious pilgrimage. They must spend at 
least a night in a collective or private accommodation in 
the .receiving country and their duration of stay must not 
surpass 12 months. 
Foreign trainees: Persons admitted by a country other 
than their own to acquire particular skills through on-the­
job training. Foreign trainees are therefore allowed to 
work only in the specific institution or establishment 
providing the training and their length of stay is usually 
restricted. 
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