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AGM

The AGM was held on Saturday 8th October 2016.  The executive committee was elected. 
The following motion was passed.

ICP calls on the government to take no further part in naval operations in the Mediterranean 
after the return of the LE Samuel Beckett, as it is effectively aiding the invasion of the EU 
and is therefore fundamentally contradictory to the role of Irish forces.

Submission on Public  Consultation on a Review of Ireland’s Immigration Policy for 
non-EEA retirees who wish to retire to Ireland

Last October the Department of Justice, which already operated an informal scheme to allow 
non-EU  retirees  to  Ireland,  decided  to  put  the  scheme  on  a  formal  footing  and  invited 
submissions on their draft scheme.  Below is ICP’s submission:-

ICP would consider that two principles should apply in Ireland’s immigration policy. Firstly, 
over  the  last  15/20  years,  as  many  commentators  have  acknowledged,  Ireland  has  seen 
immigration at “a speed and rate which is unprecedented”, bringing us to a current 12% of 
non-nationals in our population. Considering this, further immigration should be limited to 
what is claimed to be necessary, such as, in the medium term, health professionals, until we 
can manage to retain our own, and IT specialists until we are producing sufficient ourselves. 
The scheme very obviously breaches that principle.

Secondly,  that  when reasonable  regulations  have  been established,  there  should  not  be  a 
pathetic softening of them at the first cry of complaint, of which there will always be many.

Previous examples are the introduction of the 2004 Student Probationary Extension just after 
new Student Visa rules had been, not only established, but implemented with sensitivity, and 
the giving of leave to remain to thousands who have failed the protection system.

The  scheme  is  another  example  of  this.  As  recently  as  March  2015  regulations  were 
published.  Now,  because  an  American  in  Kenmare  manages  to  get  media  attention  and 
because of two online petitions from people who have no claim on our consideration, the 
Department rushes to soften its stance. 

As the consultation document says ( p.3), “Of particular concern would be the potential cost 
and availability of nursing home care.” Our current shortage of nursing home placements is 
not likely to change.  There will inevitably be a cohort from the proposed retirees who will 
eventually find themselves requiring nursing home care. Every placement taken up is one 
unavailable to another claimant.



Interestingly, on p.4 of the document ( Par.1)  it is said that some attention needs to be paid to 
”the region of the country in which they propose to reside”. The document never returns to 
this issue and it is hard to see how it could. It must be said, however, that someone in their  
60’s is likely to choose a home in a pretty ,coastal or quiet, rural spot, and in their 70’s realise  
that  a  more  urban  location  with  nearer  facilities  is  needed,  putting  further  pressure  on 
accommodation which is already a massive problem.

NOTWITHSTANDING the above, since a scheme already exists and there is obviously no 
intention of scrapping it:- 
ICP does not  oppose the recommendations proposed, on the strict  understanding that the 
proposed conditions are rigorously applied. That is:-
That the quota of 200 not be exceeded (it is arguably generous in that it doubles the current 
rate of application).
That the scheme be limited to those who can show a close connection to Ireland.
That the conditions relating to health be maintained.
That preclearance be required.
The scheme should be monitored on an ongoing basis, particularly for its impact on nursing 
home places.

Conference

Two members of the committee attended an EMN Ireland conference “Responding to the 
refugee crisis” on December 15th.

Immigration and the   A  ccommodation   C  risis  

Discussion on the severe accommodation crisis has been all about “lack of supply”.  There 
has been essentially no acknowledgment of the demand side of the problem.  The only voice 
to acknowledge the demand pressure that immigration puts on accommodation has been the 
economist, Dan O’Brien. In an article in the Irish Independent some months ago he suggested 
that we might need to restrain immigration temporarily to address this issue.

We are still packing the country with immigrants through work permits, student visas and of 
course, EU migrants. To this of course, must be added refugees, including these we have 
agreed to take outside of the normal protection (asylum) process.  Last year, 7,691 new work 
permits were issued.  This was up from 6,076 in 2015.

Recent cases of houses being effectively used as hostels by being stuffed with overcrowded 
tenants have focussed some belated attention on this pressure.  In relation to EU migration 
another economist, David McWilliams, on 17th August 2016, in the Irish Independent, had a 
startling article on Croatian immigration to Ireland.

On a holiday to Croatia last summer, he found that a very popular song in Croatia at the time  
was “Irska”, Ireland.  It was about “escaping the scarcity of Croatia for the abundance of 
Dublin, via Ryanair”.  According to the Croatian press 10,000 young Croatians had emigrated 
to Ireland since Croatia entered the EU in 2013.  The video of the song has been posted on 
the homepage of our website. 



Immigration Service Overwhelmed

To  add  to  already  existing  pressures,  our  immigration  service  is  now  described  as 
“overwhelmed” because of the impact of a ruling of the European Court of Justice, called the 
Surinder Singh ruling.  This says that any EU citizen availing of the right of free movement 
within the EU may be joined by their non-EU spouse.

The difficulty arises from a UK rule that says that to bring in your non-EU spouse you must 
be earning over £18,000.  This is so that your spouse will not be a burden on the state. 

If a UK citizen lives in Ireland or another EU state and moves back to Britain, they can bring 
that spouse with them.  This is being availed of by UK citizens genuinely coming to live in 
Ireland with their spouse for a time, or fraudulently arranging “proof of residence” in Ireland 
for a fee of up to £25,000.

Our immigration service must deal with this paperwork and because Ireland is being, legally 
and illegally, used for this purpose, the number of visa applications has soared. 

Britain introduced the £18,000 level in 2012.  In 2013 INIS received 663 applications for 
visas for non-EU spouses.  By 2015 the number was 10,062. There is a massive backlog. 
One case which went to court in October 2016 resulted in a ruling that the delay in processing 
was unacceptable and INIS must process the application in six weeks from the time of the 
judgement.  The ruling may impact on many other cases.

This  raises  the  question  of  the  impact  of  the  EU  on  immigration.  When  ICP was 
founded in January 1998 the EU did not seem to impact on immigration. 

Developments since have changed that greatly.

The EU enlargement, in 2004 and subsequently, has meant EU immigration to Ireland has 
rocketed.  Notwithstanding our opt-out on immigration and asylum in the Amsterdam Treaty, 
EU pressure, and the weakness of our politicians in relation to it, has meant our agreeing to 
accept 4,000 in the current migrant crisis. The Surinder Singh ruling is a further example of 
the EU having a migration impact. 

Calais

The  government,  yielding  to  pressure  from a  vocal  minority,  agreed  without  debate,  on 
November 10th, 2016, to take up to 200 unaccompanied minors, previously at the Calais camp 
in France.  It is a fact that:
Such people were in a safe country, but brazenly asserting their “right” to proceed to Britain.
According to French sources, 20% of those claiming to be unaccompanied minors are, in fact,  
adults.  
The estimated cost of caring for each individual is €250,000 per annum!  
Social  workers  will  have  to  be allocated  to  them, though we are already short  of  social 
workers, with many of our own children waiting, with no social worker allocated to them. 



Immigration in Ireland: Annual Review 2016

The above review has just been published.  Members can Google the heading above to see 
the full report.  
Some data from it:

10,044 people became Irish citizens in 2016.  

* The number of citizens from non-EU countries living legally here at the end of 2016 rose to 
approximately 115,000 compared to 114,000 at the end of 2015.  
The top five registered nationalities, which account for over 48.5%, are 
Brazil (13.2%)
India (12.2%)
China (9.2%)
USA (7.9%)
Pakistan (6%)

* There were 95,701 registrations of non-EEA nationals in 2016.  Over 39,000 of these were 
first time registrations, i.e. entering the country for the first time.  

448 people were deported (failed asylum seekers and illegal immigrants).  
There were 187 voluntary returns.

A welcome control improvement is that since November 2016 an automated connection to 
Interpol’s Lost and Stolen Travel Documents database was rolled out.  A number of people 
(no figure given) were refused entry to the state on the basis of an alert having been triggered 
on the system.

Asylum Applications:

2,244 asylum applications were received in 2016 as compared to 3,276 in 2015 equating to a 
32% decrease.  The decrease is due, almost exclusively, to the reduction in applications from 
Pakistan and Bangladesh, with many such applications showing previous immigration history 
in the UK. (Their visas were coming to an end and they came to Ireland.  Making an asylum 
claim gave them some time to possibly come up with some stratagem to remain).  
The top 5 countries for asylum applications were Syria, Pakistan, Albania, Zimbabwe and 
Nigeria. 

The report says that at this stage very few people in direct provision have been there over 5 
years.  This, it says, is due to “a concerted effort to process such cases during 2016”. 
This is code for what was, in effect, an amnesty, arising from the recommendations of 
the Working Group on Direct Provision.

* On the face of it,  these two figures seem to conflict.   We are in the course of seeking 
clarification from INIS. 
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