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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A large number of various types of terrorist
organisations have an active presence in the EU.
Some of them aim at Member States or Third
State targets situated in Member States, whereas
some others who conduct their campaigns
mainly outside the EU, use the EU as their logis-
tical base or for fundraising.

Altogether 498 attacks were carried out in the
EU in 2006.The vast majority of them resulted in
limited material damage and were not intended
to kill. However, the failed attack in Germany
and the foiled London plot demonstrate that
Islamist terrorists also aim at mass casualties.

A total of 706 individuals suspected of terrorism
offences were arrested in 15 Member States in
2006. Investigations into Islamist terrorism are
clearly a priority for Member States’ law enforce-
ment as demonstrated by the number of arrested
suspects reported by Member States.

The small number of suspects arrested for dis-
semination of propaganda may indicate the lack
of legal basis and difficulty in investigating
these types of crimes.

France, Spain and the UK are the countries most
severely affected by terrorism as concluded
from the number of terrorist attacks and arrested
suspects as well as the average penalties handed
out by the courts.

Islamist Terrorism

Along with the failed terrorist attack that took
place in Germany, Denmark and the UK each
reported one attempted terrorist attack in
2006. No further information on prevented or
disrupted Islamist terrorist attacks was made

available by the Member States’ law enforce-
ment authorities.

The London airplane plot and the trolley bomb
case of Germany targeted civilians and trans-
portation infrastructure in Member States. The
radicalisation process of the suspects in these
cases is reported to have been rapid.

The weapon of choice of Islamist terrorists are
Improvised Explosive Devices made with home-
made explosives. The cases reported by the UK
and Denmark involved the use of Triacetone
Triperoxide (TATP), a highly volatile explosive
the use of which requires a certain degree of
expertise.

Half of all the terrorism arrests were related to
Islamist terrorism. France, Spain, Italy and the
Netherlands had the highest number of arrests
of Islamist terrorist suspects. The majority of the
arrested suspects were born in Algeria, Morocco
and Tunisia and had loose affiliations to North
African terrorist groups, such as the Moroccan
Islamic Combatant Group and the Salafist Group
for Preaching and Combat.

However, the suspects involved in the foiled
plots reported by the UK and Denmark were
born or raised in a Member State. Converts, who
had been radicalised in Europe, were involved in
both cases.

The frequency of video statements by members
of the original al-Qaeda leadership and other
Islamist terrorists shows a marked increase. The
propaganda is of greater sophistication, of high
quality and more professional. English is used
more often, either in direct speech or in subtitles,
allowing potential access to a wider audience

TE-SAT
2007

/10



TE-SAT
2007

than previous publications in Arabic. These
facts may point to a coordinated global media
offensive from Islamist terrorists.

Ethno-Nationalist and Separatist
Terrorism

In 2006, separatist terrorists carried out 424
attacks in the EU. The Member States most
affected were France — with 60 percent of the
attacks — and Spain. Attacks were, for the most
part, limited to the Basque regions and Corsica.

Five attacks took place in the UK and one in
Ireland. No group claimed responsibility for
these attacks.

After the unilateral cease fire declared in March
2006, Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (ETA) mainly used
Taldes Y to carry out a high number of low inten-
sity attacks to maintain pressure on the Spanish
government and to demonstrate to its supporters
its determination to fight for its goals. However,
the attack at the Madrid airport on 30 December
2006 by ETA resulted in casualties and injuries.
ETA has not only maintained but also rebuilt its
capabilities to strike with well-prepared, organ-
ised and coordinated attacks against high pro-
file targets.

Separatist terrorists in Corsica carried out a
very high number of low intensity attacks
resulting mainly in limited material damage.
Only six percent of the attacks were committed
against governmental targets. Although Cor-
sican separatists have not directly tried to kill
people, the volume of attacks may increase the
risk of casualties.

The rise of fundraising activities by the PKK in

the EU is related to the escalation of the terrorist
campaign of Kurdish terrorists in Turkey.

Left-Wing and Anarchist Terrorism

In 2006, left-wing and anarchist terrorists carried
out 55 attacks in the EU. Their campaigns mainly
targeted Greece, Italy, Spain and Germany.

Left-wing and anarchist terrorists carried out a
relatively high number of low-intensity attacks
which resulted in limited material damage
against business and governmental targets. A
minority of the attacks, however, were intended
to kill or injure.

A variety of left-wing and anarchist terrorist
groups are active mostly in Germany, Greece, Italy
and Spain. In Greece, the number of terrorist
attacks rose rapidly towards the end of 2006.

Left-wing and anarchist terrorist attacks are
motivated by domestic politics but they are also
perpetrated as a part of wider international
campaigns; for instance, the G8 Summit 2007
that still has to be held has already been the
target of left-wing and anarchist terrorists.

Right-Wing Terrorism
Right-wing violence is mainly investigated as

right-wing extremism and not as right-wing
terrorism.

Although violent acts perpetrated by right-wing
extremists and terrorists may appear sporadic
and situational, right-wing extremist activities
are organised and transnational. For instance,
details regarding possible targets are collected
and disseminated on the Internet.
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1. FOREWORD BY THE DIRECTOR

The TE-SAT 2007 is the
fifth edition of the EU
Terrorism Situation and
Trend Report. However,
this edition is the very
first ‘Europol TE-SAT; as it
is the first TE-SAT pro-
duced after the Council
of the European Union
delegated to Europol the
power to approve the
final version of the report. After the EU Organi-
sed Crime Threat Assessment (OCTA), this is the
second major public awareness product for
which Europol assumes full responsibility. This
formal change was accompanied by a methodo-
logical reorientation. In the beginning of 2006,
Europol proposed to widen the data collection
for the TE-SAT in order to enhance the quality of
the report and to make it a better awareness
tool for decision makers.

Terrorism is not a new phenomenon in the EU.
Nevertheless, in the twenty-first century, the
threat posed by terrorism to Member States is
more serious than ever. The attacks in Madrid in
2004 and in London in 2005 resulted in mass
casualties, and the failed bomb attacks in
Germany, together with a considerable number
of plots disrupted in 2006, are a strong reminder
that this threat prevails.

Virtually all terrorist activities are transnational.
Therefore, counter-terrorism in the EU is a matter
of solidarity. As stated on many different occa-
sions in the past, effective counter-terrorism in
the EU requires increased information exchange,

cooperation and coordination between Member
States’ competent authorities. In addition to
this, we need to have a common assessment of
the situation to be able to counter terrorism in a
joint effort and to find more effective responses.

The challenge in understanding terrorism as a
phenomenon is not the lack of information, but
rather the huge amount and varying quality of
information publicly available. The TE-SAT
2007 provides an overview of the phenome-
non of terrorism in the EU from the law
enforcement perspective. We believe that this
approach provides a solid basis for decision
making, since terrorism inevitably involves the
commission of violent crimes and other crimi-
nal activities. Consequently, the investigation,
trial and punishment of the perpetrators and
their accomplices, irrespective of their motive,
are clearly a matter for the criminal justice sys-
tem. The TE-SAT 2007 establishes the basic
facts and figures regarding terrorism in the EU
based on the Member States’reporting on crimi-
nal investigations into terrorism and the prose-
cution and convictions for terrorist offences.

The methodology of the TE-SAT 2007 was
developed in consultation with the Finnish and
German Presidencies, Eurojust and SITCEN.
Europol is grateful to their support and valuable
contribution. | would also like to thank the Mem-
ber States and Eurojust for the quantity and the
quality of the data provided to Europol for the
TE-SAT 2007.

Max-Peter Ratzel
Director of Europol
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2. INTRODUCTION

The EU Terrorism Situation and Trend Report
(TE-SAT) was established as a reporting mecha-
nism from the Terrorism Working Party (TWP) to
the European Parliament in the aftermath of the
9/11 attacks in 2001. Four editions of the TE-SAT
have been presented to date by the
Presidencies “based on a file and on the analyses
supplied by Europol” from Member States’ con-
tributions.!

In the beginning of 2006, Europol proposed to
widen the data collection for the TE-SAT in order
to enhance the quality of the report. The pro-
posal was endorsed by the Justice and Home
Affairs Council on 1 and 2 June 2006. This TE-SAT
follows the new methodology developed by
Europol in consultation with the Finnish and
German Presidencies, Eurojust and SITCEN.

According to ENFOPOL 65 (8196/2/06), the
TE-SAT is an unclassified annual document
which provides information on the phenome-
non of terrorism in the EU. The phenomenon of
terrorism is discussed in the TE-SAT 2007 from
the law enforcement point of view as a ‘crime’
although, admittedly, terrorism is fundamentally
a political phenomenon driven by political
motives and oriented toward political ends.

As an analytical report, the TE-SAT is a situation

report. It describes the outward manifestations
of terrorism i.e. terrorist attacks and activities. It

T ENFOPOL 41 REV 2 (8466/2/01).

neither attempts to analyse the root causes of
terrorism nor to assess the threat posed by ter-
rorism. Furthermore, the TE-SAT does not assess
the impact or effectiveness of counter-terrorism
policies and law enforcement measures taken,
despite the fact that they form an important
part of the phenomenon.

The TE-SAT 2007 is an EU report and as such
aims at providing an overview of the situation in
the EU instead of describing the situation in sin-
gle Member States as was the case in earlier edi-
tions of the TE-SAT. It seeks to establish basic
facts and figures regarding terrorist attacks and
activities in the EU.

The TE-SAT is, however, also a trend report. Since
a trend can be defined as“a general tendency in
the way a situation is changing or developing;
the TE-SAT is a forward-looking report, which is
why the first issue of the Europol TE-SAT is called
TE-SAT 2007. However, due to changes in the
methodology, it is difficult to compare the find-
ings of the TE-SAT 2007 to earlier editions of the
TE-SAT and establish trends.

The TE-SAT is based mainly on information con-
tributed by the Member States concerning and
resulting from criminal investigations into ter-
rorism offences. The TE-SAT does not contain
information which is classified or which could
jeopardise ongoing investigations.
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3. TE-SAT 2007 METHODOLOGY

3.1. Definitions
Terrorism

Terrorism is not an ideology or movement, but a
tactic or a method for attaining political goals.
This view is also reflected in the Council
Framework Decision of 13 June 2002 on
Combating Terrorism (2002/275/JHA)2.  All
Member States had to align their national legis-
lation with this Framework Decision by 31
December 2002. According to the EU Action
Plan on Combating Terrorism of 13 February
2006, most Member States apart from Slovakia,
Austria, Cyprus and the Czech Republic have
adapted their national legislation. New legisla-
tive procedures are in preparation for in all four
Member States.?

Before the adoption of the Framework Decision,
seven Member States had specific legislation in
the field of counterterrorism, namely France,
Germany, Italy, Portugal, Greece, Spain and the
United Kingdom. In the other countries, ordi-
nary criminal law was used to prosecute these
types of crimes.* The legal situation with regard
to the implementation of the Framework
Decision in the eight Member States which pro-
vided information on convictions to Eurojust is
described in Annex 3.

Even if Member States approximated their
national legislation fully in this respect, Article
1 of the Framework Decision includes subjec-
tive elements such as the impact of the act

3 Eurojust’s contribution to the TE-SAT 2007.
4 Eurojust’s contribution to the TE-SAT 2007.

concerned, which are open to interpretation.
For practical reasons, the data collected for
the TE-SAT 2007 relies on Member States’
definitions of terrorist offences.

The TE-SAT 2007 focuses on terrorism only.
Extremism as a phenomenon may be related to
terrorism and exhibit similar behavioural pat-
terns. Although all terrorists are extremists, not
all extremists are terrorists. Extremism does not
necessarily include the use of violence with the
intention of, for instance, seriously destabilise or
destroy the fundamental political, constitution-
al, economic or social structures of a country as
required for a terrorist offence under Member
States’ national laws. Politically motivated vio-
lent acts and other crimes committed, for
instance, by right-wing or animal rights extrem-
ists are thus not included in the TE-SAT data col-
lection unless reported as terrorist activities by
Member States.

Types of Terrorism

Most statistical reports on terrorism make a dis-
tinction between international and domestic
terrorism. International or transnational terror-
ism refers to terrorist activities in more than one
country, while domestic terrorism is confined
within the borders of one country, sometimes
within a particular locality in the country® In
addressing domestic terrorism, a country can be
self-reliant if it possesses sufficient resources,
whereas in the case of transnational terrorism,

An outline of this Council Decision is included in the Annex 2.

5 See Wilkinson, Paul (2000) Terrorism versus Democracy. The Liberal State Response, p. 19.
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countries’ counter-terrorism policies are interde-
pendent. Since it was not always possible to
determine whether terrorist attacks or activities
were transnational or domestic from the basis of
the reported cases, it was decided not to use this
typology in this report. It should be noted that
almost all terrorist campaigns are transnational;
terrorists may seek inspiration and resources —
financing, weapons and expertise — where avail-
able, also outside their own geographical area of
influence.

Types of terrorist organisations in the TE-SAT are
categorised by their source of motivation.This is,
however, not an easy task as many groups have
a mixture of motivating ideologies, although
usually one ideology or motivation dominates.

The choice of categories used in the TE-SAT is
pragmatic and reflects the current situation in
the EU. The categories are not necessarily mutu-
ally exclusive.

Islamist terrorism is motivated either in whole
or in part by an extreme interpretation of Islam
and the use of violence is regarded by its practi-
tioners as a divine duty or sacramental act.®

Ethno-nationalist and separatist terrorist
groups, such as Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (ETA) and
the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK) which renamed
itself Kongra-Gel in 2003, seek international
recognition and political self-determination.
They are usually motivated by nationalism, eth-
nicity and religion.

Left-wing terrorist groups, such as the
Revolutionary People’s Liberation Army (DHKP-C),
seek to change the entire political social and
economic system to an extreme left model and
their ideology is often revolutionary Marxist-
Leninist. The agenda of anarchist terrorist
groups, such as the Unofficial Anarchist Fede-
ration (Federazione Anarchica Informale, FAl), is
usually revolutionary, anti-capitalist and antiau-
thoritarian. For practical reasons, the activities
of left-wing and anarchist terrorist groups are
discussed in the same chapter of this report.

Right-wing terrorist groups seek to change
the entire political social and economic system
to an extreme right model. The ideological roots
of European right-wing terrorism can usually be
traced back to National Socialism.”

3.2.TE-SAT 2007 Data

The data collection for the TE-SAT covered ter-
rorist attacks and activities in the EU and terror-
ist attacks outside the EU, in which EU interests
were affected. In addition, Eurojust collected
data on prosecutions and convictions for terror-
ist offences in Member States.

The data collection of terrorist attacks impac-
ting on EU interests outside the EU was not
comprehensive. The distinction between at-
tacks related to insurgency, terrorism and even
organised crime is becoming increasingly
blurred in Afghanistan and Iraq. Furthermore
and as an example, some EU-based internation-
al companies are being targeted more or less
regularly in certain regions. Since it was not
always possible to verify the motivation of
these attacks, they were not included in the
data collected by Europol unless clearly perpe-
trated by terrorists.

Because of the change in the reporting period,
the data collection covered not only 2006, but
also the period of October-December 2005.

Europol extracted quantitative TE-SAT data on
terrorist attacks and activities as well as on
arrested suspects from reports on terrorist inci-
dents contributed by the Member States. As
requested by Belgium, Belgian data originates
mainly from the Monthly Bulletins of the Federal
Police. The processed data was cross-checked
and, in case of gaps, complemented by open
source data.

+ The data regarding terrorist attacks was
cross-checked with the RAND Incident
Database® as made available by the MIPT
Terrorism Knowledge Base (see for more
information www.tkb.org).

§  Compare to Hoffman, Bruce (2006) Inside Terrorism, pp. 83 and 89-97.
7 Their American counterparts, white supremacist groups, are often categorised as religious terrorists. See

Hoffman, Bruce (2006) Inside Terrorism, p. 237.

8  The RAND Incident Database is regarded as one of the best resources in the world and is widely used in ter-

rorism research.
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+ The data regarding terrorist activities and
arrested suspects was cross-checked with
open source data systematically monitored,
collected and processed by Europol’s
Counter-Terrorism Unit.

After this, Europol requested Member States to
validate their own national data.

Thirteen Member States also provided Europol
with qualitative data on terrorist attacks and
activities.

Eurojust collected data based on the Council
Decision on the Exchange of Information and
Cooperation Concerning Terrorist Offences
(2005/671/JHA)?, according to which Member
States are obliged to collect all relevant informa-
tion concerning prosecutions and convictions
for terrorist offences and send it to Eurojust. A
questionnaire was produced at the end of 2006
asking for details on convictions related to ter-
rorism including, among others, the crimes with
which the suspects were charged, the crimes for
which they were sentenced and the penalty
imposed.Twenty-three Member States respond-
ed to the questionnaire. Part of the national data
was collected at Eurojust through an analysis of
the court rulings.’®

Eight Member States provided Eurojust with
information on cases in their national courts.
The UK provided information only on a small
number of high-profile cases. Luxemburg,
Poland, Latvia, Estonia, Hungary, Finland, Austria,
the Czech Republic, Denmark, Lithuania, Malta,
Portugal, Slovakia and Slovenia reported having
had no cases. Ireland reported having had
cases, but could provide no details as yet. No
response was received from Greece and Cyprus.
Although the data is not complete, Member
States mostly affected by terrorist offences pro-
vided their contribution.!

The abovementioned Council Decision also
obliges Member States to collect all relevant
information concerning and resulting from
criminal investigations conducted by their law

enforcement authorities with respect to terrorist
offences and send it to Europol. This informa-
tion facilitates Europol’s data collection for the
TE-SAT only to a limited extent, as the TE-SAT
does not contain information that may jeopar-
dise ongoing investigations.

The collected data for October-December 2005
and for the year 2006 concerned a total of 549
attacks, 128 terrorist activities, 810 arrested sus-
pects and 303 trials in the EU. It should be noted
that the arrests and convictions were not neces-
sarily related to terrorist offences that took place
during the reporting period.

Gaps in the data collected by Europol may be
due to the fact that the investigations into the
terrorist attack or activities concerned are still
ongoing. Itis also known that terrorist activities
are not always investigated as terrorist offences.
Furthermore, it seems likely that terrorist attacks
and activities with perceived low and/or local
impact are underreported to Europol. Since
only the ‘most spectacular’ cases — particularly
regarding terrorist activities - end up in the
media, it is impossible to track these investiga-
tions via open sources monitoring and include
them in the data.

As stated before, criminal investigations into
extremist activities were neither reported to nor
collected by Europol.

The level of detail in Member States’ reporting
on terrorist attacks, activities and arrests varied
from complete national statistics to general
descriptions of the situation. For instance, there
were instances where an attack was reported,
but not the number of casualties or fatalities, or
the number of suspects arrested in a major
operation was given, but no further details
regarding the age or nationality were made
available.

The data contributed to the TE-SAT by France
and Spain is very detailed and complete, but
the French data did not cover October-
December 2005. The UK was unable to give full

9  The deadline for the implementation was 30 June 2006.

0 Eurojust’s contribution to the TE-SAT 2007.
" Eurojust’s contribution to the TE-SAT 2007.
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data due to legal restrictions. For instance, no
details regarding arrested suspects could be
made available as the UK does not provide sta-
tistics on cases that are awaiting trial.

The description and analysis of Islamist activities
on the Internet is mainly based on the data col-
lected by the monitoring of Islamists’ communi-
cation methods launched in October 2004
within the Counter-Terrorism Task Force.

Both quantitative and qualitative Member Sta-
tes’ data on terrorist attacks and activities was
collected. Terrorism is not mass or collective

12

Terrorism in Context.

violence but rather the direct activity of small
groups, however popular these groups may be.
Even if supported by a larger organisation, the
number of active militants who engage in ter-
rorism is usually small.”?> However, some aspects
of the phenomenon such as attacks and arrest-
ed suspects can also be analysed with the use of
quantitative research methods. Due to the rela-
tively small number of investigations into terror-
ist activities reported by Member States, terror-
ist activities are analysed and described mainly
with the help of qualitative data although quan-
titative data was collected to support analytical
work.

Crenshaw, Martha (2003) Thoughts on Relating Terrorism to Historical Contexts, p.4.In Crenshaw, Martha (ed.)
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4, OVERVIEW OF THE SITUATION IN THE EU

4.1, Terrorist Attacks

Eleven Member States were targeted by 498
terrorist attacks in 2006. During October-
December 2005, 51 terrorist attacks were car-
ried out in the EU. Despite the high number of
terrorist attacks, the vast majority of them
resulted only in material damage and were not
intended to kill.

There were no successful Islamist terrorist
attacks in the EU in 2006. However, a coordinat-
ed but ultimately failed attack aimed at mass
casualties took place in Germany.

The vast majority of terrorist attacks were per-
petrated by separatist terrorist groups target-
ing France and Spain. In France, 283 attacks
took place in Corsica in 2006. In Spain, despite

the truce declared by ETA in March 2006, sepa-
ratist groups perpetrated 136 attacks, mainly in
the Basque region. Only the attack at the Mad-
rid airport on 30 December 2006 resulted in
casualties.

Left-wing and anarchist terrorist groups cam-
paigned mostly in Greece, Italy, Spain and
Germany. None of the attacks resulted in casu-
alties, but some of them were intended to kill.

Despite Member States’ reports on incidents
involving extreme right-wing violence, only one
incident was reported as a terrorist attack in
2006.

The Member States reported criminal inves-
tigations into 59 different terrorist groups.
Of these, nine were on the EU list of terrorist

Member State Islamist Separatist Left-Wing Right-Wing Othel:/!\lot
Specified
Austria [ [ ] 0 1 1
Belgium [ 0 0 0 1 1
France 0 283 0 11 294
Germany 1 0 10 [ 2 13
Greece 0 0 25 0 0 25
Ireland ] 1 0 0 [ 1
Italy [ (] 11 0 0 11
Poland ] ] 0 1 0 1
Portugal [ ] 1 0 0 1
Spain [ 136 8 0 1 145
UK 0 4 v} v} 1 5
Total 1 424 55 1 17 498

FIGURE 1:Terrorist Attacks in 2006 by Type of Terrorism
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organisations.’ One third of the terrorist orga-
nisations investigated also conduct campaigns
outside the EU.

4.2, Arrested Suspects

A total of 706 individuals suspected of terrorism
offences were arrested in 15 Member States in
2006.

Despite the small number of Islamist terrorist
attacks in the EU, half of the arrests carried out
were related to Islamist terrorism (figure 2).
France, Spain, Italy and the Netherlands had the
highest number of arrests of Islamist terrorist
suspects.’®

A high number of people — 188 — were arrested
in France suspected of separatism. Sixty percent

Member State [HETTE Separatist
Austria v} 1
Belgium 1 0
Denmark 9 0
France 139 188
Germany 11 4
Ireland [ 4
Italy 34 0
Luxembourg 1
The Netherlands 0
Poland 0
Slovakia (0]
Spain 51 28
Sweden 3 0]
UK _ -
Total 257 226

of them were related to investigations into ter-
rorist attacks.

Only seven percent of the arrests were related to
left-wing and anarchist terrorism, a fact which
may indicate that these groups are not perceived
as a major threat and a priority by Member
States’ law enforcement for the time being.

Thirty-two percent of the arrested individuals
(N=550)"> were suspected of either prepara-
tion of or involvement in a terrorist attack (fi-
gure 1). Forty-one percent of the arrested indi-
viduals (N=550) were suspected of being
members of a terrorist organisation. Half of
them were linked to a terrorist organisation
that could be specified. Only five of these or-
ganisations were on the EU list of terrorist
organisations.

Left-Wing Right-Wing
] 0 1
1 12 14
o] (] 6
15 o] 342
] 20
0 o] 4
25 ] 59
0 o] 1
0 ]
0 3
o] (]
6 0 85
o] o] 3
— _ 156
52 15 706

FIGURE 2: Arrested Terrorism Suspects in 2006 by Type of Terrorism

13 Council Common Position 2006/231/CFSP of 20 March 2006 Updating Common Position 2001/931/CFSP on
the Application of Specific Measures to Combat Terrorism and Repealing Common Position 2005/936/CFSP.

in the UK is among the highest in the EU.

Based on open sources reporting, it seems that the number of arrests made in relation to Islamist terrorism

UK arrests are excluded as no details were made available.
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Other most common suspected terrorist activities
included financing of terrorism and facilitation
such as falsification of documents, organisation
of travel and provision of safe houses. The small
amount of arrests related to the production
and dissemination of propaganda indicates the
lack of legal basis and the difficulty in investigat-
ing this type of cases as, on many occasions, the
suspected criminal activities take place on the
Internet.

Gender EU NEU Unknown Total

Female 71 16 13 100
Male 51 35 14 100
Unknown 4 8 88 100
Total 52 31 17 100

FIGURE 4: Nationalities of Arrested Suspects by
Gender

Almost half of the arrested suspects were EU
citizens (figure 4). It should be noted that in
seventeen percent of the cases the nationality
of the suspect was not reported. 70 percent of
female suspects were EU citizens. Almost all
suspects coming from outside the EU were
men.

The age of the arrested suspects ranged
between 17 and 76. The average age is 36 years.
However, two thirds of them were aged bet-

tions mainly relate to events which occurred
before the timeframe of the TE-SAT 2007."7

Member State 2005 2006 Total

Belgium 0 24 24
France (0] 21 21
Germany 0] 16 16
Italy 7 0 7
Spain 51 154 205
Sweden 2 3 5
The Netherlands 1 20 21
UK 1 3 4
Total 63 240 303

FIGURE 5: Individuals Tried for Terrorism Charges

The total of 46 acquittals is to be viewed in rela-
tion to the total of 303 persons tried in the rele-
vant timeframe (figure 6).'® The percentage of
acquittals is relatively high in the Netherlands,
where six of the 21 persons tried were acquitted.
This may be seen in relation to the fact that, for
the first time ever, the Dutch prosecution
authorities prosecuted two groups - of 14 and
six individuals, respectively — in two separate
proceedings on the charge of membership of
a criminal and terrorist organisation and on the
charge of preparing for an armed attack and
recruiting for the jihad. Not all members of the

6 The UK provided an overview of high profile cases and not the total number of cases.

7 Eurojust’s contribution to the TE-SAT 2007.

'8 Information on appeals pending is not always available, so these convictions and acquittals may not yet be

final.
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