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Chinese labourers work on the transcontinental railroad crossing the Missouri River in 
Missouri (1870)
Source. https://www.scmp.com/lifestyle/arts-culture/article/3013784/chinese-workers-
who-built-american-railway-and-their-history



Essex lorry deaths: Vietnam police charge seven over role in 
trafficking, (PA MEDIA)



Police in Vietnam have charged seven people in connection 
with the deaths of 39 migrants whose bodies were discovered 
in the back of a lorry in the UK in 2019, authorities said late on 
Thursday.

The victims, who included two 15-year-old boys, were mostly 
from two provinces in north-central Vietnam, where
 poor job prospects, 
 encouragement by authorities, 
 smuggling gangs
 and environmental issues 
have fuelled migration.

Source. Guardian



Essex lorry deaths: Vietnam police charge seven over 
role in trafficking

Police say one migrant was charged $22,000 before 
being taken to China, France and then the UK



ESTIMATES

At any given time in 2016, an estimated 40.3 million people are 
in modern slavery, including 24.9 million in forced labour and 
15.4 million in forced marriage.

It means there are 5.4 victims of modern slavery for every 
1,000 people in the world.

1 in 4 victims of modern slavery are children.

Source: Global Estimates of Modern Slavery: Forced Labour and 
Forced Marriage , Geneva, September 2017. ILO



ESTIMATES

Out of the 24.9 million people trapped in forced labour, 16 
million people are exploited in the private sector such as 
domestic work, construction or agriculture; 4.8 million persons 
in forced sexual exploitation, and 4 million persons in forced 
labour imposed by state authorities.

Women and girls are disproportionately affected by forced 
labour, accounting for 99% of victims in the commercial sex 
industry, and 58% in other sectors: 

Source: Global Estimates of Modern Slavery: Forced Labour and 
Forced Marriage , Geneva, September 2017. ILO
. 



TFEU
(Article 83.1) 

EU Charter of 
Fundamental 
Rights (Article 

5.3)



Article 5.3 Charter of Fundamental Rights.

Prohibition of slavery and forced labour

1.   No one shall be held in slavery or servitude.

2.   No one shall be required to perform forced or compulsory 
labour.

3.   Trafficking in human beings is prohibited.



TFEU
(Article 83.1)
The European Parliament and the Council may, by means of 
directives adopted in accordance with the ordinary legislative 
procedure, establish minimum rules concerning the definition 
of criminal offences and sanctions in the areas of particularly 
serious crime with a cross-border dimension resulting from the 
nature or impact of such offences or from a special need to 
combat them on a common basis.



These areas of crime are the following: terrorism, trafficking in 
human beings and sexual exploitation of women and children,
illicit drug trafficking, illicit arms trafficking, money laundering, 
corruption, counterfeiting of means of payment, computer 
crime and organised crime
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DIRECTIVE (EU) 
2018/1673 OF THE 

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 
AND OF THE COUNCIL

of 23 October 2018

on combating money 
laundering by criminal 

law

DIRECTIVE 2012/29/EU OF 
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 

AND OF THE COUNCIL

of 25 October 2012

establishing minimum 
standards on the rights, 

support and protection of 
victims of crime, and replacing 

Council Framework Decision 
2001/220/JHA



Directive 2011/36/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 5 April 2011 on preventing and combating trafficking 
in human beings and protecting its victims

 In this context, action should be pursued in third countries
of origin and transfer of victims, with a view to raising
awareness, reducing vulnerability, supporting and assisting
victims, fighting the root causes of trafficking and
supporting those third countries in developing appropriate
anti-trafficking legislation.

 This Directive recognises the gender-specific phenomenon
of trafficking and that women and men are often trafficked
for different purpose.

 cross-border cooperation, including the sharing of
information and the sharing of best practices, as well as a
continued open dialogue between the police, judicial and
financial authorities of the Member States, is essential.



 However, when a child is concerned, no possible consent 
should ever be considered valid.

 In the context of this Directive, particularly vulnerable
persons should include at least all children. Other factors
that could be taken into account when assessing the
vulnerability of a victim include, for example, gender,
pregnancy, state of health and disability. When the offence
is particularly grave, for example when the life of the victim
has been endangered or the offence has involved serious
violence such as torture, forced drug/medication usage,
rape or other serious forms of psychological, physical or
sexual violence, or has otherwise caused particularly serious
harm to the victim, this should also be reflected in a more
severe penalty.



 In combating trafficking in human beings, full use should be
made of existing instruments on the seizure and confiscation
of the proceeds of crime, such as the United Nations
Convention against Transnational Organised Crime and the
Protocols thereto, the 1990 Council of Europe Convention on
Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeds
from Crime, Council Framework Decision 2001/500/JHA of 26
June 2001 on money laundering, the identification, tracing,
freezing, seizing and confiscation of instrumentalities and the
proceeds of crime (10), and Council Framework Decision
2005/212/JHA of 24 February 2005 on Confiscation of Crime-
Related Proceeds, Instrumentalities and Property (11). The use
of seized and confiscated instrumentalities and the proceeds
from the offences referred to in this Directive to support
victims’ assistance and protection, including compensation of
victims and Union trans-border law enforcement counter-
trafficking activities, should be encouraged.



.Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure that the following 

intentional acts are punishable:

1.The recruitment, transportation, transfer, harbouring or reception of persons, 
including the exchange or transfer of control over those persons, 

by means of the threat or 
use of force or 
other forms of coercion, of abduction, of fraud, of deception, of the abuse of 
power or of a position of vulnerability or of the giving or receiving of payments or 
benefits to achieve the consent of a person having control over another person, 
for the purpose of exploitation.

2.   A position of vulnerability means a situation in which the person concerned 
has no real or acceptable alternative but to submit to the abuse involved.

3.   Exploitation shall include, as a minimum, the exploitation of the prostitution 
of others or other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labour or services, 
including begging, slavery or practices similar to slavery, servitude, or the 
exploitation of criminal activities, or the removal of organs.



4.The consent of a victim of trafficking in human beings to the 
exploitation, whether intended or actual, shall be irrelevant 
where any of the means set forth in paragraph 1 has been 
used.

5.   When the conduct referred to in paragraph 1 involves a 
child, it shall be a punishable offence of trafficking in human 
beings even if none of the means set forth in paragraph 1 has 
been used.

6.   For the purpose of this Directive, ‘child’ shall mean any 
person below 18 years of age.



L.E. v. Greece (application no. 71545/12)
The applicant, L.E., is a Nigerian national who was born in 1982 
and lives in Glyka Nera (Greece).In June 2004 L.E. entered 
Greek territory accompanied by K.A. He had allegedly promised 
her that he could take her to Greece to work in bars and 
nightclubs in exchange for a pledge to pay him 40,000 euros 
and not to tell the police. On her arrival in Greece K.A. 
confiscated her passport and forced her into prostitution. L.E. 
remained in forced prostitution for approximately two years, 
and contacted Nea Zoi, a non-governmental organisation which 
provides practical and psychological  support to women who 
have been forced into prostitution. On 12 July 2004 she applied 
to the Athens Aliens Department for asylum. On 8 June 2005 
she was  informed that a place had been found for her at the 
Red Cross Reception Centre for Asylum Seekers.
It appears from the case file that L.E. did not go to the centre.
On 29 August 2005 L.E. was arrested for breaching the laws on 
prostitution and on the entry and residence of aliens in Greece. 
She was acquitted by a court judgment. In March 2006 she was 
againarrested for prostitution, convicted at first instance and 
acquitted on appeal.



In November 2006, while she was in detention pending
expulsion, L.E. lodged a criminal complaint against K.A. and his
partner D.J. She claimed that she was a victim of human
trafficking and accused these two persons of forcing her, and
two other Nigerian women, into prostitution. On 28 December
2006 the prosecutor at the Athens Criminal Court dismissed
her complaint, noting that there was nothing in the case file to
indicate that she had been a victim of human trafficking. On 26
January 2007 L.E. applied to the prosecutor for re-examination
of her complaint and joined the proceedings as a civil party. In
February 2007 the director of the Athens police department
responsible for aliens ordered the suspension of the order for
her expulsion. On 21 August 2007 the prosecutor brought
criminal proceedings against K.A. and D.J. for the offence of
trafficking in human beings. On 20 July 2009 the hearing in the
case was suspended until such time as the defendants, who
could not be found, had been arrested. In May 2011 D.J. was
arrested and remanded in custody. The court delivered
judgment on 20 April 2012, and held that D.J. was not K.A.’s
accomplice but, on the contrary, established that she had
been another of K.A’s. victims and that he had been sexually
exploiting her too. 
https://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/FS_Trafficking_ENG.pdf



Chowdury and Others v. Greece
The applicants – 42 Bangladeshi nationals – were recruited in
Athens and other parts of Greece between the end of 2012
and early 2013, without a Greek work permit, to work
at the main strawberry farm in Manolada. Their employers
failed to pay the applicants’ wages and obliged them to work in
difficult physical conditions under the supervision of
armed guards. The applicants alleged that they had been
subjected to forced or compulsory labour. They further
submitted that the State was under an obligation to
prevent their being subjected to human trafficking, to adopt
preventive measures for that purpose and to punish the
employers. The Court held that there had been a violation of
Article 4 § 2 (prohibition of forced labour) of the Convention,
finding that the applicants had not received effective
protection from the Greek State. The Court noted, in particular,
that the applicants’ situation was one of human trafficking and
forced labour, and specified that exploitation through labour
was one aspect of trafficking in human beings. The Court also
found that the State had failed in its obligations to prevent the
situation of human trafficking, to protect the victims, to
conduct an effective investigation into the offences committed
and to punish those responsible for the trafficking.
https://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/FS_Trafficking_ENG.pdf



CHAPTER I

THE EUROPEAN INVESTIGATION ORDER

Article 1

The European Investigation Order and obligation to execute it

1.   A European Investigation Order (EIO) is a judicial decision 
which has been issued or validated by a judicial authority of a 
Member State (‘OGthe issuing State’) to have one or several 
specific investigative measure(s) carried out in another 
Member State (‘the executing State’) to obtain evidence in 
accordance with this Directive.



Article 24

Hearing by videoconference or other audiovisual transmission

1. Where a person is in the territory of the executing State and
has to be heard as a witness or expert by the competent
authorities of the issuing State, the issuing authority may issue
an EIO in order to hear the witness or expert by
videoconference or other audiovisual transmission in
accordance with paragraphs 5 to 7.

The issuing authority may also issue an EIO for the purpose of 
hearing a suspected or accused person by videoconference or 
other audiovisual transmission.



Article 25

Hearing by telephone conference

1.   If a person is in the territory of one Member State and has 
to be heard as a witness or expert by competent authorities of 
another Member State, the issuing authority of the latter 
Member State may, where it is not appropriate or possible for 
the person to be heard to appear in its territory in person, and 
after having examined other suitable means, issue an EIO in 
order to hear a witness or expert by telephone conference as 
provided for in paragraph 2.



Article 26

Information on bank and other financial accounts

1.   An EIO may be issued in order to determine whether any 
natural or legal person subject to the criminal proceedings 
concerned holds or controls one or more accounts, of whatever 
nature, in any bank located in the territory of the executing 
State, and if so, to obtain all the details of the identified 
accounts.



Article 27

Information on banking and other financial operations

1.   An EIO may be issued in order to obtain the details of 
specified bank accounts and of banking operations which have 
been carried out during a defined period through one or more 
accounts specified therein, including the details of any sending 
or recipient account.

2.   Each Member State shall take the measures necessary to 
enable it to provide the information referred to in paragraph 1 
in accordance with the conditions under this Article.



CHAPTER V

INTERCEPTION OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS

Article 30

Interception of telecommunications with technical assistance 
of another Member State

1.   An EIO may be issued for the interception of 
telecommunications in the Member State from which technical 
assistance is needed.

2.   Where more than one Member State is in a position to 
provide the complete necessary technical assistance for the 
same interception of telecommunications, the EIO shall be sent 
only to one of them. Priority shall always be given to the 
Member State where the subject of the interception is or will 
be located.



IRECTIVE 2014/42/EU OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF 
THE COUNCIL

of 3 April 2014

on the freezing and confiscation of instrumentalities and 
proceeds of crime in the European Union



Article 1

Subject matter

1.   This Directive establishes minimum rules on the freezing of 
property with a view to possible subsequent confiscation and 
on the confiscation of property in criminal matters.

2.   This Directive is without prejudice to the procedures that 
Member States may use to confiscate the property in question.



For the purpose of this Directive, the following definitions 
apply:

(1)‘proceeds’ means any economic advantage derived directly 
or indirectly from a criminal offence; it may consist of any form 
of property and includes any subsequent reinvestment or 
transformation of direct proceeds and any valuable benefits;

(2)‘property’ means property of any description, whether 
corporeal or incorporeal, movable or immovable, and legal 
documents or instruments evidencing title or interest in such 
property;

(3)‘instrumentalities’ means any property used or intended to 
be used, in any manner, wholly or in part, to commit a criminal 
offence or criminal offences;



(4);confiscation’ means a final deprivation of property ordered 
by a court in relation to a criminal offence;

(5)

‘freezing’ means the temporary prohibition of the transfer, 
destruction, conversion, disposal or movement of property or 
temporarily assuming custody or control of property;

(6)

‘criminal offence’ means an offence covered by any of the 
instruments listed in Article 3.



Article 3
Scope

This Directive shall apply to criminal offences covered by:…..
(i)

Directive 2011/36/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 5 April 2011 on preventing and combating trafficking 
in human beings and protecting its victims, and replacing 
Council Framework Decision 2002/629/JHA (20);

(j)

Directive 2011/93/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 13 December 2011 on combating the sexual abuse 
and sexual exploitation of children and child pornography, and 
replacing Council Framework Decision 2004/68/JHA (21);



Article 5

Extended confiscation

1. Member States shall adopt the necessary measures to
enable the confiscation, either in whole or in part, of property
belonging to a person convicted of a criminal offence which is
liable to give rise, directly or indirectly, to economic benefit,
where a court, on the basis of the circumstances of the case,
including the specific facts and available evidence, such as that
the value of the property is disproportionate to the lawful
income of the convicted person, is satisfied that the property in
question is derived from criminal conduct.



2. For the purpose of paragraph 1 of this Article, the notion of 
‘criminal offence’ shall include at least the following:….

(b)offences relating to participation in a criminal organisation, 
as provided for in Article 2 of Framework Decision 
2008/841/JHA, at least in cases where the offence has led to 
economic benefit; …

(c)causing or recruiting a child to participate in pornographic 
performances, or profiting from or otherwise exploiting a child 
for such purposes if the child is over the age of sexual consent, 
as provided for in Article 4(2) of Directive 2011/93/EU; 
distribution, dissemination or transmission of child 
pornography, as provided for in Article 5(4) of that Directive; 
offering, supplying or making available child pornography, as 
provided for in Article 5(5) of that Directive; production of child 
pornography, as provided for in Article 5(6) of that Directive;



Article 10

Management of frozen and confiscated property

1. Member States shall take the necessary measures, for
example by establishing centralised offices, a set of specialised
offices or equivalent mechanisms, to ensure the adequate
management of property frozen with a view to possible
subsequent confiscation.

2. Member States shall ensure that the measures referred to
in paragraph 1 include the possibility to sell or transfer
property where necessary.

3. Member States shall consider taking measures allowing
confiscated property to be used for public interest or social
purposes



Article 1

Subject matter and scope

1.   This Directive establishes minimum rules concerning the 
definition of criminal offences and sanctions in the area of 
money laundering.

2.   This Directive does not apply to money laundering as 
regards property derived from criminal offences affecting the 
Union’s financial interests, which is subject to specific rules laid 
down in Directive (EU) 2017/1371.

Article 2



Article 2

Definitions
For the purposes of this Directive, the following definitions 
apply:
(1)

‘criminal activity’ means any kind of criminal involvement in 
the commission of any offence punishable, in accordance with 
national law, by deprivation of liberty or a detention order for a 
maximum of more than one year or, as regards Member States 
that have a minimum threshold for offences in their legal 
systems, any offence punishable by deprivation of liberty or a 
detention order for a minimum of more than six months. In any 
case, offences within the following categories are considered a 
criminal activity:……
(c) trafficking in human beings and migrant smuggling,
including any offence set out in Directive 2011/36/EU of the
European Parliament and of the Council (10) and Council
Framework Decision 2002/946/JHA (11);



Money laundering offences

1.   Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure 
that the following conduct, when committed intentionally, is 
punishable as a criminal offence:

(a)the conversion or transfer of property, knowing that such 
property is derived from criminal activity, for the purpose of 
concealing or disguising the illicit origin of the property or of 
assisting any person who is involved in the commission of such 
an activity to evade the legal consequences of that person’s 
action;

(b)the concealment or disguise of the true nature, source,
location, disposition, movement, rights with respect to, or
ownership of, property, knowing that such property is derived
from criminal activity;

(c)the acquisition, possession or use of property, knowing at 
the time of receipt, that such property was derived from 
criminal activity.



Article 7

Liability of legal persons

1.   Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure 
that legal persons can be held liable for any of the offences 
referred to in Article 3(1) and (5) and Article 4 committed for 
their benefit by any person, acting either individually or as part 
of an organ of the legal person and having a leading position 
within the legal person, based on any of the following:

(a)a power of representation of the legal person;

(b)an authority to take decisions on behalf of the legal person; 
or
(c) an authority to exercise control within the legal person.



Article 8
Sanctions for legal persons

Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure 
that a legal person held liable pursuant to Article 7 is 
punishable by effective, proportionate and dissuasive 
sanctions, which shall include criminal or non-criminal fines 
and may include other sanctions, such as:
(a)exclusion from entitlement to public benefits or aid;
(b) temporary or permanent exclusion from access to public 
funding, including tender procedures, grants and concessions;
(c)temporary or permanent disqualification from the practice 
of commercial activities;
(d)placing under judicial supervision;
(e)a judicial winding-up order;
(f)temporary or permanent closure of establishments which 
have been used for committing the offence



Article 8

Sanctions for legal persons

Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure 
that a legal person held liable pursuant to Article 7 is 
punishable by effective, proportionate and dissuasive 
sanctions, which shall include criminal or non-criminal fines 
and may include other sanctions, such as:

(a)exclusion from entitlement to public benefits or aid;

(b)temporary or permanent exclusion from access to public 
funding, including tender procedures, grants and concessions;

(c) temporary or permanent disqualification from the practice 
of commercial activities;

(d) placing under judicial supervision;

(e)a judicial winding-up order;

(f)temporary or permanent closure of establishments which 
have been used for committing the offenc



Department of Justice
U.S. Attorney’s Office
District of Minnesota
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Monday, August 24, 2020
International Sex Trafficker Sentenced To More Than 17 Years In 
Prison
Defendant is one of 36 convicted as part of an international 
Thai sex trafficking organization
United States Attorney Erica H. MacDonald today announced 
the sentencing of M.., to 208 months in prison for his role in 
operating a massive international sex trafficking organization 
that was responsible for coercing hundreds of Thai women to 
engage in commercial sex acts across the United States. M. 
was sentenced by Senior Judge Donovan Frank in U.S. District 
Court in St. Paul, Minnesota.



As proven at trial, the sex trafficking organization coerced
hundreds of women from Bangkok, Thailand, to engage in 
commercial sex acts in various cities across the United States, 
including Minneapolis, Los Angeles, Chicago, Atlanta, Phoenix, 
Washington, D.C., Las Vegas, Houston, Dallas, Seattle, and 
Austin. The trafficking victims were forced to participate in the 
criminal scheme through misleading promises of a better life in 
the United States and the ability to provide money to their 
families in Thailand. Once in the United States, the victims 
were sent to houses of prostitution, including the three that M. 
ran in southern California, where they were forced to have sex 
with strangers – every day –having sex with up to ten men a 
day. The victims were isolated from the outside world, and 
their families in Thailand were threatened.
As proven at trial, the organization also engaged in widespread 
visa fraud to facilitate the international transportation of the 
victims and engaged in rampant and sophisticated money 
laundering in order to promote and conceal illegal profits. 
During the extensive investigation, law enforcement traced 
tens of millions of dollars to the organization. 
https://www.justice.gov/usao-mn/pr/international-sex-
trafficker-sentenced-more-17-years-prison



476 POTENTIAL VICTIMS OF HUMAN TRAFFICKING IDENTIFIED 
DURING THE LARGE-SCALE JOINT ACTION DAYS 2019

476 potential victims of human trafficking identified  
Joint efforts of 23 countries**, led by Austria and Spain, have 
targeted networks involved in trafficking of human beings for 
sexual exploitation and forced begging active across Europe. 

More than 124 000 individuals were checked, alongside more 
than 29 000 vehicles and 3 500 locations suspected of 
facilitating the exploitation. Nightclubs, brothels, private flats, 
massage parlours, hot spots known for begging and 
pickpocketing were among the locations checked together with 
train stations, airports, land and sea border crossing points.
https://www.europol.europa.eu/newsroom/news/476-potential-victims-of-
human-trafficking-identified-during-large-scale-joint-action-days-2019



Bank shares slide on report of rampant money laundering. 
The Associated Press
September 22, 2020
The financial sector was hit hard Monday following a report 
alleging that a number of banks — JPMorgan, HSBC, Standard 
Chartered Bank, Deutsche Bank and Bank of New York Mellon 
among them — have continued to profit from illicit dealings 
with disreputable people and criminal networks despite 
previous warnings from regulators. ….

Deutsche Bank has been under scrutiny for years. The bank, 
based in Frankfurt, Germany, agreed to pay the state of New 
York $150 million to settle claims that it broke compliance rules 
in its dealings with the sex offender Jeffrey Epstein. Epstein 
killed himself last August in a Manhattan federal jail while 
awaiting trial on sex trafficking charges…..
https://apnews.com/article/paul-manafort-money-laundering-
archive-7a2579c1eac8a1300de258f25504e8e9



Combating Human Trafficking With Knowledge-Sharing And 
Machine Learning, Matt Mills, Forbes Councils Member

Human trafficking is reportedly one of the most profitable 
crimes, and, given the large sums of cash that can change 
hands, it's a gateway to money laundering. It's an unsettling 
fact that money generated by trafficking, and modern slavery is 
often laundered through legitimate businesses and business 
accounts
…….
Eradicating organized crime like trafficking isn't going to 
happen overnight. There's no one-size-fits-all approach and no 
technological silver bullet. However, through greater 
knowledge sharing and the use of AI, the financial industry can 
outsmart the traffickers and help bring an end to exploitation.

https://www.forbes.com/sites/forbesbusinessdevelopmentcouncil/202
0/09/16/combating-human-trafficking-with-knowledge-sharing-and-
machine-learning/#41d434cc3f0c
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Ευχαριστώ πολύ- Thank you


