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MAGYC : The MAGYC (MigrAtion Governance and AsYlum Crises)project
seeks to assess how migration governance has responded to the
recent òrefugeecrisesóand has since been influenced by it, and how
crises at large shape policy responses to migration . This four -year
research project (2018ð2022) brings together twelve international
partners : the Hugo Observatory from the University of Liège
(Coordinator), Sciences Po, the University of Economics in Bratislava,
the GIGA institute of Global and Area Studies, Lund University, the
IDMC, SOASUniversity of London, the University of Milan, the Lebanese
American University, the University of Macedonia, Sabanci University,
IfPO/CNRS.

Website: www.themagycproject.com

This project has received funding from the European Commissionõs 
Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation Programme under Grant 
agreement number 822806.
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¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴϥǎ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ нлнл 
wŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ LƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ DǊŀƴǘ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ bƻ уннулс

!ÇÅÎÄÁ

4ÈÕÒÓÄÁÙΣнл!ǇǊƛƭнлно

фΥллπлфΥол²ŜƭŎƻƳŜǘƻǘƘŜa!D¸//ƻƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ/ƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ

Å ²ŜƭŎƻƳŜwŜƳŀǊƪǎΥ±ƛǎƛƻƴŀƴŘDƻŀƭǎŦƻǊǘƘŜ/ƻƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ/ƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜέ

IŞƭŝƴŜ¢ƘƛƻƭƭŜǘμ{ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎtƻ/9wL

CƛƭƛǇ{ŀǾŀǘƛŎμ{ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎtƻ/9wL

Å άYŜȅCƛƴŘƛƴƎǎŀƴŘLƴǎƛƎƘǘǎŦǊƻƳǘƘŜa!D¸/tǊƻƧŜŎǘέ

CǊŀƴœƻƛǎDŜƳŜƴƴŜμ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅƻŦ[ƛŝƎŜIǳƎƻhōǎŜǊǾŀǘƻǊȅ

лфΥолπмлΥпр¢ƘŜtƻƭƛǘƛŎǎƻŦaƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƴŘ!ǎȅƭǳƳ/ǊƛǎŜǎ

Å άaƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴŀǎ/Ǌƛǎƛǎέόсςмфύ

IŞƭŝƴŜ¢ƘƛƻƭƭŜǘμ{ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎtƻ/9wL

!ƴǘƻƛƴŜtŞŎƻǳŘ{ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎtƻ/9wL

/ŞƭƛƴŜ/ŀƴǘŀǘμ{ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎtƻ/9wL

Å Ϧ!ǎȅƭǳƳǊŜƎƛƳŜǎŀǊŜƳƻǊŜǘƘŀƴƴƻǊƳǎŀƴŘǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΥIƻǿŀŎǘƻǊǎŀƴŘǿŜƭŦŀǊŜ
ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎǎƘŀǇŜŀǎȅƭǳƳŀŎǊƻǎǎ9ǳǊƻǇŜέόнлςнрύ

tŀǳƭŀtǳǎƪŀǊƻǾŀμ.ǊŀǘƛǎƭŀǾŀ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅƻŦ9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎǎμ

YŀǘŀǊƛƴŀ/ǎŜŦŀƭǾŀȅƻǾŀμ.ǊŀǘƛǎƭŀǾŀ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅƻŦ9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎǎμ

CǊŀƴœƻƛǎDŜƳŜƴƴŜμ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅƻŦ[ƛŝƎŜIǳƎƻhōǎŜǊǾŀǘƻǊȅ

ÅάCƻǊŎŜŘaƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴDƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜŀƴŘ{ǘŀǘŜaŀƪƛƴƎέόнсςопύ

/ƘǊƛǎǘƛŀƴŜCǊǀƘƭƛŎƘμDLD!LƴǎǝǘǳǘŜμ!ƴŘǊŞ.ŀƴƪμDLD!LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ

bƛŎƻƭŜIƛǊǘμDLD!LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜμYŀǘƘŀǊƛƴŀbŀǘǘŜǊμ[ŜƛŘŜƴ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ

[ŜŀaǸƭƭŜǊπCǳƴƪμ5ŀƴǳōŜ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅYǊŜƳǎaŀǘǘŜŀ²ŜƛƘŜμDLD!LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ

5ƛǎŎǳǎǎŀƴǘΥbƛŎƪaƛŎƛƴǎƪƛμ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅƻŦaŀƛƴŜ

ΧΧȡΧΫȤΧΨȡΩΦ$ÒÉÖÅÒÓÏÆ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎȡ0ÕÂÌÉÃ0ÏÌÉÃÉÅÓÁÎÄ3ÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÁÌ&ÁÃÔÏÒÓ

Å Ȱ%ÎÖÉÒÏÎÍÅÎÔÁÌ$ÒÉÖÅÒÓÏÆ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎȱɉΩΫɀΫΦɊ
"ÁÓÁË9ÁÖÃÁÎȿ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ0ÏÌÉÃÙ'ÒÏÕÐɉ-0'Ɋ

ɇȰ2ÅÖÏÌÖÉÎÇ$ÏÏÒÓȡ4ÈÅ%ÆÆÅÃÔÓÏÆ%ØÔÅÒÎÁÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎ0ÏÌÉÃÉÅÓÏÎ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎÁÎÄ!ÓÙÌÕÍ&ÌÏ×ÓÔÏ%ÕÒÏÐÅ
ɉΨΦΦίȤΨΦΨΦɊȱɉΫΧɀάΨɊ

&ÉÌÉÐ 3ÁÖÁÔÉÃ ȿ 3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ 0Ï #%2)
!ÌÉÃÅ-ÅÓÎÁÒÄȿ#ÉÔÙ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ,ÏÎÄÏÎ
*ÅÁÎȤ.ÏòÌ3ÅÎÎÅȿ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔï0ÁÒÉÓ3ÁÃÌÁÙ
(ïÌîÎÅ4ÈÉÏÌÌÅÔȿ3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ0Ï#%2)
4ÈÉÂÁÕÔ*ÁÕÌÉÎȿ3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ0Ï"ÏÒÄÅÁÕØ

ɇȰ4ÉÍÅÌÉÎÅÏÆ2ÅÆÕÇÅÅ0ÏÌÉÃÉÅÓÉÎ*ÏÒÄÁÎÁÎÄ,ÅÂÁÎÏÎȱɉάΩɊ
+ÁÍÅÌ$ÏÒÁÉȿ)&0/

$ÉÓÃÕÓÓÁÎÔȡ+ÁÔÈÁÒÉÎÁ.ÁÔÔÅÒȿ,ÅÉÄÅÎ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ

ΧΩȡΪΫȤΧΫȡΦΦ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎǪ$ÉÓÐÌÁÃÅÍÅÎÔÉÎÔÈÅ-ÉÄÄÌÅ%ÁÓÔȟ.ÏÒÔÈ!ÆÒÉÃÁȟÁÎÄ(ÏÒÎÏÆ!ÆÒÉÃÁ

ɇȰ2ÅÆÕÇÅÅ#ÏÍÍÏÄÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎȡ4ÈÅ$ÉÆÆÕÓÉÏÎÏÆ2ÅÆÕÇÅÅ2ÅÎÔȤÓÅÅËÉÎÇÉÎÔÈÅ'ÌÏÂÁÌ3ÏÕÔÈȱɉάΪɊ
'ÅÒÁÓÉÍÏÓ4ÓÏÕÒÁÐÁÓȿ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙÏÆ'ÌÁÓÇÏ×
&ÅÌÉÎÅ &ÒÅÉÅÒ ȿ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄÄÅÌ 0ÁÃþÆÉÃÏ
.ÉÃË-ÉÃÉÎÓËÉȿ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙÏÆ-ÁÉÎÅ

ɇȰ&ÏÒÍÁÌÁÎÄ)ÎÆÏÒÍÁÌ$ÉÍÅÎÓÉÏÎÓÏÆ4ÕÒËÉÓÈ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ'ÏÖÅÒÎÁÎÃÅȡ,ÉÎËÁÇÅÓÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ$ÏÍÅÓÔÉÃ
ÁÎÄ4ÒÁÎÓÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ0ÏÌÉÔÉÃÓȱɉάΫɀήΪɊ

-ÅÌÔÅÍ-ÕÆÔÕÌÅÒȤ"ÁÃȿ3ÁÂÁÎÃą5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ
3ÁÍÅÔ!ÐÁÙÄÉÎȿ3ÁÂÁÎÃą5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ

ɇȰ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ$ÉÐÌÏÍÁÃÙÉÎÔÈÅ(ÏÒÎÏÆ!ÆÒÉÃÁȱɉήΫɊ
4ÈÉÂÁÕÔ*ÁÕÌÉÎȿ3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ0Ï"ÏÒÄÅÁÕØ
(ïÌîÎÅ4ÈÉÏÌÌÅÔȿ3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ0Ï#%2)

$ÉÓÃÕÓÓÁÎÔÓȡ+ÅÌÓÅÙ.ÏÒÍÁÎȿ2ÉÃÅ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙμ0ÁÓÃÁÌÅ7ÁÒÄÁȿ(ÁÍÍÕÒÁÂÉ(ÕÍÁÎ2ÉÇÈÔÓ/ÒÇÁÎÉÚÁÔÉÏÎ
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мрΥолπмтΥолYŜȅƴƻǘŜ !ŘŘǊŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ wƻǳƴŘǘŀōƭŜ όƻǇŜƴ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎύ όусύ

Å ά²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ IƻƳŜΚ {ȅǊƛŀƴ wŜŦǳƎŜŜǎ ŀƴŘ bŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ .ŜƭƻƴƎƛƴƎέ

²ŜƴŘȅ tŜŀǊƭƳŀƴ μ bƻǊǘƘǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ

wƻǳƴŘǘŀōƭŜ 5ƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ

aǳƴȊƻǳƭ!ǎǎŀƭ μ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ YƘŀǊǘƻǳƳ

9ƭǎǇŜǘƘ DǳƛƭŘ μ vǳŜŜƴ aŀǊȅ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ [ƻƴŘƻƴ bŀǎǎƛƳ aŀƧƛŘƛ μ {ŀƳǳŜƭ Iŀƭƭ

!ǎǎŜǊ YƘŀǘǘŀō μ /ƭƻƻƴŜȅ CƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ WǳǎǘƛŎŜ

aƻŘŜǊŀǘƻǊΥIŞƭŝƴŜ¢ƘƛƻƭƭŜǘμ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎ tƻ /9wL

CǊƛŘŀȅΣ нм !ǇǊƛƭ нлно

лфΥолπмлΥпрaƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ aƛƎǊŀƴǘκwŜŦǳƎŜŜ LƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ /ǊƛǎŜǎ

Å ά/ƛǾƛƭ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛǎ YŜȅ ǘƻ LƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΥ LƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ {ǳǊǾŜȅ ƛƴ {ǿŜŘŜƴέ όут ςфуύ

[ŜƴƴŀǊǘ hƭǎǎƻƴ μ [ǳƴŘ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ

!ƴƴŜ WŜǊƴŜŎƪμ [ǳƴŘ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ

Å ά¢ƻǿŀǊŘ ŀ aǳƭǘƛπ{ŎŀƭŀǊ ¦ƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ LƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΥ YǳǊŘƛǎƘ wŜŦǳƎŜŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ {ǘŀǘŜΣ 
5ƛŀǎǇƻǊŀ ŀƴŘ DŜƻǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎέ όфф ςммуύ

Cƛƻƴŀ !ŘŀƳǎƻƴ μ {h!{

²Ŝȅǎƛ5ŀƎ μ {h!{

/ŀǘƘŜǊƛƴŜ /ǊŀǾŜƴ μ {h!{

¶Ȱ$ÅȤ"ÏÒÄÅÒÉÎÇ 3ÏÌÉÄÁÒÉÔÙ ÁÎÄ 7ÅÁË )ÍÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓȱ ɉΧΧί ɀΧΩΩɊ

-ÁÕÒÉÚÉÏ !ÍÂÒÏÓÉÎÉ ȿ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÏÆ -ÉÌÁÎ

)ÒÁËÌÉÓ $ÉÍÉÔÒÉÁÄÉÓ ȿ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÏÆ -ÉÌÁÎ

$ÉÓÃÕÓÓÁÎÔȡ*ÉÍ (ÏÌÌÉÆÉÅÌÄ ȿ3ÏÕÔÈÅÒÎ -ÅÔÈÏÄÉÓÔ5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ

ммƘмр ςмнƘол /ƻƳǇŀǊƛƴƎ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ /ǊƛǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ !ŘǾŀƴŎƛƴƎ wŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜ ŀƴŘ .ŜȅƻƴŘ

¶άtǊŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǊȅ LƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ±ƻƛŎŜ ƻŦ ¦ƪǊŀƛƴŜ {ǳǊǾŜȅέ όмоп ςмтрύ

.ŀǎŀƪ ¸ŀǾŎŀƴμ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ tƻƭƛŎȅ DǊƻǳǇ όatDύ

CƛƭƛǇ {ŀǾŀǘƛŎμ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎ tƻ /9wL

¶άLƴǘŜǊǊƻƎŀǘƛƴƎ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ !ƛŘ ŦǊƻƳ 9ǳǊƻǇŜ ŀƴŘ Dƭƻōŀƭƭȅέ όмтс ςмурύ
YŜƭǎŜȅ bƻǊƳŀƴ μ wƛŎŜ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ

bƛŎƪ aƛŎƛƴǎƪƛ μ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ aŀƛƴŜ

¶ά5ǊƛǾŜƴ hǳǘΥ ¢ƘŜ /ƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ƻŦ CƻǊŎŜŘ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜ ŀƴŘ bƻǊǘƘ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀέ όмус πмфтύ
WƛƳ IƻƭƭƛŦƛŜƭŘ μ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ aŜǘƘƻŘƛǎǘ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ

5ƛǎŎǳǎǎŀƴǘΥ{ƘƻǎƘŀƴŀ CƛƴŜ μ 9ŎƻƭŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŞŜƴƴŜŘŜ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎ tƻƭƛǘƛǉǳŜǎ Ŝǘ {ƻŎƛŀƭŜǎ

моΥпрπмрΥлл {ȅƴŜǊƎƛŜǎ ƛƴ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ wŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΥ /ƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƴƎ 9¦ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ нлнл tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ CƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ 
όмфуύ

ά!5aLDh±Υ !ŘǾŀƴŎƛƴƎ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ DƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜέμ WǳƭƛŜƴ WŜŀƴŘŜǎōƻȊμ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŞ[ƛōǊŜ ŘŜ 
.ǊǳȄŜƭƭŜǎό¦[.ύ

ά!{L[9Υ Dƭƻōŀƭ !ǎȅƭǳƳ DƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ¦ƴƛƻƴΩǎ wƻƭŜέ

{ŜǊƎƛƻ /ŀǊǊŜǊŀ μ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ŦƻǊ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ tƻƭƛŎȅ {ǘǳŘƛŜǎ ό/9t{ύ

ά.wL5D9{Υ !ǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ LƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ bŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜǎέ

.ƭŀƴŎŀ DŀǊŎŜǎ μ .ŀǊŎŜƭƻƴŀ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ŦƻǊ LƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ !ŦŦŀƛǊǎ ό/L5h.ύ

ά¢w!CLDΥ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ CƛƎǳǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 5ƛǎǇƭŀŎŜƳŜƴǘέ

.ŜƴƧŀƳƛƴ 9ǘȊƻƭŘ μ .ƻƴƴ LƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ŦƻǊ /ƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ {ǘǳŘƛŜǎ ό.L//ύ

5ƛǎŎǳǎǎŀƴǘǎΥ CǊŀƴœƻƛǎDŜƳŜƴƴŜμ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ [ƛŝƎŜIǳƎƻ hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƻǊȅ μ/ƘǊƛǎǘƛŀƴŜ CǊǀƭƛŎƘμ DLD! LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ

мрΥллπмрΥол/ƭƻǎƛƴƎ wŜƳŀǊƪǎ ά¢ƘŜ /ƻƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ /ƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŀǎ tƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ 5ŜǇŀǊǘǳǊŜέ όмфуύ

CǊŀƴœƻƛǎDŜƳŜƴƴŜμ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ [ƛŝƎŜIǳƎƻ hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƻǊȅΣ IŞƭŝƴŜ¢ƘƛƻƭƭŜǘμ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜ tƻ /9wLΣCƛƭƛǇ {ŀǾŀǘƛŎμ 
{ŎƛŜƴŎŜǎ tƻ /9wL
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aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ /Ǌƛǎƛǎ
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MAGYC Migration Governance and Asylum Crises, Projet européen 
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LƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ

Å¢ƘŜ άƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ǘǊƻǇŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎƭȅ ǇǊŜǾŀƭŜƴǘΣ ŜƴŎƻƳǇŀǎǎƛƴƎ 
ōƻǘƘ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜ ŘƛǎǇƭŀŎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŜǾŜƴ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ άƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ 
ŎǊƛǎŜǎέ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴƎŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǳǘƻƳŀǘƛŎ
Å²Ŝ ƳƻǾŜ ŦǊƻƳ άƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴκǊŜŦǳƎŜŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ǘƻ  ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƛΦŜŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ 
ŎƭŜŀǊ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴΣ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƳƳƻƴπǎŜƴǎŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ 
ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀƴŀƭȅǘƛŎŀƭ ƳŜǘŀǇƘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŘŜǾƛŎŜ ό5ŀƘƛƴŘŜƴϧ !ƴŘŜǊǎƻƴΣ 
нлнмΣ ǇΦ олύ
Å²Ŝ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŜ 
ŦǊŀƳƛƴƎΣ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀΣ 
ƛƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭΣ ǎƻŎƛŜǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǿƛǘƘ ǾŜǊȅ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ 
ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ŀƴŘ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ
ҐҔΨƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΩ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀǎǎŜƳōƭŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŦǊŀƎƳŜƴǘŜŘΣ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘŜǎǘŜŘ 
ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΣ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŀƴŘ Ŏŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǿŀȅǎ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ



aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ /Ǌƛǎƛǎ 

ÅaƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ŀ ƳŜǘŀǇƘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƭƛƴƪ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 
ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŀǘŜŘ ƻǊ ƴƻǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ƴŀȅ ƻǊ Ƴŀȅ 
ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŎƻǊǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŀǇƛŘ 
ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƳƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƻŦŦŜǊǎ ŀ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛǾƛǎǘ ȅŜǘ 
ŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƎǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǿƘȅ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ƻŦ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ 
ŀǊŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎπǇǊƻŘǳŎŜǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊǎ ƴƻǘΣ ƘƻǿΣ ǿƘŜƴΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘȅ άŎǊƛǎƛǎέ 
ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŦǊŀƳŜ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ 



aŜǘƘƻŘ

Åa critical, constructivist agenda with empirical and pragmatic 
consequences

ÅŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƎǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ

Åconnecting with other types of crisis and crisis politics, such as Janet 
Roitman's(2014) analyses of the 2008 financial crisis



/ǊƛǎƛǎΣ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŀƭ ǇŀƴƛŎ 

Åa genealogy of migration/refugee crises since the 1950s (Zolberget al 
1989)
ÅNorth/South, colonial/post colonial migration and refugee studies (Chimni

1995)
ÅǘƘŜ άƎƭƻōŀƭ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ό²ŜƛƴŜǊ мффрύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƻŦ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ 

control politics
Åcrisis and securitisation (Bigo2001) and the looming environmental 

migration crisis (Gemenne2011)
ÅǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǘƻ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ Ŧƭƻǿǎ ŀƴŘ όƳƛǎύǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴǎ άǊŜŀƭƛǘƛŜǎέΥ
in 2001 already, ZolbergŀƴŘ .ŜƴŘŀ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǊŜŎŜƴǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ 
ǘƘŜ ǎǇƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ Χ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ Χ 
Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƛƎƘǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǎǇǊŜŀŘ ǘŀƭƪ ƻŦ ŀ άŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛǊǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 
ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴΩ όнллмΥ мύΦ 



aƻǊŀƭ tŀƴƛŎ ŀƴŘ Cƻƭƪ 5ŜǾƛƭǎ ό/ƻƘŜƴΣ мфтн 
ώнлммϐύ
ά/ŀƭƭƛƴƎ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ŀ ΨƳƻǊŀƭ ǇŀƴƛŎΩ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƳǇƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ 
ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŜȄƛǎǘ ƻǊ ƘŀǇǇŜƴŜŘ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŦŀƴǘŀǎȅΣ 
ƘȅǎǘŜǊƛŀΣ ŘŜƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛƭƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻǊ ōŜƛƴƎ ŘǳǇŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭΦ ¢ǿƻ 
ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘΣ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ςǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
ǘƘŜ ƳƻǊŀƭ ǇŀƴƛŎ ƭŀōŜƭ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ΨǘƘƛƴƎΩǎΩ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ 
Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŜȄŀƎƎŜǊŀǘŜŘ όŀύ ƛƴ ƛǘǎŜƭŦ όŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŜƭƛŀōƭŜΣ 
ǾŀƭƛŘ ŀƴŘ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎύ ŀƴŘκƻǊ όōύ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊΣ ƳƻǊŜ 
ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƭŀōŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŘŜǊƛǾŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ǿƛƭŦǳƭ ǊŜŦǳǎŀƭ ōȅ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭǎΣ 
ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŦǘƛǎǘǎ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴȄƛŜǘƛŜǎ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎƭȅΦ LƴǎǘŜŀŘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ 
ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊƛƴƎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƻǊǊŜŎǘ ŀƎŜƴŘŀΥ ǘƻ ŘƻǿƴƎǊŀŘŜ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ 
ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŀƭ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎΦέ /ƻƘŜƴ όнлммύ



tǊŜŦŀŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ оǊŘŜŘƛǘƛƻƴ όнлммύΥ ǎŜǾŜƴ 
ŦŀƳƛƭƛŀǊ Ŧƻƭƪ ŜǾƛƭǎ
мΦ̧ ƻǳƴƎΣ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎπŎƭŀǎǎΣ ±ƛƻƭŜƴǘ aŀƭŜǎ

нΦ{ŎƘƻƻƭ ±ƛƻƭŜƴŎŜΥ .ǳƭƭȅƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ {Ƙƻƻǘƻǳǘǎ

оΦ²ǊƻƴƎ 5ǊǳƎǎΥ ¦ǎŜŘ ōȅ ²ǊƻƴƎ tŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǘ ²ǊƻƴƎ tƭŀŎŜǎ 

пΦ/ƘƛƭŘ !ōǳǎŜΣ {ŀǘŀƴƛŎ wƛǘǳŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ tŀŜŘƻǇƘƛƭŜ wŜƎƛǎǘŜǊǎ 

рΦ{ŜȄΣ ±ƛƻƭŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ .ƭŀƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ aŜŘƛŀ 

сΦ²ŜƭŦŀǊŜ /ƘŜŀǘǎ ŀƴŘ {ƛƴƎƭŜ aƻǘƘŜǊǎ

тΦwŜŦǳƎŜŜǎ ŀƴŘ !ǎȅƭǳƳ {ŜŜƪŜǊǎΥ CƭƻƻŘƛƴƎ ƻǳǊ /ƻǳƴǘǊȅΣ {ǿŀƳǇƛƴƎ 
ƻǳǊ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ 



aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ /Ǌƛǎƛǎ ŀǎ aƻǊŀƭ tŀƴƛŎ

Åwe take perceptions of what constitutes a threat (or a crisis) seriously: they 
are not merely the product of irrationality or ignorance on behalf of 
citizens (in which case anti-immigration feelings could be remedied by 
sound information). Migration crises as social construct are rather the by-
product, at the psychological and microsocial level, of broader trends 
affecting states and societies. 
ÅAs a specific form of social problem construction, moral panics always need 
άǎƻƳŜ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ŜƴǘŜǊǇǊƛǎŜέ ό/ƻƘŜƴΣ нлммΣ ǇΦ ȄȄǾƛƛƛύΥ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ ƳƻǊŀƭ 
entrepreneurs include in particular the media and social media or political 
agents (like far-right or populist movements). 
Åbut moral panics constructed on a daily basis through discrete processes by 

specific actors become structural features of migration politics, they 
institutionalize migration as crisis



aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΥ ŀ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ 

ÅRecurrence of migration crises situated in specific locations, and 
presenting local specificities in the context European free circulation 
and europeanisingmigration and border control 

Ýthey all contributed to the anxieties over migration among EU 
governments and their population and led to the emergence, since 
the nineties, of a multi-sited and generic representation of migration 
as crisis out of separate and dispersed situations. 



/Ǌƛǎƛǎ ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜǎ ŀǎ ŜǇƛǎǘŜƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
ŀǊǊŀƴƎŜƳŜƴǘǎ
ÅWhen is the crisis?
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bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇƘǊŀǎŜǎ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƻǊ ŀǎȅƭǳƳ 
ƻǊ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŦǊƻƳ мффу ǘƻ нлно ƛƴ CǊŜƴŎƘ Ƴŀƛƴ Řŀƛƭȅ ƴŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊǎ ό[Ŝ CƛƎŀǊƻΣ 
ƭŜ aƻƴŘŜΣ [ƛōŞǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ [Ŝǎ 9ŎƘƻǎΣ [Ŝ tŀǊƛǎƛŜƴΣ [ŀ /ǊƻƛȄύΦ {ƻǳǊŎŜΥ 9ǳǊƻǇǊŜǎǎŜнлно



bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳǎ ϦƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ŀƴŘ άŀǎȅƭǳƳ 
crisis" in their title, abstract or keywords from 1990 to 2022 in social sciences and 
humanities (including Economics, Econometrics and Finance, Environmental Science 
and Psychology) journals and books. Source: Scopus, 2023
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Refugee crisis Migration crisis



²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀōƻǳǘΚ ǘƘŜ aƛƎǊŀƴǘ κ 
wŜŦǳƎŜŜ ŘƛŎƘƻǘƻƳȅ
In 2015, an editorial disagreement opposed the BBC to Al Jazeera. The BBC spoke of a 
migration crisis and introduced the following disclaimer in its articles:  

ά! ƴƻǘŜ ƻƴ ǘŜǊƳƛƴƻƭƻƎȅΥ ¢ƘŜ ../ ǳǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ ŀƭƭ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǾŜ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ 
yet to complete the legal process of claiming asylum. This group includes people fleeing war-torn 
countries such as Syria, who are likely to be granted refugee status, as well as people who are 
ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ Ƨƻōǎ ŀƴŘ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ƭƛǾŜǎΣ ǿƘƻƳ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ǊǳƭŜ ŀǊŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎΦέ   

A few weeks later, in response, Al Jazeera English (AJE) took the opposite decision. 
Reporting about boat migration across the Mediterranean, an AJE editor explained that, 

ΨŦƻǊ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŀŎŎǳǊŀŎȅΣ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƻǊ ƻŦ ƴŜǿǎ ŀǘ !ƭ WŀȊŜŜǊŀ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΣ {ŀƭŀƘ Negm, has decided that we 
ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΦ ²Ŝ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜΣ ǎŀȅ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜΩ



²ƘƻǎŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΚ 

ÅŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άƳƛƎǊŀƴǘπǊŜŦǳƎŜŜ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƭŀŎƛƴƎ ƛǘ ōȅ ŀ 
άƘƻǎǇƛǘŀƭƛǘȅέπέŀǎȅƭǳƳ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ όмǎǘƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛǉǳŜύ

ҐҔ ŦǊŀƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀǎ ŀ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀǘ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ 
ƭŜǾŜƭǎέΚ ƻŦ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΚ ŘŜōŀǘŜǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ΨŦŀƛƭǳǊŜΩ ƻŦ 
όƛƳύƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŀǎȅƭǳƳ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ όŎŦΦ /ŀǎǘƭŜǎ нллпύ

ÅƛƳǇƭƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ōƻǊŘŜǊκƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ŀƴŘ ŀǎȅƭǳƳ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ƻǊ ǎŜŘŜƴǘŀǊƛƴŜǎǎ 
ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊƳ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴκŀǎȅƭǳƳ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŀōƴƻǊƳŀƭ

ÅǎƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎǘƘŜ ŜǾŜǊȅŘŀȅ ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƻŦ 
ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǇŀǊǘǎΥ ǇƻǾŜǊǘȅΣ ǾǳƭƴŜǊŀōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ƛƴŜǉǳŀƭƛǘȅΣ 
ŘƛǎŎǊƛƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ Ǌƛǎƪǎ ŜǘŎΦ ŦƻǊ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻƴπƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎ 
ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ



/ƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ

Å¢ƘŜ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ 

ÅCƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ WŀƴƛƴŜ 5ŀƘƛƴŘŜƴΩǎόнлмсύ ǇƭŜŀ ǘƻ ŘŜπƳƛƎǊŀƴǘƛŎƛǎŜƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ 
ǎŎƘƻƭŀǊǎƘƛǇΣ ǿŜ 
ÅŘŜƭƛƴŜŀǘŜ ŀ ǎǘǊƛŎǘ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŀƴŀƭȅǘƛŎŀƭ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ όƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎύ 
ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳƻƴπǎŜƴǎŜ ƻǊ ǾŀƭǳŜκǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƭƻŀŘŜŘ ƴƻǘƛƻƴǎ όάƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέύΣ 

ÅōǊƛŘƎŜ ƎŀǇǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴπŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ  ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǿƛǘƘ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 
ǘƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀƴŘ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƳŀƪƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ 

ÅŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ Ƙƻǿ άƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎέ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƻ άƴƻƴπƳƛƎǊŀƴǘƛǎŜŘέ ǳƴƛǘǎ ƻŦ 
ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ 



Asylum regimes are more than norms and policies: 
How actors and welfare services shape asylum 
across Europe 

F. Gemenne ðP. Puskarova ðK. Csefalvayova

20thApril 2023

Paris

4ÈÉÓ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÈÁÓ ÒÅÃÅÉÖÅÄ ÆÕÎÄÉÎÇ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ %ÕÒÏÐÅÁÎ #ÏÍÍÉÓÓÉÏÎ΄Ó (ÏÒÉÚÏÎ ΨΦΨΦ 2ÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÁÎÄ 
)ÎÎÏÖÁÔÉÏÎ 0ÒÏÇÒÁÍÍÅÕÎÄÅÒ 'ÒÁÎÔ ÁÇÒÅÅÍÅÎÔ .Ï ήΨΨήΦά



Motivation

¶Lƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΣ ŀǎȅƭǳƳ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ƛǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǊƳǎ ςŎǊƻǎǎ
ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ

¶ǘƘŜ ŦǊŀƎƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀǎȅƭǳƳ ǊŜƎƛƳŜǎ Ƙŀǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ōŜŜƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ƪŜȅ 
ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ΨŎǊƛǎŜǎΩ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŘƛǎǇǳǘŜǎ ŀƳƻƴƎ ƳŜƳōŜǊπ
ǎǘŀǘŜǎςƛƴǘǊŀπŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ

¶²ƘŀǘŘǊƛǾŜǎǘƘŜǎŜƛƴǘǊŀπŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎΚ 
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7ÅÌÆÁÒÅ 
ÒÅÇÉÍÅ ÁÎÄ 
ÐÒÉÖÁÔÅȾÐÕÂÌÉÃ 
ÍÉØ

¶ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ǿƻǊƭŘǎ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎƳ ό9ǎǇƛƴƎπ!ƴŘŜǊǎŜƴ мффлύ πǎǘŀǘŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ 
ǇƭŀȅŜǊΣ ǘƘŜǾŀǊȅƛƴƎƳƛȄ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
ǿŜƭŦŀǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǿŜƭŦŀǊŜ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ

¶¢ƘŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ƴƻƴǎǘŀǘŜ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǿƘƛƭŜ ƳƻǾƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ 
bƻǊǘƘ ǘƻ {ƻǳǘƘ ƛǎ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ 
ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜǎόǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ŀǎȅƭǳƳ ǎŜŜƪŜǊǎ ǳǇǎǳǊƎŜύΣŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ 
ŘŜƎǊŀŘŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǘǳǊƳƻƛƭΣ ŀƴŘŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƴƎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎ ƻŦ 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴό9ǎǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ½Ƙƻǳ мффромύΦ

This project has received funding from the European Commission's Horizon 2020 Research and 
Innovation Programme under Grant agreement No 822806



-ÅÔÈÏÄÏÌÏÇÙ
¶²tр ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ

¶ммн ǎŜƳƛπǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿǎ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƪŜȅ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀƴǘǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 
hŎǘƻōŜǊ нлмф ŀƴŘ CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ нлнмҌ нлт YǳǊŘƛǎƘŘƛŀǎǇƻǊŀƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿǎ

This project has received funding from the European Commission's Horizon 2020 Research and 
Innovation Programme under Grant agreement No 822806



2ÅÓÕÌÔÓ

¶CƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΣ ŀ ƭƻǘ ŘŜǇŜƴŘǎ ƻƴ ƛǘǎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŜƴƎŀƎŜ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ
όǇǊƻŎǊŀǎǘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΣ ƻǳǘǎƻǳǊŎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƴƻƴǎǘŀǘŜƛƴ ǘƘŜǎƻǳǘƘΣ 
YƻŜƴƛƎǎǘŜƛƴŜǊǎŎƘƭǳŜǎǎŜƭƛƴ DŜǊƳŀƴȅΣ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴπōŀǎŜŘǎǘŀǘŜ ŎŀǊŜƛƴ ǘƘŜ
ƴƻǊǘƘύ ςǘƘŜƭŜǎǎŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅΣ ǘƘŜƳƻǊŜ ǊŀƴŘƻƳǎƻǊǘƛƴƎw!{ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘǎǇŀŎŜΣ 
ƭŀǊƎŜǊǘƘŜƛƴŜǉǳŀƭƛǘȅƻŦ ǿŜƭŦŀǊŜŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ

¶CƻǊ ƴƻƴǎǘŀǘŜ ŀŎǘƻǊǎΣ όƛƳύƳƻōƛƭƛǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴƎŜƴǘ ǳǇƻƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 
ǿŜƭŦŀǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭƛƴŜǎǎΥ ǎƳŀƭƭŎƛǘƛŜǎαŎǳǊǎŜά ŎŀƴōŜŎƛǊŎǳƳǾŜƴǘŜŘōȅ 
ƭƻŎŀƭŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎƘŜƭǇǘƻ ŀǾƻƛŘƘƻƳŜƭŜǎǎƴŜǎǎΣ ŜƴǘǊȅ
ǘƻ ƭŀōƻǊƳŀǊƪŜǘ

¶#ÏÌÌÉÎÅÁÒÉÔÙȡ %ÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ×ÅÁÌÔÈÄÅÔÅÒÍÉÎÅÓÔÈÅÆÒÉÅÎÄÌÉÎÅÓÓɉÈÙÐÏÔÈÅÓÉÓÏÆ 
ÔÈÅÒÅÖÅÎÇÅÏÆ ÔÈÅÃÉÔÉÅÓÔÈÁÔÄÏ ÎÏÔÍÁÔÔÅÒɊ
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Howasylum
regimesare 
shaped

tǳōƭƛŎπ
ǇǊƛǾŀǘ
ŜƳƛȄ

Germany(conservative)
Finland, Sweden
(sociodemocratic),Austria
(conservative)

Italy, Greece, France
(southern)

state Automatic redistribution and
rooting of asylum seekers in
locations (Koenigsteiner Quota,
Wohnsitzauflage), accessto work
even before status legalization,
employment-basedintegration

Negotiation-based
redistribution of asylum
seekers amongst regions,
education-based
integration,accessto work
after statuslegalization

Camp housing, formal or
informal outsourcing of
welfare services to nonstate
actors (Italy per Salvini
decree). Municipality activism
(Thessaloniki,Athens)

NGOs responsibilities commanded by
state, large focus on work
placement,large role in accessto
welfarefor paperlessmigrantsand
failed asylumseekers

Activities regulated by
state, focus on cultural
and social agendas, all
welfare for paperless
migrantsand failed asylum
applicants

Dominant role for out-of-
camp housing and labor
market insertion, usually
allying with international
organizationssuch as IOM or
UNHCR

market Collaborating closely with state
and NGOs, strong voice of
employersand trade unionsin the
asylumgrantingprocess(canavert
deportation)

Activities regulated by
state

Sole provider of reception
carein Italyand France

This project has received funding from the European Commission's Horizon 2020 Research and 
Innovation Programme under Grant agreement No 822806
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What is a ñmigration crisisò in our study regions?

ÁComparison Tunisia/Turkey

ÁTunisia-EU migration deal 2018; Turkey-EU statement 2016

ÁMedia analysis:

ÁAcute awareness of active construction of EU migration crisis discourse

ÁAcute awareness of discrepancies between rhetorical commitment to 

humanitarian values and real-life actions

ÁMuch less critical view of migration movements than in EU discourse

Fröhlich/Müller-Funk. 2020. GIGA Focus Middle East



Variation in Forced Migration Governance (FMG)

ÁComparison of historical Algerian and contemporary Syrian and Libyan 

displacement situations:

ÁSimilar driver constellations can lead to different outcomes of FMG

ÁAlgeria and Syria: strong domestic, regional-geopolitical, and international-normative 

drivers, but in Algeria result is open-supportive approach to FMG, in Syria restrictive-

selective

ÁThis is due to interests of origin and host states aligning in different ways

ÁNon-governance of Libyan displacement shows that limited international-normative driver 

does not necessarily lead to restrictive approach to FMG

28Müller-Funk/Fröhlich/Bank. 2023. International Migration Review



Variation in Forced Migration Governance (FMG)

ÁComparison of Tunisiaôs response to Algerian displacement after 

independence from France 1956 and and Libyan displacement following 

democratisation process which started in 2011

ÁForced migrants as risks or assets to political transformation processes

Ąanalytical tool to uncover deep interlinkages between domestic and 

geopolitical levels

Ąhelps to understand different state responses to forced migration, including 

laissez-faire and no-policy

29Müller-Funk/Natter. 2023. Mediterranean Politics



Mobility control and state making in civil war

ÁHow do different actors attempt to control mobility during 

civil war? How do mobility control and state-making interact 

in such settings? 

Á3 mechanisms of mobility control in civil war: 

1. Forcing exit

2. Selective return (as a form of expulsion)

3. Strategic laissez-faire (the intentional absence of 

regulation)

Á FMG can be regime survival strategy in civil war, mobility 

control can indicate attempts to redefine boundaries of a 

nation and its territory

30Fröhlich/Müller-Funk. 2023. Migration Politics



FMG and state stabilization

ÁForced migration governance can function as state stabilization 

strategy 

ÁExample: Eritrea/Tigray

ÁDiaspora exploitation and transnational control of people fleeing 

from the mandatory and open-ended national service

31Hirt. 2021. MAGYC Policy Brief D4.7



Tools of (forced) migration governance

Á Example Niger: Law 36-2015, drafted and signed under severe EU pressure

Á Forbids Nigeriens from transporting international migrants north from Agadez towards Libya 

or Algeria

Á Law supposedly targets only international migrants, but severely impacts circular migration 

and local population, too, resulting in negative effects in local economy in Agadez region like 

unemployment

Á Migration to Libya and Algeria became much more expensive and dangerous and aid flows 

mainly to international migrants, not local communities

Á Less remittances and loss of important resilience strategy!

Weihe/M¿ller-Funk/Abdou. 2021. GIGA Focus Middle East



Tools of (forced) migration governance

Á Jordan and Lebanon Compacts

Á Both aim to enhance self-reliance and (de facto, not de jure) integration of Syrians: implicit 

acknowledgment of the protracted nature of their situation

Á Compacts departure from traditional humanitarian aid was thinly veiled self-interest among 

drafting parties: EU needed a way to keep Syrians out of its territory, Jordan and Lebanon 

needed a way to stabilize their struggling economies

Á Compacts = pragmatic approach to shared problems, but not those of displaced Syrians

Á (forced) migration governance can have unintended consequences, esp. if its primary 

audience are far removed societies, not migrants

33Bank/Frºhlich. 2021. Digest of Middle East Studies.
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THE PURPOSE

Problematize the concept of ócrisis migrationô by quantifying and identify critical 
level migrations and model them given the literature on drivers of migratory flows
ÅPerspective ïMigratory outflows from countries of origin for a time period of 1960-2015 

ÅAddress issues of missing data with the use of descriptive and correlational statistics 

THE METHOD

ÅMerging best available datasets for the time period globally and making them 
available publicly 

ÅExploring the correlations between the structural determinants and migratory 
movements descriptively  across different time frames for available data resources. 

ÅEstimating both the long and the short term determinants of outflows, with a focus 
on the structural and environmental conditions in the origin countries 

ÅInvestigating migration corridors using dyadic data relationally to understand the 
dynamics of movement vis-̈-vis the destination of peak flows



ADDED VALUE

ÅGlobal flow approach rather than focusing on OECD countries as 
destinations

ÅUse of most extensive flow data (Abel; 2019) for the longest available 
time period 

ÅAddressing the missing data issues

ÅTaking cumulative causation into consideration

ÅEventually bringing in the missing data: Environmental Drivers



Deliverables 
1.3, 1.4, 1.5

INDEPENDENT VAR.S AND 
MEASUREMENT

FINDINGS

D 1.3 Income 
Poverty
Inequality
Controls for Demographic and Conflict

Dyadic models better specifications 
Coefficients stronger for crisis level dyadic models 

D. 1.4 Urbanization, 
Labor market characteristics and Human 
Development Indicators
Controls for socioeconomic drivers

Demographic variables important pull factors in 
destination countries 

D. 1.5 Rapid onset changes ɀdisaster impact
Slow onset changes- temperature and 
precipitation variability
Interactions with economic growth, agricultural 
dependency and urbanization

Rapid onset- significant interactions with 
economic growth indicating the wealth reducing 
impact of disasters, capabilities and immobility
Slow onset ɀTemperature more important than 
precipitation 
Significant interactions 



The nexus between climate change and migration 
ÅHave been addressed since the early 90ôs by scholars of various disciplines from economists, environmentalists, 
demographers

Åthe case studies on environment induced migration had an easier time addressing these different factors in shaping 
migration decisions, yet, their conclusions were not generalizable. 

Åmacro studies that have the advantage of external validity, they were challenged by data availability on migratory moves 
around the work as well as the complexity of causal channels. As discussed by Gemenne(2011), their estimates and 
predictions may well be misleading due to the sometimes non linear and mostly indirect impact of climate change on 
migration.

ÅA majority of recent studies consider both direct and indirect impacts of environmental distress with special emphasis on 
their effects on habitability such as reducing agricultural yield triggering droughts, sea level rise, rapid urbanization. 
Hoffmann (2020) further note that of the 25 macro quantitative studies reviewed focusing on environment-induced 
migration, 23 find a significant correlation between climatic conditions and mobility, but they also emphasize the 
heterogeneity in these result in that they are very context dependent. In other words, they show how environment induces 
migration in certain geographies, for countries with high agricultural dependency, for middle income or island states.

ÅIn their analysis of migration from 39 Sub-Saharan African countries, Machioriet al. (2170) find that both income 
differential and the level of urbanization are affected by climate variables, and both are also explaining migration. 

ÅAdgeret al. (2015) examined the potential impact of global warming and draughts through the pressures on prices, welfare 
of individuals and growth rates and Abel et al. (2017) discussed the implications of climate change on migration, through 
reducing the availability of fresh water resources.
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D1.5. Long-Term Environmenta l Trends and   Migra tion Dynamics 

 

 10 

Authors demonstra ted  tha t c ontrolling  for the ec onomic  c ond itions and  

politic a l fac tors, c onflic t outb reaks are more p robab ly in c ountries w ith sc arc e 

fresh wa ter resourc es and  lower level of ra infa ll, henc e show the med ia ted  

impac t of environmenta l c hange on migra tion. 

 

Tab le 1: Ind irec t and  Interac tive Effec ts of Climate Change  

Pub lic a tion Variab les Interac ted  w ith Clima te in exp la ining Migra tion Flows 

Mac hiori et a l 2017 Show d irec t and  ind irec t effec ts 

Ag ric ulture : Whether the c ountry has an agric ultura l va lue added  

above the med ian in 1995 (simila r to Dell et a l 2009) *Espec ia lly 

signific ant for tempera ture 

Environmenta lly Induc ed  inc ome Variab ility: Intertempora l SD of 

GDPpc  over intertemp ora l SD of GDPpc  in other Afric an c ountries 

weighted  by d istanc e *NS 

Urbaniza tion 

Conig lio and  

Pesc e 2014 

Show d irec t and  ind irec t effec ts  

Ag ric ulture:Perc entage of Agric ulture Share of GDP *Signific ant 

GDP per c ap ita  *Signific ant 

Beine and  Parsons 

2013, 2015, 2017  

Find  no d irec t effec t show ind irec t effec ts 

Wages: 

The wage d if-ferentia l is p roxied  as the log  of the ra tio of per c ap ita  

GDP in destina tion and  orig in c ountries. *Signific ant ind irec t  

Neumann et a l 

2015 

Show ind irec t effec t 

Drylands 

La nd  degra da tion (signific ant) ra ther than water ava ilab ility 

Hoffmann et a l 

2020 

META ANALYSIS 

Show litera ture on d irec t and  ind irec t effec t 

Ag ric ulture:  

Inc ome level of the c ountry: (Midd le or not (see a lso Peri et a l 2016) , 

NON-OECD b ut not low inc ome)  

Reg ion: La tin Americ a , Sub  Saha ran Afric a  

Urbaniza tion: Movement towa rds c ities puts more p ressure on labor 

ma rkets and  outmig  

 

  



Rapid Onset Changes 
ÅAbout 35 percent of the literature on environmental drivers investigates the role of the variables in this category 
such as floods, storms, droughts, earthquakes and man-made disasters with mixed evidence (Afifi 2011, Bohra-
Mishra et al 2014, Beineand Parsons 2015, Islam 2018)

ÅAs to the direct effects, disasters, such as floods, droughts, earthquakes are to impact the habitability of the living 
areas leading to out-migration. For instance using bilateral panel migration data for the years between 1960 and 
200, Bettinand Nicolli(2012) find a significant direct impact of disasters but only for Asian countries. Still, as 
argued by Conglioand Pesce(2014), the link between climate shocks are complex as the decision to relocate 
depends on several factors such as the nature of the climatic shock, the characteristics of the affected populations 
and the adaptation vs. vulnerability level of the regionôs economic system.

ÅNaude(2008) illustrates this impact for Sub-Saharan Africa, with frequent disasters act as a trigger on migration. 
Draboand Mbaye(2011) differentiate across different kind of disasters in showing their impact on migration, 
namely Meteorological, hydrological, and climatological for poor and middle to lower income countries. Coniglio 
and Pesce(2014) explore the size of the climatic shocks 

ÅIn this paper, the direct impact of disasters on migratory movements will be explored with a specific focus on the 
kind of impact they create in an attempt to measure their impact on habitability of living areas of people in origin 
countries. Also, the interactive effects with economic growth will be explored as economic capabilities are 
expected to play a critical mediating role in establishing the disaster migration link.
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Publication Variables Interacted with Slow Onset Changes  in explaining Migration Flows

Machiori et al 2017 Show direct and indirect effects

Agriculture: Whether the country has an agricultural value added above the median in 1995 (similar 

to Dell et al 2009) *Especially significant for temperature

Environmentally Induced income Variability: Intertemporal SD of GDPpc over intertemporal SD of 

GDPpc in other African countries weighted by distance *NS

Urbanization

Coniglio and Pesce 2014 Show direct and indirect effects

Agriculture:Percentage of Agriculture Share of GDP *Significant

GDP per capita*Significant

Beine and Parsons 2013, 

2015, 2017

Find no direct effect show indirect effects

Wages:

The wage dif-ferential is proxied as the log of the ratio of per capita GDP in destination and origin 

countries. *Significant indirect

Neumann et al 2015 Show indirect effect

Drylands

Land degradation (significant) rather than water availability

Hoffmann et al 2020

META ANALYSIS

Show literature on direct and indirect effect

Agriculture:

Income level of the country: (Middle or not (see also Peri et al 2016) , NON-OECD but not low 

income)

Region: Latin America, Sub Saharan Africa

Urbanization: Movement towards cities puts more pressure on labor markets and outmig
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Publication Measure of  Climate

Machiori et al 2017 Temperature Anomalies: Deviations from the countryôs long term mean divided by its long run Standand 

Deviation

Same with precipitation

Coniglio and Pesce 2014 Climatic shocks 

Absolute levels of prec and temp (yearly average) NS

Surplus or deficit prec or temp NS

Anomalies above 1 SD with respect to long term values Significant

Seasonal effects for dry and rainy seasons

Beine and Parsons 2013, 2015, 

2017

Deviations in both temperature and precipitation) are calculated as the differences of countries' decadal 

averages from their long run averages. Marchiori et al. (2011), we take the long run to refer to the period 

1901ï2000, and anomalies are calculated as the deviations of countries' decadal averages (in temperature 

and precipitation) from their long run average, divided by the corresponding long run standard deviation

Neumann et al 2015 Drought frequency: Annual precipitation variability within a given year, using monthly precipitation data, 

variability is the degree of variation of the annual value derived from the 31 year mean divided by the 31 yr

SD (a la Machiori et al 2012)

Hoffmann et al 2020

META ANALYSIS Changes in the variability, anomalies of rainfall and temperatureare suggested

Cai et al 2016 Both Temperature and Precipitation

Population-weighted annual average of monthly mean temperature in the origin country in degree Celsius at 

a given year

Backhaus et al 2015 Temp: Population weighted average annual temperature in degrees celsiusin the origin-constant 1990 

weights (Dell et al 2008)

Precip: Population weighted average annual precipitation in millimeters in the origin -constant 1990 

weights
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NOTES ON METHODOLOGY 

In order to statistically test the role of the environmental drivers on migration flows and crisis level flows different fixed 

effects time series models are   estimated with robuststandarderrorsareclusteredat thecountrylevel, thatallow for intra-

groupcorrelation. 

The first set of these models focuses on flows from the origin countries with the aforesaid two  dependent variables, namely 

flows and crisis flows. Due to the missing values in some of the IVs, first a base model is estimated with the better available 

ones, and others are added as different models. Nevertheless, it is the only way to explore the impact of different structural 

drivers. Following the origin country models, estimations based on the dyadic dataset were performed.

The climatic anomalies are averaged for the five years preceedingthe flows allowing for measuring their lagged effect. 

EQUATION for FLOW MODELS (both flow & crisis):

ὣ ‌ ‍ὢ Ὀ ό ‐
where:

ὣ= dependent variable (LNflow or Crisis_Dummy)

‌= constant

ὢ = vector of (the model specific set) explanatory variables

‍= coefficients vector

Ὀ = year dummies

‐= error term
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Table5 TheDirect andInteractive Effectof DisasterEffectson CrisisLevel Migration

Injured -40.6111**

LNGDPpc*injured 6.0298**

Affected -0.0228

LNGDPpc *Affected 0.0033

LeftHomeless -2.0025

LNGDPpc * LeftHomeless 0.3076

TotalAffected -0.0241

(0.0453)

LNGDPpc * TotalAffected 0.0035

(0.0061)

Reconstruction Costs -0.0046**

LNGDPpc * Reconstruction 

Costs

0.0007**

InsuredDamages 0.0020*

LNGDPpc*insureddamages -0.0002*

TotalDamages 0.0000

LNGDPpc *totaldamages -0.0000
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Totaldeaths Diff -0.0121***

(0.0036)

Injured Diff -0.0004

(0.0003)

Affected Diff -0.0000

(0.0000)

Left Homeless Diff 0.0001***

(0.0000)

Total Affected Diff -0.0000

(0.0000)

Reconst Costs Diff -0.1813***

(0.0595)

Insured Damages Diff -0.0115

(0.0070)

Total Damages Diff -0.0088**

(0.0036)

Table 6: Rapid onset drivers on Migration for Country Dyads 
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LNGDPpc* LNGDPpc -0.1369* -0.1382* -0.1272 -0.1239 -0.1037 -0.1157

(0.0779) (0.0805) (0.0779) (0.0799) (0.0785) (0.0832)

temp_anomaly -0.4495 3.0606 3.1416 1.8207 -6.4663

(0.8310) (3.2429) (3.2350) (1.2838) (4.4187)

LNGDPpc* Temp_anomaly -0.4654 -0.4732 1.4034*

(0.4423) (0.4400) (0.7543)

Prec_anomaly 1.3067 -0.1619 -0.2492 2.0696 -2.8294

(0.8826) (6.0195) (5.9972) (2.3938) (7.3147)

LNGDPpc * Prec_anomaly 0.1827 0.1924 0.7768

(0.7007) (0.6978) (1.1623)

Urbanization 0.0088 0.0149 0.0221

(0.0154) (0.0142) (0.0153)

Urbanization* Temp_anomaly -0.0560** -0.1122***

(0.0248) (0.0369)

Urbanization* Prec_anomaly -0.0112 -0.0407

(0.0369) (0.0615)

Table 7: The Impact of Climate vars interacted with GDP and Urbanization on CrisisLevel Migrations
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LNGDPpc * Temp_anomaly -0.3521 -0.7333 -0.2244 -0.3224 -0.0102 0.6072

(0.4503) (0.5567) (0.4088) (0.7618) (0.4974) (1.6225)

LNGDPpc* Prec_anomaly 0.2733 0.1966 0.4799 3.0461** 0.3689 2.4755

(0.7143) (0.7235) (0.8211) (1.3277) (1.0195) (1.8384)

%of AgrLand * 0.0150 0.0197*

(0.0094) (0.0103)

%of AgrLand * Temp_anomaly -0.0454

(0.0353)

%of AgrLand * Prec_anomaly 0.0226

(0.0417)

Agr%ofGDP 0.0051 0.0060

(0.0235) (0.0265)

Agr%ofGDP * Temp_anomaly -0.0125

(0.0818)

Agr%ofGDP * Prec_anomaly 0.3434**

(0.1364)

AgrEmploy 0.0240 0.0187

(0.0206) (0.0242)

AgrEmploy * Temp_anomaly 0.0284

(0.0812)

AgrEmploy * Prec_anomaly 0.1523

Table 8: Impact of climate variables interacted with GDP and Agriculture on Crisis Level Migrations 
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Thefindingsregardingbothslowandrapidonsetchangesaremixed,reflectingtheextantliterature.

ÅDifferentiatingrapidonsetchangesbasedontheirimpactprovidesamorenuancedapproachand

underlinestheimportanceofresilienceandcapabilities.

ÅTheimpactofrapidonsetchangesseemmoreconsistentthanslowonsetchangesandwhilesome

suchasnumberofdeathsseemtobecorrelatedwithmoreoutflows,thiseffectdisappearsonce

controlledforaninteractionwithGDP.Itthenbecomesaninhibitortomobilityratherthanapush

factor.Thisisconsistentwiththestudiesonimmobility(Zickgraf2018)andfurthersupportedbythe

mediatingroleofGDPpercapita

Å Themigrationinducingeffectofthedisastersdependsontheirintensity.Ahighlydamagingdisaster

bothintermsofhumanlivesandinreconstructioncostsimposefurtherpressuresoneconomic

growthandalsomobility.ThisisalsoevidencedbythemediatingroleoftheGDPinteractionsof

theseeffects.Hencethesuggestionfollowsthatratherthanonlylookingatanexistenceofadisaster,

futurestudiesshouldtrydifferentiatingtheimpactofthedisaster.
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Å Origin country modelsallow for a deeperanalysisof the factorsin placefrom the perspectiveof pushfactors

regardingenvironmentinducedmigration,dyadicmodelsfor both changesbut especiallyregardingslow onset

ones,yield to bettermodelspecifications

Å The resultscontributeto the discussionon the conditionalrole of agriculturedependency,economicgrowth,and

urbanizationonenvironmentallyinducedmigration.

ÅWhile inconsistentacrossmodels,thereis somesupportto the effect of precipitationanomaliesin urbanizedor

moredevelopedcountriesin pushingmobility.

ÅMore strikingly, climaterelatedcharacteristicsin thedestinationcountrysuchaslow temperatureanomaliesseem

to pull higherinternationalmigration.

Å Thepredictorsof regularflows andcrisis level flows havesimilar effectsbut their magnitudeis largerfor crisis

level flows.
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Externalization Policies: Expansion and Informalization



Policy Impacts: the Case of the EU-Turkey Statement

Agreed on 18 March 2016

6 billion EUR to Turkey to stop irregular crossings (humanitarian aid 
for refugees and for bolstering border policing)

Syrians who cross irregularly will be returned to Turkey

For each Syrian returned to Turkey, one will be resettled to Europe

Visa liberalization for Turkish nationals



Border Crossings and the Politics of Labeling:
Likely Irregular Migrants and Likely Refugees
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Differential Policy Impacts on Likely Irregular Migrants
and Likely Refugees: An Initial Hypothesis
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Border Crossings, Likely Irregular Migrants, and Likely Refugees 
across Main Routes (12 months around the EU-Turkey Statement)
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Effect of EU-Turkey Statement on Eastern Mediterranean route

Event Study: Variation of IBCs 12 months before and after March 2016

Weighted PPML Weighted PPML without Syria



Effect of EU-Turkey Statement on Central Mediterranean route

Event Study: Variation of IBCs 12 months before and after March 2016

Weighted PPML Weighted PPML without Syria



Effect of EU-Turkey Statement on Eastern Mediterranean Route
ñDifference in differencesò estimates of Likely Refugees / Likely Irregular Migrants

(above/below 75% weighted average acceptance rate)



Effect of EU-Turkey Statement on Central Mediterranean Route

ñDifference in differencesò estimates of Likely Refugees / Likely Irregular Migrants
(above/below 75% weighted average acceptance rate)



Effect of EU-Turkey Statement on Central Mediterranean Route

ñDifference in differencesò estimates of Likely Refugees / Likely Irregular Migrants
(above/below 75% weighted average acceptance rate)



Conclusions

2015 crisis overwhelmingly humanitarian

Likely irregular migrants have greater propensity to divert to alternative routes than likely 
refugees

EU-Turkey Statement a triple failure:

ÅDiverted likely irregular migrants to Central Mediterranean route
ÅContinued inflows of likely refugees (Syrian and others) stuck in Greece
ÅLimited resettlement of Syrians from Turkey to Europe (just 12476 after 2 years)

Policies which block specific routes ultimately harm likely refugees who have lower 
capacity to divert



The Politics of Migration and Asylum Crises
Timeline of Refugee Policies in Jordan and Lebanon
Kamel Dorai | IFPO 

The website (https://refgov.net) containsa databaseof decisions,testimonials,reports, official
documents, and correspondencewhere you can view chronologically, download, or be
redirected to further resources. You can also visualizedata through graphsand charts that
serveyour researchobjectivesof analyzingand comparingpolicy responsesin light of the
ȬÃÒÉÓÉÓȭ. Thiswebsiteis the productof a collaborationbetweenthe JordanandLebanonteamsin
the frameworkof the MAGYCprogram.

Objectivesof the timeline:

1/ setting upthe historicaldimensionof asylumpolicies

2/ giving accessto originaldocuments

3/ gathering originaldocumentsin onewebsite

4/ showingthe diversityof actorsinvolvedin the asylumprocess.

Linkto the website: https://refgov.net

This project has received funding from the European Commision's Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation programme 
under Grant agreement No 822806

https://t.co/odxwzhZHjW
https://t.co/odxwzhZHjW


-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ Ǫ $ÉÓÐÌÁÃÅÍÅÎÔ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ -ÉÄÄÌÅ%ÁÓÔȟ .ÏÒÔÈ !ÆÒÉÃÁȟ ÁÎÄ (ÏÒÎ ÏÆ !ÆÒÉÃÁ
Ȱ2ÅÆÕÇÅÅ #ÏÍÍÏÄÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎȡ 4ÈÅ $ÉÆÆÕÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ2ÅÆÕÇÅÅ 2ÅÎÔȤÓÅÅËÉÎÇ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ 'ÌÏÂÁÌ 3ÏÕÔÈȱ
'ÅÒÁÓÉÍÏÓ4ÓÏÕÒÁÐÁÓȿ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÏÆ 'ÌÁÓÇÏ×&ÅÌÉÎÅ &ÒÅÉÅÒ ȿ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÄÁÄ ÄÅÌ0ÁÃþÆÉÃÏȿ.ÉÃË -ÉÃÉÎÓËÉ ȿ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÏÆ -ÁÉÎÅ

"Theresearchidentifies the diffusion of refugee rent-seeking behaviour, namelythe use of host 
ÓÔÁÔÅÓȭ geopolitical position as leverage to extract revenue from other states in exchange 
for maintaining refugees within their borders. Three types of diffusion 
are identified: learning, cooperation and emulation ɀoccurring at state, regional and 
international levels across the Global South. Drawing on a range of primary sources, 
the working of thesethree types aredemonstratedacrossa range of empirical examples drawn 
from the Middle East, sub-Saharan Africa and South America. Overall, a rising trend in 
the commodification of forced migration across refugee rentier states is identified, and 
a need for further interregional research on policy diffusion outside the Global 
North underligned."

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01436597.2021.1956891?src=

This project has received funding from the European Commision's Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation programme 
under Grant agreement No 822806

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01436597.2021.1956891?src=


Formal and Informal  Dimensions of Turkish  Migration  Governance:  Linkages between 

Domestic  and Transnational  Politics
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February 20, 2023



Motivation

ÅThe decades-long authoritarian rules marking the political systems of countries in 

the MENA region were substantially challenged by the precipitous social movements 

of the late 2010s, what is later named as Arab Spring.

ÅThe uprisings had many consequences for the world politics, but possibly only one 

of them has direct repercussions on the daily lives of people.

ÅThe turmoil in the region caused the displacement of millions of people, due to the 

Syrian civil war 6.6 million Syrians have been seeking shelter in other countries.

ÅIncreasing efforts of governments to control the cross-border mobilizations, the 

pursuit of multi-level solutions to the crisis.

ÅFrom the perspective of local citizens, resettlements of refugees caused various 

problems such as increases in crime-rates (Pinotti 2017; Piopiunik and Ruhose 2017); in 

house-prices (Saiz 2007; Tumen 2016); or discriminative sentiments (Enos 2017).

Formal and Informal Dimensions of Turkish Migration Governance February 20, 2023  1 /  20



Literature on Immigration and Voting Behavior

ÅExtreme-right wing parties seem appealing to citizens because of frame on restrictive immigration policies 

(Arzheimer 2009; Lubbers, Gijsberts, and Scheepers 2002; Rydgren 2008).

ÅAn increasing number of immigrants is associated with increasingly hostile attitudes

(Hangartner et al. 2019) as well as positive support for anti-immigrant policies 

(US-Mexico Border Wall: Cortina 2019; Gravelle 2018).

ÅAn influx of immigrants increases the shares of right-wing parties or candidates: 

Greece (Dinas et al. 2019); Italy (Barone et al. 2016); Denmark (Dustmann, Vasilijeva, and Damm 2016); France (Edo et al. 2019).

ÅTurkey is a fertile ground for analyzing the relationship.

Currently, the country hosts the largest number of refugees by far, 4.1 million refugees.

ÅWhether and to what extent the voting behavior of local citizens in Turkey incline to change once 

they are exposed to refugees?
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¢ƘŜ 9ȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ {ǘǳŘƛŜǎ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ

Å!ƭǘƤƴŘŀƎ and Kaushal (2020); Fisunoglu and Sert (2019) concluded that the refugee crisis 

has not played a crucial role in shaping the voting decisions of Turkish citizens.

ÅThe findings are intriguing:

1 Fail to validate the existing theory that finds support in European countries and the US.

2 Requires further studies since the refugee crisis is still one of the most salient issues in 

Turkish politics.
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Theoretical Issues

ÅThe theory needs certain refinements in order to apply the Turkish case, because of 

two reasons:

1 Turkey is an actor in the Syrian civil war and because of her geography, the conflict has 

serious repercussions that we do not see in other countries.

i. The security issues are a more crucial factor in the border-cities compared to the refugees

(Mueller 1970, 1973).
ii. Distance to a political event shapes the individual attitudes (Branton et al. 2007; Clarke 

et al. 2016; Wallace, Zepeda-MillaȰn, and Jones-Correa 2014).

iii. ¢ƻōƭŜǊΩǎ First law of gography: everything is related to everything else, but near things are 

more related than distant things.

1 The local citizens, particularly those who are livinig in the Southeastern Anatolia, do not 

utterly differ from the refugees in terms of socio-cultural aspects.

i. Inclusion of outside groups into daily lives, increase prejudice, fear, and hatred toward those 

groups (Allport 1954; Lazarsfeld, Berelson, and Gaudet 1944).

ÅWhether and, to what extent this change in voting behavior is related to distance to 

the Syrian border where security concerns and cultural similarities play mitigative 

roles for the negative effect of refugees?
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Theoretical Issues

ÅOne-size-fits-all approach in the theoretical framework, where the direction of the 

effect is toward extreme-right wing parties.

ÅThe only right-wing party that can be considered as an extreme is Nationalist 

Movement Party (MHP). Since the attempted coup in July 2016, the nationalist-right 

wing party has been in an alliance with the incumbent party. Hence does not present 

itself as an alternative.

ÅThe other right-wing party, Good Party (IYI), formed shortly after the alliance of MHP 

and AKP. IYI is a newly established party that is still far from being an alternative to 

AKP, as the latest election results suggest.

ÅFennema (1997, 474) clearly states, while defining extreme right-wing parties, άƻƴŜ 

thing that they share in common is resentment against migrants and the immigration 

policy of their ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎΦέ
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Theoretical Issues

Å9ǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǊƛƎƘǘπǿƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘȅΣ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǇŀǊǘȅΣ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎŀƴ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ 

tŀǊǘȅ ό/ItύΣ Ƙŀǎ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ƛǘǎŜƭŦ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎǳƳōŜƴǘ ǇŀǊǘȅΦ /It 

Ƙŀǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀƴǘƛπƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǊǎƘ ŀǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ 

ŜȄǘǊŜƳƛǎǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎΦ

ÅhŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ǿƘƻ ǾƻǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ /It ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ Řƻ ǎƻ Ƨǳǎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ /It Ƙŀǎ ŜƳōǊŀŎŜŘ 

ŀƴǘƛπƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΣ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎǳƳōŜƴǘ 

ǇŀǊǘȅ ƛƴ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛǾŜ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ǘƻǿŀǊŘ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜǎ ŘƛŘ 

ŀƭǎƻ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǾƻǘŜǊǎΩ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎΦ
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Hypotheses

ÅHypothesis  1: The marginal effect of refugee rate on the ƛƴŎǳƳōŜƴǘΩǎ vote share is 

negative but lowest when distance to the Syrian border is at its lowest level. This 

effect increases in magnitude as distance to the border increases.

ÅHypothesis  2: The marginal effect of refugee rate on the main-opposition ǇŀǊǘȅΩǎ 

vote share is positive but lowest when distance to the Syrian border is at its lowest 

level. This effect increases in magnitude as distance to the border increases.
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Research Design

ÅDependent  variables:  The vote shares and ҟ in the vote shares of AKP, CHP, and MHP 

from the general and local elections (June 12, 2011; March 30, 2014; November 1, 2015; June24, 2018; March 31 2019)

ÅIndependent  variables:

1 The nearest distance of each ŎƛǘȅΩǎ center to the Syrian border

2 Ratio of refugees to the local citizens for each city and ҟ in ratio of refugees from one election to another 

3 (Using the most proximate announcement of Directorate General of Migration Management)

ÅControl  variables:  Population, Ratio of male, Ratio of 60 years or older, Illeteratcy rate, Number of crimes, Unemployment, 

Existence of a refugee camp, Average Household, GDP per capita
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Research Design

Three different estimation strategies:

i  Difference -in-difference:  Using the vote shares of each party from the five elections 

and ҟ in refugee rate

ii  Instrumental  variable:  Using the istance to the Syrian border as an instrument to 

predict ҟ in refugee rate

iii  OLS: Using ҟ in vote shares of each party from the last three elections and refugee 

rates & ҟ refugee rate of each party from the last two elections and distance to the 

Syrian border
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Research Design

Figure: Ratio of Syrian Refugees in Temporary Protection Centers by Years
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Research Design

Figure: Syrian Refugees Ratio to Local Citizens as June 21, 2018
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Results

Table 1: OLS Estimates of Effect of Distance to the Border

Model.1 
Refugee Rate

Model.2 
Refugee Number

Distance to the Border -0.014** -81.202

(0.007) (57.243)

Constant 8.986** 65833.346**

(3.918) (27962.883)

N 243 243
R2

0.120 0.050

Two-tailed tests. * p< 0.1, **  p< 0.05, ***  p< 0.01
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Results

Table 2 DID Estimates

Model.1 Model.2 Model.3 Model.4 Model.5 Model.6

Outcome AKPt AKPtī2 MHPt MHPtī2 CHPt CHPtī2
Change in Refugee Rate -0.066 1.964** 0.091 -0.640 -0.076 0.674

(0.084) (0.880) (0.113) (0.625) (0.064) (0.533)

Constant 50.926***

(0.672)

47.126***

(1.597)

13.909***

(0.450)

15.364***

(1.188)

20.806***

(0.523)

19.216***

(0.948)
N 374 212 374 212 375 213

N of clusters 81 81 81 81 81 81

N of elections 5 3 5 3 5 3

Fixed Effects

City Election ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

ṉ

Notes: Robust s tandard errors clustered by ci ties in parentheses. 

Two-tailed tests. *  p< 0.1, **  p< 0.05, ***  p< 0.01

Models 1, 3, and 5 show the effect on the election years.

Models 2, 4, and 6 are placebo outcomes us ing the party vote shares from the elections before the previous ones 

Models 1, 3, and 5 include elections results from 2011, 2014, 2015, 2018, and 2019.
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Emprical Results for AKP

Figure: The Average Marginal Effects of Refugee Rate and Distance to the Syrian Border
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Emprical Results for CHP

Figure: The Average Marginal Effects of Change in Refugee Rate and Distance to the Syrian Border
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9ƳǇǊƛŎŀƭ CƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ

ÅThe marginal effect of refugee rate on the vote share of the incumbent party is not 

statistically significant at the border cities.

ÅHowever, the marginal effect of refugee rate increases as the distance to the border 

increases and become statistically significant.

ÅThe effect only holds for refugee rate, but not for ҟ refugee rate.

ÅIn contrary to the AKP case, the marginal effect of ҟ refugee rate on the vote share 

of CHP is positive. The effect amplifies as the distance to the Syrian border increases.

ÅIn the cities, where ҟ refugee rate has not changed , the marginal effect of distance 

to the Syrian border is not statistically distunishable from zero.
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Conclusion

ÅThe AKP ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ decision to host millions of refugees has mixed effects on the voting behavior of Turkish citizens.

ÅAn individual, who lives in a distant city is more sensitive to refugee flow and will likely to punish the government. 

While another individual, who lives proximate to the Syrian border, is presumably more concerned with security issues 

and less likely to differentiate refugees due to the cultural similarities.

ÅHence, the proximity to the Syrian border plays a mitigative role in the negative effect of refugee flows.

ÅIn terms of filling the policy area, CHP has succeeded to present itself as a viable alternative 

by the supporting restrictive immigration policies.
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Further Studies

ά[ŀǎǘ year there were 800 attacks on refugee centres in Germany, they forced refugees to 

wear red wristbands in Wales, Norway is settling them in the North Pole, Denmark is 

confiscating their jewellery, the Belgian Minister of Migration told his Greek colleague to 

άǘƘǊƻǿ them into the ǎŜŀέΦ . . . Today, indeed, Europe is behind even medieval Europe in 

terms of conscience, rule of law, and human ǊƛƎƘǘǎΦέ
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Further Studies

Å¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ǿŜŀƪŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ŦƻǊ ŜƎƻŎŜƴǘǊƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻŎƛƻǘǊƻǇƛŎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

ŘǊƛǾŜǊǎ ƻŦ ŀƴǘƛƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ Ƙƻǿ ƘǳƳŀƴƛǘŀǊƛŀƴ ƳƻǘƛǾŜǎ Ŏŀƴ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴ 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜǎ ǿƘŜƴ Ƙƻǎǘ ŀƴŘ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ό!ƭǊŀōŀōŀΩƘ Ŝǘ ŀƭΦ нлнмύΦ

ÅIƻǎǘƛƭŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǊƛƴƎ ƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ 

ǳƴŘŜǊƎƻ ǎǳŘŘŜƴ ƛƴŦƭǳȄŜǎ ƻŦ ƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŜƴ ǎŀƭƛŜƴǘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊƘŜǘƻǊƛŎ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜǎ 

ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŀǘόIƻǇƪƛƴǎ нлмлύΦ
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Ȱ-ÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ $ÉÐÌÏÍÁÃÙ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ (ÏÒÎ ÏÆ !ÆÒÉÃÁȱ

4ÈÉÂÁÕÔ*ÁÕÌÉÎȿ 3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ 0Ï "ÏÒÄÅÁÕØ(ïÌîÎÅ4ÈÉÏÌÌÅÔȿ 3ÃÉÅÎÃÅÓ 0Ï #%2)

This research brings together externalisation as a form of intervention and focuses on
military interventionin the contextof conflict andpost-conflict. Thehornof Africawaschosenas
afield of studybecauseof its history regardinginternationalmilitary interventionin the frameof
successiveconflicts, and because of the intense developments in terms of programs
andactivitiesregardinghumanitarianinterventionsin this region.

Theorical conclusions: 1/ we observe migration mainstreaming in almost every domain of
international intervention (suchasgenderor environmentalmainstreaming)

2/ it is instrumentalfor migration washingto achievesecuritygoals,to maintaina party in power
with renting practices,andfor internationalorganizationsto makesurethey attract fundingsfor
their infrastructureprogram

3/ Thesetwo connectedelements: migration mainstreamingandmigration washingare part of
this migration/security/developmentnexusshapingup.

This project has received funding from the European Commision's Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation programme 
under Grant agreement No 822806



This project has received funding from the European Commision's Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation programme 
under Grant agreement No 822806

0ÕÂÌÉÃ +ÅÙÎÏÔÅ !ÄÄÒÅÓÓ ÁÎÄ ÒÏÕÎÄÔÁÂÌÅ



CIVIL SOCIETY IS KEY TO INTEGRATION!

Civil society and social integration of asylum seekers in Sweden:
The ΨǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘ of weak ǘƛŜǎΩ and the interaction between ΨǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ action ŦƛŜƭŘǎΩ

Lennart Olsson, Anne Jerneck, Claudia Fry, Anika Binte Habib

Lund University Centre for Sustainability Studies (LUCSUS)



Number of asylum applications (line) and approved applications (column) in Sweden by month
for the period 2013 ς 2021. Source of data: SCB (applications) and Migrationsverket (approved applications).

aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ 
{²959b
Historically: Generous immigration policy!

2015= 163 000 asylum seekers [high per capita]

Late 2015: 5ǊŀǎǘƛŎ ǎƘƛŦǘ ƛƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ς ǾŜǊȅ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛǾŜΗ

WHY SWEDEN?



Dismal times
with dismal outlook

Can we paint a more 
optimistic picture?

Drastic policy change 
is not profoundly 
shared in society



Ψhƴ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜΣ Ƙƻǿ ƻŦǘŜƴ Řƻ ȅƻǳ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ ƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎΚΩ

EU 27 Sweden

The interviews (face-to-face) were carried out in the period 2-29 November 2021. The EU27 data contain 26,510 interviews, and the Swedish data contain 1,070 interviews.



EU 27 Sweden

Ψ²ƻǳƭŘ ȅƻǳ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ŦŜŜƭ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ƻǊ ǳƴŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŀƴ ƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ 
ŀǎ ȅƻǳǊ ŦǊƛŜƴŘκǿƻǊƪ ŎƻƭƭŜŀƎǳŜκƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊκŘƻŎǘƻǊκŦŀƳƛƭȅ ƳŜƳōŜǊκƳŀƴŀƎŜǊΚΩ

The interviews (face-to-face) were carried out in the period 2-29 November 2021. The EU27 data contain 26,510 interviews, and the Swedish data contain 1,070 interviews.



WHAT ABOUT integration?

Benefit WHOLE society!

²IL/I 
ǿŀȅΚ

integration employment

VERY DIFFICULT!

ΩǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ
an accepted part of ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΩ

[Penninx & Garcés-Mascareñas 2016:14]



PROPOSITION: [we have reason to believe]

Civil society associations are actively and successfully engaged 
in facilitating the integration of migrants [asylum seekers]

= counter force!



¢I9hw¸

The strength of weak ties

[Strategic action fields]

Demographic opportunity

Rural //  Precarious cosmopolitanism 

Inclusive practices

[Mark Granovetter 1973, 1983]

[Neil Fligstein & Doug McAdam 2011, 2012]

[Woods 2018]

ώ/ƭŀǳŘƛŀ CǊȅ ϧ aƛƴŜ LǎƭŀǊ нлнмϐ



PROPOSITION:

Rural municipalities have an interest in receiving migrants
= ΩŘŜƳƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅΩ
= ΩǊǳǊŀƭ ŎƻǎƳƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴƛǎƳΩ

ώǿŜƭŦŀǊŜ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎϐ 
ώǎƪƛƭƭŜŘ 
ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎϐ

TEST: 3 types of municipalities: dwindling, dynamic, dissenting



Neil Fligstein & Doug McAdam: Strategic action fields

мtƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ όǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎύ

нaǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎŜǊǾŀƴǘǎ

о/ƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ

пǇƻǇǳƭƛǎƳ ς ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎǳƳōŜƴǘ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ώƻƴ ƎŜƴŜǊƻǳǎ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅϐ

{ƻŎƛŀƭ ƻǊŘŜǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀƴŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛƴƎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ 
ŦƛŜƭŘǎ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŜŘ ōȅ ƛƴŎǳƳōŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƻǊŘŜǊΦ

²ƛǘƘ ǘƛƳŜΣ ƛƴŎǳƳōŜƴǘǎ ǊŜǇŜŀǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǎŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎ ǘƻ ǎǘŀōƛƭƛǎŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǿƘƛƭŜ 
ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǊǎ ǎŜŜƪ ǘƻ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǘ ƛǘΣ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳ ƛǘΣ ƻǊ ǇŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛƴƎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ 
ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƛŜƭŘǎΦ



METHODOLOGY & MATERIAL

CASE SELECTION Three purposively selected cases: one of each type

a95L! 
!b![¸{L{

389 articles in local newspaper 2009-2019: Åsele, Gnosjö, Sjöbo

SURVEY Sent to civil society associations in all 290 municpalities (n=1278)



/L±L[ {h/L9¢¸ 
!{{h/L!¢Lhb{
ALL: extraordinarily positive in relation to migrants! [= strength of weak ties]

= 97% Very Positive or Positive to migrants in their association

= 38% engage migrants and their parents [faith-based 60%]

= 79% migrants from a diversity of cultures are an asset, 18% neutral, 2% disagree

DWINDLING MUNICIPALITIES [= ΨŘŜƳƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅΩϐ 

DYNAMIC MUNICIPALITIES [= ΨǊǳǊŀƭ ŎƻǎƳƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƛǎƳΩϐ

= skilled labour

DISSENTING MUNICIPALITIES [= ΨƛƴŎƭǳǎƛǾŜ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎΩϐ
= counter force against anti-migration politics!

FINDINGS



Toward a Multi-Scalar Understanding of Integration:

Kurdish Refugees and Asylum Seekers 
Between State, Diaspora and 
Geopolitics

UQCU"OCI[E"Vgco
Hkqpc"D0"Cfcouqp
Xg{ukFci
Ecvjgtkpg"T0"Etcxgp



SOAS MAGYC TEAM 

Veysi Dag Fiona B. Adamson                 Catherine R. Craven

Institutional Lead 





Yqtm"Rcemcig"Rctvkekrcvkqp

WP2, WP8, WP5, WP6

- Kurdish Diaspora Research Stream (WP5, WP6)

- Refugee integration in Europe post 2015-16

- Multi -scalar governance of migration

-Urcvkcn"curgevu"qh"vjg"ҵetkukuҶ



Research Question:
What Roles do Diaspora 
Organizations Play in 
Refugee Reception and 
Integration?



Why Diaspora Organizations? 

/ Kpetgcukpi"kpvgtguv"kp"tqng"qh"ekxkn"uqekgv{"qticpkucvkqpu."PIQu"cpf"

jwocpkvctkcp"cevqtu"kp"tghwigg"tgegrvkqp

/ Fkcurqtc"qticpk|cvkqpu"cu"dtqmgtu"qt"kpvgtnqewvqtu"dgvyggp"cttkxkpi"

tghwiggu"cpf"pgy"ҵjquv"uqekgv{Ҷ

/ Ownvk/uecnct"godgffgfpguu"qh"fkcurqtc"qticpkucvkqpu

/ Xgtvkecn"nkpmu"ykvj"nqecn"cpf"pcvkqpcn"cwvjqtkvkgu

/ Jqtk|qpvcn"nkpmu"ykvj"qvjgt"fkcurqtc"qticpkucvkqpucpf"ekxkn"

uqekgv{"itqwru

/ Vtcpupcvkqpcn"nkpmu"y1kp"Gwtqrg"cpf"ҵjqogncpfҶ



Why Kurdish Diaspora in Europe?

- Significant refugee influx from Syria, Turkey and Iraq 2015-16

- Pre-existing established organizations and networks across 

Europe

- ҵUvcvgnguuҶ"fkcurqtc

- Provides a contrast with state -led diaspora engagement

- No official statistics --ҵkpxkukdngҶ"rqrwncvkqp

- Conflict -generated and multiple crises



Turkey, Syria, Iraq and Iran are ranked 

amongst the top ten countries in terms of 

numbers of asylum applicants in European 

countries (BAMF 2021). 



Tgugctej"Fgukip"
cpfOgvjqfu



Research Design and Methods

-Multi -sited and mixed method research design

-Field Research between March and August 

2019

-Comparison of Kurdish refugee communities 

across 18 sites in 7 states in Europe (Austria, 

Denmark, France, Germany, Italy, Sweden, UK)

-230 Interviews w/ diaspora groups and 

refugees

-Ethnographic research and participant 

observation

-Visual documentation and mapping



Gzcorng<"Uygfgp

-Strong established integrated 
Kurdish community of 
intellectuals, artists
-History of state support for 
Kurdish organizations
-Established state integration 
programs
-Several diaspora organizations 
(both moderate and radical) in 
Stockholm
-Malmö -- self-organizing



Example: Italy

-Radical and self-organizing groups
-Survival in precarity - agricultural and 
illicit work
-Italy as a transit state

/Jkijgt"ngxgnu"qh"rtgectkv{
/Ygcm"iqxv"kpvgitcvkqp"
rqnkekgu
/Nkpmu"ykvj"ekxkn"uqekgv{"
qticpk|cvkqpu"cpf"cevkxkuvu





Example: France

- Undocumented 
Migrants 
- Kinship ties 
(assabiyah) 
- Organization in 
ghettos (mosques 
and tea houses)

- Self- governmentality 
*rgqrngҲuassembly, 
initiatives and 
eqookvvggu+ҥ
- Self- Integration 
(employment 
at construction sites 
and housing 
in unregistered flats in 
rqqt"eqpfkvkqpu+ҥ
- High level of 
politicisationҥ1rtgugpe
e of Turkish state





V{rgu"qh"Fkcurqtc"Qticpk|cvkqpu

Self-Organizing and Unaffiliated03
ǒ Nqecn"cpf"urqpvcpgqwun{"qticpk|gf

ǒ Rtqxkfg"ugnh/jgnr."ygnhctg."eqoowpkv{."uqog"iqxgtpcpeg

ǒ Gogtig"kp"cdugpeg"qh"guvcdnkujgf"fkcurqtc"qticpk|cvkqpu

ǒ Gzcorngu<"Ocnoq."Dctk

Radical Homeland Organizations02
ǒ Highly politicized

ǒ Linked to broader transnational governance structures

ǒ Kpvgtpcn"ҵfkcurqtc"iqxgtpcpegҶ

ǒ Associated with the Kurdistan Communities Union (KCK)

Oqfgtcvg"Dtqmgt"Qticpk|cvkqpu01
ǒ Work closely with local governments and officials

ǒ Receive funds for integration programs

ǒ Focused on Kurdish culture w/in country of residence

ǒ Example: KOMKAR



Diaspora Organizations and Integration

/ Hceknkvcvkpi"oqdknkv{

/ Tgegrvkqp"cpf"kpvgitcvkqp

/ Cevkpi"cu"cp"kpvgtogfkct{"ykvj"ҵqhhkekcnҶ"kpvgitcvkqp"rtqitcou

/ Fktgev"ygnhctg"qt"ҵugnh/jgnrҶ"kpkvkcvkxgu

/ Kphqtocn"cpf"vtcpu/dqtfgt"hnqyu"qh"kphqtocvkqp"cpf"tguqwtegu

/ Rgthqtokpi"ҵkpvgtpcn"iqxgtpcpegҶ"hwpevkqpu"//uqogvkogu"kp"rctcnngn"vq."uqogvkogu"kp"eqplwpevkqp"ykvj."

nqecn"cwvjqtkvkgu

/ DWV"CNUQ

/ Rncekpi"qduvcengu"vq"kpvgitcvkqp"kp"uqog"ecugu

/ Icvgmggrkpi

/ Kpuvtwogpvcnk|cvkqp"qh"vjg"rqnkvkecn"geqpqo{"qh"tghwigg"kpvgitcvkqp



Transnational Governmentality and Geopolitics 

ǒ Spatial Entanglement (Adamson 2023)

ǒ Migration Diplomacy

ǒ Impacts on Asylum Cases, Transnational 

Repression, Extradition

EU-Turkey 

Agreement/Deal 2016

Turkey Blocks/Stalls Swedenôs 

NATO Membership Bid 2022



A Multi-Scalar Understanding of Integration

- Refugees and asylum seekers often continue to be influenced by developments in 

their homelands; remain embedded in broader geopolitical dynamics that affect their 

everyday lives; and be subject to the influence of a range of transnational actors, ties, 

and forms of diaspora politics.

-ҵKpvgitcvkqpҶ"rtqeguugu"ujqwnf"rtqxkfg"kpfkxkfwcnu"ykvj"vjg"tguqwtegu"cpf"uwrrqtv"vq"

successfully function and flourish in their country of reception, as well as to engage 

with broader transnational, geopolitical and diasporic contexts.



Rtqlgev"Cejkgxgogpvu

- Mapping Kurdish diaspora in Europe

- Eqppgev"nkvgtcvwtgu"qp"ҵokitcpv"kpvgitcvkqp.Ҷ"ҵfkcurqtc"rqnkvkeuҶ"cpf"

ҵokitcvkqp"fkrnqoce{1igqrqnkvkeuҶ

- Typology of different types of diaspora organizations 

- Understanding informal transnational governance structures

- Cfcouqp."Fci"cpf"Etcxgp"*wpfgt"tgxkgy+"ҵVqyctf"c"Ownvk-Scalar 

Understanding of Integration: Kurdish Refugees and Asylum-Seekers 

Dgvyggp"Uvcvg."Fkcurqtc"cpf"IgqrqnkvkeuҶ



Debordering solidarity and weak
immigrants

Maurizio Ambrosini  and I rak l is
Dimitr iadis
Un ivers i t y o f  M i lan  - Depar tmen t o f  Soc ia l  and 
Po l i t i ca l  Sc iences

-!'9# Ȥ&ÉÎÁÌ -ÅÅÔÉÎÇ

0ÁÒÉÓȟ άΪȤάΫ !ÐÒÉÌ άΪάέ

¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ¦ƴƛƻƴΩǎ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ нлнл 
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Immigration policies as a battleground

ÅȰ4ÈÅ ÍÕÌÔÉÌÅÖÅÌ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÁÎÃÅ ÏÆ ÉÍÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎȱ

Å! ÍÏÒÅ ÄÙÎÁÍÉÃ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÎÆÒÏÎÔÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÖÉÓÉÏÎȡ ÔÈÅ 
ÃÏÎÃÅÐÔ ÏÆ ÂÁÔÔÌÅÇÒÏÕÎÄ 

Å4ÈÅ ÅØÃÌÕÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÉÓ Á ÂÁÔÔÌÅÇÒÏÕÎÄȟ ×ÈÅÒÅ 
×Å ÆÉÎÄ ÓÅÖÅÒÁÌ ÁÃÔÏÒÓ ɉ.'/Óȟ ÔÒÁÄÅ ÕÎÉÏÎÓȟ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ 
ÍÏÖÅÍÅÎÔÓȟ ÆÁÉÔÈ ÏÒÇÁÎÉÚÁÔÉÏÎÓȣɊ ×ÈÏ ÓÔÒÕÇÇÌÅ 
ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ÔÈÅ ØÅÎÏÐÈÏÂÉÃ ÐÏÌÉÃÉÅÓ

Å4ÈÅ ÃÏÎÃÅÐÔ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÁÐÐÌÉÅÄ ÁÔ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ ÌÅÖÅÌÓȡ 
ÉÎÔÅÒÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌȟ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌȟ ÌÏÃÁÌ



The discussionon «humanitarianism»

A stream of literature hasstrongly criticised «humanitarianism» in the last 
decades

Most of this literature makes no distinction between different humanitarian
actors

It emphasizesÈÕÍÁÎÉÔÁÒÉÁÎÉÓÍȭÓcomplicity with bordersclosure, its convergence
with a neoliberal ideology,  and lack of political engagement

The «antipolitics of care»: sentiments and moral commitment are saidto take the 
place of justice and political engagement



Positive visions

ÁȺÖÏÌÕÎÔÅÅÒÈÕÍÁÎÉÔÁÒÉÁÎÉÓÍȻ

ÁȺÓÕÂÖÅÒÓÉÖÅÈÕÍÁÎÉÔÁÒÉÁÎÉÓÍȻ

ÁȺÃÉÖÉÃÓÏÌÉÄÁÒÉÔÙȻ

ÁȺÉÎÃÌÕÓÉÖÅ ÓÏÌÉÄÁÒÉÔÙȻ

ÁÖÏÌÕÎÔÅÅÒÉÎÇÁÓȺÍÉÃÒÏÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅȻ

ÁȺÕÎÄÅÒÇÒÏÕÎÄ ÒÁÉÌ×ÁÙȻ



Some examplesof solidarity from the 
civil society

ÁThe Long Summerof Welcome in Germany (2015)

ÁSearchand Rescue operations by NGOsȭ ÖÅÓÓÅÌÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ 
Mediterranean see

ÁThe «underground railway» through national borders

ÁThe support to rejectedasylumseekers

ÁThe reception of Ukrainian refugees(2022)



The political meaning of practical help

Ç%ÖÅÎ ×ÈÅÎ ÔÈÅ ÁÃÔÏÒÓ ÉÎÖÏÌÖÅÄ  ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ÔÁËÅ ÁÎ ÏÖÅÒÔ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌ 
ÐÏÓÉÔÉÏÎȟ ÔÈÅÙ ÃÏÎÔÅÓÔ ÐÏÌÉÃÉÅÓ ÏÆ ÁÓÙÌÕÍ ÁÎÄ ÂÏÒÄÅÒÓ ÉÎ ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅȢ 

Ç0ÒÁÃÔÉÃÁÌ ÈÅÌÐ  ÉÓ ÉÍÂÕÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌ ÍÅÁÎÉÎÇȟ ÅÖÅÎ ×ÈÅÎ ÉÔ ÉÓ 
ÎÏÔ ÄÅÃÌÁÒÅÄ ÏÒ ÁÃËÎÏ×ÌÅÄÇÅÄ

Ç)Î ÓÕÃÈ ×ÁÙȟ ÖÁÒÉÏÕÓ ÃÉÖÉÌ ÓÏÃÉÅÔÙȭÓ ÁÃÔÏÒÓ ÂÅÃÏÍÅ ÐÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 
ȰÂÁÔÔÌÅÇÒÏÕÎÄȱ ÏÆ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÐÏÌÉÃÉÅÓȡ ÔÈÅÙ ÁÒÅ ÉÎÖÏÌÖÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅÉÒ 
ÉÎÔÅÒÅÓÔÓȟ ÂÅÌÉÅÆÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÖÁÌÕÅÓȟ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÁÌ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÁÎÃÅ ÏÆ 
ÉÍÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ

Ç! ÃÏÎÖÅÒÇÅÎÃÅ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ÁÃÔÉÖÉÓÍ ÁÎÄ ÖÏÌÕÎÔÅÅÒÉÎÇ



De-bordering solidarity
4ÈÅÙ ÅÎÁÃÔ Á ȰÄÅ-ÂÏÒÄÅÒÉÎÇ ÓÏÌÉÄÁÒÉÔÙȱȟ ÃÏÎÔÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÉÄÅÁ 
that national borders can limit human rights and 
humanitarian action

This de-bordering solidarity highlights the tension 
between actions of support and policies which seek to 
reaffirm national sovereignty through stricter asylum and 
migration measures.



The opposition against policies of exclusion

Á.'/Ó ÓÈÉÐÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ -ÅÄÉÔÅÒÒÁÎÅÁÎ

Á$ÅÍÏÎÓÔÒÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌ ÁÃÔÉÏÎÓȟ ./ ÂÏÒÄÅÒÓ 
ÍÏÖÅÍÅÎÔÓ

Á0ÒÏÖÉÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅÓ ÂÙ ÖÏÌÕÎÔÅÅÒÓ

Á,ÅÇÁÌ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔ ÔÏ ÁÓÙÌÕÍ ÃÌÁÉÍÓ



Csosand asylum seekers
NGOs and

specialized

organizations

Other CSOs

(associations of

volunteers, churches,

trade unions ȣ)

Social movements Citizens

Main activities SARin the sea,

reception on land

Languageschools;

Medical services;

Legaladvocacy;

Bureaucraticassistance;

Provision of basic

assistance

Political protest, but

increasingly provision of

services (e.g.

accommodation in

squatted buildings)

Donation of food, clothes,

money; accommodation;

Volunteering ;

socialization, leisure

Political

engagement

Variable, recently higher

against harsher closure of

borders

Variable, but increasingly

coupled with the

provision of services

Main focus (no borders

movements)

Variable, often relevant as

the reasonto mobilise

Formalization High (formal

organizations, contracts

with public authorities)

Mix of formal structures

and informal activities

Low, but self-organization Low (spontaneous

mobilization)

Human resources Mainly professionals,

volunteers as

supplementary resources

Variable, but often

volunteering is relevant

Militants/volunteers Only volunteers



Some trends

ÁConvergencebetweenpolitical action 
and practical support

ÁRadicalization/ polarization

ÁAlliance betweendifferent actors: 
«strange bedfellows» (Zolberg)

ÁCriminalization of solidarity



3ÉØ ÍÁÉÎ ÆÏÒÍÓ ÏÆ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔ ÂÙ #ÉÖÉÌ 3ÏÃÉÅÔÉÅÓ

ÁPromoting networks;

ÁProtesting and lobbying;

ÁProducing services;

ÁPaving ways of passage through national 
borders

ÁProviding moral support;

ÁProtecting rights through legal action
(advocacy).



Sanctuarycities

ÁTheyare cities which declareto protect immigrants, including
alsopeople without a legalpermit of residence and asylum
seekers

ÁThis movement started in the USA and Canada, but then spread 
alsoin Western Europe

ÁAmong them: New York, San Francisco, Barcelona

ÁThesecities haveestablishedinternational connections and try
to play a political role



!ÓÙÌÕÍÐÏÌÉÃÙ ÁÔÌÏÃÁÌÌÅÖÅÌ

1. Different relations between state and non-State actors
at the local level

2. Closurevs. civil societyactivism

3. Practical denial of services

4. Tolerance

5. Institutional  activism vs. anti-refugees    mobilizations

6. Cooperation



A case of  private resettlement : 
humanitarian corridors

ÁThese were introduced by some religious actors (Protestant and 
Catholic churches), in agreement with the Italian government 
(then also France, Belgium and now Germany followed)

ÁThey allow for an entrance of people in secure ways

ÁThe refugees are then distributed on the territory, hosted and 
assisted by local groups of volunteers

ÁAbout 3,600 refugees have reached Italy in this way, coming 
from Lebanon, Ethiopia, and now also from Niger



#ÏÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎ

ÁPolicies of exclusion trigger activism and militancy

ÁUniversal human rights are now enforced by non-public actors

ÁImmigration policies can be defined as a battleground in which 
different interests, values, actors are engaged

ÁDe-bordering solidarity is a guiding principle for pro-
immigrant supporters



Preliminary Insights from the Voice of 
Ukraine (VoU) Survey

Filip Savatic(SciencesPo)

BasakYavcan(Migration Policy Group)

MAGYC Concluding Conference | 21 April 2023
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Voice of Ukraine Survey

Kantar Public is a private research and 
advisory firm that conducts surveys for a 
wide variety of clients (public and 
private).

In June 2022, team independently 
launches survey of Ukrainian refugees.

In fall 2022, company begins seeking 
funds to support survey - MAGYC team 
contributes for data access and input on 
survey questions moving forward.
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Voice of Ukraine Survey

Survey respondents recruited via Facebook 
(~95%) and Instagram (~5%).

Respondents click on advertisement which 
targeted them and go to separate survey page 
hosted by Kantar.

Panel constructed over time by respondents who 
accept to be contacted again.

3 waves of questions completed, and 4th wave 
currently in progress.

7132 unique respondents surveyed thus far.

136



Respondent Demographics

137

4%
12%

28%

24%

23%

9%

Age

16-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

65+

16%

84%

0%

Gender

Man

Woman

Other Identity

/ No Answer



Respondent Demographics
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11%

21%

23%

45%

Level of Education

Up to Secondary

Professional

Vocational

Some Higher or

Bachelor

Masters to PhD

16%

50%

5%

16%

10%
3%

Marital Status

Single

Married

Living with

Partner

Divorced

Widowed



Instigation of Migration
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1,0%

1,4%

1,6%

6,9%

7,2%

7,3%

19,8%

21,7%

25,2%

56,0%

0,0% 10,0% 20,0% 30,0% 40,0% 50,0% 60,0%

Fear of being forced to take up weapons and fight

Forced to move by authorities agains will

Opportunity to move to Europe

Other

Uncertainy about the future

Fear of chemical/nuclear attacks

Direct military attacks

Inability to live a usual life

Fear for my own life and health

Fear for the lives and health of my children

Why leave home?



Who are they with?
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1%

1%

2%

4%

5%

6%

10%

10%

13%

16%

20%

61%

Prefer not to answer

With one/both of my grandparents

With one/both my parents-in-law

With (close) friends

With my brother(s) and/or sister(s)

With other relatives

With one/both of my parents

With pets

Alone

With my grandchild/children

With my partner/spouse

With my child/children



Do you have family members in Ukraine?
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2%

32%

9%

32%

9%

39%

5%

20%

25%

10%

Prefer not to answer

Yes, other family members

Yes, one / both of my parents-in-law

Yes, my brother(s) and/or sister(s)

Yes, one / both of my grandparents

Yes, one / both of my parents

Yes, my grandchild/children

Yes, my child/children

Yes, my partner/spouse

No



Oblast of Origin

142

Respondents largely from 
Kyiv or Oblasts largely 
affected by war.

Limited number from 
Crimea and Luhansk, 
entirely or largely 
occupied since 2014.



Current Location

ÅLocation of respondents matches 
relative number of refugees across 
Europe.

ÅMajorities have reached their preferred 
destination.

ÅLarge minority still unsure if they have 
reached their final destination.

ÅFielded between June 15th and 
August 31st 

ÅOnline (through Facebook and

Å Instagram) 

ÅWith a convenience sample closely 
reflecting the UNHCR data

ÅN=4,183 
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Current Location

Location of respondents matches 
relative number of refugees across 
Europe.

Majorities have reached their 
preferred destination.

Large minority still unsure if they 
have reached their final destination.
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33%

10%
7%7%

6%

6%

31%

Current  Location?

Poland

Germany

France

Czech Republic

Italy

Spain

Other

66,1%3,3%

30,6%

Preferred Destination?

Yes

No

Don't Know / No
Answer



Return?
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3%

8%

8%

24%

57%

Prefer not to answer

I intend to go back very soon

I do not intend to go back and plan to settle

outside Ukraine

Don't know yet

I intend to go back at some point later

when I feel it is safe to return

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%
Base:2674 int.
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ÅPossible research questions

ÅWhat are the migratory trajectories and future migration?

ÅWhat are the determinants of current attitudes/behavior?

ÅLabor market integration dynamics in relation to country level policies 

ÅIssues of access to services, education, healthcare

ÅReturn intentions/Return/ Return and Integration 



What is the evidence on integration and return nexus?
ÅCommon perception: an inclusive integration policy is incompatible with voluntary return as the

integratedasylumseekeris notexpectedto prefervoluntaryrepatriation.

ÅThe literatureon the issueportraysa far more complicatedpictureand it is first importantto havea
nuancedclassificationof integration/ adaptationpolicies of thehostcountries.

ÅNeoclassicalmigration theoryarguestharfailure to integrateat thedestinationleadsto return,

ÅThe new economicsof labourmigration seesreturn migration as the logical stageafter migrants
haveearnedsufficient assetsand knowledgeand to invest in their origin countriesas a result the
projected return is likely to be referred for sustainedor indefinite periods if integration is
unsuccessful.

ÅThereis an abundanceof evidencefrom othercontextssuchas Afghanrefugeesin theneighboring
countries, Angolanrefugeesin Zambia, Moroccanmigrantsin theNetherlandswherethelevel of 
integration, especiallyof economic/ structuralkind doesnot haveanyimpacton refugeesô intentionsfor
return. Accordingly, offering opportunitiesto refugeesto developlivelihoods would benefit the
economiesof boththehostcommunitiesand improvetheir capacityto returnhomewhenpossibility
emerges.

Å Harild, N., Christensen, A., & Zetter, R. (2015).Sustainable refugee return: Triggers, constraints, and lessons on addressing the development challenges of forced 
displacement. World Bank Group.
De Haas, H., Fokkema, T., & Fihri, M. F. (2015). Return migration as failure or success?.Journal of International Migration and Integration,16(2), 415-429.
Ferris, E., &amp; Kirisci, K. (2018).The consequences of chaos: Syria&#39;s humanitarian crisis and the failure to protect. Brookings Institution Press. 147



ÅThesefindings aresupportedby various  studies showing results of 
surveys conducted with refugees or actual returnees, 
Åemployment and education are consideredstructural dimension of integration,

Ålanguage proficiency constitutes the cultural integration and contact with 
natives is taken as social integration. 

ÅWhile the structural integration through labourmarket participation, 
education and the maintenance of economic and social ties with 
receiving countries do not have an effect on return, while investments 
and social ties to source country and perceived discrimination are 
positively related, and socio-cultural integration, language proficiency 
and social identification in receiving countries is negatively related to 
return migration intentions.  
Å Di Saint Pierre, F., Martinovic, B., &amp; De Vroome, T. (2015). Return wishes of refugees in the Netherlands: The role of integration, host national 

identification and perceived discrimination.Journal of Ethnic and MigrationStudies, 41(11), 1836-1857.
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Previous evidence from Syrian refugees

ÅInterviews in Turkey on Syrians in Turkish controlled areas 

ÅWith experts who have direct access to returnees such as NGO 
representatives, protection officers, as well as some explored field surveys. 

ÅThey support these comparative findings on integration for the Turkish case, 
in that those who elicit higher belonging to the Turkish identity with better 
Turkish language skills are less interested in return. Furthermore, supporting 
the findings on economic integration, those who are more educated and 
have higher income are not necessarily less interested in return, and those 
who are most likely return (or end up returning) are ones with lasting 
familial ties in Syria with family return being an important reason for return 
as well as those who complained about discrimination.

149



Languages spoken
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How do you support yourself?
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Preliminary Insights from the Voice of 
Ukraine (VoU) Survey

Filip Savatic(SciencesPo)

BasakYavcan(Migration Policy Group)

MAGYC Concluding Conference | 21 April 2023
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Voice of Ukraine Survey

Kantar Public is a private research and 
advisory firm that conducts surveys for a 
wide variety of clients (public and 
private).

In June 2022, team independently 
launches survey of Ukrainian refugees.

In fall 2022, company begins seeking 
funds to support survey - MAGYC team 
contributes for data access and input on 
survey questions moving forward.
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Voice of Ukraine Survey

Survey respondents recruited via Facebook 
(~95%) and Instagram (~5%).

Respondents click on advertisement which 
targeted them and go to separate survey page 
hosted by Kantar.

Panel constructed over time by respondents who 
accept to be contacted again.

3 waves of questions completed, and 4th wave 
currently in progress.

7132 unique respondents surveyed thus far.
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Respondent Demographics
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Respondent Demographics

159

11%

21%

23%

45%

Level of Education

Up to Secondary

Professional

Vocational

Some Higher or

Bachelor

Masters to PhD

16%

50%

5%

16%

10%
3%

Marital Status

Single

Married

Living with

Partner

Divorced

Widowed



Instigation of Migration

160

1,0%

1,4%

1,6%

6,9%

7,2%

7,3%

19,8%

21,7%

25,2%

56,0%

0,0% 10,0% 20,0% 30,0% 40,0% 50,0% 60,0%

Fear of being forced to take up weapons and fight

Forced to move by authorities agains will

Opportunity to move to Europe

Other

Uncertainy about the future

Fear of chemical/nuclear attacks

Direct military attacks

Inability to live a usual life

Fear for my own life and health

Fear for the lives and health of my children

Why leave home?



Who are they with?
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Do you have family members in Ukraine?

162

2%

32%

9%

32%

9%

39%

5%

20%

25%

10%

Prefer not to answer

Yes, other family members

Yes, one / both of my parents-in-law

Yes, my brother(s) and/or sister(s)

Yes, one / both of my grandparents

Yes, one / both of my parents

Yes, my grandchild/children

Yes, my child/children

Yes, my partner/spouse

No



Oblast of Origin
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Respondents largely from 
Kyiv or Oblasts largely 
affected by war.

Limited number from 
Crimea and Luhansk, 
entirely or largely 
occupied since 2014.



Current Location

ÅLocation of respondents matches 
relative number of refugees across 
Europe.

ÅMajorities have reached their preferred 
destination.

ÅLarge minority still unsure if they have 
reached their final destination.

ÅFielded between June 15th and 
August 31st 

ÅOnline (through Facebook and

Å Instagram) 

ÅWith a convenience sample closely 
reflecting the UNHCR data

ÅN=4,183 

164



Current Location

Location of respondents matches 
relative number of refugees across 
Europe.

Majorities have reached their 
preferred destination.

Large minority still unsure if they 
have reached their final destination.
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Return?
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ÅPossible research questions

ÅWhat are the migratory trajectories and future migration?

ÅWhat are the determinants of current attitudes/behavior?

ÅLabor market integration dynamics in relation to country level policies 

ÅIssues of access to services, education, healthcare

ÅReturn intentions/Return/ Return and Integration 



What is the evidence on integration and return nexus?
ÅCommon perception: an inclusive integration policy is incompatible with voluntary return as the

integratedasylumseekeris notexpectedto prefervoluntaryrepatriation.

ÅThe literatureon the issueportraysa far more complicatedpictureand it is first importantto havea
nuancedclassificationof integration/ adaptationpolicies of thehostcountries.

ÅNeoclassicalmigration theoryarguestharfailure to integrateat thedestinationleadsto return,

ÅThe new economicsof labourmigration seesreturn migration as the logical stageafter migrants
haveearnedsufficient assetsand knowledgeand to invest in their origin countriesas a result the
projected return is likely to be referred for sustainedor indefinite periods if integration is
unsuccessful.

ÅThereis an abundanceof evidencefrom othercontextssuchas Afghanrefugeesin theneighboring
countries, Angolanrefugeesin Zambia, Moroccanmigrantsin theNetherlandswherethelevel of 
integration, especiallyof economic/ structuralkind doesnot haveanyimpacton refugeesô intentionsfor
return. Accordingly, offering opportunitiesto refugeesto developlivelihoods would benefit the
economiesof boththehostcommunitiesand improvetheir capacityto returnhomewhenpossibility
emerges.

Å Harild, N., Christensen, A., & Zetter, R. (2015).Sustainable refugee return: Triggers, constraints, and lessons on addressing the development challenges of forced 
displacement. World Bank Group.
De Haas, H., Fokkema, T., & Fihri, M. F. (2015). Return migration as failure or success?.Journal of International Migration and Integration,16(2), 415-429.
Ferris, E., &amp; Kirisci, K. (2018).The consequences of chaos: Syria&#39;s humanitarian crisis and the failure to protect. Brookings Institution Press. 168



ÅThesefindings aresupportedby various  studies showing results of 
surveys conducted with refugees or actual returnees, 
Åemployment and education are consideredstructural dimension of integration,

Ålanguage proficiency constitutes the cultural integration and contact with 
natives is taken as social integration. 

ÅWhile the structural integration through labourmarket participation, 
education and the maintenance of economic and social ties with 
receiving countries do not have an effect on return, while investments 
and social ties to source country and perceived discrimination are 
positively related, and socio-cultural integration, language proficiency 
and social identification in receiving countries is negatively related to 
return migration intentions.  
Å Di Saint Pierre, F., Martinovic, B., &amp; De Vroome, T. (2015). Return wishes of refugees in the Netherlands: The role of integration, host national 

identification and perceived discrimination.Journal of Ethnic and MigrationStudies, 41(11), 1836-1857.
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Previous evidence from Syrian refugees

ÅInterviews in Turkey on Syrians in Turkish controlled areas 

ÅWith experts who have direct access to returnees such as NGO 
representatives, protection officers, as well as some explored field surveys. 

ÅThey support these comparative findings on integration for the Turkish 
case, in that those who elicit higher belonging to the Turkish identity with 
better Turkish language skills are less interested in return. Furthermore, 
supporting the findings on economic integration, those who are more 
educated and have higher income are not necessarily less interested in 
return, and those who are most likely return (or end up returning) are ones 
with lasting familial ties in Syria with family return being an important 
reason for return as well as those who complained about discrimination.
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Languages spoken
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How do you support yourself?
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Migration Management Aid,
Governance and Repression

Nicholas Micinski, University of Maine
|ŌƇǈŌǺϔ©ƚǀƏģƑΩϔØűĿŌϔôƑűǳŌǀǈűǔǺόǈϔ9ģƄŌǀϔkƑǈǔűǔǜǔŌ



wŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ

How does migration management aid impact governance in recipient 
countries?

ǒ Funding structures
ǒ Recipients
ǒ Implementing actors
ǒ Types of projects
ǒ Accountability mechanisms
ǒ Power dynamics



aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ !ƛŘ

_ǀģƑǔǈϔǔŬģǔϔǈƽŌĿűŤűĿģƇƇǺϔǔģǀťŌǔϔǔŬŌϔω^ģĿűƇűǔģǔűƚƑϔƚŤϔƚǀņŌǀƇǺΩϔǈģŤŌΩϔǀŌťǜƇģǀϔģƑņϔ
ǀŌǈƽƚƑǈűľƇŌϔƏűťǀģǔűƚƑϔģƑņϔƏƚľűƇűǔǺϊϔλ²G:AϔAŌǳŌƇƚƽƏŌƑǔϔ ǈǈűǈǔģƑĿŌϔ
Committee, 2018)

EU Trust Fund for Africa, launched in 2015, to:
ωĿƚƑǔǀűľǜǔŌto better migration management as well as address
the root causes of destabilisation, forced displacement and
irregular migration, in particular by promoting resilience, economic
and equal opportunities, security and development and addressing
human ǀűťŬǔǈόabuses.ϊ



Migration Management Aid

ǒ A specialized form of foreign aid from donor countries or international organizations to countries of origin 
or transit with the purpose of controlling migration. 

ǒ $130.5 billion in aid over the last two decades to control, regulate, or manage 
migration in developing countries

ǒ Migration management aid increased more than 350 percent between 2002 -
2017

ƺ $2 billion in 2002 to over $12 billion in 2017 

ǒ EU Trust Fund for Africa (EUTF) allocated ϟ͉ϔľűƇƇűƚƑfor migration 
management from 2015 -2020



Literature

Does general foreign aid strengthen democracy? 

Ễ No
ǒ Knack (2004)
ǒ Darden (2020)

Does democracy aid strengthen democracy? 

Ễ Maybe
ǒ Scott and Steele (2011)
ǒ Jones and Tarp (2016)
ǒ Snider (2018), Schuetze (2019)





aŜǘƘƻŘǎ

Cases: Egypt, Sudan, Ethiopia and Kenya

Data: 

ǒ Qualitative content analysis (NVivo 
software) of 1000+ policy documents 
related to 169 migration 
management aid projects

ǒ Fieldwork (2022 -2023)



Funding for Themes (EUTF-coded)

íŬŌƏģǔűĿόδGôí^ε Total amount Number 
of grants

Percent

Improved migration management ϟ͈͇͉Ω͉͊̈́Ω̈́̈́̈́18 35.46%

Improved governance and conflict prevention ϟ͇͊ͅΩ͌͊͆Ω̈́̈́̈́22 29.46%

Strengthening resilience ϟ͇͉͉Ω͈͉̈́Ω̈́̈́̈́24 28.94%

Other ϟ͈̈́ῼ͈͍Ω͆͊͊3 3.30%

Greater economic and employment opportunities ϟ͇͈Ω͍͈͉Ω̈́̈́̈́2 2.84%

Grand Total ϟͅΩ͆͆͌Ω͇͍͌Ω͆͊͊69 100.00%



Funding for Themes (self-coded)

Main Theme (MMA) Total amount Number 
of grants

Percent

Economic Development ϟ͉͇͆Ω͆̈́͋Ω̈́̈́̈́23 42.59%

State Capacity ϟ͇͇͆ῼ͉͊Ω̈́̈́̈́20 27.07%

Social cohesion/peacebuilding/conflict prevention ϟ͆ͅͅΩ̈́̈́̈́Ω̈́̈́̈́5 9.85%

Youth ϟ͍͊Ω͈͇͍Ω̈́̈́ 4̈́ 5.65%

Health ϟ͉̈́Ω̈́̈́̈́Ω̈́̈́ 5̈́ 4.07%

Research & Evaluation ϟ͈͍ῼ͈͍Ω͆͊6͊ 4.03%

Infrastructure ϟ͈͈Ω͆̈́̈́Ω̈́̈́ 4̈́ 3.60%

Climate change/disaster preparedness ϟ͇͇Ω͉̈́̈́Ω̈́̈́ 1̈́ 2.73%

Women/gender ϟ͉Ω̈́̈́̈́Ω̈́̈́ 1̈́ 0.41%

Grand Total ϟͅΩ͆͆͌Ω͇͍͌Ω͆͊͊69 100.00%



Conclusions

ǒ Migration management aid is an emerging policy tool , not yet fully defined or critically 
investigated;

ǒ Open-coding allowed us to uncover themes veiled by EU classification system and to trace aid 
recipients; 

ǒ Coding also revealed pathways through which autocratic practices might be strengthened via 
EUTF funding;

ǒ Current plans: complete further fieldwork, analysis of global dataset, book manuscript.



Driven Out
The Challenge of Forced Migration in Europe and North America

James F. Hollifield 

SMU-Tower Center
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In 2022 Forced Migration surpasses 100 
million persons



Breakdown of Forced Migration

Å100 million persons of concern in 2022
Å1 percent of the global population
Å21 million refugees (22 %)

Å4.4 million asylum seekers (5 %)

Å49 million internally displaced people (50 %)

Å4.6 million Venezuelans (4 %)

Å4.4 million stateless people (5 %)

Å6.5 million others, including Ukrainians (7%)
ÅUntil Ukraine, 86 percent of forced migrants were

in the ΨƎƭƻōŀƭ ǎƻǳǘƘΩ



Dramatic increase in 
human displacement (IDPs)



Prominence of IDPs

Å Over half of persons of concern to UNHCR are IDPs
Å IDMC estimates 55 million across 149 countries at the end of 2020, 

not counting the Venezuelans or Ukrainians

Å 48 million displaced as a result of conflict and violence

Å 7 million as a result of natural disastersðweather compounded by 
climate change

Å 20 million IDPs are minors/children, under 15

Å 2.6 million over 65

ÅDisplacement per seðwhether because of civil war, poverty, 
deprivation, desperation to survive and to improve oneôs life chances, 
natural disasters or climate changeðdoes not automatically qualify an 
individual for asylum and refugee status.
Å But we see an increasing number of ósurvival migrantsô
ÅWhat to do with them?




