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This volume is the result of a highly collaborative venture involving a multitude of partners and contributors under
the direction of the editors. The World Migration Report 2020 project commenced in May 2018 and culminated in the
launch of the report in November 2019 by the Director General at the 110th session of IOM Council.

The findings, interpretations, conclusions and recommendations expressed herein do not necessarily reflect the
views of IOM or its Member States.

The designations employed and the presentation of material throughout the report do not imply the expression of
any opinion whatsoever on the part of IOM concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area, or of
its authorities, or concerning its frontiers or boundaries.

All reasonable efforts have been made to ensure the accuracy of the data referred to in this report, including
through data verification. We regret, however, any data errors that may remain. Unless otherwise stated, this report
does not refer to data or events after June 2019.

The stories behind the photographs can be found on page v.
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Foreword

I0M’s responsibility to provide an objective and balanced account of migration globally has never been more
important. Not only is the political salience of migration high, and frequently fevered, but the capacity for
rapidly disseminating disinformation to influence the public discourse has expanded.

Twenty years ago, IOM published the first World Migration Report with the stated aim of providing an
authoritative account of migration trends and issues worldwide. With the initial report published in 2000,
the series has quickly become established as IOM’s flagship publication.

The early World Migration Reports were framed around specific themes. They provided deep dives into topics
such as labour mobility, migrant well-being and communication on migration. But, with time, there was a
sense that the broader landscape and complexity of migration issues was being neglected.

Times have changed, dramatically so. Migration is now a top-tier political issue interconnected to human
rights, development, and geopolitics at national, regional and international levels. Accordingly, IOM has
enhanced the flagship series to ensure that the World Migration Report is, in fact, a world migration report.

We have revamped the series to offer a more strategic contribution to the public debate. We have strengthened
our collaborative partnerships with scholars and applied researchers in order to benefit from their diverse
expertise and knowledge. We have made content and structural changes to increase the World Migration
Report’s utility to the evidence base on migration globally, in line with I0M's growing role in data collection
and analysis.

The World Migration Report 2018 is the most downloaded of all IOM publications. It is clearly fulfilling the
need to provide a balanced understanding of migration’s complexities, present the latest global data and
information in an accessible way, and explore and explain complex and emerging migration issues.

As the United Nations’ migration agency, IOM has an obligation to demystify the complexity and diversity
of human mobility. The report also acknowledges I0M’s continuing emphasis on fundamental rights and its
mission to support those migrants who are most in need. This is particularly relevant in the areas in which
IOM works to provide humanitarian assistance to people who have been displaced, including by weather
events, conflict and persecution, or to those who have become stranded during crises.

Likewise, IOM remains committed to supporting Member States as they draw upon various forms of data,
research and analysis during policy formulation and review processes. Indeed, this is reflected in IOM's
Constitution where the need for migration research is highlighted as an integral part of the Organization’s
functions. The World Migration Report is a central component of this important function.

In this era of heightened interest and activity towards migration and migrants, we hope this 2020 edition
of the World Migration Report becomes a key reference point for you. We hope it helps you to navigate this
high-profile and dynamic topic during periods of uncertainty, and that it prompts reflection during quieter
moments. But most importantly, we hope that you learn something new from the report that can inform your
own work, be it in studies, research and analysis, policymaking, communication, or migration practice.

W Nl

Antonio Vitorino
Director General
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REPORT OVERVIEW: PROVIDING PERSPECTIVE
ON MIGRATION AND MOBILITY IN INCREASINGLY
UNCERTAIN TIMES'

Introduction

The long-term and growing body of evidence on migration and mobility shows that migration is in large part
related to the broader global economic, social, political and technological transformations that are affecting
a wide range of high-priority policy issues.? As the processes of globalization deepen, these transformations
increasingly shape our lives - in our workplaces, in our homes, in our social and spiritual lives - as we go
about our daily routines. Increasing numbers of people are able to access information, goods and services
from around the world because of the ongoing expansion in distance-shrinking technologies.

There is also a sense that we are in the midst of a period of considerable uncertainty. Many commentators have
called into question the solidity of aspects of the global political order forged in the immediate aftermath of
the two world wars, including as they relate to alliances and common interests.? Others are calling this time
the “age of anger”, tracing back the current sense of geopolitical uncertainty and discontent to a dominant
and relentless focus on “logic” and “liberal rationalism” at the expense of emotional responsiveness.*

It is within this context that this world migration report focuses on developments in migration over the last
two-year period, with an emphasis on providing analysis that takes into account historical and contemporary
factors. Historical in recognition that migration and displacement occur within broader long-term social,
security, political and economic contexts. Contemporary in recognition that we are in the midst of profound
global transformations, and that the resultant changes to our daily lives are impacting the current environment
in which migration occurs and is discussed.

What has happened in migration?

A lot has happened in migration in the last two years since the release of the World Migration Report 2018
in late 2017.° The world has witnessed historic change at the global level with United Nations Member
States coming together to finalize two global compacts on the international manifestations of migration
and displacement: the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration, and the Global Compact
on Refugees. The finalization of the compacts is a result of decades-long efforts by States, international
organizations, civil society organizations and other actors (such as private sector organizations) to improve

Marie McAuliffe, Head, Migration Policy Research Division, IOM and Binod Khadria, Professor, Jawaharlal Nehru University.
See, for example, Castles, 2010; Goldin, Cameron and Balarajan, 2011; Koser, 2016; Triandafyllidou, 2018.

lkenberry, 2018; Stone, 2016.

Mishra, 2017.

10M, 2017.
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how migration is governed at the international level. In the years leading up to States committing to develop
the compacts,® numerous dialogues, workshops, consultations and side events at international, regional,
national as well as local levels have enabled different migration “realities” to be shared and the many areas
of common interest to be expanded through deeper understandings of the benefits of migration as well as the
challenges it may present. The compacts, therefore, build upon many years of engagement on the key issues
underpinning the two compacts.

The unfortunate reality is that there have been major migration and displacement events during the last
two years; events that have caused great hardship and trauma as well as loss of life. Foremost have been
the displacements of millions of people due to conflict (such as within and from the Syrian Arab Republic,
Yemen, the Central African Republic, the Democratic Republic of the Congo and South Sudan), extreme
violence (such as inflicted upon Rohingya forced to seek safety in Bangladesh) or severe economic and
political instability (such as faced by millions of Venezuelans). There has also been growing recognition of the
impacts of environmental and climate change on human mobility (such as planned migration/relocation and
displacement), including as part of global efforts and international policy mechanisms to address the broader
impacts of climate change.” Large-scale displacement triggered by climate and weather-related hazards
occurred in many parts of the world in 2018 and 2019, including in Mozambique, the Philippines, China, India
and the United States of America.?

We have also seen the scale of international migration increase in line with recent trends. The number
of international migrants is estimated to be almost 272 million globally, with nearly two-thirds being labour
migrants.® This figure remains a very small percentage of the world’s population (at 3.5%), meaning that the
vast majority of people globally (96.5%) are estimated to be residing in the country in which they were born.
However, the estimated number and proportion of international migrants already surpasses some projections
made for the year 2050, which were in the order of 2.6 per cent or 230 million.!® That said, it is widely
recognized that the scale and pace of international migration is notoriously difficult to predict with precision
because it is closely connected to acute events (such as severe instability, economic crisis or conflict) as
well as long-term trends (such as demographic change, economic development, communications technology
advances and transportation access).!* We also know from long-term data that international migration is not
uniform across the world but is shaped by economic, geographic, demographic and other factors resulting
in distinct migration patterns, such as migration “corridors” developed over many years (see chapter 3 of
this report for details). The largest corridors tend to be from developing countries to larger economies such
as those of the United States, France, the Russian Federation, the United Arab Emirates and Saudi Arabia.
This pattern is likely to remain the same for many years into the future, especially as populations in some
developing subregions and countries are projected to increase in coming decades, placing migration pressure
on future generations.*?

Highlights from Part I of the report on data and information on migration and migrants are outlined below.
Further information and discussion are provided in the report.

6 States’ commitment was articulated in the 2016 New York Declaration for Refugees and Migrants (UNGA, 2016).
7 See chapter 9 of this report for detailed discussion.

8 See chapters 2 and 3 of this report for discussions on global and regional migration data and information.

9 UN DESA, 2019a; ILO, 2018.

10 See, for example, IOM 2003.

11 WEF, 2019; UN DESA, 2003.

12 UN DESA 2019b.



WORLD MIGRATION REPORT 2020

Highlights from Part I: Data and information on migration and migrants

The number of international migrants globally in 2019: 272 million (3.5% of the world’s population)
e 52 per cent of international migrants were male; 48 per cent were female.

e 74 per cent of all international migrants were of working age (20—64 years).

India continued to be the largest country of origin of international migrants

¢ India had the largest number of migrants living abroad (17.5 million), followed by Mexico and
China (11.8 million and 10.7 million respectively).

e  The top destination country remained the United States (50.7 million international migrants).

The number of migrant workers declined slightly in high income countries while increasing
elsewhere

e  Between 2013 and 2017, high-income countries experienced a slight drop in migrant workers
(from 112.3 million to 111.2 million). Upper middle-income countries observed the biggest
increase (from 17.5 million to 30.5 million).

e  Globally, male migrant workers outnumbered female migrant workers by 28 million in 2017.
There were 96 million male migrant workers (58%) and 68 million female migrant workers (42%).

International remittances increased to USD 689 billion in 2018

e The top 3 remittance recipients were India (USD 78.6 billion), China (USD 67.4 billion) and
Mexico (USD 35.7 billion).

e The United States remained the top remittance-sending country (USD 68.0 billion) followed by
the United Arab Emirates (USD 44.4 billion) and Saudi Arabia (USD 36.1 billion).

The global refugee population was 25.9 million in 2018

e  20.4 million refugees were under the mandate of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees (UNHCR) and 5.5 million were refugees under the mandate of the United Nations
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees (UNRWA) in the Near East.

e 52 per cent of the global refugee population was under 18 years of age.

The number of internally displaced persons due to violence and conflict reached 41.3 million

e This was the highest number on record since the Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre
began monitoring in 1998.

e  The Syrian Arab Republic had the highest number of people displaced (6.1 million) followed by
Colombia (5.8 million) and the Democratic Republic of the Congo (3.1 million).

The number of stateless persons globally in 2018 was 3.9 million

e Bangladesh had the largest number of stateless persons (around 906,000). It was followed by
Cote d’lvoire (692,000) and Myanmar (620,000).

For further details, refer to chapter 2 of this report. Sources and dates of estimates above are outlined in the chapter.
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Migration patterns vary from region to region

e While most international migrants born in Africa, Asia and Europe reside within their regions
of birth, the majority of migrants from Latin America and the Caribbean and Northern America
reside outside their regions of birth. In Oceania, the number of intraregional migrants and those
residing outside the region remained about the same in 2019.

e More than half of all international migrants (141 million) lived in Europe and Northern America.

Migration has been a key determinant of population change in several countries

e Intraregional migration has been an important contributor to population change in some African
countries such as Equatorial Guinea.

e Labourmigration has contributed to significant population changes especially in Gulf Cooperation
Council (GCC) States. With the exceptions of Oman and Saudi Arabia, migrants made up the
majority of the populations in GCC countries.

Displacement remained a major feature in some regions

e The Syrian Arab Republic and Turkey were the origin and host of the largest number of
refugees globally, 6.7 million and 3.7 million, respectively. Canada became the largest refugee
resettlement country, resettling more refugees than the United States in 2018.

e  The Philippines had the largest number of new disaster displacements in 2018 (3.8 million).
e Around 4 million Venezuelans had left their country by mid-2019. The Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela was the largest source country of asylum seekers in 2018 (over 340,000).

For further details, refer to chapter 3 of this report. Sources and dates of estimates above are outlined in the chapter.

Migration research and analysis output remained high

e There was a continued increase in the number of migration-related academic publications, with
the largest ever academic output produced during the last two years. There was significant
output from international organizations on a wide range of migration issues.

e Academic output on migration is dominated with perspectives from destination countries,
especially in relation to Europe. A geographic comparison of the primary affiliations of authors
in selected journals shows that most are from institutions in developed countries.

For further details, refer to chapter 4 of this report. Sources and dates of estimates above are outlined in the chapter.

Is migration changing, or are the depictions of migration changing?

As can be seen from the discussion and key highlights above, there have been incremental changes in
migration in recent years, such as in the overall scale of migration and displacement, although these changes
could not be described as “seismic”. Rather, it would appear that there has been a deepening of existing
patterns of migration as opportunities brought about by economic growth and reform, trade liberalization
and long-term stability have been further realized. There is also a growing body of evidence indicating that
while the general notion of international migration may seem simple and straightforward - as depicted in
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news media, for example - its complexities are becoming more apparent.’® The issue of how we conceptualize
migration and mobility has long been a focus of many scholars and policymakers.* Recently, some are calling
for a rethink, highlighting the growing anomalies resulting from a fairly fixed view of “migration” - see text
box below on Professor Ronald Skeldon’s recent paper on the topic.

Rethinking international migration, internal migration, mobility and urbanization

That migration is the most problematic of the population variables is taken as given. Unlike the unique
events of birth and death that define an individual’s lifetime, migration can be a multiple event. Its
measurement depends entirely upon how it is defined in time and across space.

Despite all the problems inherent in the collection of migration data, significant progress has been
achieved over recent years. The compilation of a world origin-destination database, developed
originally at the University of Sussex and now much extended and maintained by the United Nations
Population Division and the World Bank, has provided the framework for a more precise measurement
of global international population movement.? These data showed that about 3 per cent of the world’s
population lived in a State or territory not of their birth and that that proportion had not changed
significantly since the 1990s ... As the systems of internal and international migration evolve and
change, so too, does the nature of the linkages between them ... other forms of short-term mobility
emerge from essentially urban cultures and economies.

The idea that most people do not move or are fixed at a specific location might be appealing but it is
wrong. Mobility is an inherent characteristic of all populations unless specific policies or other factors
are in place that limit or control that mobility. Nevertheless, some peoples appear to move more
than others and in different ways from others, which appears to be closely linked with the level of
development in each country, which, in turn, is linked with the distribution of the population in each
country. Despite all the difficulties with the measurement of internal migration as sketched above,
considerable progress has been made towards the construction of analytical models that allow the
comparison of patterns across space.

a Parsons et al., 2007; UN DESA, 2015.
Abridged excerpt of Skeldon, 2018.

We must recognize, however, that the increasing complexity of migration is, in part, also due to more
information on migration and migrants being available than ever before. We know more about who migrates,
why people migrate, where and how they migrate, although perhaps not to the extent we would prefer. But
it is clearer that the bigger issue of “complexity” applies to very many changes occurring globally. Some of
the specific ones, highlighted in the textbox below, have been intensively explored and analysed by experts
in Part II of this report.

13 Czaika and de Haas, 2014; De Witte, 2018; Hall and Posel, 2019.
14 Faist and Glick-Schiller, 2009; Hochschild and Mollenkopf, 2008; King, 2012.
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Highlights from Part Il: Complex and emerging migration issues

e  Migrants have made significant sociocultural, civic-political and economic contributions in origin
and destination countries and communities, including by being important agents of change in a
range of sectors (chapter 5).

e Immigrants tend to have higher entrepreneurial activity compared to natives. In countries such
as the United States, migrants have disproportionately contributed to innovation (chapter 5).

e  Migrants’ inclusion in the receiving society relates to diverse societal/policy areas that are
closely interdependent. Inclusion outcomes in one policy area — such as language, education,
labour market inclusion, family reunification, political participation and naturalization — will
likely impact others (chapter 6).

e  There is a dynamic and complex relationship between migration and health that extends well
beyond crisis events. Migration can lead to greater exposure to health risks but it can also be
linked to improved health, especially for those seeking safety from harm (chapter 7).

e While the majority of children who migrate do so through safe migration processes as part of
family units, many other child migrants lack effective protection from harm and face human
rights violations at all stages of their journeys (chapter 8).

e The most recent global estimate for the total number of child migrants is approximately
31 million. There are approximately 13 million child refugees, 936,000 asylum-seeking children,
and 17 million children who have been forcibly displaced inside their own countries (chapter 8).

e There is increasing evidence that the magnitude and frequency of extreme weather events
are rising, and this is expected to increasingly affect migration and other forms of movement.
While human mobility resulting from environmental and climate change is often framed along
protection and security lines, understanding mobility as adaptation allows for migrants’ agency
to be part of the response equation (chapter 9).

e  Migration status can significantly impact on migrants’ ability to deal with crisis. Flexible
immigration and visa policies help make it possible for migrants to keep themselves safe as well
as recover from the impact of a crisis. Return is one, but not necessarily the primary, response
option (chapter 10).

e The last two years have seen substantial change in the global governance of migration,
principally in the formation of the United Nations Network on Migration and the two global
compacts on refugees and migration. Although they are not legally binding, the two global
compacts represent a near-universal consensus on the issues requiring sustained international
cooperation and commitment (chapter 11).
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The unprecedented pace of change in the (geo)political, social, environmental and technological spheres has
led some analysts and commentators to coin or use phrases such as the “age of accelerations”,?* the “fourth
industrial revolution”,'® and the “age of change”.' There is wide recognition of how quickly the world is
changing, and of how the pace of change seems to be accelerating beyond all expectations and predictions.
There is also a sense that change is resulting in unexpected (and unwanted) impacts:

We are living through an era of intense turbulence, disillusionment and bewilderment.
Deepening geopolitical tensions are transforming international relations, and political
tribalism is revealing deep fissures within countries. The spread of exponential technologies
is upending long-held assumptions about security, politics, economics and so much more.'®

0f particular note have been major shifts in the political realm, particularly in terms of civic engagement
through emerging social media and other online platforms as well as the standards of political leadership.
The “Arab Spring”, for example, heralded a significant development in how voices were heard and activists
organized in political arenas.'® More recently, we have seen a groundswell in analysis and commentary on
the changes that are occurring in democratic systems around the world, and the implications for governance,
geopolitics and international cooperation. We are living in a period in which the core values underpinning
global governance are being challenged. The values of equity, accountability, impartiality, fairness, justice and
probity are being actively undermined as some political leaders disregard common interest in preference for
personal interest - even if it corrodes laws, processes and institutions that have, overall, sought to advance
whole nations and peoples, without excluding or expelling some because of their inherent characteristics or
beliefs.?® Ongoing and systematic corrosion, as we have witnessed throughout history, can extend to attacks
on human rights and ultimately on groups of people within societies.?

As part of current shifts, international migration has increasingly become weaponized. It is being used by some
as a political tool, undermining democracy and inclusive civic engagement, by tapping into the understandable
fear in communities that stems from the accelerated pace of change and rising uncertainty of our times.?
Some leaders seek to divide communities on the issue of migration, downplaying the significant benefits
and enrichment migration brings and steadfastly ignoring our migration histories. And we are increasingly
witnessing the harnessing of social media as a means of division and polarization, not just on migration,
but at certain times we have seen the deployment of online “tribal tactics” by activists attempting to depict
migration in a negative and misleading light.?® Underpinning these changing depictions of international
migration is the uptake of technological innovation, particularly information and communications technology
(ICT). However, we must also recall that the politicization of migration is not new, as the text box below
highlights.

15 Friedman, 2016.

16 Schwab, 2016.

17 Mauldin, 2018.

18 Muggah and Goldin, 2019.
19 AlSayyad and Guvenc, 2015.
20 Fotaki, 2014.

21 Rawnsley, 2018.

22 Ritholtz, 2017.

23 McAuliffe, 2018.
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The enduring issue of politics: Excerpt from the World Migration Report 20032

Migration is an eminently political topic. Over the past decade, the politicization of migration has
been evidenced by a series of developments: the fear in Western countries of an influx of masses of
migrants from countries of the former Soviet bloc and in European Union countries of an invasion by
citizens from new member countries with each enlargement of the Union; the questioning of the role
of migrants in the economic and social upheavals triggered by the financial crisis in South-East Asia;
restrictive policies and anti-immigration backlash in the wake of the terrorist attacks of September
11, 2001; renewed outbreaks of xenophobia in several African countries that blame domestic crises
on migrants; and the exploitation of migration issues by some politicians to gain electoral mileage.
All these examples illustrate the close links between economic, political and social issues on the
one hand, and mobility on the other. More than ever therefore, migration is a ready target with
psychological, economic, and public relations connotations.

a I0OM, 2003.

Technology as an enabler and a game-changer

Migration is intertwined with technology and innovation and there exists a large body of analysis that
has assessed how international migration acts to support (and sometimes limit) the transfer of technology
and knowledge, often working in tandem with investment and trade flows along historical, geographic and
geopolitical connections between countries and communities.? Technology is increasingly critical throughout
the migration process, especially newer forms of technology. In recent years, for example, we have witnessed
the use of ICT by migrants to gather information and advice in real time during migration journeys; an issue
that is raising interest and, at times, concern. The use of ICT, such as apps to share the latest information,
including to support clandestine border crossings, together with the consolidation of social media platforms
to connect geographically dispersed groups with common interests, has raised valid questions concerning the
extent to which technology has been used to support irreqgular migration, as well as to enable migrants to
avoid abusive and exploitative migrant smugglers and human traffickers.?® Due to the ever-increasing access
to emerging technology at low cost, migrants have also developed applications to support better integration
in receiving countries, while maintaining social links and financial support to their families and societies
back home, including through the increasing prevalence of “mobile money” apps.

Other connections between migration and technology are also emerging in migration debates. As artificial
intelligence is progressively taken up in key sectors, its consequences for migrant worker flows and domestic
labour markets are areas of intense focus for policymakers and businesses in origin and receiving countries.?

24 Burns and Mohapatra, 2008; Kapur, 2001; Khadria, 2004.
25 McAuliffe, 2016; Sanchez, 2018.
26 McAuliffe, 2018.



WORLD MIGRATION REPORT 2020 9

Recent discussions have also turned to blockchain technology and its consequences for migration, especially
for remittances, but also for digital identities and global mobility.?” Social media technology is also increasingly
impacting the politics of migration, with a surge of far-right activism on social media platforms seeking to
influence political debates and ultimately political decisions.?®

It is within this current context of great change and increasing uncertainty that the World Migration Report
2020 seeks to draw upon the body of available data, research and analysis to contribute to a more nuanced
understanding of some of the most important and pressing global migration issues of our time. By their
very nature, the complex dynamics of migration can never be fully measured, understood and regulated.
However, as this report shows, we do have a continuously growing and improving body of data and evidence
that can help us make better sense of the basic features of migration and how they are changing - as well
as understanding how the context in which migration is occurring is evolving. This is increasingly important
as public debates, littered with misinformation and untruths, are increasingly able to utilize the ongoing
expansion of open “new media” platforms to achieve distortion and misrepresentation of migration and
migrants.

The World Migration Report series

The first World Migration Report was published 20 years ago, initially as a one-off report designed to increase
the understanding of migration by policymakers and the general public. It was conceived at a time when
the effects of globalization were being felt in many parts of the world and in a multitude of ways. Indeed,
the first World Migration Report states that part of its genesis was due to the effects of globalization on
migration patterns, and that the report therefore “looks at the increasingly global economy which has led to
an unprecedented influx of newcomers in many countries...”.?° The report highlighted the fact that, despite
being an “age-old phenomenon”, migration was accelerating as part of broader globalization transformations
of economic and trade processes, which were enabling greater movement of labour as well as goods and
capital. Table 1 below provides a summary of key statistics reported in the World Migration Report 2000,
as compared to this current edition. It shows that while some aspects have stayed fairly constant - the
proportion of female international migrants as well as the overall proportion of the world’s population who
were migrants - other aspects have changed dramatically. International remittances, for example, have grown
from an estimated 126 billion in 2000 to 689 billion in 2020, underscoring the salience of international
migration as a driver of development. This helps to partly explain the emergence of migration as a first-tier
global issue that has seen United Nations Member States take a series of steps to strengthen global governance
of migration, most notably since 2000 (see chapter 11 of this report for discussion). It is unsurprising then
that the International Organization for Migration (IOM) itself has grown in size, with a significant increase
in membership over the last two decades up from 76 to its current membership of 173 States. Also of note
in table 1 is the rise in international migrants globally (up around 85%) as well as of refugees (up around
80%) and internally displaced (up around 97%); all the while remaining very small proportions of the world’s
population.

27 Latonero et al., 2019; Juskalian, 2018.
28 See chapter 5 of this report for discussion of how social media platforms are transforming public debates on migration.
29 10M, 2000.
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Table 1. Key facts and figures from the World Migration Reports, 2000 and 2020

2000 report 2020 report
Estimated number of international migrants 150 million 272 million
Estimated proportion of world population who are migrants 2.8% 3.5%
Estimated proportion of female international migrants 47.5% 47.9%
Estimated proportion of international migrants who are children 16.0% 13.9%
Region with the highest proportion of international migrants Oceania Oceania
Country with the highest proportion of international migrants Er:i:;feérab gr:i:rzfeérab
Number of migrant workers - 164 million
Global international remittances (USD) 126 billion 689 billion
Number of refugees 14 million 25.9 million
Number of internally displaced persons 21 million 41.3 million
Number of stateless persons - 3.9 million
Number of IOM Member States* 76 173
Number of IOM field offices* 120 436*

Sources: See I0M, 2000 and the present edition of the report for sources.

Notes:  The dates of the data estimates in the table may be different to the report publishing date (refer to the reports for
more detail on dates of estimates); refer to chapter 3 of this report for regional breakdowns;* indicates the data was
not included in the report but is current for that year; * as at 28 October 2019.

The World Migration Report 2000’s contribution to migration policy as well as migration studies was timely,
and its success heralded the World Migration Report series. Since 2000, ten World Migration Reports have
been produced by IOM (see text box below) and it has become the organization’s flagship publication series.
Its continued strong focus is on making a relevant, sound and evidence-based contribution that increases the
understanding of migration by policymakers, practitioners, researchers and the general public.

In late 2016, IOM made the decision to refine the World Migration Report series in order to ensure it was able
to maximize its contribution to fact-based knowledge on migration globally. Each edition of the series now

has two parts comprising:

e  Part I: Key information on migration and migrants (including migration-related statistics);

e  Part IT: Balanced, evidence-based analysis of complex and emerging migration issues.
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World Migration Report 2000

World Migration Report 2003: Managing Migration — Challenges and Responses for People on the Move
World Migration Report 2005: Costs and Benefits of International Migration

World Migration Report 2008: Managing Labour Mobility in the Evolving Global Economy

World Migration Report 2010: The Future of Migration: Building Capacities for Change

World Migration Report 2011: Communicating Effectively about Migration

World Migration Report 2013: Migrant Well-Being and Development

World Migration Report 2015: Migrants and Cities: New Partnerships to Manage Mobility

World Migration Report 2018

World Migration Report 2020

The move away from single theme editions of the report series to this two-part structure was in recognition of
the significant changes in migration research, analysis and publishing, as well as the different expectations
and needs of readers. For those who want to find out about key migration facts and figures, Part I brings
together the latest information and statistics so that readers are able to better understand migration trends,
changing patterns and processes at the global and regional levels. But for those who may be working on (or
studying) specific areas of migration policy or practice, deeper dives into the complexities are offered in
Part II. Refinement of the series was also in recognition that, as the focus on, and complexity of, migration
intensifies, reports limited to a single theme have the potential to understate or miss entirely the broader
changes that are occurring in migration transformations globally.

A further consideration of the revised series was its intended “value-add”. As an intergovernmental
organization, and a new United Nations related organization, it is critical that IOM ensures the World
Migration Report serves the public in providing information and analysis that is relevant, accessible, sound,
accurate and balanced. The need to avoid duplication or significant overlap is a genuine one, especially
in light of newer contributions on migration governance (such as the Migration Governance Indicators).
In this way, the World Migration Report series was re-framed to offer strategic analysis of complex and
emerging issues facing migration policymakers, rather than describe or assess current policy and governance
on migration. The series complements rather than duplicates other work.

Evidence indicates that the revised series has been successful in achieving its intended aims, with positive
responses from readers, including Member States, migration academics and general readers. The significant,
sustained increase in downloads during 2018 and (to date) 2019 of the World Migration Report 2018 over
previous editions is another encouraging indicator.*®

30 Figure 6 in chapter 4 of this report provides download statistics for the World Migration Reports 2018 and 2015.



12 Report overview: Providing perspective on migration and mobility in increasingly uncertain times

World Migration Report 2020

This edition, heralding the twentieth anniversary of the World Migration Report series, builds on the previous
report, the 2018 edition, by providing updated migration statistics at the global and regional levels as well
as descriptive analysis of complex migration issues.

PartI, on “key data and information on migration and migrants”, includes separate chapters on global migration
trends and patterns; regional dimensions and developments; and a discussion of recent contributions to
migration research and analysis by academia and a wide range of different organizations, including IOM. These
three chapters have been produced institutionally by I0M, drawing primarily on analyses by IOM experts,
practitioners and officials around the world based on data from a wide range of relevant organizations. The
seven chapters in Part II are authored by applied and academic researchers working on migration. They cover
a range of “complex and emerging migration issues” including:

e migrants’ contributions to societies;

® migration, inclusion and social cohesion;

* migration and health;

e children and unsafe migration;

e migration and adaptation to environmental change;
* migrants caught in crises; and

e recent developments in global migration governance.

While the choice of these topics is necessarily selective and subjective, all the chapters in Part II of this
report are directly relevant to some of the most prominent and important debates about migration in the
world today. Many of these topics lie at the heart of the conundrums that face policymakers as they seek
to formulate effective, proportionate and constructive responses to complex public policy issues related to
migration. Accordingly, the chapters aim to inform current and future policy deliberations and discussions
by providing a clear identification of the key issues, a critical overview of relevant research and analysis,
and a discussion of the implications for future research and policymaking. The chapters are not meant to be
prescriptive, in the sense of advocating particular policy “solutions” - especially as the immediate context is
an important determinant of policy settings - but informative and helpful to what can be highly contested
debates.

Part |

Chapter 2 provides an overview of global data and trends on international migrants (stocks) and international
migration (flows). It also provides a discussion of particular migrant groups - namely, migrant workers,
refugees, asylum seekers, internally displaced persons and stateless persons - as well as of remittances. In
addition, the chapter refers to the existing body of IOM programmatic data, particularly on missing migrants,
assisted voluntary returns and reintegration, resettlement, displacement tracking and human trafficking.
While these data are generally not global or representative, they can provide insights into changes that have
occurred in relevant I0M programming and operations globally.
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Following the global overview, chapter 3 provides a discussion of key regional dimensions of, and developments
in, migration. The discussion focuses on six world regions as identified by the United Nations Department
of Economic and Social Affairs: Africa, Asia, Europe, Latin America and the Caribbean, Northern America,
and Oceania. For each of these regions, the analysis includes: i) an overview and brief discussion of key
population-related statistics; and ii) succinct descriptions of “key features and developments” in migration
in the region, based on a wide range of data, information and analyses, including from international
organizations, researchers and analysts. To account for the diversity of migration patterns, trends and issues
within each of the six regions, descriptive narratives of “key features and recent developments” are presented
at the subregional level.

There is a substantial amount of research and analysis on migration that is being undertaken and published
by a range of actors such as academics, governments, intergovernmental organizations and think tanks.
Chapter 4 provides a selective overview of such contributions, updating the chapter on the topic as it first
appeared in the World Migration Report 2018. The overview focuses on migration research outputs published
by academia and intergovernmental organizations in 2017 and 2018, which saw a peak in output from
intergovernmental organizations, some of which was produced to inform States and other actors during
deliberations on the Global Compact for Migration (see chapter 11 of this report for discussion of the compact
processes and outcome).

Part Il

The lead chapter in Part IT examines the historical and contemporary contributions of migrants to communities
of destination as well as those back in their place of origin. With this perspective, it focuses on three
central domains of migrants’ contributions: sociocultural, civic-political and economic. In the face of often
negatively skewed discussions on migration and migrants, one can lose sight of the fact that migrants
have made significant contributions in a multitude of ways. This “reality check” chapter 5 highlights an
often overlooked but important topic, placing the analysis in the context of emerging impediments to the
recognition of migrants’ contributions globally. The chapter concludes by outlining the implications for policy
deliberations and for further research.

Chapter 6 critically reviews the issue of inclusion of migrants in host societies where they adapt to new
cultures, customs, social values and language. The chapter provides an overview of the historical development
of the policy approaches and terminology related to the topic. It discusses the roles of different stakeholders
in optimizing the inclusion of migrants, as well as the importance of policy settings that are directly and
indirectly related to inclusion. The chapter concludes with a discussion on the implication for policy responses.

Health and migration is often only thought about in crisis terms, but there is much more to the connections
between the two. Chapter 7 provides an overview analysis of key issues related to health and migration,
including in terms of benefits, vulnerabilities and resilience. The chapter then examines health systems’
responses and prevailing approaches, as well as gaps in the governance of migration and health. Lessons from
good-practice guidelines and the global agendas in migration and health are provided.

Chapter 8 deals with child migration that does not conform to the traditional pattern of the migrant child
accompanying or following the family in a safe environment, but rather migration that is unsafe, for example,
occurring through irregular pathways without family. Following an expository approach, the chapter elaborates
different types of child migration, their drivers, and issues related to the data on child migration. It discusses
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key protection challenges affecting child migrants and addresses the current issues and the evolving policies
to handle them. The chapter explores the main emerging challenges confronting child migrants and concludes
by reflecting on policy and research priorities.

Providing an overview of human mobility and adaptation to cope with environmental and climate change,
chapter 9 explores empirical research from around the world. Diverse examples of adaptive behaviour are
presented from different ecological zones particularly at risk under climate change, namely, mountainous,
dryland and coastal areas, as well as cities. The examples address a variety of strategies that promote one
or several adaptive forms of migration. The chapter also provides a summary of the international policy
frameworks on responses to the mobility aspects of environmental and climate change. The chapter concludes
with focused recommendations for research, policy and practice.

Chapter 10 deals with crises that migrants are caught up in. Presenting examples of such crises like floods,
hurricanes, conflicts, and political and economic crisis, it examines current emergency assistance and urgent
protection responses. The chapter provides an overview of the local, national and international responses
to such needs faced by different types of migrants and their effectiveness. By drawing on the Migrants in
Countries in Crisis Initiative, it examines the varying contexts, responses, gaps, and lessons learned in crisis
preparedness and post-crisis recovery. The chapter provides an overview of existing data on migrants facing
risk and situations of vulnerability in various countries and assesses the gaps. It concludes with policy and
practice implications of responses.

As the title spells out, chapter 11 provides an update on the migration governance chapter in the World
Migration Report 2018, documenting key developments in global migration governance in the two years
since the last report. The chapter provides a descriptive analysis of the development and adoption of the
two global compacts, a brief analysis of their contents and the areas of convergence and divergence, an
assessment of how they affect global migration governance framework, and the future implications as well
as the challenges for implementation. The chapter discusses States’ commitments to implement and review
follow-up and progress of the compacts, and summarizes changes in institutional architecture to support the
Global Compact for Migration. The chapter also considers longer-term issues and implications for the future.

Overall, this world migration report has been produced to help deepen our collective understanding of the
various manifestations and complexities of migration in the face of growing uncertainties. We hope that all
readers are able to learn something new from this edition, as well as to draw on its contents as they undertake
their work, study or other activities.
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MIGRATION AND MIGRANTS: A GLOBAL OVERVIEW

Introduction

In most discussions on migration, the starting point is usually numbers. Understanding changes in scale,
emerging trends and shifting demographics related to global social and economic transformations, such as
migration, help us make sense of the changing world we live in and plan for the future. The current global
estimate is that there were around 272 million international migrants in the world in 2019, which equates to
3.5 per cent of the global population.® A first important point to note is that this is a very small minority of
the world’s population, meaning that staying within one’s country of birth overwhelmingly remains the norm.
The great majority of people do not migrate across borders; much larger numbers migrate within countries
(an estimated 740 million internal migrants in 2009).? That said, the increase in international migrants has
been evident over time - both numerically and proportionally - and at a slightly faster rate than previously
anticipated.?

The overwhelming majority of people migrate internationally for reasons related to work, family and study
- involving migration processes that largely occur without fundamentally challenging either migrants or the
countries they enter. In contrast, other people leave their homes and countries for a range of compelling and
sometimes tragic reasons, such as conflict, persecution and disaster. While those who have been displaced,
such as refugees and internally displaced persons (IDPs), comprise a relatively small percentage of all migrants,
they are often the most in need of assistance and support.

This chapter, with its focus on key global migration data and trends, seeks to assist migration policymakers,
practitioners and researchers in making better sense of the bigger picture of migration, by providing an
overview of information on migration and migrants. The chapter draws upon current statistical sources
compiled by the United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UN DESA), the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), the International Labour Organization (ILO), the World
Bank, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the Internal Displacement Monitoring
Centre (IDMC) and the International Organization for Migration (IOM).* The chapter provides an overview of
global data and trends on international migrants (stocks) and international migration (flows). It also provides
a discussion of particular migrant groups - namely, migrant workers, refugees, asylum seekers, IDPs and
missing migrants - as well as of stateless persons and remittances.

The chapter also refers to the growing body of programmatic IOM data, particularly on assisted voluntary
returns and reintegration, resettlement, displacement tracking and victims of human trafficking. While these

1 UNDESA, 2019a.
2 UNDP, 2009.

3 See, for example, IOM’s World Migration Report 2003 (I0M, 2003), which drew upon United Nations population data (UN DESA,
2002) and migration data (IOM, 2000).
4 In keeping within the scope of this report, statistics utilized in this chapter were current as at 30 June 2019, except for international

migrant stock data which were incorporated into the chapter following the release of the 2019 revision by UN DESA on 17 September
2019.
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data are generally not global or representative, they can provide insights into changes that have occurred
in relevant programming and operations globally. As the United Nations migration agency, with activities
relevant to all the themes discussed in this chapter, IOM data have the capacity to provide further insights
on migration and its various dynamics, including the diverse needs of migrants.

This chapter highlights some of the challenges associated with data collection and definitions that make a
comprehensive analysis of migration trends at the global level difficult.® This also remains an issue for many
States attempting to analyse migration trends within their own countries or regions, as reflected in the
Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration, with its emphasis on data collection for evidence-
based policy (Objective 1 of the Global Compact - see discussion in chapter 11 of this report). Ongoing efforts
to collect and improve migration statistics have led to an expansion in available data; however, the need for
further technical capacity is an obstacle that is yet to be overcome as the international community works to
develop a more comprehensive global picture of key aspects of migration. Similarly, defining migration and
migrants is complex, as discussed in the text box below.

Defining migration, migrant and other key terms

Outside of general definitions of migration and migrant, such as those found in dictionaries, there
exist various specific definitions of key migration-related terms, including in legal, administrative,
research and statistical spheres.? There is no universally agreed definition of migration or migrant,
however, several definitions are widely accepted and have been developed in different settings, such
as those set out in UN DESA’s 1998 Recommendations on Statistics of International Migration.®

Technical definitions, concepts and categories of migrants and migration are necessarily informed
by geographic, legal, political, methodological, temporal and other factors. For example, there are
numerous ways in which migration events can be defined, including in relation to place of birth,
citizenship, place of residence and duration of stay.c This is important when it comes to quantifying
and analysing the effects of migration and migrants (however defined). We encourage readers to refer
to primary sources cited in the chapter for information on specific definitions and categorizations
underlying the data. Readers may also find the IOM Glossary on Migration (2019 edition) to be a
useful reference.*

a See, for example, Poulain and Perrin, 2001.
b UN DESA, 1998.

c See, for example, de Beer et al., 2010.

d 10M, 2019b.

5 Ingeneral, explanatory notes, caveats, limitations and methodologies on specific sources of data can be extensive, and are therefore
not included in this chapter. However, sources have been clearly identified so that readers can refer to them.
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International migrants: numbers and trends

UN DESA produces estimates of the number of international migrants globally. The following discussion draws
on its estimates, which are based on data provided by States.®

The United Nations Recommendations on Statistics of International Migration defines an “international
migrant” as any person who has changed his or her country of usual residence, distinguishing between
“short-term migrants” (those who have changed their countries of usual residence for at least three months,
but less than one year) and “long-term migrants” (those who have done so for at least one year). However,
not all countries use this definition in practice.” Some countries use different criteria to identify international
migrants by, for example, applying different minimum durations of residence. Differences in concepts and
definitions, as well as data collection methodologies between countries, hinder full comparability of national
statistics on international migrants.

Overall, the estimated number of international migrants has increased over the past five decades. The total
estimated 272 million people living in a country other than their countries of birth in 2019 was 119 million
more than in 1990 (when it was 153 million), and over three times the estimated number in 1970 (84 million;
see table 1). While the proportion of international migrants globally has also increased over this period, it is
evident that the vast majority of people continue to live in the countries in which they were born.

Table 1. International migrants, 1970-2019

Migrants as a %

Year Number of migrants e e T T
1970 84,460,125 2.3%
1975 90,368,010 2.2%
1980 101,983,149 2.3%
1985 113,206,691 2.3%
1990 153,011,473 2.9%
1995 161,316,895 2.8%
2000 173,588,441 2.8%
2005 191,615,574 2.9%
2010 220,781,909 3.2%
2015 248,861,296 3.4%
2019 271,642,105 3.5%

Source: UN DESA, 2008, 2019a, 2019b.

Note: The number of entities (such as States, territories and administrative regions) for which data were made available
in the 2019 UN DESA Revision of International Migrant Stock was 232. In 1970, the number of entities was 135.

In 2019, most international migrants (around 74%) were of working age (20 to 64 years of age), with a slight
decrease in migrants younger than 20 years old from 2000 to 2019 (from 16.4% to 14%), and a constant share
(around 12%) of international migrants 65 years of age and older since 2000.

6 Dataarealso provided to UN DESA by territories and administrative units. Forasummary on UN DESA stock data sources, methodology
and caveats, please see UN DESA, 2019b.

7 UN DESA, 1998.
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Snapshot of international migrants

The international migrant population globally has increased in size but remained
relatively stable as a proportion of the world’s population

3.2% 34% 3.4% 3.5%

2.8%  2-9%

272
Million

174
Million

1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2019

52% of international migrants are male, 48% are female

70-74
65-69
60-64
55-59
50-54
45-49
40-44
35-39
30-24
25-29
20-24
15-19
10-14
5-9
0-4

Most international migrants (74%) are of working age (20—64 years)

*Age groups above 75 years were omitted (male 4%, female 6%).
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The proportion of international migrants varies significantly around the world

Sweden 20.0%

Canada 21.3%

"y

Note: This map is for illustration purposes only. The boundaries and names shown and the designations used on this map
do not imply official endorsement or acceptance by the International Organization for Migration.

272 million international migrants in 2019 out of a global population of 7.7 billion:
1in every 30 people
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Note: Infographics based on UN DESA, 2019a and UN DESA, 2019c.
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In 2019, Europe and Asia each hosted around 82 million and 84 million international migrants, respectively
- comprising 61 per cent of the total global international migrant stock combined (see figure 1). These
regions were followed by North America, with almost 59 million international migrants in 2019 or 22 per cent
of the global migrant stock, Africa at 10 per cent, Latin America and the Caribbean at 4 per cent, and Oceania
at 3 per cent. When compared with the size of the population in each region, shares of international migrants
in 2019 were highest in Oceania, North America and Europe, where international migrants represented,
respectively, 21 per cent, 16 per cent and 11 per cent of the total population.® In comparison, the share of
international migrants is relatively small in Asia and Africa (1.8% and 2%, respectively) and Latin America
and the Caribbean (1.8%). However, Asia experienced the most remarkable growth from 2000 to 2019, at
69 per cent (around 34 million people in absolute terms).? Europe experienced the second largest growth
during this period, with an increase of 25 million international migrants, followed by an increase of 18 million
international migrants in North America and 11 million in Africa.®

Figure 1. International migrants, by major region of residence, 2005 to 2019 (millions)

Africa

Asia

Europe
M 2019
Latin America and the Caribbean W 2015
W 2010
2005

Northern America

Oceania

o

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Source: UN DESA, 2019a. Datasets available at www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/data/estimates2/
estimates19.asp (accessed 18 September 2019).

Note: Categorization based on UN DESA geographic regions (see chapter 3, appendix A for details), not implying official
endorsement or acceptance by IOM.

The increase in international migration in some regions over time has had an impact on population change.
Figure 2 shows the proportional population change for each of the world’s six regions from 2009 to 2019. While
Europe has traditionally been one of the major destination regions for international migrants, it has had the
slowest rate of proportional population change over this period, at slightly over 1 per cent. However, the rate
would arguably be much lower without international migrants who have mitigated decreasing populations

8 UNDESA, 2019a.
9 Ibid.
10 Ibid.


http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/data/estimates2/estimates19.asp
http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/data/estimates2/estimates19.asp
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in some European countries due, for example, to declining birth rates.!’ By comparison, Africa underwent
the most significant change, with its population growing by nearly 30 per cent over this period, due to high
fertility rates and increasing lifespans.’? This growth has nevertheless been softened by emigration from
Africa to other regions (namely Europe and Asia - see chapter 3 of this report for discussion).

Figure 2. Proportional population change by region, 2009-2019
arrica
oceania
Latin America and the Caribbean _
oy
Northern America _

Europe

i .

2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Il Per cent change 2009-2014 Per cent change 2014-2019

Source: UN DESA, 2019c.

Note: Categorization based on UN DESA geographic regions (see chapter 3, appendix A for details), not implying official
endorsement or acceptance by IOM.

While population growth over the decade may be most pronounced for Africa, in 2019 more than half the
world’s total population resided in just one region: Asia (4.6 billion people). From 2009 to 2019, the population
in Asia grew by nearly 440 million (from 4.16 billion to 4.6 billion), compared with just under 300 million
in Africa (from 1.01 billion to 1.31 billion).*® Five of the world’s top 10 most populous countries are in Asia
(China, India, Indonesia, Pakistan and Bangladesh).*

The United States of America has been the main country of destination for international migrants since
1970.% Since then, the number of foreign-born people residing in the country has more than quadrupled -
from less than 12 million in 1970, to close to 51 million in 2019. Germany, the second top destination for
migrants, has also observed an increase over the years, from 8.9 million in 2000 to 13.1 million in 2019. A
list of the top 20 destination countries of international migrants is provided in the left column of figure 3.

11 UN DESA, 2019c. See chapter 3 of this report (figure 14) showing countries with the largest proportional population change in
Europe.

12 UN DESA, 2019c. See chapter 3 of this report (figure 2) showing countries with the largest proportional population change in Africa.
13 UN DESA, 2019c.

14 Ibid.

15 UN DESA, 2008, 2019a.
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The list of largest migrant origin countries and territories is shown on the right in figure 3. More than
40 per cent of all international migrants worldwide in 2019 (112 million) were born in Asia,’® primarily
originating from India (the largest country of origin), China, and South Asian countries such as Bangladesh,
Pakistan and Afghanistan. Mexico was the second largest country of origin, and the Russian Federation was
fourth. Several other European countries have sizable populations of emigrants, including Ukraine, Poland,

the United Kingdom and Germany.

Figure 3. Top 20 destinations (left) and origins (right) of international migrants in 2019

(millions)
Resident Migrants Migrants Abroad
United States of America _ India _
Germany 1 - Mexico _
Saudi Arabia 1 - China _
Russian Federation A - Russian Federation _
United Kingdom 1 - Syrian Arab Republic _
United Arab Emirates 1 - Bangladesh _

France A - Pakistan -

Canada 1 - Ukraine -

Australia T - Philippines -

Italy 1 . Afghanistan -
Spain 1 . Indonesia -
Turkey 1 . Poland -
India 1 . United Kingdom -
Ukraine A . Germany -
South Africa 1 . Kazakhstan -
Kazakhstan 1 l Palestinian Territories -
Thailand 1 l Myanmar -
Malaysia 1 I Romania -
Jordan A I Egypt -
Pakistan A I Turkey -
(') 2'0 4b 60 0 5 1'0 15 20

Source: UN DESA, 2019a (accessed 18 September 2019).

In regard to the distribution of international migrants by countries” income group,?’ nearly two thirds of
international migrants resided in high-income countries in 2019 - around 176 million." This compares with
82 million foreign-born who resided in middle-income countries (about one third of the total migrant stock)
and 13 million in low-income countries in the same year. Income levels of destination countries for migrant
workers are further discussed in the section on migrant workers below.

16 UN DESA, 2019a.
17 Per World Bank country income group classifications, in World Bank Country and Lending Groups (World Bank, n.d.a).

18 UN DESA, 2017a.
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While international migrants may tend to gravitate toward high-income countries, their origins globally
can be diverse. Some origin countries have high proportions of their nationals living abroad for economic,
political, security, trade or cultural reasons that may be contemporary or historical in nature. For example,
the Syrian Arab Republic has a higher rate of emigration than most other countries due to displacement caused
by long-term conflict (see discussion below on refugees for more detail). Figure 4 highlights countries with
high proportions of emigrants in 2019. Importantly, the emigration proportion of a country represents an
accumulation of migration (and displacement) over time, sometimes many decades. Of note is the geographic
diversity of the countries in figure 4 (countries from all regions except Northern America are included) as well
as the high number of countries from Latin America and the Caribbean (10 of the 20 countries).

Figure 4. Top 20 countries of emigration in 2019 (proportion)
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Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Notes: The population size used to calculate the percentage of emigrants is based on the UN DESA resident population of the
country, which includes foreign-born, and UN DESA international migrants originally from that country. Only countries
with a combined population of more than 100,000 residents and emigrants were included in the analysis.
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UN DESA estimates of foreign-born populations do not reflect immigration status or policy categories (such as
students, highly skilled migrants, or refugees). Capturing such attributes is inherently difficult for several key
reasons. First, a person’s immigration status can be fluid and change quickly, arising from circumstances and
legal/policy settings. For example, many international migrants who may be described as “undocumented”
or “irreqular” enter countries on valid visas and then stay in contravention of one or more visa conditions.
In fact, there are many paths to irregularity, such as crossing borders without authorization, unlawfully
overstaying a visa period, working in contravention of visa conditions, being born into irreqularity, or
remaining after a negative decision on an asylum application has been made.*

Second, countries have different immigration policy settings and different ways of collecting data on migrants,
which makes it difficult to establish a harmonized approach to capturing irregular migrant stocks globally.
The pace of change in the migration policy arena also poses an extra dimension of complexity, as people
may slip into and out of “irreqularity”. Notably, there have been very few global estimates of the number
of irregular migrants because of this complexity. However, this has not prevented some organizations from
coming up with inflated and incorrect global estimates—see text box below on “what not to do”.

What not to do: estimating the global population of irregular migrants

In an August 2019 report on irregular migration, the authors come up with a global estimate of the
number of irregular migrants that is based on a lack of understanding of migration and displacement
policy, practice and normative settings.? In arriving at an erroneous figure of 106.9 million people, the
authors include groups of people who would not be considered irregular, such as internally displaced
persons, stateless persons, and Venezuelan migrants, including refugees and asylum seekers.”

The important lessons in this example include:

e that categories of migrants (even while overlapping at times) and limitations on definitions must
be well understood before analysis commences;

e ensuring qualified and experienced analysts with an understanding of the topic lead such work;

e seeking the advice and feedback of knowledgeable specialists in the field prior to publication
(commonly referred to as “peer review”).

a CSIS, 2019:5-6.

b Many Venezuelans were authorized to cross international borders by receiving countries following the economic and
political crisis causing displacement, and have been offered some form of status by the receiving country, even if temporary
in nature.

Third, as noted in the text box earlier on the chapter on “defining migration, migrant and other key terms”,
there necessarily exist different definitions, depending on the circumstances in which they are applied. In
some legal/policy situations, as well as in general discussions, for example, a “migrant” can include a person
who has never migrated. See the discussion of the common problem of conflating “migration” and “migrant”
in the text box below.

19 Gordon et al., 2009.
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Conflating “migration” and “migrant”

In a general sense, migration is the process of moving from one place to another. To migrate is to
move, whether from a rural area to a city, from one district or province in a given country to another
in that same country, or from one country to a new country. It involves action.

In contrast, a migrant is a person described as such for one or more reasons, depending on the context
(see the text box on “Defining migration, migrant and other key terms” earlier on the chapter). While
in many cases, “migrants” do undertake some form of migration, this is not always the case. In some
situations, people who have never undertaken migration may be referred to as migrants — children of
people born overseas, for example, are commonly called second or third-generation migrants.? This
may even extend to situations involving statelessness, whereby whole groups of people are not able
to access citizenship despite being born and raised in a country.” On the other hand, for example,
returning citizens who have undertaken significant and/or long-term international migration are
generally not classified as “migrants” upon or after their arrival to their country of birth, despite their
migration journeys and experiences.¢

a See, for example, Neto, 1995; Fertig and Schmidt, 2001.
b Kyaw, 2017.
¢ Skeldon, 2018.

International migration flows: definitions, numbers and gaps

While data on migrant stocks are widely available, data on global migration movements (flows) are much more
limited. Available UN DESA estimates on global migrant stocks are extensive and global in scope; however, the
database of migration flows only encompasses 45 countries.? Capturing data on migration flows is extremely
challenging for several reasons. First, while international migration flows are generally accepted as covering
inflows and outflows into and from countries, there has been a greater focus on recording inflows. For
example, while countries such as Australia and the United States count cross-border movements, many others
only count entries and not departures.?* Additionally, migration flow data in some countries are derived from
administrative events related to immigration status (for example, issuance/renewal/withdrawal of a residence
permit) and are thus used as a proxy for migration flows. Furthermore, migratory movements are often hard
to separate from non-migratory travel, such as tourism or business.?? Tracking migratory movements also
requires considerable resources, infrastructure and IT/knowledge systems. This poses particular challenges for
developing countries, where the ability to collect, administer, analyse and report data on mobility, migration
and other areas is often limited. Finally, many countries’ physical geographies pose tremendous challenges
for collecting data on migration flows. Entry and border management, for example, is particularly challenging
in some regions, because of archipelagic and isolated borders, and it is further complicated by traditions of
informal migration for work.?

20 Laczko, 2017.

21 Koser, 2010.

22 Skeldon, 2018.

23 Gallagher and McAuliffe, 2016.
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IOM’s Global Migration Data Portal

The Global Migration Data Portal was launched in December 2017 as a one-stop access point for
timely, comprehensive migration statistics and reliable information about migration data globally.
The site is designed to pull together, in one place, key global data sources on migration from across
different organizations, agencies and reports. The portal serves users in the field of migration by
making international migration data more accessible and visible, and easier to understand.

The world map features more than 70 migration data indicators from more than 20 different
international data sources, broken down by country, region, subregion and I0M region. Most data
displayed are publicly available and provided by numerous international agencies. Migration data
on the portal can be accessed for all United Nations countries and are complemented by contextual
information, including demographic and employment data. Key additional resources, including
written reports and alternative data sources, are made available for all countries, regions and
subregions, where available. A regional section provides regional profile pages covering migration
data and available sources within different United Nations regions.

In the thematic section, the portal offers reviews of available data in various fields of migration,
provides explanations of concepts and definitions, and describes key strengths and weaknesses of
the available data sources. The thematic pages review the data for around 30 topics of migration.
The portal also features a collection of more than 100 handbooks and guidance reports on how to
measure migration and collect data in various fields. Numerous blogs discussing recent data and
innovations authored by leading experts in the field of migration, and video interviews with leading
data experts from around the world, are also included on the portal.

The portal also includes migration governance country profiles and a dedicated section on data on
migration governance. A specific section shows how data can support United Nations Member States
in achieving the migration-relevant Sustainable Development Goals and in implementing the Global
Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration.

The portal is available in English, and translations of key sections are available in French, Spanish and
German. For more information see: http://migrationdataportal.org.


http://migrationdataportal.org
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Migration flows

There are currently two main international datasets on international migration flows, both of which are
derived from national statistics: UN DESA’s International Migration Flows dataset and OECD’s International
Migration Database. Since 2005, UN DESA has compiled data on the flows of international migrants to and
from selected countries, based on nationally available statistics. At the time of writing (August 2019), there
had been no update to the UN DESA flows dataset, with the most current being the 2015 version. The 2015
migration flows dataset comprises data from 45 countries (only 43 on emigration flows), up from 29 countries
in 2008 and 15 countries in 2005.%

The OECD data on migration flows have been collected since 2000, which allows for limited trend analysis,
as shown in figure 5 (though data are not standardized, as explained in the note under the figure).?® The
estimates suggest that permanent migration inflows to OECD countries increased from 3.85 million in 2000 to
7.06 million in 2016, with a temporary lull occurring around the time of the global financial crisis (figure 5).
Germany remained the main OECD destination country in 2016, with over 1.7 million new international
migrants (more than double the levels registered in 2000, but with a decrease compared with more than
2 million in 2015) arriving that year, followed by the United States (nearly 1.2 million) and the United
Kingdom (about 450,000 new migrants).%

Figure 5. Inflows of foreign nationals into OECD countries, permanent migration,
2000-2016 (millions)
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Source: OECD, n.d.a.

Notes: Data are not standardized and therefore differ from statistics on permanent migration inflows into selected countries
contained in OECD’s International Migration Outlook 2018 (OECD, 2018).

The 35 countries typically included in OECD statistics are the following: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile,
Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Republic
of Korea, Latvia, Luxembourg, Mexico, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Slovakia, Slovenia,
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, the United Kingdom and the United States. In some years, data for particular
countries are not made available: data were made available for 31 countries in 2000 and 33 countries in 2016.
Notably, data for Greece have not been reported since 2012 and data for Turkey have not been reported since 2010.

24 For UN DESA migrant flow data, as well as for the specific countries included, please see UN DESA, 2015.

25 This subsection is based on data from the OECD International Migration Database. For additional data on migrant flows and other
migrant data in OECD countries, please see OECD, n.d.a.

26 These are the top OECD countries for permanent inflows of foreign nationals for which data were made available in 2017.
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Migrant fatalities and IOM’s Missing Migrants Project

In the wake of the tragic events of October 2013, in which an estimated 368 migrants died in the sinking
of two boats near the Italian island of Lampedusa, IOM began collecting and compiling information
on migrants who perish or go missing on migratory routes worldwide, within its Missing Migrants
Project (MMP). Information on migrant fatalities is collected daily and made available on the Missing
Migrants Project’s online database, managed by IOM’s Global Migration Data Analysis Centre. MMP
also provides analysis of the data and issues related to deaths during migration, in briefings and its
“Fatal Journeys” reports (volume 4 published in 2019). Data sources include official records of coast
guards and medical examiners, media stories, reports from non-governmental organizations and
United Nations agencies, and interviews with migrants. Data collection challenges are significant. For
instance, the vast majority of recorded deaths are of people travelling via clandestine routes, which
are often at sea or in remote areas (chosen with the aim of evading detection), meaning remains are
not found. Few official sources collect and make data on migrant deaths publicly available. Relying
on testimonies of fellow migrants and media sources can be problematic, due to inaccuracies and
incomplete coverage.

In the five years (2014-2018) of systematically recording deaths during migration, MMP has
documented over 30,900 women, men and children who lost their lives while trying to reach other
countries. During that time, the Mediterranean Sea has seen the highest number of deaths, claiming
the lives of at least 17,919 people, 64 per cent of whose bodies have not been recovered from the
sea. In 2018, the Mediterranean continued to be the place with the highest known number of deaths
during migration, but compared with the previous four years, there was a much higher proportion
who died on the “Western Mediterranean route”. A total of 813 deaths were recorded on this sea
crossing from the coast of Northern Africa to Spain in 2018, compared with 272 in 2017. Nearly 570
deaths during migration were recorded in North Africa in 2018, mostly due to the harsh natural
environment, violence and abuse, dangerous transportation conditions, and sickness and starvation.
Despite the ongoing war and humanitarian crisis in Yemen, in 2018 the migration route to the country
from the Horn of Africa across the Red Sea and the Gulf of Aden continued to be in high use. In 2018,
156 people are known to have drowned in this crossing. In the context of the displacement of millions
of people from the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, 42 people from the country lost their lives while
trying to migrate elsewhere in the region in 2018. No deaths of Venezuelans were recorded by MMP
in the previous year. Since 2014, 1,884 deaths have been recorded along the United States—Mexico
border, including 434 in 2018.

To download the MMP data, see https://missingmigrants.iom.int/downloads. New data sources are constantly added and
efforts are ongoing to improve data collection globally. For a discussion of the challenges of collecting data on migrant deaths,
please see http://missingmigrants.iom.int/methodology.


https://missingmigrants.iom.int/downloads
http://missingmigrants.iom.int/methodology
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Migrant workers

The latest available estimates indicate that there were roughly 164 million migrant workers around the
world in 2017, accounting for nearly two thirds (64%) of the (then) 258 million global stock of international
migrants.?” When compared with the global population of international migrants of working age - regarded
as 15 years of age or older (234 million) - migrant workers account for 70 per cent. For a range of reasons,
however, these global figures are likely to be underestimates.?? While earlier global estimates of migrant
workers have been produced, ILO notes that these cannot be compared with 2017 figures, due to definitional
differences and changes in methodology and data sources.

In 2017, 68 per cent of migrant workers were residing in high-income level countries - an estimated
111 million people. An additional 47 million migrant workers (29%) were living in middle-income countries,
and 5.6 million (3.4%) were in low-income countries. While we are unable to compare the numbers of migrant
workers over time, it is useful to examine changes in proportional distribution. In 2017, for example, there
was a noticeable change in destination country category; that is, from 2013 to 2017, high-income countries
experienced a 7 percentage point drop in migrant workers (from 75% to 68%), while upper-middle-income
countries observed a 7 percentage point increase (from 12% to 19%) (see figure 6). This apparent shift may be
influenced by economic growth in middle-income countries and/or changes to labour immigration regulations
in high-income countries. The share of migrant workers in the total workforce across country income groups
was quite small in low-income (1.9%), lower-income (1.4%) and upper-middle-income countries (2.2%), but
much greater for high-income countries (18.5%).

Figure 6. Migrant workers by destination country income level, 2013 and 2017
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Source: 1LO, 2018.

27 The content in this subsection is based on and drawn from ILO, 2018. Please refer to this document for explanatory notes, deeper
analysis, limitations and caveats associated with the numbers and trends presented. More generally, information on foreign-born
employment in OECD countries is available at OECD, n.d.b.

28 See, for example, ILO, 2018.
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Male migrant workers outnumbered female migrant workers by 28 million in 2017, with 96 million males
(58%) and 68 million females (42%), in a context where males comprised a higher number of international
migrants of working age (127 million or 54%, compared with 107 million or 46% females). This represents a
slight shift since 2013, towards an even more gendered migrant worker population, when the share of male
migrant workers constituted 56 per cent and females 44 per cent. See table 2 for further breakdowns by
income level and sex.

Table 2. Migrant workers, by sex and income level of destination countries, 2017

Lower-middle-  Upper-middle-

Low-income . .
income income

High-income Global total

M F Total M F Total M F Total M F Total M F Total

Migrant workers 36 19 56 109 56 166 174 131 305 637 475 1112 957 681 163.8
(millions)
As a proportion of all

. 2.2 1.2 3.4 6.7 3.4 10.1 10.6 8 186 389 29 67.9 584 41.6 100
migrant workers (%)

Source: Based on ILO, 2018.

Note: Totals may not add up due to the effects of rounding.

As evident from the data, the international migrant worker population is currently gendered as well as
geographically concentrated. There is a much larger number of male than female migrant workers worldwide
(see table 2), with a gender composition that sees much higher numbers of men in low-income and lower-
middle income countries compared with women, and in contrast to the gender splits for high-income
countries. In terms of geography, and as seen in figure 7 below, 99.6 million or almost 61 per cent of all
migrant workers resided in three subregions: Northern America; the Arab States; and Northern, Southern and
Western Europe.? Notably, there is a striking gender imbalance of migrant workers in two regions: Southern
Asia (6 million males compared with 1.3 million females) and the Arab States (19.1 million males compared
with 3.6 million females). The Arab States region is one of the top destinations for migrant workers, where
they can dominate key sectors. For example, in the Gulf States, over 95 per cent of the labour force for
construction and domestic work is comprised of migrant workers.*® From 2013 to 2017, the number of migrant
workers in the Arab States increased by over 5 per cent, following greater demand for male migrant workers,
many of whom are involved in manual labour, mostly in the construction sector.!

29 The ILO category of “Arab States” includes the following countries and territories: Bahrain, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Oman,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syrian Arab Republic, United Arab Emirates, Yemen and the Palestinian Territories.

30 ILO, n.d.
31 ILO, 2018.
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Figure 7. Geographic distribution of migrant workers by sex, 2017
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Note: The figure reflects ILO geographic regions and subregions, and does not imply official endorsement or acceptance by
I0OM. Please see annex A of ILO, 2018 for more information on regional breakdowns. Please note that the rest of this
chapter refers to the UN DESA geographical regions.

International remittances

Remittances are financial or in-kind transfers made by migrants directly to families or communities in their
countries of origin. The World Bank compiles global data on international remittances, notwithstanding the
myriad data gaps, definitional differences and methodological challenges in compiling accurate statistics.*?
Its data, however, do not capture unrecorded flows through formal or informal channels, and the actual
magnitude of global remittances are therefore likely to be larger than available estimates.?* Despite these
limitations, available data reflect an overall increase in remittances in recent decades, from USD 126 billion
in 2000, to USD 689 billion in 2018.

There was a 9 per cent increase in remittances in 2018, up from USD 633 billion in 2017. However, the two
consecutive years prior to 2017 witnessed a decline; from 2014 to 2015, global (inward) flows of remittances

32 The content of much of this subsection, unless otherwise noted, is based on and drawn from the World Bank’s data in relation to
migration and remittances (World Bank, n.d.b); and publications on the topic (World Bank, n.d.c.). In particular, the World Bank’s
annual remittances datasets (World Bank, n.d.b), the Migration and Development Brief 31 (World Bank, 2019), Migration and
Development Brief 30 (World Bank, 2018), the Migration and Development Brief 27 (World Bank, 2017a) and its 21 April Press
Release (World Bank, 2017b) are key sources of information. Please refer to these sources as well as the World Bank’s Factbooks on
Migration and Development, including its latest, published in 2016, for explanatory notes, deeper analysis, caveats, limitations and
methodologies associated with the numbers and trends presented.

33 World Bank, 2016.
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contracted by an estimated 1.2 per cent, from USD 603 billion in 2014 to USD 595 billion in 2015, and by
another 1.1 per cent from 2015 to 2016 (from USD 595 billion to USD 589 billion). Consistent with this trend,
remittances to low- and middle-income countries (which account for the majority of the global total) had
declined for two consecutive years, from 2014 to 2016 - a trend that had not been seen for three decades,
according to the World Bank, before returning back to the positive long-term trend from 2016 to 2018
(from USD 444 billion in 2016, to USD 483 billion in 2017, and USD 529 billion in 2018). Since the mid-
1990s, remittances have greatly surpassed official development assistance levels,** defined as government aid
designed to promote the economic development and welfare of developing countries.*

In 2018, India, China, Mexico, the Philippines and Eqypt were (in descending order) the top five remittance-
recipient countries, although India and China were well above the rest, with total inward remittances
exceeding USD 67 billion for each country (see table 3). When remittances are viewed as a percentage of
gross domestic product, however, the top five remittance-receiving countries in 2018 were Tonga (at 35.2%),
followed by Kyrgyzstan (33.6%), Tajikistan (31%), Haiti (30.7%) and Nepal (28%).

High-income countries are almost always the main source of remittances. For decades, the United States has
consistently been the top remittance-sending country, with a total outflow of USD 67.96 billion in 2017,
followed by the United Arab Emirates (USD 44.37 billion), Saudi Arabia (USD 36.12 billion) and Switzerland
(USD 26.6 billion). The fifth-highest remittance-sending country in both 2016 and 2017 was Germany (with
total outflows of USD 20.29 billion and 22.09 billion, respectively). In addition to its role as a top recipient,
China (classified as an upper-middle-income country by the World Bank) has also been a significant, although
declining, source of remittances, with USD 20.29 billion in 2016, down to USD 16.18 billion in 2017. Table 3
provides further details and trends.?

Table 3. Top countries receiving/sending remittances (2005-2018) (current USD billions)

Top countries receiving remittances

2005 2010 2015 2018
China 23.63 | India 53.48 | India 68.91 | India 78.61
Mexico 22.74 | China 52.46 | China 63.94 | China 67.41
India 22.13 | Mexico 22.08 | Philippines 29.80 | Mexico 35.66
Nigeria 14.64 | Philippines 21.56 | Mexico 26.23 | Philippines 33.83
France 14.21 | France 19.90 | France 24.06 | Egypt 28.92
Philippines 13.73 | Nigeria 19.75 | Nigeria 21.16 | France 26.43
Belgium 6.89 | Germany 12.79 | Pakistan 19.31 | Nigeria 24.31
Germany 6.87 | Egypt 12.45 | Egypt 18.33 | Pakistan 21.01
Spain 6.66 | Bangladesh 10.85 | Germany 15.81 | Germany 17.36
Poland 6.47 | Belgium 10.35 | Bangladesh 15.30 | Viet Nam 15.93

34 See World Bank, 2019, for example.

35 See, for example, OECD, n.d.c, which also contains data on official development assistance. There is a growing body of work exploring
the developmental, economic and social impacts of this trend.

36 Breakdowns for countries sending remittances in 2018 were unavailable at the time of writing.



WORLD MIGRATION REPORT 2020 37
Top countries sending remittances
2005 2010 2015 2017°
United States 47.25 | United States 50.78 | United States 61.86 | United States 67.96
Saudi Arabia 14.30 | Saudi Arabia 27.07 | United Arab 40,33 | United Arab 44.37
Emirates Emirates
Germany 12.71 Ru55|an. 21.45 | Saudi Arabia 38.79 | Saudi Arabia 36.12
Federation
Switzerland 10.52 | Switzerland 17.76 | Switzerland 25.40 | Switzerland 26.60
United Kingdom 9.64 |Germany 14.68 | China 20.42 | Germany 22.09
France 9.48 |Ital 12.89 | Russian 19.69 | Russian 20.61
’ y ’ Federation ’ Federation ’
Republic of Korea 6.9 | France 12.03 | Germany 18.03 | China 16.18
Russian 6.83 |Kuwait 11.86 | Kuwait 15.20 | Kuwait 13.76
Federation
Luxembourg 6.70 | Luxembourg 10.65 | France 12.79 | France 13.50
Malaysia 5.6 | United Arab 10.57 | Qatar 12.19 | Republic of 12.89
Emirates Korea
Source: World Bank, n.d.b. (accessed July 2019).
Note: All numbers are in current (nominal) USD billion.
a The latest available data at the time of writing was for 2017. Breakdowns for countries sending remittances in 2018 were

unavailable.

IOM's assisted voluntary return and reintegration programmes

IOM has implemented assisted voluntary return and reintegration (AVRR) programmes since 1979.
IOM'’s AVRR support to migrants comprises a range of activities, and typically includes: the provision
of pre-departure counselling, the purchase of flight tickets, administrative and travel assistance and,
where possible, the provision of reintegration assistance.

On average, from 2005 to 2014, IOM assisted 34,000 migrants per year through AVRR. In line with
the rise in the volume of migration in recent years, the number of returns has increased. In 2018,
AVRR support was provided to 63,316 migrants returning from 128 host or transit countries to
169 countries or territories of origin. However, this amounts to a 12 per cent decrease compared
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with 2017 (72,176). This decrease can be explained by a combination of structural and contextual
factors, varying from country to country: lower numbers of migrant arrivals and asylum applications,
and changes in national migration and asylum policies. Of the 63,316 AVRR beneficiaries in 2018,
approximately 24 per cent were women and 22 per cent were children. Over 7 per cent of these
returnees were victims of trafficking, unaccompanied migrant children, or migrants with health-
related needs. Approximately 18,274 beneficiaries were provided with pre-departure reintegration
counselling in host countries, and 41,461 beneficiaries were provided with reintegration counselling
upon arrival in their countries or territories of origin.

Top 10 host/transit countries and countries of origin of AVRR beneficiaries, 2018

Host or transit countries Countries of origin
Germany 15,942 Iraq 5,661
Niger 14,977 Guinea 5,088
Greece 4,968 Ethiopia 4,792
Austria 3,469 Mali 4,041
Djibouti 3,392 Georgia 2,681
Belgium 2,795 Afghanistan 2,232
Netherlands 2,149 Albania 2,167
Morocco 1,508 Russian Federation 1,952
Turkey 1,494 Ukraine 1,901
Italy 958 Cote d’lvoire 1,834

In 2018, the majority of AVRR beneficiaries (54%) returned from the European Economic Area
(EEA) and Switzerland, particularly from Germany, Greece, Belgium, Austria and the Netherlands.
Returns from the EEA and Switzerland decreased from 50,587 in 2017 to 33,971 in 2018. This trend
confirms the increasing number of voluntary returns from transit countries. In 2018, returns from
the Niger, Djibouti and Morocco to countries such as Guinea, Mali and Ethiopia amounted to more
than 22 per cent of the global total. The main regions of origin for AVRR beneficiaries in 2018 were
West and Central Africa (31% of total); South-East Europe, East Europe and Central Asia (28%); and
Asia and the Pacific (14%). Together, the top 10 countries and territories of origin accounted for
51 per cent of the total number of AVRR beneficiaries.

For more information, see IOM, 2019a.
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Refugees and asylum seekers

By the end of 2018, there was a total of 25.9 million refugees globally, with 20.4 million under UNHCR's
mandate and 5.5 million refugees registered by the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine
Refugees (UNRWA) in the Near East.* The total number of refugees is the highest on record, although the
annual rate of growth has slowed since 2012.

There were also approximately 3.5 million people seeking international protection and awaiting determination
of their refugee status, referred to as asylum seekers. In 2018, approximately 2.1 million asylum claims were
lodged with States or UNHCR. Of the roughly 1.7 million first-instance applications for asylum lodged in 2018,
the United States was the top recipient of asylum claims, with 254,300 new asylum applications, a 23 per cent
decrease from 2017 (331,700), contrasting with the previous trend of increasing asylum applications in the
United States from 2013 to 2016. Peru was the second largest recipient, with a sharp increase of asylum
applications, from 37,800 new asylum claims in 2017 to 192,500 in 2018, mainly lodged by Venezuelans
(190,500). Peru was followed by Germany, where the number of asylum applications continued to decrease
(722,400 in 2016, down to 198,300 in 2017 and 161,900 in 2018).

UNHCR estimates that, at the end of 2018, those under 18 years of age constituted roughly 52 per cent of
the global refugee population. From 2003 to 2018, according to available disaggregated data, the proportion
of children among stocks of refugees was very high, fluctuating between 41 and 52 per cent. The proportion
of females has remained relatively stable, at 47 to 49 per cent, over the same period. Consistent with broader
global dynamics, refugees continued to be primarily based in urban settings, with about 61 per cent of
refugees located in urban areas at the end of 2018.%

Unaccompanied and separated children lodged an estimated 27,600 individual asylum applications in at
least 60 countries in 2018, marking a continued declining trend since the exceptionally high number of
applications in 2015 (98,400).*°

As in other years, unresolved or renewed conflict dynamics in key countries contributed significantly to
current figures and trends. Of the refugees under UNHCR's mandate at the end of 2018, the top 10 countries
of origin - the Syrian Arab Republic, Afghanistan, South Sudan, Myanmar, Somalia, Sudan, the Democratic
Republic of the Congo, the Central African Republic, Eritrea and Burundi - accounted for roughly 16.6 million,
or 82 per cent of the total refugee population. Many of these countries have been among the top sources of
refugees for at least seven years. The ongoing conflict in the Syrian Arab Republic saw the number of refugees
from that country reach approximately 6.7 million. The instability and violence that have made Afghanistan
a major source of refugees for over 30 years have continued, with the country being the second largest origin
country in the world, with 2.7 million refugees; this is a slight increase from 2017 figures (2.6 million),
largely due to births during that year. South Sudan remained the third largest origin country of refugees
since large-scale violence erupted in the middle of 2016, with 2.3 million at the end of 2018. Refugees from

37 The content in this subsection is based on and drawn from UNHCR, 2018 and UNHCR, 2019. Please refer to these documents for
explanatory notes, deeper analysis, caveats, limitations and methodologies associated with the numbers and trends presented.
UNHCR’s previous Global Trends reports, as well as its Population Statistics database (UNHCR, n.d.a) are other key sources of
information.

38 See UNHCR, 2018 and UNHCR, 2019 for limitations applicable to these assessments related to age, sex and location.

39 See UNHCR, 2019 on why these figures are underestimates.
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the Syrian Arab Republic, Afghanistan, South Sudan, Myanmar and Somalia comprised over two thirds of the
world refugee population. Figure 8 shows the trends in refugee numbers for the top five countries of origin
from 2005 to 2018. The impact of the Syrian conflict is clearly illustrated in figure 8; in 2010, the Syrian Arab
Republic was a source country for fewer than 30,000 refugees and asylum seekers, whereas it was the third
largest host country in the world, with more than 1 million refugees mainly originating from Iraq.“

Figure 8. Number of refugees by top 5 countries of origin as of 2018 (millions)
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Source: UNHCR, n.d.a. (accessed on 9 July 2019).

Note: South Sudan became a country in 2011.

In 2018, for the fifth consecutive year, Turkey was the largest host country in the world, with 3.7 million
refugees, mainly Syrians (over 3.6 million). Reflecting the significant share of Syrians in the global refugee
population, two other bordering countries - Jordan and Lebanon - also featured among the top 10. Pakistan
and the Islamic Republic of Iran were also among the top 10 refugee-hosting countries, as the two principal
hosts of refugees from Afghanistan, the second largest origin country. Uganda, Sudan, Germany, Bangladesh
and Ethiopia comprised the rest. The vast majority of refugees were hosted in neighbouring countries.
According to UNHCR, the least developed countries - such as Bangladesh, Chad, the Democratic Republic of
the Congo, Ethiopia, Rwanda, South Sudan, Sudan, the United Republic of Tanzania, Uganda and Yemen -
hosted 33 per cent of the global total (6.7 million refugees). It is only when refugees are measured against
national populations that high-income countries, such as Sweden (seventh) and Malta (ninth), rank among
the top 10. Figure 9 shows trends in refugee numbers for the top five host countries from 2000 to 2018.

40 UNHCR, 2010.
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Figure 9. Number of refugees by top 5 host countries as of 2018 (millions)
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Source: UNHCR, n.d.a. (accessed on 25 June 2019).

During 2018, over 590,000 refugees returned to their countries of origin - a decrease compared with the
667,400 returned refugees in 2017 - while the global refugee population has continued to increase. The
majority of returns (210,900) were to the Syrian Arab Republic, primarily from Turkey.

While there are many challenges to measuring those benefiting from local integration, UNHCR estimates that,
in 2018, 27 countries reported at least one naturalized refugee (compared with 28 countries in 2017), with
a total of 62,600 naturalized refugees for the year (a decrease from the 73,400 newly naturalized refugees in
2017, but a significant increase compared with the 23,000 reported in 2016). Turkey, which naturalized an
estimated 29,000 refugees from the Syrian Arab Republic in 2018 (compared with 50,000 in 2017), represents
the greatest proportion, with Canada, the Netherlands, Guinea-Bissau and France contributing the bulk of
the rest.

The traditional resettlement countries of Canada, the United States of America and Australia continued to
conduct the majority of the world's refugee resettlements. In 2018, approximately 92,400 refugees were
admitted for resettlement globally, representing more than a 10 per cent decrease from 2017 (102,800).
Syrian, Congolese and Eritrean refugees were the key beneficiaries. Figure 10 provides an overview of
resettlement statistics for key countries from 2005 to 2018. With almost 23,000 resettled refugees in 2018,
it was the first time since 1980 that the United States of America was not the top resettlement country.*
The significant decline in the number of refugees resettled in the country was due to a substantial lowering
of the refugee admission ceiling (the number of refugees admitted for resettlement each fiscal year) and
enhanced security screening for refugees from “high-risk” countries, which has had the effect of decreasing
the number of refugee admissions from these countries.”” With a steady increase in the number of resettled
refugees over the last decade, Canada became the top resettlement country in 2018, with slightly more than
28,000 resettled refugees.

41 Radford and Connor, 2019.
42 United States Department of Homeland Security, 2018; and Blizzard and Batalova, 2019.
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Figure 10. Number of refugees resettled by major resettlement countries
in 2005—-2018 (thousands)
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Source: UNHCR, n.d.b. (accessed on 25 June 2019).

IOM’s role in resettlement

IOM arranges safe and organized travel for refugees through resettlement programmes, as well as
for other vulnerable persons of concern moving through other humanitarian pathways. Beyond
traditional refugee resettlement and humanitarian admission programmes, more States are interested
in or are currently carrying out other forms of admission, such as private sponsorships, academic
scholarships and labour mobility schemes. IOM’s movement data for resettlement assistance refer
to the overall number of refugees and other persons of concern travelling under IOM auspices from
various countries of departure to destinations around the world during a given period.

During calendar years 2017 and 2018, IOM supported some 40 States in carrying out resettlement,
humanitarian admission and relocation initiatives in over 138 countries of departure, with significant
operations conducted in Lebanon, Turkey, Afghanistan, Jordan, Greece, Italy, Uganda, Kenya, Iraq,
Ethiopia and Sudan.

In 2017, a total of 137,840 individuals travelled to 40 States under IOM auspices for resettlement
assistance; the top nationalities were Syrians, Afghans, Eritreans, Iragis and Congolese. In 2018, a
total of 95,400 individuals travelled to 30 States under IOM auspices for resettlement assistance; the
top 5 nationalities were the same as the previous year. From 2017 to 2018, the gender breakdown
remained close, with 52 per cent males and 48 per cent females resettling to third countries.
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Comparing years 2015-2016 with 2017-2018, there was a 49.6 per cent reduction of individuals
resettled to North America, and a 46 per cent increase in resettlement and relocation to the European
Economic Area (EEA). The top nationalities admitted to the EEA during 2017-2018 were Syrians,
Eritreans, Iraqgis, Congolese, Sudanese and Afghans.

Under cooperative agreements, IOM provides stakeholders with necessary information and shares
data with key partners, such as UNHCR, resettlement countries and settlement agencies. IOM works
in close collaboration with UNHCR on a regular basis, to verify and better align aggregate data related
to resettlement, specifically around departures figures. For more information on IOM'’s resettlement
activities, see www.iom.int/resettlement-assistance.

Internally displaced persons

The Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre (IDMC) compiles data on two types of internal displacement:
new displacements during a given period, and the total stock of IDPs at a given point in time. This statistical
information is categorized by two broad displacement causes: (a) disasters, and (b) conflict and violence.
However, IDMC acknowledges the challenges associated with distinguishing between disasters and conflict as
the immediate cause of displacement, and highlights the growing need to identify better ways to report on
displacement in the context of multiple drivers.*?

With an estimated 41.3 million, the total global stock of people internally displaced by conflict and violence
at the end of 2018 was the highest on record since IDMC began monitoring in 1998, and represents an
increase from the 40 million reported in 2017. As with trends for refugees (discussed in the previous section),
intractable and new conflicts have meant that the total number of persons internally displaced by conflict
and violence has almost doubled since 2000, and has risen sharply since 2010.

Figure 11 shows the world’s top 20 countries with the largest number of IDPs displaced due to conflict and
violence (stock) at the end of 2018. Most countries were either in the Middle East or sub-Saharan Africa.
The Syrian Arab Republic had the highest number of people displaced due to conflict (6.1 million) by the
end of 2018, followed by Colombia (5.8 million). The Democratic Republic of the Congo had the third largest
number with 3.1 million, followed by Somalia (2.6 million) and Afghanistan (2.6 million). Over 30 million
(nearly 75%) of the global total of 41.3 million people displaced live in just 10 countries.* In terms of
proportion of national population, the Syrian Arab Republic, whose conflict has dragged on for several
years, had over 30 per cent of its population displaced due to conflict and violence. Somalia had the second
highest proportion (18%), followed by the Central African Republic and Colombia (with both over 10%). It
is important to note, however, that especially for protracted displacement cases, such as in Colombia, some

43 IDMC highlights the challenges in collecting data on displacements due to development projects, criminal violence, or slow-onset
disasters, as well as their efforts to overcome these difficulties. See IDMC, 2019.

44 The 10 countries include: the Syrian Arab Republic, Colombia, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Somalia, Afghanistan, Yemen,
Nigeria, Ethiopia, Sudan and Iraq.
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people who have returned to their places of origin and to their homes may still be counted as internally
displaced. This is because, in some cases, a durable solution has not been achieved.* Organizations such as
IDMC follow the Inter-Agency Standing Committee’s framework on “Durable Solutions for Internally Displaced
Persons”, which stipulates eight criteria that constitute a durable solution in determining when people
should no longer be considered internally displaced.*

Figure 11. Top 20 countries with the largest stock of internally displaced persons
by conflict and violence at the end of 2018
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Source: IDMC, 2019.
Notes: IDP stock refers to the accumulated number of people displaced over time.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of conflict stock displacements is based on the total resident
population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates.

45 A durable solution is achieved “when IDPs no longer have specific assistance and protection needs that are linked to their
displacement and such persons can enjoy their human rights without discrimination resulting from their displacement”. See, for
example, the Brookings Institution and University of Bern, 2010.

46 The criteria include: safety and security; adequate standard of living; access to livelihoods; restoration of housing, land and property;
access to documentation; family reunification; participation in public affairs; and access to effective remedies and justice. See, for
example, the Brookings Institution and University of Bern, 2010; IDMC, 2019.
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In 2018, for the first time, IDMC also provided an estimate of the global stock figure of persons displaced by
disasters. Slightly over 1.6 million persons were reported to be still living in displacement at the end of 2018
due to disasters that occurred in 2018. As noted by IDMC, this figure is a “highly conservative estimate”, as
it does not capture those living in displacement because of disasters that took place before 2018.

New displacements in 2018

At the end of 2018, there were a total of 28 million new internal displacements across 148 countries and
territories. Sixty-one per cent (17.2 million) of these new displacements were triggered by disasters, and
39 per cent (10.8 million) were caused by conflict and violence. As in previous years, weather-related disasters
triggered the vast majority of all new displacements, with storms accounting for 9.3 million displacements and
floods 5.4 million. The number of new displacements associated with conflict and violence almost doubled,
from 6.9 million in 2016 to 11.8 million in 2017, and slightly decreased, to 10.8 million, in 2018.%

In 2018, Ethiopia topped the list with a significantly higher number of new displacements caused by conflict
and violence (2.9 million in 2018, compared with 725,000 in 2017), considerably influencing global numbers
as a result.*® Ethiopia was followed by the Democratic Republic of the Congo (1.8 million) and the Syrian Arab
Republic (1.6 million).

Many more people are newly displaced by disasters in any given year, compared with those newly displaced
by conflict and violence, and more countries are affected by disaster displacement. This is apparent when
examining the number of countries and territories in which new displacements occurred in 2018: 144 for
disasters, compared with 55 for conflict and violence. In 2018 (as in previous years), disasters triggered
by climate and weather-related hazards, such as storms and floods, accounted for the bulk of the total
(16.1 million, or almost 94%). Information on displacements caused by droughts was also available and
obtained for the first time in 2017, with 1.3 million new displacements and, in 2018, 764,000, mostly in the
Horn of Africa. Since 2008, the other cause of disasters, geophysical hazards, has triggered an average of
3.1 million displacements per year. While 2017 statistics for geophysical disasters were well below average,
with 758,000 new displacements recorded, the number increased to 1.1 million in 2018. The Philippines and
China (approximately 3.8 million each), as well as India and the United States (respectively around 2.7 and
1.2 million), had the highest absolute numbers of disaster displacements in 2018.

As shown in figure 12, in previous years, annual new disaster displacements outnumbered new displacements
associated with conflict and violence. IDMC notes, however, that a significant portion of the global total of
new displacements by disasters is usually associated with short-term evacuations in a relatively safe and
orderly manner.

47 The content in this subsection is based on and drawn from IDMC, 2018 and IDMC, 2019. Please refer to these documents for
explanatory notes, deeper analysis, caveats, limitations and methodologies associated with the numbers and trends presented.
IDMC’s previous Global Estimates reports (available at www.internal-displacement.org/global-report/), as well as its Global Internal
Displacement Database (IDMC, n.d.), are other key sources of information.

48 IDMC highlights possible reasons for these changes, including stabilization of front lines of conflicts, ceasefires, restrictions on
freedom of movement, and changes in methodology for data collection.


file:www.internal-displacement.org/global-report/

46

millions

Migration and migrants: A global overview

Figure 12. New internal displacements by conflict and disasters, 2008—2018 (millions)
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Source: IDMC, n.d. (accessed 4 June 2019).

Notes: The term “new displacements” refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in a given year,
not the total accumulated stock of IDPs resulting from displacement over time. New displacement figures include
individuals who have been displaced more than once, and do not correspond to the number of people displaced
during a given year.

IOM's Displacement Tracking Matrix

I0OM’s Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) programme tracks displacement in countries affected by
conflicts or natural disasters. It is designed to capture, process and disseminate information on the
movements and evolving needs of displaced populations and migrants. Data are shared in the form of
maps, infographics, reports, interactive web-based visualizations and raw or customized data exports.
Based on a given situation, the DTM gathers information on populations, locations, conditions, needs
and vulnerabilities, using one or more of the following methodological tools:

(a) Tracking mobility and multisectoral needs in specific locations to target assistance;

(b) Tracking movement (“flow”) trends and the overall situation at origin, transit and destination
points;

(c) Registering individuals and households for beneficiary selection, vulnerability targeting and
programming;

(d) Conducting surveys, to gather specific in-depth information from populations of interest.

In 2018, the DTM tracked over 40 million individuals (including internally displaced persons,
returnees and migrants) in over 60 countries. IOM’s DTM data is one of the largest sources for global
annual estimates on internal displacement compiled by IDMC. For more information on IOM’s DTM,
see www.globaldtm.info.
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Stateless persons

Stateless persons are, by definition, in a vulnerable situation, as they are not recognized as nationals by any
State.* They face obstacles in accessing basic services - such as education, employment or health care - and
can suffer discrimination, abuse and marginalization. While stateless persons are not necessarily migrants,
their situations involving vulnerability and lack of rights may lead them to migrate, internally or across
borders, and often irregularly, given the significant obstacles they can face in accessing travel documents and
regular migration pathways.*

As part of its statelessness mandate, UNCHR reported 3.9 million stateless persons globally in 2018, the same
global figure as in 2017.% This figure is, however, a low estimate, and the number may have been as high as
10 million in 2017, according to UNHCR. Indeed, while identifying who is stateless is a necessary first step
towards preventing and reducing statelessness worldwide, data collection remains a significant challenge.>?

For the first time, UNHCR included Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh and IDPs in Rakhine State, Myanmar,
in its 2017 and 2018 data of stateless persons, “in light of the size of this population and that they are
in fact stateless as well as displaced”.®® Bangladesh and Myanmar were the countries with the first and
third largest populations of stateless persons, respectively, in 2018 (around 906,000 stateless persons in
Bangladesh and 620,000 in Myanmar). Figure 13 shows the other countries in the top 10 as of 2018. Cote
d'Ivoire stood at the second position with 692,000 stateless persons, including mainly persons considered as
“foreigners” after the country’s independence, as well as their descendants.* Thailand had the fourth largest
population of stateless persons in 2018, which consisted mostly of indigenous and ethnic communities.*
Latvia reported almost 225,000 stateless persons, with a significant number of ethnic Russians who have not
been able to naturalize due to the country’s citizenship law after its independence from the Soviet Union,
which only grants nationality by descent.’® It was followed by the Syrian Arab Republic (160,000), Kuwait
(92,000), Uzbekistan (80,000), Estonia (78,000) and the Russian Federation (76,000). In terms of proportion
of national populations, over 11 per cent of Latvia’s population was stateless, followed by Estonia, where
stateless persons amounted to nearly 6 per cent.

49 United Nations, 1954. See also UNHCR, 2014a.

50 McAuliffe, 2018.

51 The content of this subsection is based on and drawn from UNHCR, 2018 and UNHCR, 2019, unless otherwise indicated.
52 UNHCR, 2019:51.

53 UNHCR, 2018:53. In line with UNHCR statistical methodology, stateless refugees, asylum seekers and IDPs in other countries remain
excluded from reported data on stateless persons. In Global Trends: Forced Displacement in 2017, however, UNHCR indicates that
the statistical reporting for stateless populations is currently being reviewed (UNHCR, 2018). See also Institute on Statelessness and
Inclusion, 2018.

54 Adjami, 2016.
55 Van Waas, 2013.
56 Venkov, 2018; Institute on Statelessness and Inclusion, 2014.
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Figure 13. Major populations of stateless persons by top 10 reporting countries as of 2018
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Source: UNHCR, 2019; UN DESA, 2017b.

Notes: The stock on the left side of the graphic refers to the reported accumulated number of persons who fall within the
international definition of stateless persons and under UNHCR mandate, although some countries may include persons
whose nationality is undetermined. Data are from the UNHCR Global Trends report, which diverges from data reported
in its Population Statistics database. In contrast to its report, the database does not include Rohingya refugees in
Bangladesh and IDPs in Myanmar, who were stateless in 2017 and 2018.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of the stock of stateless persons on the right side of the graphicis
based on the total resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates.

Unfortunately, given current data gaps and methodological challenges, it is not feasible to provide trends
over time either of statelessness, or of the impact of current efforts to eradicate it. While UNHCR’s Global
Action Plan to End Statelessness by 2024 has led to tangible results since 2014, reducing statelessness is a slow
process.”” UNHCR notes a reported 56,400 stateless persons in 24 countries who acquired nationality or whose
nationality was confirmed in 2018, especially in Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, the Russian Federation, Sweden,
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan and Viet Nam.

57 UNHCR, 2014b; UNHCR ExCom, 2017.
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The Counter-Trafficking Data Collaborative

Since the mid-1990s, IOM has assisted over 100,000 victims of trafficking globally. Through these
direct assistance activities, IOM has developed its central case management database, which contains
information on over 55,000 individual cases since 2002. These data include information on victims of
trafficking, including demographics, but also information on their trafficking experience. As a unique
source of information on human trafficking, IOM has worked to bring these data to a public audience
so that valuable insights can be developed and shared among counter-trafficking actors worldwide. A
major part of this effort has been the launch of the Counter-Trafficking Data Collaborative (CTDC) in
2017, in partnership with Polaris and Liberty Shared.?

CTDC is the first global data hub on human trafficking, and combines the three largest case-level
datasets, resulting in one centralized dataset with information on over 90,000 cases. For programme
years 2016 and 2017, 40,190 new case registrations were included. Victims registered in that period
were from 147 countries and were exploited in 107 countries. Most of them were women (54%),
while 20 per cent were girls, 22 per cent were men and 5 per cent were boys. Just over a quarter were
children, with 16 per cent of the victims from 15 to 17 years of age. Nearly 30 per cent were trafficked
into forced labour, while 47 per cent were trafficked for the purpose of sexual exploitation. However,
as shown in figures below, there are substantial regional differences.’

Gender by region of exploitation in CTDC data (2016-2017)
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Type of exploitation by region of exploitation in CTDC data (2016-2017)
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a Available at www.ctdatacollaborative.org/.

b Oceania was omitted, due to the small number of victims in the CTDC dataset. The “other exploitation” category in the
right-hand side of the figure includes forced marriage, organ removal, slavery and similar practices, and other kinds of
exploitation. Information on definitions can be found on the CTDC website.

Conclusion

It is important to understand migration and displacement, and how they are changing globally, given their
relevance to States, local communities and individuals. Human migration may be an age-old phenomenon
that stretches back to the earliest periods of history, but its manifestations and impacts have changed over
time as the world has become more globalized. Now, more than at any other time in history, we have more
information on migration and displacement globally at our disposal. And yet, the very nature of migration in
an interconnected world means that its dynamism can be difficult to capture in statistical terms. Migration
involves “events” that can be fast-paced and complex. While it is certainly true that international migration
patterns are related to social, economic and geopolitical processes that have evolved over generations, if
not hundreds of years, recent advances in transnational connectivity are opening up more opportunities for
greater diversity in migration processes.

It is increasingly relevant, therefore, to stay abreast of trends and evolving patterns in migration and
displacement. In this chapter, we have provided a global overview of migration and migrants, based on the
current data available. Notwithstanding data gaps and lags, several high-level conclusions can be drawn. At
the global level, for example, we can see that, over time, migrants have taken up residence in some regions
(such as Asia) at a much greater rate than others (such as Africa and Latin America and the Caribbean), and
that this trend is likely to continue (see figure 1). Likewise, statistics show that migrant workers continue to
gravitate toward regions with greater opportunities, as economies grow and labour markets evolve, and that
some migrant worker populations are heavily gendered (see figure 7).
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The global data also show that displacement caused by conflict, generalized violence and other factors
remains at a record high. Intractable, unresolved and recurring conflicts and violence have led to an
upsurge in the number of refugees around the world in recent years, with women and children comprising
a substantial portion of the total. While a handful of countries continue to provide solutions for refugees,
overall, these have been insufficient to address global needs, especially given the recent change in refugee
resettlement patterns to the United States (see figure 10). In addition, there were estimated to be more
people displaced internally at the end of 2018 than ever before. We also find that the estimated number of
stateless persons globally is significant, at almost 4 million, notwithstanding that it has been cautioned that
this is an underestimate. Aside from fundamental human rights issues, statelessness can place people at risk
of (irreqular) migration and displacement, so it is an important global issue worthy of further data collection,
reporting and analysis.*®

International cooperation on migration has been recognized by a significant majority of States - along with
non-State actors in migration - as essential and central to achieving safe, orderly and regular migration
for all. The Global Compact for Migration makes this clear, emphasizing a global commitment to improving
international cooperation on migration, as well as the collection of migration data, so that we may better
understand trends and evolving patterns and processes, to support the development of evidence-based
responses.*® There are opportunities to be realized as well as challenges to be overcome, as we work collectively
toward implementation of this commitment.

58 Objective 4 of the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration recognizes the need to reduce statelessness and outlines
measures to achieve this.

59 See chapter 11 of this report for discussion of the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration, and its 23 objectives.
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MIGRATION AND MIGRANTS: REGIONAL
DIMENSIONS AND DEVELOPMENTS

Introduction

The previous chapter provides an overview of migration globally, with specific reference to international stocks
and flows. Particular migrant groups - including migrant workers, refugees, asylum seekers and internally
displaced persons (IDPs) - as well as remittances, were outlined. Chapter 3 focuses primarily at the regional
level in order to provide a more detailed picture of migration, which sets out a different, but complementary,
perspective of migrants and movements in different parts of the world.!

Our starting point is geographic, rather than thematic, given that geography is one of the fundamentals
underpinning migration today, just as it was in the past. Notwithstanding increasing globalization, geography
is one of the most significant factors shaping patterns of migration and displacement. Many people who
migrate across borders do so within their immediate regions, to countries that are close by, countries to which
it may be easier to travel, that may be more familiar, and from which it may also be easier to return. For
people who are displaced, finding safety quickly is paramount. People, therefore, tend to be displaced to safer
locations nearby, whether that is within their own countries or across international borders.

This chapter seeks to assist migration policymakers, practitioners and researchers to make better sense of
international migration globally by using a geographic perspective to present regional migration overviews.
The analysis in this chapter focuses on six world regions as defined by the United Nations, and used by the
United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UN DESA) and other organizations:

e  Africa
e Asia
e Europe

e [Latin America and the Caribbean
e  Northern America
e  (Oceania

For each of these regions, the analysis includes: (a) an overview and brief discussion of key migration
statistics based on data compiled and reported by UN DESA, the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees (UNHCR) and the Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre (IDMC); and (b) succinct descriptions of
“key features and developments” in migration in the region, based on a wide range of data, information and
analyses from international organizations, researchers and analysts.

1 All reasonable efforts have been made to ensure the accuracy of the data referred to in this chapter, including through data
verification. We regret, however, any data errors that may remain. While the report generally does not refer to data or events after
June 2019, international migrant stock statistics published by UN DESA on 17 September 2019 have been incorporated to the extent
possible.
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To account for the diversity of migration patterns, trends and issues within each of the six regions, the
descriptive narratives of “key features and recent developments” are presented at the subregional level.
For Asia, for example, this cascade approach allows for the presentation of insights from statistical data on
Asia as a whole, followed by summary information on subregions, including Eastern Asia, Southern Asia,
South-East Asia, the Middle East and Central Asia. A breakdown of the regions and subregions is provided
in appendix A. These subregional overviews provide information on migration patterns from, within and to
the subregions.? Beyond this, attention has been paid to particular features that exist in a subregion, such
as labour migration and remittances, irregular migration, human trafficking, displacement (internal and
international) and integration. The subregional overviews are not intended to be exhaustive, but are designed
to be illustrative of key trends and recent changes in migration.

It is important to note that this chapter builds on chapter 3 of the World Migration Report 2018, Migration
and migrants: Regional dimensions and developments, by providing an update on statistics and current
issues. Importantly, it has been produced as a stand-alone chapter and does not require readers to refer back
to the previous report.’ Significant changes over the two years since the last report have been reflected in this
chapter, which incorporates data and information up until the end of June 2019. Recent shifts in migration
and displacement - such as the large-scale movement through South and Central America from the Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela - are discussed, as is the mass displacement of Rohingya from Myanmar’s Rakhine State
in the second half of 2017. The chapter draws on the existing evidence base, and sources are provided in
footnotes and the references section. We encourage readers to refer to sources cited in this chapter to learn
more about topics of interest.

Africa*

Migration in Africa involves large numbers of migrants moving both within and from the region. As shown
in figure 1, in 2019, over 21 million Africans were living in another African country, a significant increase
from 2015, when around 18.5 million Africans were estimated to be living within the region. The number
of Africans living in different regions also grew during the same period, from around 17 million in 2015 to
nearly 19 million in 2019.

Figure 1 shows that, since 2000, international migration within the African region has increased significantly.
And since 1990, the number of African migrants living outside of the region has more than doubled, with
the growth to Europe most pronounced. In 2019, most African-born migrants living outside the region were
residing in Europe (10.6 million), Asia (4.6 million) and Northern America (3.2 million).

One of the most striking aspects to note about international migrants in Africa, as shown in figure 1, is the
small number of migrants who were born outside of the region and have since moved there. From 2015 to
2019, the number of migrants born outside the region remained virtually unchanged (around 2 million), most
of whom were from Asia and Europe.

2 Please note that subregions relate largely to migration dynamics and so may differ from those of UN DESA. Details are provided in
appendix A.

3 Inorder to ensure, to the extent possible, that this chapter provides a comprehensive “stand-alone” overview of regional migration
in 2017 and 2018, we have drawn upon relevant material included in the World Migration Report 2018 (chapter 3), especially that
which provides historical context to recent events and migration trends.

4 See appendix A for details on the composition of Africa.
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Figure 1. Migrants to, within and from Africa 1990-2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Note: “Migrants to Africa” refers to migrants residing in the region (i.e. Africa) who were born in one of the other regions
(e.g. Europe or Asia).“Migrants within Africa” refers to migrants born in the region (i.e. Africa) and residing outside
their country of birth, but still within the African region. “Migrants from Africa” refers to people born in Africa who
were residing outside the region (e.g. in Europe or Northern America).

Many African countries have experienced significant changes in the size of their populations in recent years,
as shown in figure 2, which ranks the top 20 African countries with the largest proportional population change
between 2009 and 2019. All top 20 countries were in sub-Saharan Africa and each underwent substantial
population growth during this period. These 20 countries reflect the trend across the continent, with Africa
currently the fastest-growing region in the world and expected to surpass 2 billion people by 2050.° It is
important to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2009 to 2019 occurred in countries
with relatively smaller populations, as to be expected. Africa’s most populous countries - Nigeria, Ethiopia

5  UN DESA, 2019b.
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and Egypt - are not among the top 20; however, all three countries also experienced increases in their
populations.® The population growth in Africa is in contrast to population change in Europe, for example,
which has experienced slower population increases in some countries and even decline in others over the
same period (see figure 14).

The significant increase in international migration within Africa (see figure 1) has contributed to the recent
population growth at the national level. While migration is not the only factor, with high fertility rates
and increasing life expectancy also playing roles,” increased intraregional migration within the continent
has influenced population changes in some countries. For example, the share of international migrants as
a proportion of national population in Equatorial Guinea has sharply increased in recent years. In 2005,
international migrants accounted for less than 1 per cent of Equatorial Guinea’s population; by 2019, this
figure had increased to nearly 17 per cent. South Africa is another example. In 2005, international migrants
comprised 2.8 per cent of South Africa’s population; by 2019, this figure had risen to 7 per cent.

Figure 2. Top 20 countries with the largest proportional population change in Africa,
2009-2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019c.

Note: It is important to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2009 to 2019 are more likely to occur in
countries with relatively smaller populations.

Ibid.
7 Ibid.
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The African countries with the largest numbers of emigrants tend to be in the north of the region. These
are shown on the left-hand side of figure 3, where countries are ranked by their overall numbers of migrants
(the combination of immigrants in the country and emigrants from the country). In 2019, Egypt had the
largest number of people living abroad, followed by Morocco, South Sudan, Somalia, Sudan and Algeria. In
terms of the number of immigrants, South Africa remains the most significant destination country in Africa,
with around 4 million international migrants residing in the country. Other countries with high immigrant
populations as a proportion of their total populations but not among the top 20, included Gabon (19%),
Equatorial Guinea (18%), Seychelles (13%) and Libya (12%).

Figure 3. Top 20 African migrant countries in 2019
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Note 1: The population size used to calculate the percentage of immigrants and emigrants is based on the UN DESA total resident
population of the country, which includes foreign-born populations.

Note 2: “Immigrant” refers to foreign-born migrants residing in the country. “Emigrant” refers to people born in the country who
were residing outside their country of birth in 2019.
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Significant migration corridors within and from Africa exist, many of which are related to geographic proximity
and historical ties, as well as displacement factors. The size of a migration corridor from country A to country
B is measured as the number of immigrants from country A who were residing in country B in 2019. Migration
corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration
patterns have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries. Some of
the largest migration corridors involving African countries, as shown in figure 4, are between North African
countries such as Algeria, Morocco and Tunisia to France, Spain and Italy, in part reflecting post-colonial
connections and proximity. Others, such as those between South Sudan and Uganda as well as Somalia and
Ethiopia are the result of large-scale displacement due to conflict. Significant labour migration corridors to
Gulf States also exist, as in the case of Egypt to Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates. Importantly, just
over half of the main migration corridors shown in figure 4 were within Africa, with the corridor from Burkina
Faso to neighbouring Cote d'Ivoire constituting the second largest for Africa overall.

Figure 4. Top 20 migration corridors involving African countries, 2019
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Note: Corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration
patterns have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries.
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Displacement within and from Africa is a major feature of the region, as shown in figure 5. Most refugees
and asylum seekers on the continent were hosted in neighbouring countries within the region. The top
10 countries in Africa, ranked by the combined total of refugees and asylum seekers both hosted by and
originating from a given country, are shown in figure 5. Similar to 2017, South Sudan produced the highest
number of refugees in Africa in 2018 (2.3 million), and ranked third in the world, with most hosted in
neighbouring countries such as Uganda. After decades of conflict, Somalia produced the second highest
number of refugees in the region and the fifth highest in the world, with the majority hosted in Kenya and
Ethiopia. Other large refugee populations have originated from Sudan, the Democratic Republic of the Congo,
the Central African Republic and Eritrea. Uganda remained the largest host country of refugees in the region,
with around 1.2 million refugees living in the country; most were from South Sudan and the Democratic
Republic of the Congo. Other large refugee hosting countries in 2018 were Sudan and Ethiopia.

Figure 5. Top 10 African countries by total refugees and asylum seekers, 2018
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The largest new internal displacements in Africa in 2018 took place in sub-Saharan Africa, with the majority
displaced by conflict, not disasters. This is in contrast to Asia, which experienced a larger number of
displacements caused by disasters (see figure 12). Conflict displacement within countries was most pronounced
in Ethiopia and the Democratic Republic of the Congo, which dwarfed the remainder of the region (figure 6).
At the end of 2018, there were 2.9 million new conflict displacements in Ethiopia, the largest number
globally, and much higher than the 2017 figure, which was just over 700,000. In addition to those displaced
by conflict, there were more than 290,000 new displacements in Ethiopia as a result of disasters. In 2018,
the Democratic Republic of the Congo had the second highest number of new conflict displacements both in
Africa and globally, with the figure reaching 1.8 million. In the Central African Republic, while the scale of
displacement was not as acute as in countries such as Ethiopia, it had the highest proportional rate of internal
displacement (11%). Notably, several countries with large numbers of internal displacements - such as the
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia and Somalia - are also either hosting or producing significant
numbers of refugees and asylum seekers (see figure 5). It is also important to mention that countries such as
Mozambique, which recently experienced large-scale displacement due to cyclones Idai and Kenneth, are not
included in figure 6. This is because the data used only capture the number of new internal displacements
during 2018, not 2019. However, the discussion on displacement in Southern Africa due to weather-related
events such as cyclone Idai can be found in “Key features and developments in Africa” below.

Figure 6. Top 20 African countries by new internal displacements (disaster and conflict), 2018
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Notes: The term “new displacements” refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in 2018, not the total
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resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates, and the percentage is for relative illustrative
purposes only.
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Key features and developments in Africa

Eastern and Southern Africa

Intractable conflicts, political and communal violence, and peacebuilding setbacks have resulted in
the displacement of millions in Eastern Africa, with most countries in the subregion affected. At the
end of 2018, for example, there were over 2.2 million South Sudanese refugees and close to 1.9 million IDPs.®
While the South Sudanese refugee population decreased slightly, from 2.4 million in 2017, it was still the
largest in Africa in 2018.° In the same year, Somalia was the origin of nearly 1 million refugees and had more
than 2.6 million IDPs displaced by conflict and violence.’ Meanwhile, with 2.1 million IDPs, Ethiopia ranked
among the top 10 countries with the largest number of people living in internal displacement as a result
of conflict and violence at the end of 2018.!! In Somalia, the protracted civil war has pushed people into
other countries in the subregion, as well as eastward to countries such as Yemen; however, the unrelenting
conflict in Yemen has created intolerable conditions, forcing migrants to return to Eastern Africa, while
generating new asylum and refugee arrivals, including Yemenis.?? Thousands of Yemenis have fled to East
African countries such as Djibouti, which, relative to its population size, ranked among the top 10 refugee
hosting countries in the world in 2018.* Other countries - including Uganda, Ethiopia, Kenya and the United
Republic of Tanzania - continued to host substantial numbers of refugees, predominantly from the subregion,
as did South Sudan - notwithstanding the conflict that has prompted large-scale displacement from and
within that country.' The complex and multicausal factors triggering displacement and inhibiting solutions
have meant that these host countries - some of the least developed in the world - continue to provide
long-term refuge to a disproportionate share of the world’s displaced.?® In recognition of the challenges that
many African countries face hosting large numbers of displaced people, and in an effort to highlight the link
between displacement, peace, security and its development dimension, the African Union declared its theme
for the year 2019 as “Refugees, Returnees and Internally Displaced Persons: Towards Durable Solutions to
Forced Displacement in Africa”.’® In 2019, the African Union not only aims to bring greater attention to the
challenges of displacement in Africa, but also to foster innovative and robust initiatives to address the root
causes and promote lasting solutions to forced displacement on the continent.?

Eastern and Southern Africa have long been major destinations for migrants from within Africa and
other regions, while Eastern Africa is also increasingly a significant origin of migrant workers going
to Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) States.’® Immigration from India has historically been significant in
countries such as Uganda, Kenya and South Africa,’ while recent years have seen a sharp increase in the
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14 UNHCR, 2019a.

15 For internal displacement more generally, see also the IOM Displacement Tracking Matrix, particularly for Burundi, Ethiopia, Kenya,
Malawi, Mozambique, South Sudan, Uganda and Zimbabwe.

16 African Union, 2019.
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18 The Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) is a regional political organization comprised of six countries: Bahrain, Kuwait, Qatar, Oman,
Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates.

19 Flahaux and de Haas, 2016.
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number of Chinese migrant workers moving to countries in the subregion.?® Given its advanced economy and
relative political stability, South Africa has also experienced high volumes of immigration in recent years,
attracting migrants, asylum seekers and refugees from within and outside Southern Africa. The number of
international migrants in South Africa increased from around 2 million in 2010 to over 4 million in 2019.%
Meanwhile, Eastern Africa continues to experience considerable levels of outward labour mobility, driven by
poverty, low wages and high unemployment.?? This is most evident in the large number of low- and semi-
skilled East Africans who have in recent years moved to GCC States on temporary work contracts. The Gulf
States’ proximity to Eastern Africa and their employment opportunities make them an attractive destination
for many East Africans.?

In Eastern and Southern Africa, intraregional migration is also driven by the growing demand for high-
and low-skilled labour. As East African economies, such as Kenya and Rwanda, are becoming increasingly
diversified, demand for workers in the services industry, for example, has drawn migrant workers from other
East African countries, including Uganda and the United Republic of Tanzania. This is especially the case for
Rwanda'’s expanding technology sector, which continues to attract workers from within the subregion.? The
East African Common Market Protocol, which provides for the free movement of labour, has helped to facilitate
labour migration within the subregion.?® Several countries have ratified the Protocol and some have already
abolished work permits for East African citizens, making it easier for people to work across the subregion.
Meanwhile, intraregional labour migration is well established in Southern Africa, where significant numbers
of people have traditionally migrated from countries such as Eswatini, Lesotho, Malawi and Zimbabwe, to
work in South Africa and Botswana.? While traditional sectors, such as mining, continue to attract migrant
workers, other sectors - including finance and information technology - are increasingly drawing migrants
to South Africa.?”

Migration in Eastern and Southern Africa continues to involve high numbers of irregular migrants,
characterized by mixed migration flows and underpinned by multiple drivers, including socioeconomic
factors, conflict and political instability. Migrant smuggling is particularly prominent in both subregions,
with many people using the services of smugglers to reach their intended destinations. Many smuggling
networks are based in the Horn of Africa, while countries that are members of the East African Community -
such as Kenya and the United Republic of Tanzania - are largely transit countries.?® The Middle East, Europe
and Southern Africa are among the major destinations for migrants from Eastern Africa, who use several
routes, including the Eastern routes to the Arab Peninsula and other countries in the Middle East, southern
routes to Southern Africa, and northern routes to North Africa, Europe and North America. However, the Horn
of Africa routes are also significant, with a large number of people moving to or within the Horn of Africa.”
Similar to Eastern Africa, irregular migration is widespread in Southern Africa, and involves intraregional

20 Cook et al., 2016.

21 UN DESA, 2019a.

22 Maniji, 2017.

23 Atong, Mayah and Odigie, 2018.
24 UNCTAD, 2018.

25 East African Community, n.d.

26 Nshimbi and Fioramonti, 2013.
27 UNCTAD, 2018.

28 UNODC, 2018.

29 10M, 2019a.



WORLD MIGRATION REPORT 2020 63

migrants, such as those from Zimbabwe and Mozambique, moving to South Africa, as well as those from
outside the subregion.’® Migrant smuggling networks have proliferated over the decades and have become
more organized and professionalized, as it has become increasingly difficult to cross borders in Southern
Africa.’* While a significant number of migrants smuggled into Southern Africa are from within the subregion,
a large number also originate from outside Southern Africa, most notably from the Horn of Africa. Many
migrants often face significant vulnerability, with many experiencing violence and extortion.3?

Environmental change and disasters in Eastern and Southern Africa are prevalent and increasing, and
are influencing human movement and displacement. The subregion has faced increased variability in
precipitation and higher occurrence of drought in recent decades.** These slow-onset environmental changes
have a major impact on food security, given that agriculture is a dominant economic sector in both Eastern
and Southern Africa.** Droughts have become a regular occurrence in countries such as Somalia, and are a
major driver of displacement in the country. In 2018, there were a quarter of a million new displacements in
Somalia due to drought.*® In 2017, drought-related displacements reached more than 850,000 in Somalia.®
Drought conditions have been responsible for increased malnutrition, food scarcity and increased competition
for already limited resources, especially among farmers and pastoralists in the subregion; an estimated 1.2
million children in Somalia were acutely malnourished in 2017.% Several countries in Southern Africa also
experienced significant displacement due to sudden-onset hazards. From January to June 2018, Eastern
Africa accounted for five of the most severe disaster events in the world.’® And in March 2019, Southern Africa
experienced two subsequent cyclones, Idai and Kenneth, which brought torrential rains and winds, leaving
a trail of destruction in Mozambique, Zimbabwe and Malawi. Cyclone Idai, which made landfall in central
Mozambique, is considered one of the worst natural disasters to hit Southern Africa in decades.?* By April,
the cyclone had claimed almost 600 lives and displaced more than 130,000 people in Mozambique alone.?

Xenophobic attacks on migrants and the emergence of new armed groups in Southern Africa have
contributed to increased displacement in the subregion. Over the last 10 years, migrants in countries such
as South Africa have increasingly been subjected to violence, resulting in the destruction of property, injuries
and sometimes loss of life. Nationwide xenophobic attacks, such as those that took place in 2008, displaced
thousands of migrants and resulted in more than 60 deaths.** More recently, xenophobic attacks in 2018
led to several deaths, looting and destruction of property belonging to foreign nationals; the violence has
extended into 2019 with more lives lost.*? Qutbreaks of xenophobic violence are most common in South Africa’s
townships and other economically poor neighbourhoods, where residents often blame foreign nationals for
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high rates of crime and job losses. In parts of the subregion, armed groups terrorizing communities continue
to cause displacement. In northern Mozambique, for example, an armed group known as Al-Sunna wa Jama’a
remains a potent threat and has driven hundreds of people from their homes.*?

West and Central Africa

Intraregional migration, which is significant in West and Central Africa, is characterized by migration
flows that are influenced by multiple drivers. While there are significant data deficits on movement, and
accurate numbers can be difficult to ascertain, recent estimates indicate that the majority of international
migrants in West and Central Africa move within the subregion.“ Intraregional migration dominates for several
reasons, including visa-free movement among the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS)
members, the relatively small sizes of many countries in the subregion and the strong networks among the
many ethnic groups scattered across the subregion.* Importantly, intraregional migration within ECOWAS is
mostly due to labour mobility, with seasonal, temporary and permanent migrant workers moving largely from
countries such as the Niger and Mali toward Ghana and Cote d'Ivoire.”® A large number of migrant workers
are in low-skilled sectors, including domestic work, informal trade and agriculture.’ In parts of West Africa,
agricultural labourers often move during the harvest period (July to September), as well as through the off-
season harvest that runs until March.*® Some of the migrant workers are children, as is the case with the
movements between Cote d'Ivoire and Burkina Faso.* Unlike West Africa, where environmental and economic
factors are important drivers of intraregional migration, conflict and instability have played a larger role in
displacement to neighbouring countries in Central Africa.*® However, labour migration is not absent in Central
Africa, with Gabon, for example, home to a large number of migrant workers from within Central Africa who
work in its oil and lumber industries.**

Irregular migration remains prevalent in West and Central Africa, although free movement agreements
in the subregion have been designed to facilitate migration and reduce irregularity. The use of
smugglers to cross borders even within free movement areas such as ECOWAS is not uncommon, particularly
in circumstances where people do not possess identity documents.*? It is important to emphasize, however,
that most West Africans who are smuggled overland begin their journeys as reqgular migrants under the free
movement protocol and only violate immigration laws after exiting the ECOWAS area.*® Moreover, a number
of borders in West Africa are extremely porous, enabling unauthorized movements between countries, with
several ECOWAS borders cutting across politically unstable and sparsely populated areas, which are also
characterized by security deficiencies.* For many West and Central African migrants attempting to cross the
Mediterranean to reach Europe, the Niger is an important country of transit as well as a major smuggling
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hub.*® The Niger's weak border management capacity has been exacerbated by an increase in attacks by armed
and extremist groups operating along the country’s borders. Most attacks, including from Boko Haram, have
been concentrated in the Niger's Diffa region, located in the south-east of the country, bordering Nigeria. The
violence has had a devastating impact on health services and education, and has driven thousands of people
from their homes.>®

Conflict and violence linked to political upheavals, communal and ethnic tensions and Boko Haram
extremism, have meant that most countries in West and Central Africa are affected by internal or cross-
border displacement, although the magnitude varies dramatically. As with other subregions in Africa,
countries in West and Central Africa have long histories of hosting and producing displaced populations, often
simultaneously. The Democratic Republic of the Congo is one such example. At the end of 2018, it was home
to more than half a million refugees, while at the same time it was the country of origin of over 700,000
refugees, with 300,000 of them residing in Uganda and significant numbers in other neighbouring countries,
including Rwanda (77,000) and Burundi (71,000).5” The protracted nature of conflict in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo, which involves dozens of armed groups, has had a devastating effect on the country,
creating one of the worst humanitarian crises in the world. At the end of 2018, there were 3 million IDPs in
the country, the third highest number of people displaced as a result of violence and conflict globally (see
chapter 2, figure 11).%® Meanwhile, with large swathes of the country controlled by armed groups, the civil war
in the Central African Republic was reignited in 2016 after a period of relative calm; the conflict spilled over
into 2017 and 2018, wreaking havoc and sending hundreds of thousands of people from their homes. Both the
Democratic Republic of the Congo and the Central African Republic ranked among the top 10 origin countries
of refugees in the world in 2018, with the Central African Republic producing nearly 600,000 refugees and
more than half a million conflict IDPs.>® The Boko Haram insurgency, which began in 2009 in Nigeria's
northern State of Borno, combined with counter-insurgency operations and communal clashes over scarce
resources, have also led to significant displacement in the Lake Chad region. With more than 2.2 million IDPs,
Nigeria ranked among the top 10 countries with the highest number of people displaced due to conflict and
violence by end of 2018 (see chapter 2, figure 11).% In the same year, there were more than 600,000 IDPs in
Cameroon and over 156,000 in the Niger.®* Some of the violence and displacement in West Africa is linked to
conflict between pastoralists and farmers over land and resources, although these conflicts often have ethnic
and religious dimensions too.%

Environmental changes in West and Central Africa are impacting human livelihoods and mobility. For
example, although precipitation events in the Sahel® are slowly increasing, they are becoming increasingly
unpredictable, leading to the frequent occurrence of droughts and floods.® In the Niger, an estimated 40,000
disaster-related displacements were recorded at the end of 2018, while in Nigeria, there were around 600,000
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displacements as a result of floods in the same year.®® At the same time, rapid population growth has led to
the intensification of cropping, deforestation and overgrazing, contributing to land degradation.®® Despite
an increase in the scale of agriculture in the subregion, food insecurity remains rampant.®” For example,
at the end of 2018, more than 3 million people were affected by food insecurity in the Lake Chad Basin.®®
Millions of people in West and Central Africa depend on Lake Chad; however, the lake’s volume has decreased
by 90 per cent in area in the last 40 years, due to increased drought and human-related causes such as
increased irrigation withdrawals.®® The lake’s shrinkage has not only affected the livelihoods of millions
of people, but also impacted cattle transhumance, and is increasingly a source of tension and communal
conflict;”° moreover, the deterioration of living conditions, which has made it difficult for people living along
the lake to adapt to the harsher conditions, has created an ideal environment for armed groups to emerge.”
The complex and interconnected environmental changes - such as droughts and floods, overexploitation of
resources and climate change - are contributing factors to rural-urban and cyclical mobility within countries
and across borders in the subregion. Migration is one strategy used to increase livelihoods and reduce risks
in the Western Sahel, particularly in light of uncertain agricultural returns.’? Research has also highlighted
the interconnections between, on the one hand, impacts of climate change on natural-resource-dependent
livelihoods and food insecurity and, on the other hand, tensions, conflicts and mobility.”

North Africa

Migration of North Africans to Europe and Gulf States continues to be a defining feature of the
migration dynamics of the subregion, and one that has developed over several decades. Migration of
North Africans to countries outside of Africa has been, and continues to be, much higher than migration to
other countries within the subregion and within Africa.” Two distinct streams have characterized outflows
from North Africa: migrants from the north-west (such as Morocco, Algeria and Tunisia) have historically
moved to Europe, owing to their geographic proximity, previous labour recruitment agreements and post-
colonial ties,’”® while those from the north-east (such as Egypt and Sudan) have predominantly sought
temporary work in GCC countries. Large income disparities between the origin and destination countries, and
the high levels of unemployment in North Africa, remain significant drivers of migration. As of 2019, almost
12 million North Africans were living outside their countries of birth, with roughly half in Europe and 3.3
million living in Gulf States.”

In addition to being a major migrant transit area, North Africa also hosts notable populations of
international migrants, including refugees. Sudan had the largest number of international migrants in
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the subregion, over 1.2 million in 2019.”” Sudan was followed by Libya, with over 800,000. The number of
international migrants in Egypt increased from 300,000 in 2010 to more than 500,000 in 2019, with migrants
primarily originating from the Syrian Arab Republic, Somalia, Sudan and the Palestinian Territories.”® While
Morocco has traditionally been a country of emigration, it is increasingly becoming a destination country,
including of migrants from other subregions in Africa, who stay for an indeterminate period while looking for
a way to cross over to Europe.”

Conflict and violence within North Africa, and in surrounding subregions, have contributed to
displacement. At the end of 2018, Sudan was the sixth largest country of origin of refugees globally, with
around 700,000 refugees, the majority of whom were hosted by the neighbouring countries of Chad, South
Sudan and Ethiopia.?® Sudan also had approximately 2.1 million IDPs due to conflict and violence.®* At the
same time, Sudan is also a prominent host country of refugees, with over 1 million refugees (this number more
than doubling since 2016), most of whom were from South Sudan, Eritrea and the Syrian Arab Republic.?
Algeria also hosted over 94,000 refugees by the end of 2018,2® while Egypt hosted over 240,000 refugees,
primarily originating from the Syrian Arab Republic, the Palestinian Territories and other African countries
and territories.® A volatile security and political situation in Libya had contributed to a total population
of 221,000 IDPs by the end of 2018 (a drop from over 300,000 in 2016), while also affecting the more than
56,000 refugees and asylum seekers residing in Libya.®

As a key hub of transit activity for migrants originating from many countries to the south, the North
African subregion is confronted with protection challenges associated with irregular migration to
Europe. In 2018, approximately 117,000 migrants arrived in Europe by sea.®® This is a significant drop
compared with 2017 (around 172,000) and 2016, when the number rose to 364,000.%” There has also been a
shift in the routes taken by most irreqular maritime migrants; while the majority from Africa who entered
Europe in 2016 and 2017 used the Central Mediterranean route (from Libya, mainly to Italy), most irreqular
maritime arrivals to Europe in 2018 took the Western Mediterranean route (from Morocco, mainly to Spain).
There were close to 59,000 sea arrivals in Spain, as opposed to around 23,000 in Italy.?* The change in
major routes, from the Central to the Western Mediterranean, is linked to several factors, including closer
cooperation between the European Union (EU) and countries of origin and transit, counter smuggling efforts,
as well as increased maritime security patrols off the Libyan coast.”® Migrants from sub-Saharan African
countries comprised the majority of irregular maritime arrivals in Spain, followed by Moroccans.’? People
who travelled the Central Mediterranean route to Italy were mostly Tunisian, followed by Eritreans, Iraqis,
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Sudanese and Pakistanis.®? From January to November 2018, an estimated 15 per cent of all irregular maritime
arrivals in Italy were unaccompanied children.”

There are sizeable migrant smuggling routes to, within and from North Africa, with smuggling
increasingly concentrated among a few organized criminal networks.®® With the help of smugglers,
migrants from countries in sub-Saharan Africa, for example, often embark on highly dangerous journeys
to North Africa, including through the Sahara Desert.®® One of the main smuggling passageways includes
migrants moving from Somalia, Sudan and Ethiopia, towards Egypt and Israel.®® But as socioeconomic
conditions in Egypt have deteriorated in recent years, smugglers have turned increasingly to countries such
as Libya, which prior to 2011 was a significant destination for migrant workers and, more recently, has
become a major smuggling hub and the main departure point for migrants trying to get to Europe via the
Central Mediterranean route.”” The subregion continues to struggle with serious human rights violations and
protection challenges; many migrants in transit are exposed to sexual and gender-based violence, forced
labour, arbitrary detention, extortion and exploitation, among other abuses. This is especially the case in
Libya, where human smuggling often morphs into trafficking. In 2018, IOM assisted over 16,000 migrants
to return home after they had been detained or stranded in Libya,*® some at the hands of smugglers and
traffickers. The protracted civil conflict in Libya has created a climate of lawlessness, in addition to severely
weakening its institutions and crippling its economy.*

Asia'™

Asia - home to around 4.6 billion people - was the origin of over 40 per cent of the world’s international
migrants in 2019 (111 million). More than half (66 million) were residing in other countries in Asia, a
significant increase from 2015, when around 61 million were estimated to be living within the continent. As
shown in the middle panel of figure 7, intraregional migration within Asia has increased significantly over
time, rising from 35 million in 1990. Considerable growth has also occurred in Asian-born migrant populations
in Northern America and Europe over the last two decades. In 2019, migration from Asia to Northern America
reached 17 million, rising from a little over 16 million in 2015, whereas in Europe, migration from Asia stood
at nearly 22 million in 2019. Migration from Asia to Northern America and Europe drove much of the increase
in the number of Asian migrants outside the region, reaching a total of 44.6 million extra-regional migrants
in 2019, an 11 per cent increase from 40 million in 2015.

The number of non-Asian-born migrants in Asia has remained at relatively low levels since 1990. Europeans
comprise the largest group of migrants from outside Asia in the region. These numbers include migrants from
the European part of the former Soviet Union now living in Central Asia. During the same period, the number
of Africans - the other sizable group of migrants in Asia - has grown.

92 Ibid.

93 Ibid.

94 UNODC, 2018.

95 Ibid.

96 icduygu, 2018.

97 Ibid.

98 10M, 2018b.

99 UNSMIL and OHCHR, 2018.

100 See appendix A for details on the composition of Asia.



WORLD MIGRATION REPORT 2020

Figure 7. Migrants to, within and from Asia, 1990-2019
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Note: “Migrants to Asia” refers to migrants residing in the region (i.e. Asia) who were born in one of the other regions (e.g. Europe
or Africa). “Migrants within Asia” refers to migrants born in the region (i.e. Asia) and residing outside their country of birth,
but still within the Asian region. “Migrants from Asia” refers to people born in Asia who were residing outside the region
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Several Asian countries have undergone substantial changes in the size of their populations in recent years.
These changes are shown in figure 8, which ranks the top 20 Asian countries with the largest proportional
population change from 2009 to 2019. Except the Syrian Arab Republic, all top 20 countries experienced
increases in their populations during this period. GCC countries, which are all represented among the top 20
countries, underwent some of the most significant population changes over the last decade. International
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migration has been a significant determinant of population change in Asia, and especially in GCC States,
which continue to be important destinations for migrant workers from within Asia and from outside the
region. As illustrated in figure 9, international migrants make up large proportions of national populations
in GCC States, with migrants in the United Arab Emirates, for example, accounting for 88 per cent of the
country’s population.®

Figure 8. Top 20 countries with the largest proportional population change in Asia, 2009-2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019c.

Note: It is important to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2009 to 2019 were more likely to occur in
countries with relatively smaller populations.

The two Asian “population giants”, India and China, have the largest absolute numbers of migrants living
abroad (figure 9). It is important to add that these large absolute numbers of emigrants constitute small
shares of the total populations of India and China. Migrants from China made up the third largest population
of foreign-born migrants in the world after India and Mexico. Nearly 3 million Chinese-born emigrants resided
in the United States, which was also home to other large Asian migrant groups from India, the Philippines
and Viet Nam. Other countries with large numbers of migrants residing abroad include Bangladesh and the
Syrian Arab Republic.

In GCC countries, migrants make up high proportions of the total national populations (figure 9). For example,
in 2019, migrants accounted for 88 per cent of the population in United Arab Emirates; 72 per cent in Kuwait;

101 UN DESA, 2019a.
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nearly 79 per cent in Qatar; and 45 per cent in Bahrain.!® Many migrants came from Africa, South Asia
(for example, India, Pakistan, Bangladesh and Nepal), and South-East Asia (for example, Indonesia and the
Philippines).

It is also important to note that current data on foreign-born migrants also partly reflect significant historical
events, such as the 1947 Partition, resulting in the mass displacement of people from and to India and
Pakistan. This is evident in 2019 data, which show that over 5 million and 3 million foreign-born migrants,
respectively, resided in the two countries.

Figure 9. Top 20 Asian migrant countries in 2019
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Note 2: “Immigrant” refers to foreign-born migrants residing in the country. “Emigrant” refers to people born in the country who
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Figure 10 shows the top 20 migration corridors from Asian countries, with a little over half of them - 13 of 20 -
occurring within the region. These migration corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements
over time and provide a snapshot of how migration patterns have evolved into significant foreign-born
populations in specific destination countries. The largest corridor is from the Syrian Arab Republic to Turkey,
where over 3.7 million Syrians were residing in 2019. This is a change from 2015 and 2017 when the largest
corridor in Asia was India to the United Arab Emirates.

Figure 10. Top 20 migration corridors from Asian countries, 2019
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Note: Corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration patterns
have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries.
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International displacement within and from Asia is a major feature of the region, as shown in figure 11. The
Syrian Arab Republic and Afghanistan were the top origin countries of refugees in the world. The impact of
the Syrian conflict on displacement can be clearly seen in figure 11, with refugees and asylum seekers from
the Syrian Arab Republic dwarfing numbers from Afghanistan. In 2018, the vast majority of refugees from
Asian countries lived in neighbouring countries. Refugees from the Syrian Arab Republic, for example, were
predominantly hosted in Turkey, Lebanon and Jordan, while refugees from Afghanistan, whose size grew
from 2.6 million in 2017 to 2.7 million in 2018 (mostly due to births during the year), were largely hosted in
Pakistan and the Islamic Republic of Iran. Due to violence against and persecution of the Rohingya, Myanmar
produced the third largest refugee population in the region and the fourth largest in the world in 2018, with
most refugees hosted in Bangladesh. As shown in figure 11, it is also important to note that origin countries
such as Pakistan, the Islamic Republic of Iran and Iraq are also themselves hosting refugees.

Figure 11. Top 10 Asian countries by total refugees and asylum seekers, 2018
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Note: “Hosted” refers to those refugees and asylum seekers from other countries who are residing in the receiving country (right-
hand side of the figure); “abroad” refers to refugees and asylum seekers originating from that country who are outside of
their origin country. The top 10 countries are based on 2018 data and are calculated by combining refugees and asylum
seekers in and from countries.
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The largest new internal displacements in Asia resulted from disasters (figure 12). The Philippines, which had
3.8 million new disaster displacements at end of 2018, recorded the largest number globally. The disasters
that triggered displacement included volcanic eruptions, and flooding caused by monsoons and landslides.
With around 3.7 million displacements, China recorded nearly as many new disaster displacements as the
Philippines. China was followed by India (2.7 million) and Indonesia (853,000). Conflict also contributed to
a large number of new internal displacements in Asia, with the Syrian Arab Republic recording the largest
number (1.6 million), around 9 per cent of its population. Other countries where conflict led to significant
internal displacement included Afghanistan (372,000), Yemen (252,000) and the Philippines (188,000).

Figure 12. Top Asian countries by new internal displacements (disaster and conflict), 2018
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Notes: New displacements refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in 2018, not the total accumulated
stock of IDPs resulting from displacement over time. New displacement figures include individuals who have been displaced
more than once and do not correspond to the number of people displaced during the year.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of new disaster and conflict displacements is based on the total
resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates, and the percentage is for relative illustrative
purposes only.
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Key features and developments in Asia

South-East Asia

For many countries in South-East Asia, migration entails significant levels of both emigration and
immigration, as well as transit migration. Considerable income disparity in the subregion is a major factor
underpinning the strong trend of people to migrate from lower-income countries to higher-income countries
within (and beyond) the subregion. There are a little more than 10 million international migrants within
the subregion and just over 21.8 million total migrants from the subregion, 6.8 million of whom migrated
to other countries within South-East Asia.'® The advanced economies of Malaysia and Singapore are notable
destinations for migrants. The efforts of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) toward greater
regional integration have contributed to increased intraregional migration. There is also a strong geographic
aspect to migration, with higher levels of migration occurring between countries sharing borders, particularly
along Thailand’s border with neighbours Cambodia, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic and Myanmar.'%
Intraregional, long-term migration corridors are evident, which are mainly dominated by temporary labour
migration, with smaller components of permanent (skilled and family) migration, student migration and
forced migration.'®

Labour migration, a prominent feature in South-East Asia and a key driver of economic growth and
development, is also associated with inconsistent human rights practices. Labour migrants have long
been integral to the economies of major destination countries within the subregion - such as Malaysia,
Singapore and Thailand - where they help fill gaps in labour markets. This is especially the case for lower-
skilled sectors such as fisheries, domestic work and construction.'® Meanwhile, the prospects for employment
and higher wages often compel people from countries such as the Philippines and Indonesia to move to more
prosperous economies within the subregion.'” Many migrants send significant shares of their earnings to their
families back home, with the Philippines, for example, consistently ranking among the largest remittance-
recipient countries in the world. In 2018, the Philippines, whose international remittance inflows amounted
to USD 34 billion, was the fourth largest remittance recipient globally after India, China and Mexico.!*® But
even as labour migration has helped relieve labour shortages in destination countries, many labour migrants
continue to face exploitative conditions. Workers employed in low-skilled, labour-intensive sectors, regardless
of their legal status, are most affected, with wage-related abuse the most common.'® Many labour migrants
are required to work extremely long hours for below minimum wages, a consequence of inadequate protection
afforded to labour migrants during both recruitment and employment.*°
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Migration involves high proportions of irregular migration, mostly in relation to economic factors
such as poverty and lack of employment. Irreqular migration flows such as those from Cambodia and the
Lao People’s Democratic Republic to destinations including Thailand and Malaysia are often facilitated by
smugglers. Smugglers also play a significant role in irregular migration out of the subregion, with Vietnamese
migrants moving to Europe, for example, often using smugglers to reach their destinations.'*! Mixed migration
flows exist (involving movements of people with and without international protection needs), as do migration
flows underpinned by mixed motivations. Many migrants face exploitation in South-East Asia, stemming
from their irreqular status. Migrant workers in particular industries also face forced labour, exploitation
and serious abuse (for example, in the fishing, agriculture, construction and manufacturing industries).2
In addition to smuggling, trafficking of persons continues to be a challenge in South-East Asia, with nearly
half of all victims in Asia (46%) trafficked within the subregion.!!* Large numbers of people are trafficked for
both sexual exploitation and forced labour, with a larger share of females trafficked for sexual exploitation in
2016." Countries such as Malaysia and Thailand had more victims of forced labour than sexual exploitation
in 2016.1

There has been an increase in displacement in the subregion due to violence, systemic persecution and
marginalization. The Rohingya refugee situation is the most acute, and remains one of the most complex
refugee crises in the world. By end of 2018, there were over 900,000 Rohingya in Cox’s Bazar, Bangladesh,
and more than 1 million people in need of humanitarian assistance.''¢ The Kutupalong-Balukhali site in Cox’s
Bazar continues to be the biggest and most densely populated refugee settlement in the world; refugees
from Myanmar accounted for the fourth largest refugee population in the world in 2018.'"” Due to a surge in
targeted killings and human rights abuses in August 2017, a significant number of Rohingya were displaced
from Myanmar's Rakhine State, the majority seeking protection in Bangladesh. While this was not the first
time that Rohingya fled Myanmar as a result of violence, the August 2017 violence prompted one of the
largest waves of displacement in decades. Meanwhile, within South-East Asia, Malaysia continued a long-term
trend of hosting a large population of refugees and people in refugee-like situations (over 120,000 in 2018),
mainly as a result of displacement caused by civil conflict in Myanmar over many years.!® Resettlement of
refugees from the subregion is mainly undertaken by “traditional” resettlement countries (such as the United
States, Canada and Australia), and there is little by way of “protection infrastructure” within the subregion.'
There are also large populations of IDPs and stateless populations in the subregion, with eight countries in
the subregion hosting stateless populations (the largest of which is in Myanmar, which hosted more than
600,000 at end of 2018).'®°
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Southern Asia

Migration from Southern Asia to other subregions is a key feature, with many temporary migrant
workers in the GCC countries originating from this subregion. The prospects of higher wages and
accessible employment opportunities have resulted in a significant increase in the number of people leaving
the subregion in recent years.'?! For countries in the subregion with significant labour surpluses, migration
has relieved labour pressures, while helping to reduce poverty through remittances. Accordingly, Southern
Asia is among the largest recipients of remittances in the world. In 2018, remittance inflows to India amounted
to USD 79 billion, the largest in the world; and in countries such as Pakistan, Sri Lanka and Bangladesh,
remittances exceeded 5 per cent of gross domestic product (GDP) in the same year.'?

Migration within the subregion is a dominant feature in Southern Asia, driven by economic and labour
market differentials.'?® Intraregional movement, both regular and irreqular, is related to strong common
historical roots, geographic proximity, and cultural and kinship ties between countries.'? In 2019, just under
80 per cent of the 14 million international migrants in Southern Asia originated from other countries in the
subregion.!?® Major migration corridors include Bangladesh-India, Afghanistan-Pakistan, India-Pakistan and
Nepal-India; however, it is important to note that these corridors are all quite distinct, reflecting a range
of historical and contemporary economic, security and cultural factors. There are millions of Bangladeshi
and Nepalese labour migrants currently working in India, for example, primarily in the informal sector as
construction labourers and domestic workers, whereas the India-Pakistan corridor in part reflects the mass
displacement following the 1947 Partition of India and Pakistan.'?® Further, many of the 3.9 million Afghan
international migrants who reside in the subregion (primarily in the Islamic Republic of Iran and Pakistan)
have been displaced across borders due to conflict and violence within Afghanistan that has waxed and waned
since the 1970s.'? Internal migration within the countries of South Asia is extensive and larger in scale than
international migration, related primarily to temporary and seasonal migration from rural to urban areas.'?®
From 2001 to 2011, Southern Asia’s urban population grew by 130 million people.'?® However, while rural-
urban migration has contributed to this growth, it has largely been driven by the reclassification of rural
settlement and natural population increase.?*
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Irregular migration both within and from the subregion is common in Southern Asia, and is often aided
by loose smuggling networks. While the exact number of people undertaking irregular migration within the
subregion is not known, there are estimated to be large irregular migrant populations within the subregion.?*
India, for example, is home to significant populations of irregular migrants from Bangladesh, Nepal and, to
a lesser extent, Sri Lanka.'* Regions including Europe, Northern America and Oceania are among the most
preferred destinations of irreqular migrants from Southern Asia.'** Socioeconomic and insecurity factors in
countries of origin, in addition to better wages and employment opportunities in destination countries, are
among the factors associated with irregular migration and migrant smuggling.** Migrants from Southern
Asia heading to Western Europe are primarily smuggled through Central Asia and the Russian Federation, as
well as through the Middle East into the Western Balkans.!* Other irreqgular migrants are smuggled through
to Malaysia, Thailand and Indonesia for work.?*¢ There have been many documented cases of migrants being
exploited and abused by smugglers in Southern Asia.?*’ Trafficking of persons remains a serious concern
in Southern Asia, although data and information for many countries in the subregion are scarce. A 2018
UNODC report estimates that nearly 60 per cent of victims of trafficking detected in the subregion in 2016
were female, based on information available for four countries, including Bangladesh, Maldives, Nepal and
Pakistan.'*® In Nepal, there were more child victims than adult victims.'*

Long-standing conflict, political instability, violence and repression have made Southern Asia a
significant source of displacement; the subregion also hosts significant populations of displaced
persons. In recent history, every country in the subregion (other than Maldives) has been an origin or a
host of displaced populations. Most notably, at the end of 2018, there were 2.7 million Afghan refugees, the
second largest refugee population in the world after the Syrian Arab Republic, and 2.6 million Afghan IDPs.#
The neighbouring countries of Pakistan and the Islamic Republic of Iran hosted the most Afghan refugees
and, accordingly, featured among the top host countries in the world.** Pakistan, with its porous border and
close ethnic, linguistic, religious and economic ties, has been the major host for decades, with around 1.4
million refugees at the end of 2018, almost exclusively Afghans;*? around 60,000 refugees were repatriated to
Afghanistan in 2017, most of them from Pakistan.'*® At the end of 2018, the Islamic Republic of Iran hosted
close to 1 million refugees,** making it the sixth largest refugee host country in the world, while both India
and Bangladesh continued to host large IDP populations.#®
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Southern Asian populations are particularly vulnerable to slow-onset and rapid-onset disasters related
to natural hazards and climate change. Except for Afghanistan, where conflict and violence played a larger
role in driving people from their homes, disasters were responsible for most displacements in Southern Asia
in 2018.%¢ There were an estimated 3.3 million new displacements in Southern Asia due to sudden-onset
hazards in 2018, with most of those affected in India, Afghanistan, Sri Lanka and Bangladesh. Relative to
its population size, Southern Asia has the highest number of people at risk of displacement as a result of
sudden-onset hazards, with Bangladesh, India and Pakistan having the highest disaster risk.’” India bore
most of the brunt of the disasters in the subregion, with more than 2.7 million displacements as a result of
tropical storms and floods.'*® Afghanistan had the second highest number of disaster displacements in the
subregion, with 371,000 new displacements, mostly due to drought conditions. Thousands of people were also
displaced in Sri Lanka and Bangladesh as a result of monsoons.*® The scale of disaster-related destruction
and displacement in Southern Asia in recent years has in part been attributed to poor planning and lack
of preparedness in the subregion.?*® Migration and mobility are particularly important coping strategies in
response to environmental change events in Southern Asia - including sea-level rise, coastal erosion, flooding
and groundwater depletion - all of which pose considerable challenges in the subregion.?!

Eastern Asia

Eastern Asia is undergoing significant demographic change, with several countries experiencing low
fertility rates and ageing populations, leading to revisions of immigration policies. Countries such as
Japan are already experiencing negative population growth, while the Republic of Korea's fertility rate is well
below the replacement rate of 2.1 required to sustain a population.?®? In 2019, Japan had the lowest potential
support ratio in the world (the number of workers per retiree) and, along with China, was among the top
10 most populous countries with fertility rates that are below replacement.'®® These demographic changes
have far-reaching implications for public debt, the welfare state and labour markets. Japan, for example, is
grappling with an acute labour shortage.' These realities are prompting policymakers to reassess historically
restrictive approaches toward immigration, which have been associated with a relatively high degree of
cultural homogeneity in some countries, more limited experience in immigration policy compared with other
regions and subregions, and the relative unpopularity of immigration in many countries.*
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As key Eastern Asian countries experience declines in their populations, several countries have passed
new immigration laws or implemented programmes meant to attract foreign workers. In December
2018, Japan’s Parliament approved a new immigration law easing restrictions on foreign workers in industries
facing labour shortages, with the changes expected to bring in more than 300,000 workers.* Recent changes
to Japan’s immigration laws are also partly a response to the surge in demand for workers in areas such
as construction, as the country prepares to host the 2020 Olympics in Tokyo.' Meanwhile, through the
Employment Permit System, which allows inflows of foreign workers from partner Asian countries® that have
signed memorandums of understanding, the Republic of Korea is expected to accept 56,000 foreign workers
in 2019, in an effort to address labour shortages.®®® China, primarily a country of origin of migrant workers,
has also recently sought to attract workers in high-skilled and low-skilled sectors, both through changing its
immigration policies and signing bilateral agreements. Attracting an increasing number of foreign workers
is not only designed to address skills gaps, but is also part of the country’s efforts towards more economic
openness and inclusiveness. In 2018, for example, China relaxed its visa requirements for professionals
and high-skilled workers, in a bid to attract top foreign talent!® to join an economy that is gradually
transitioning from manufacturing to services. In the same year, the country established, for the first time, the
State Immigration Administration. The new immigration bureau is a response to both a growing number of
international migrants in China and the need to streamline and better manage immigration.'®* Additionally,
China and the Philippines signed an agreement in 2018 that will allow 300,000 Filipino workers, including
100,000 English language teachers, to work in China.?

Migration in Eastern Asia is increasingly characterized by significant outward and inward student
mobility. The number of international students from Eastern Asia, particularly at the tertiary level, has
increased rapidly in recent years, while the number of foreign students within the subregion also continues
to grow. Driven by the prospect of better-quality education, a high number of international students from
Eastern Asia study in destinations such as the United States, Canada and the United Kingdom. China continued
to a major source of international students globally in 2018, with over half a million of its students embarking
on further studies abroad, an increase of more than 8 per cent from 2017.2¢* However, Eastern Asia is not only
a major origin of international students, it is also gradually becoming an important destination for foreign
students, many of them coming from within the subregion. The number of international students at higher
education institutions in China was over 490,000 in 2018.'%* Students from the Republic of Korea accounted
for the largest number of international students in China in 2018.%* They were followed by students from
Thailand, Pakistan and India.'®®
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Outward labour migration, particularly from China, has meant that the subregion is one of the largest
recipients of international remittances in the world. In 2019, Chinese-born international migrants were
the third largest foreign-born population in the world after Indians and Mexicans, with nearly 11 million
Chinese migrants living outside of China.'®” Global remittance flows in 2018 amounted to nearly USD 690
billion, with China receiving over USD 67 billion, the second largest share of international remittances
worldwide after India.'®®

While this chapter is focused primarily on international migration, it is important to note that, in
this context, internal migration has been a significant feature in Eastern Asian countries, involving
unprecedented movement of people from rural areas to urban centres. While the pace of urbanization has
slowed and even decreased in parts of the continent such as Western Asia, Eastern Asia has undergone one of
the fastest rates of urbanization over the last few decades.'®® By 2015, the share of urban population in the
subregion had risen to 60 per cent, more than tripling since 1950."° This has most notably been the case in
China, where the economic and social reforms of the 1980s initiated one of the largest human migrations in
history. Among the reforms was the relaxation of the Hukou system, devised to record and control internal
migration, which tied people’s access to services to their residential status. As a result, hundreds of millions
of workers, driven by the prospect of employment and higher wages, left the countryside for the cities, where
most economic activities were concentrated and in demand of both unskilled and skilled labour migrants.*
Most people have migrated from China’s western provinces to its eastern provinces. The socioeconomic
dynamics between western and eastern China are important factors, with the west characterized by high
population growth rates, a surplus of workers and lower incomes, while the east contends with a shortage of
workers in metropolitan areas and records both higher incomes and higher education levels.'2

A recent new (atypical) feature in Eastern Asia’s migration dynamics was the arrival of hundreds of
asylum seekers from countries ravaged by conflict and violence. In 2018, over 500 Yemeni asylum seekers
arrived on the Republic of Korea's Jeju Island, gaining entry through the Island’s visa-free policy designed to
attract tourists.?’® The arrival of Yemenis generated intense public debate and some anti-immigrant sentiment,
in a country where asylum applications have historically been low. The Republic of Korea has not previously
been much of a destination country for those seeking protection (except those from the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea)." By the end of 2017, China and the Republic of Korea had around 600 and nearly 20,000
asylum seekers, respectively.!”
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Central Asia

Migratory movements in Central Asia occur in large part out of the subregion, and most noticeably
northward to the Russian Federation. In 2019, for example, there were just under 5 million migrants born
in Central Asia who were living in the Russian Federation.’® With significantly higher wages and better
employment opportunities,?’’ the Russian Federation has long been a leading destination for labour migrants
from Central Asia.'’® For people in rural Kyrgyzstan, for example, labour migration has become a livelihood
strategy, with many Kyrgyz migrant workers seeking employment in the Russian Federation, with provinces
such as Siberia becoming increasingly popular.’’® The Russian Federation is also attractive because of the
large number of Kyrgyz who are already well-established in the country and provide assistance in terms
of finding suitable accommodation and work for new arrivals.’®® But not all migrants from Central Asia to
the Russian Federation are low-skilled labour migrants; migrants from Kazakhstan, for example, are largely
composed of students and highly skilled professionals.’®! People from Central Asia also migrate to other parts
of Europe and China, where work and family ties are relatively strong. An increasing number of Central Asians
are also moving to destinations such as Turkey and the Republic of Korea to find work; movements to the
Republic of Korea have been facilitated by bilateral labour agreements with countries such as Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan.®?

Intraregional migration is a key feature in the subregion and is underpinned by geographic, cultural,
economic, political and social links that are historical in nature. Central Asia is home to millions of
international migrants, mainly from within the subregion, but also from further afield. Migrants primarily
originate from countries of the former Soviet Union, many of which are current members of the Commonwealth
of Independent States.®® In 2019, Kazakhstan, for example, had a substantial foreign-born population
(3.7 million), of whom 2.4 million were born in the Russian Federation.'® Kazakhstan is now predominantly
a country of transit and of immigration, attracting skilled workers from various countries and, increasingly,
becoming a destination for low-skilled migrant workers from Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan. In
recent years, Central Asian countries have revised policies requlating intraregional migration, including
through the conclusion of bilateral agreements on entry and readmission.!®> For example, the establishment
of the Eurasian Economic Union in 2015 has allowed people from its member States - including Kazakhstan
and Kyrgyzstan - to move freely to live, work and study in other member States of the Union.*®® Further
cooperation is currently occurring in the region on enhancing the management of mixed flows, including on
aspects related to border management, migrants’ rights and protection, and irreqular migration.' There is a
growing recognition of the importance of undertaking proactive migration policies and programmes in order
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to protect the rights and dignity of migrants, as well as their families and communities. Both male and female
migrant workers from Central Asia can be vulnerable to exploitation and abuse, particularly within informal
employment, such as construction, agricultural and domestic work.®

International remittances play an important role in Central Asian economies, especially for the less
developed countries in the subregion. Two of the world’s top 10 remittance-receiving countries relative
to GDP are in the subregion - Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan.'® In Kyrgyzstan, remittances have been estimated
to reduce the national poverty rate by 6-7 per cent.'® Remittance flows into Central Asian countries largely
reflect migration patterns within and from the subregion, which are closely linked to work and income
generation. Remittances from the Russian Federation, for example, have been substantial over time, aided
by the relatively low transfer costs from the Russian Federation to the Central Asian countries. After a few
years of consecutive decline, driven by economic slowdown and policy changes in the Russian Federation,
remittances to Europe and Central Asia bounced back in 2017, growing by 21 per cent and reaching USD 48
billion in 2017.%! This figure further increased to USD 59 billion in 2018.%%? Among the factors behind this
growth was the continued recovery of economic activity in the Russian Federation.!*?

Irregular migration is a feature in Central Asia, although exact numbers are difficult to ascertain.
Irreqular migrants come from both within and outside the subregion, with those transiting through Central
Asia often moving toward Western Europe. Most migrants’ first points of entry are Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan
before being smuggled through Kazakhstan and the Russian Federation to Western Europe.'® Factors such
as weak border management, combined with isolated borders, have contributed to irreqular migration across
the subregion.’®® Migrant smuggling in Central Asia is a complex process, and involves both formal and
informal arrangements at various border points within the subregion, as well as transborder activities that
help facilitate the movement of people beyond Central Asia.'*

Middle East

Gulf countries have some of the largest numbers of temporary labour migrants in the world. Driven
by oil wealth, GCC countries have undergone remarkable economic development over the last few decades,
drawing both skilled and semi-skilled workers to various sectors, including construction and maintenance,
retail and domestic service. In countries such as Qatar, the recent increased demand for workers in areas
such as construction is partly driven by the country’s preparation for the 2022 World Cup.'’ The increase
in labour migration to GCC States has created tremendous demographic change. In 2019, migrants made
up the majority of the population in half of the GCC countries - comprising 88 per cent of the population
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in the United Arab Emirates, around 79 per cent in Qatar and 72 per cent in Kuwait.'*® Labour migrants in
GCC countries primarily originate from Asia and Africa. Income differentials between origin and destination
countries are a key driver of migration, with the Gulf countries providing higher wages and employment
opportunities to labour migrants.’”® Despite some progress, regulation and protection of migrants’ rights
remain a challenge in the subregion. The Kafala sponsorship system,?® which ties migrant workers to their
employers and is practised across a number of GCC States, has come under scrutiny. Although several Gulf
States have implemented reforms to the Kafala system, the changes have been minimal and have had little
positive effect on migrants.?’* The sponsorship system remains widespread and continues to contribute to the
vulnerability of labour migrants in the Gulf, including to conditions of forced labour and wage exploitation.?

Civil conflict, intensification of sectarian violence and the proliferation of terrorism (particularly by
Daesh) have resulted in extensive levels of internal and international displacement in the subregion
in recent years. Two countries in the subregion - the Syrian Arab Republic and Yemen - are facing “level 3”
emergencies (the global humanitarian system’s classification for the most severe, large-scale humanitarian
crises) and are key contributors to the world’s total displacement figures.2® The conflict in the Syrian Arab
Republic, occurring now for over seven years, has displaced well over half of the country’s population, with
over 6.6 million refugees and over 6.1 million IDPs, and had produced close to 140,000 asylum seekers
by the end of 2018.%%% Successive waves of displacement in Irag - a feature since the beginning of the
century - continued and intensified in 2016 and into 2017. This occurred in the context of efforts to retake
territory and counter Daesh. While over 1.9 million Iragis remained internally displaced by end of 2018, this
was the first time in nearly over four years that this number fell to under 2 million.?®® A growing number of
Iraqis have also returned home, as Daesh has increasingly been pushed back and lost territory in both Iraq and
in the Syrian Arab Republic; the militant group has lost more than 90 per cent of the territory it controlled in
both countries.?®® Yemen'’s political and security situation continued to deteriorate, and the ensuing violence
and volatility left the country with over 2.3 million IDPs at the end of 2018.%°" By the end of 2018, more than
8 per cent of Yemen’'s population had been internally displaced.

The Middle East continues to host a significant share of the world’'s refugees. At the end of 2018, the
Middle East subregion hosted the largest number of refugees globally, including the refugees registered with
the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA).?°® Neighbouring
countries inevitably share a disproportionate burden when it comes to hosting people seeking refuge in
other countries, and this dynamic is a key feature of contemporary displacement patterns in the subregion.
As countries bordering the Syrian Arab Republic and the principal hosts of Syrian refugees, Turkey, Lebanon
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and Jordan were all among the top 10 host countries in the world in 2018 (Turkey is 1st, Lebanon 7th and
Jordan 10th).2” The depth of their responsibility is particularly apparent when the number of refugees in
each country is compared against the national population - in Lebanon, there were 156 refugees per 1,000
inhabitants; in Jordan, 72 per 1,000; and in Turkey, 45 per 1,000.* Other countries in the subregion,
including those affected by conflict, also host many refugees, including Yemen and Iraq, and even the Syrian
Arab Republic.?* The almost 5.5 million refugees registered with UNWRA are also located in the subregion.??

Irregular migration within and from the subregion continues to pose challenges for migrants and
States. Political instability and protracted conflicts in the Middle East are major drivers of irregular migration
and migrant smuggling in the subregion.?®> Most smuggled migrants in the subregion are people escaping
conflict and violence. Migrant smuggling and irregular migration often go hand in hand with refugee and
asylum movements.?“ As conflicts have proliferated across the subregion, so has the number of smuggled
migrants and countries affected by smuggling networks. Moreover, smuggling networks have become a lot
more diversified and complex.?!® The very large numbers of Syrian refugees hosted in neighbouring countries,
together with the protracted conflict and the low probability of return to the Syrian Arab Republic, have seen
refugees undertaking irreqular migration onward to other countries, most notably those in Europe via the
Eastern Mediterranean route.

Europe?™

Over 82 million international migrants lived in Europe in 2019, an increase of nearly 10 per cent since 2015,
when 75 million international migrants resided in the region. A little over half of these (42 million) were
born in Europe but were living elsewhere in the region; while this number has only moderately increased
since 2015, it was much lower in 1990, at around 28 million (figure 13). From 2015 to 2019, the population
of non-European migrants in Europe increased from a little over 35 million to around 38 million.

In 1990, there were roughly equal amounts of Europeans living outside Europe as non-Europeans living in
Europe. However, unlike the growth in migration to Europe, the number of Europeans living outside Europe
mostly declined during the last 30 years, and only returned to 1990 levels over recent years. In 2019,
European-born migrants living outside the continent were based primarily in Northern America (7.4 million).
There was also some gradual growth of European migrants in Asia and Oceania from 2010 to 2019.
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Figure 13. Migrants to, within and from Europe, 1990-2019
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Note: “Migrants to Europe” refers to migrants residing in the region (i.e. Europe) who were born in one of the other regions
(e.g. Africa or Asia). “Migrants within Europe” refers to migrants born in the region (i.e. Europe) and residing outside their
country of birth, but still within the European region. “Migrants from Europe” refers to people born in Europe who were
residing outside the region (e.g. in Latin America and the Caribbean or Northern America).

Several European countries have experienced large changes in the size of their populations over the last
decade. Figure 14 ranks the top 20 European countries with the largest proportional population change from
2009 to 2019. While some countries, such as Luxembourg, Norway and Switzerland experienced population
growth, others underwent substantial population decline over the last 10 years. Lithuania, Bosnia and
Herzegovina and Latvia experienced the steepest population declines (more than 10%). Low fertility rates are
the most important driver of negative population change in parts of Europe. However, negative net migration,
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where the number of emigrants exceeds the number of immigrants, has also contributed to population decline
on the continent, especially in countries such as Lithuania and Latvia. A discussion on demographic changes
in Europe, and their link to migration, can be read below under “Key features and developments in Europe”.

Figure 14. Top 20 countries with the largest proportional population change in Europe,
2009-2019
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Note: It is important to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2009 to 2019 are more likely to occur in
countries with relatively smaller populations.

Many countries in the east of Europe - such as the Russian Federation, Ukraine, Poland and Romania - have
some of the largest emigrant populations within the region (figure 15). At over 10 million emigrants in 2019,
the Russian Federation had the largest population of its citizens living abroad in Europe. After the Russian
Federation and Ukraine, Poland and the United Kingdom had the third and fourth largest European emigrant
population (4.4 million and 4.3 million respectively). Bosnia and Herzegovina had the highest share of
emigrants in comparison with the resident population in 2019, many of whom left during the breakup of the
former Yugoslavia. Portugal and Bulgaria, two countries that have long histories of emigration, also had high
shares of populations abroad.

With over 13 million migrants in 2019, Germany had the largest foreign-born population of any country in
Europe; the number of immigrants in the country increased by nearly 3 million between 2015 and 2019. The
largest groups came from Poland, Turkey, the Russian Federation, Kazakhstan and the Syrian Arab Republic.
The populations of the United Kingdom and France each included over 9.5 million and around 8 million
foreign-born people, respectively, in 2019. Migrants born in French-speaking North African countries made up
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some of the largest foreign-born populations in France. In the United Kingdom, some of the largest migrant
populations were from India, Poland and Pakistan. With foreign-born populations of around 6 million, Italy
and Spain were the fifth and sixth most popular migrant destinations in Europe in 2019; both countries
experienced slight increases in the number of foreign-born migrants since 2015. Many of the foreign-born
populations in these countries came from elsewhere in Europe - such as Romania, Albania and the Germany -
or from North African countries such as Morocco. The migration of people from countries of the former
Soviet Union - such as Ukraine, Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan - accounted for some of the largest European
migrant corridors (see figure 16). As illustrated in figure 15, of the top 20 migration countries in the region,
Switzerland had the highest share of migrants in its population (29.9%) followed by Sweden (20%), Austria
(19.9%) and Belgium (17.2%).

Figure 15. Top 20 European migrant countries in 2019
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Note 1: The population size used to calculate the percentage of immigrants and emigrants is based on the UN DESA total resident
population of the country, which includes foreign-born populations.

Note 2: “Immigrant” refers to foreign-born migrants residing in the country. “Emigrant” refers to people born in the country who
were residing outside their country of birth in 2019.
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Figure 16 shows the top 20 migration corridors involving European countries, representing an accumulation
of migratory movements over time, and providing a snapshot of how migration patterns have evolved into
significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries. One of the more striking features
of the main migration corridors involving European countries is that most are intraregional corridors. The
Russian Federation features heavily in the main corridors. Russian-born populations in former member States
of the Soviet Union - such as Ukraine, Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan - formed some of the largest European
migrant corridors in 2019. However, it is important to note that these Russian-born populations only became
international migrants after the dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991; before that, they were internal
migrants within the Soviet Union. The Russian Federation was also the second largest destination of migrants
in Europe after Germany.

Figure 16. Top 20 migration corridors involving European countries, 2019

Russian Federation - |
Ukraine

Ukraine -
Russian Federation

Kazakhstan -
Russian Federation

Russian Federation -
Kazakhstan

Poland -
Germany

Algeria -

France

Turkey -
Germany

United Kingdom -
Australia

Uzbekistan -
Russian Federation

Migrants place

Romania - of residence

Italy

Morocco -
France

-e- Asia
-~ Europe

Northern

Russian Federation - .
America

Germany
Kazakhstan - Oceania
Germany

India -

United Kingdom
Poland -

United Kingdom

T

Russian Federation -
Uzbekistan

Azerbaijan -
Russian Federation

Belarus -
Russian Federation

United Kingdom -
United States of America

Morocco -
Spain

o
=
N
w

Migrants (millions)

Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Note: Corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration patterns
have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries.
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In 2018, Germany continued to host the largest population of refugees and asylum seekers in Europe and the
fifth largest in the world (figure 17). The largest number of refugees in Germany came from the Syrian Arab
Republic, Iraq and Afghanistan. France and Sweden were the second and third largest hosts of refugees in
Europe, with over 368,000 and over 248,000, respectively. Ukraine and the Russian Federation produced the
largest refugee population in Europe at the end of 2018, around 93,000 and 61,000 respectively.

Figure 17. Top 10 European countries by total refugees and asylum seekers, 2018
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Note: “Hosted” refers to those refugees and asylum seekers from other countries who are residing in the receiving country (right-
hand side of the figure); “abroad” refers to refugees and asylum seekers originating from that country who are outside of
their origin country. The top 10 countries are based on 2018 data and are calculated by combining refugees and asylum
seekers in and from countries.

Most new internal displacements in 2018 in Europe were the result of disasters, not conflict (figure 18).
Ukraine was the only country in Europe with new conflict-related internal displacements in 2018, with an
estimated 12,000 new displacements due to conflict and violence during the year. The rest of the new internal
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displacements were triggered by disasters, with Greece recording the largest number of disaster-induced
displacements (9,200) followed by France (6,300). Both countries suffered from significant floods and storms.
The Russian Federation, Spain and Italy recorded over 3,000 new disaster displacements in 2018.

Figure 18. Top 20 European countries by new internal displacements (disaster and conflict),
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Source: IDMC, n.d; UN DESA, 2017.

Notes: New displacements refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in 2018, not the total accumulated
stock of IDPs resulting from displacement over time. New displacement figures include individuals who have been displaced
more than once and do not correspond to the number of people displaced during the year.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of new disaster and conflict displacements is based on the total
resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates, and the percentage is for relative, illustrative
purposes only.
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Key features and developments in Europe

South-Eastern and Eastern Europe

For most South-Eastern and Eastern European countries, emigration rather than immigration has
been the key feature over recent years and decades, with fairly low levels of immigration compared
with other subregions of Europe. Due to this and other factors, several countries in Europe are projected
to experience very significant population decline by 2050 (including Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria,
Romania, the Republic of Moldova and Ukraine).?” Emigration from Eastern European countries to Western
Europe has been a growing trend, particularly since the expansion of the EU in both 2004 and 2007 to
encompass more Eastern European member States, while extending the external borders of the EU outward
towards non-member countries in the East.?*® Emigration from Eastern and Southern Europe largely comprises
labour migrants in high-skilled and low-skilled occupations. Recent years have, for example, seen a sharp
increase in the number of medical professionals moving to Western Europe. Attracted by higher wages,
a significant number of medical professionals from countries such as Romania, Poland and Slovakia have
left their countries to work in Western Europe.?® It is estimated that, by 2015, Romania had lost half its
doctors.??° The emigration of high-skilled professionals, in addition to a declining population, has created a
severe shortage of workers in some sectors in several countries in Eastern Europe.

Despite the anticipated demographic decline across Europe, with Eastern Europe experiencing some
of the most dramatic population changes, some countries are resistant to immigration as part of a
broader response. As fertility rates in Europe fall, the number of elderly continues to rise. More people are
living longer and life expectancy in Europe and Northern America reached 78.7 years in 2019 and is projected
to increase to 83.2 years by 2050.%* Globally, an estimated 962 million people were over the age of 60 in 2017,
with Europe having the largest percentage (25%).2%? As the number of elderly expands, the social protection
systems in Eastern European countries will come under significant strain, with public spending on health
care and pensions expected to significantly increase.??> Meanwhile, a decline in the number of people of
working age will have key implications for Europe’s labour force, with the average age of people participating
in the labour force reaching 42.6 years by 2030.?% Even as Eastern Europe’s population grows older, many
countries in the subregion are reluctant to embrace immigration as one part of the longer-term solution to
impending demographic crises. Countries such as Hungary are already beginning to feel the negative effects
of a declining labour force. In response to a shortage of workers and the impact this is having on the country’s
economy, in 2018 the Government of Hungary passed a controversial law that generated mass protest action;
the so-called “slave law” could require people to work up to 400 hours of mandatory overtime.?? In February
2019, Hungary also announced new loan and tax benefits aimed at boosting the country’s low birth rate, while
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it remains openly opposed to immigration.??® However, while attitudes and political discourse on immigration
remain negative across Eastern Europe, countries such as Poland have increasingly been tapping into foreign
labour, particularly Ukrainians, to address labour shortages. The number of Ukrainians in Poland has sharply
increased since fighting began in Eastern Ukraine in 2014. In 2017, Poland issued more than 660,000 residence
permits to foreigners, with the majority (more than 85%) going to Ukrainians.?’

The Russian Federation remains the major destination country in the subregion (and one of the
most significant in the world). In 2019, the country hosted around 11.6 million international migrants.??
Most immigrants have come from neighbouring countries, most notably members of the Commonwealth of
Independent States.?” Immigrants from Ukraine comprised the largest number of foreign born populations
in the Russian Federation (over 3 million), followed by Kazakhstan (around 2.5 million) and Uzbekistan
(1.1 million).° The Russian Federation’s large number of international migrants, many of whom are labour
migrants, means that the country is also one of the biggest origins of remittances in the world. In 2018,
remittances from the Russian Federation amounted to USD 21 billion, owing to the slow and but steady
rebound of the country’s economy, which continues to attract labour migrants.?! In 2019, Ukraine also had
a significant foreign-born population at around 5 million, with migrants originating in large part from the
Belarus, Kazakhstan, the Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation and Uzbekistan.?*?

The subregion has experienced increased displacement in recent years, largely as a result of the
protracted conflict in Eastern Ukraine. The conflict, now in its fifth year, has resulted in significant
internal displacement and generated an outflow of refugees and migrants to neighbouring States. By the
end of 2018, Ukraine was the origin of nearly 93,000 refugees and around 800,000 IDPs.?** In 2018 alone,
there were 12,000 new conflict/violence displacements in Ukraine (see figure 18).% A significant number of
refugees from Ukraine were living in the Russian Federation. Since the start of the conflict in Eastern Ukraine
in 2014, an estimated 400,000 people moved to the Russian Federation, with a large number having gained
refugee status or temporary asylum.?*
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Northern, Western and Southern Europe

Intraregional migration within Europe is particularly dynamic, continuing to increase over time. As
of 1 January 2017, there were 22 million persons living in one of the EU member States with the citizenship
of another member State, up from 16 million a year prior.2*® Such a high degree of intraregional migration is
made possible by free movement arrangements, which enable citizens to cross borders without being subjected
to border checks. The Schengen Area, which comprises 22 EU member States and 4 non-EU member countries,
guarantees free internal movement to over 400 million citizens.?*” In 2017 Romania, Poland, Italy, Portugal
and Bulgaria had the highest numbers of their citizens living in other EU member States.?*® However, free
movement in Europe faces challenges. In 2015, the arrival of large numbers of migrants and refugees to Europe
via the Mediterranean put pressure on the common European asylum system and affected the functioning of
the Schengen rules. This led to a temporary suspension of the Dublin system and the introduction of border
checks by several member States.?®® There is also a degree of uncertainty, particularly for migrant workers,
following the June 2016 EU membership referendum in the United Kingdom about future migration settings
arising from “Brexit” negotiations. However, the bigger issue is the finalization of Brexit itself, and whether/
how it will be implemented.

Immigration continues to be a contentious issue in Europe and remains on top of the political agenda
across the region. While balanced debates on the issue are not absent, political rhetoric and public discourse
on migration have at times been dominated by anti-immigrant sentiments. Over the course of 2017 and
2018, far-right wing groups across Europe promoted myths or “fake news” about migration.?° This was most
evident in the coordinated online campaigns against the Global Compact for Migration by far-right activists,
including through social media, online petitions and videos. The negative campaigns played a significant role
in generating backlash against the Global Compact for Migration in several European countries, prompting
some governments to withdraw from the migration pact.?! General attitudes toward immigration also remain
polarized, while negative anti-immigration political rhetoric continues to take centre stage in several
national elections across Europe.?*2 A 2018 European Commission survey found that four in ten Europeans
view immigration as more of a problem than an opportunity.?”® In a separate survey conducted in 10 EU
countries?“ by the Pew Research Centre, more than half said they want fewer immigrants in their countries.?

Irregular migration continues to pose challenges to the region, and remained high on the European
agenda in 2017 and 2018. By the end of 2018, the largest number of irreqular maritime arrivals to Europe
used the Western Mediterranean route, which leads to Spain.?* This marked a change from 2016 and 2017,
when irreqular maritime migrants arrived to Europe in the greatest numbers via the Central Mediterranean
route from Libya (mainly to Italy) or from Turkey to Greece on the Eastern Mediterranean route. In 2018, over
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117,000 and more than 26,000 migrants arrived in Europe by sea and land, respectively.?’ There were around
59,000 sea arrivals in Spain and 23,370 in Italy in the same year.?”® More than 2,000 migrants died in the
Mediterranean in 2018, with the Central Mediterranean route by far the deadliest route for irreqular migrants
in 2018 (over 1,300 deaths).? While the number of migrants who died at sea trying to reach Europe dropped
in 2018 due to fewer overall crossings, the death ratio along the Central Mediterranean route increased
from 2.6% in 2017 to 3.5% in 2018 and, by April 2019, it had reached 10 per cent.?° A large number of
maritime arrivals in 2018 came from countries that continue to be affected by violence and conflict, including
Afghanistan, the Syrian Arab Republic and Iraq, especially to Greece. North and sub-Saharan Africans also
continued to make up a significant portion of migrant flows to Europe, especially to Italy and Spain.

Human trafficking remains a major challenge in Europe, and the region has seen a rise in both
trafficking for labour and sexual exploitation. Trafficking in human beings for sexual exploitation remains
the predominant form of human trafficking in Europe (56%), followed by labour exploitation (26%) and other
forms of exploitation, such as forced begging or organ removal (18%).%** Women and girls continue to be the
most vulnerable group (68% of victims), often exploited in care and domestic work and forced prostitution.??
Two important trends reported by EU member States are the sharp increase in child trafficking (23% of all
victims) and the growth of intra-EU trafficking (44% of victims are EU citizens).?? Profiles of traffickers and
modus operandi have changed, with an observed increase in the number of women and younger perpetrators,
and a growing role of Internet and social media for recruitment and distribution of exploitation material.
Despite growing awareness and knowledge of trafficking practices, prosecution and conviction rates remain
low. Irregular migrants are especially vulnerable, as traffickers often take advantage of their status to lock
them into cycles of exploitation. In 2018, a case of migrant fishermen working on Irish registered trawlers was
brought to the Republic of Ireland’s High Court; some of the migrants were believed to have been trafficked
and worked under harsh conditions, including being racially abused, underpaid and overworked.?**

Latin America and the Caribbean?®®

Migration to Northern America is a key feature in the Latin America and the Caribbean region. In 2019,
over 26 million migrants had made the journey north and were residing in Northern America. As shown
in figure 19, the Latin American and the Caribbean population living in Northern America has increased
considerably over time, from an estimated 10 million in 1990 and 25.5 million in 2015 to 26.6 million
in 2019. Another 5 million were in Europe in 2019; while this number has only slightly increased since
2015, the number of migrants from Latin America and the Caribbean living in Europe has more than
quadrupled since 1990. Other regions, such as Asia and Oceania, were home to a very small number of
migrants from Latin America and the Caribbean in 2019 (400,000 and 200,000 migrants, respectively).
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The total number of migrants from other regions living in Latin America and the Caribbean has remained
relatively stable, at around 3 million over the last 30 years. These were comprised mostly of Europeans
(whose numbers have declined slightly over the period) and Northern Americans, whose numbers have
increased. In 2019, the number of Europeans and Northern Americans living in Latin America and the
Caribbean stood at 1.4 million and 1.2 million, respectively.

Figure 19. Migrants to, within and from Latin America and the Caribbean, 1990-2019

Migrants to Latin America and the Caribbean Migrants within Latin America and the Caribbean Migrants from Latin America and the Caribbean
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Note: “Migrants to Latin America and the Caribbean” refers to migrants residing in the region (i.e. Latin America and the
Caribbean) who were born in one of the other regions (e.g. in Europe or Asia). “Migrants within Latin America and the
Caribbean” refers to migrants born in the region (i.e. Latin America and the Caribbean) and residing outside their country
of birth, but still within the Latin America and the Caribbean region. “Migrants from Latin America and the Caribbean”
refers to people born in Latin America and the Caribbean who were residing outside the region (e.g. in Europe or Northern
America).
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Several countries in Latin America and the Caribbean have undergone considerable population change
over the last decade. Figure 20 shows the 20 countries in the region which have experienced the largest
proportional population change from 2009 to 2019. All the top 20 countries experienced an increase in the
size of their populations during this period, with the largest proportional population changes occurring in
Central America. Belize had the greatest percentage change, with its population increasing by 24 per cent
from 2009 to 2019. It was followed by Guatemala and Honduras, whose populations grew by nearly 23 and
20 per cent respectively.

Figure 20. Top 20 countries with the largest proportional population change in Latin America
and the Caribbean, 2009-2019
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Note: It is important to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2009 to 2019 are more likely to occur in
countries with relatively smaller populations.

Mexico was by far the largest emigration country in Latin America and the Caribbean (figure 21). Around 12
million Mexicans lived abroad in 2019. Mexico is also the second largest migrant origin country in the world
after India. Most Mexican emigrants lived in the United States, which continues to be the largest country-to-
country migration corridor in the entire world (figure 22). Many other Central American countries - such as
El Salvador, Guatemala and Honduras - also have large migrant populations in the United States, as do South
American countries such as Colombia, Ecuador, Brazil and Peru. Large populations of South American migrants
resided elsewhere in the region. Colombia and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela had the second and
third highest number of emigrants in the region in 2019 (2.9 million and 2.5 million respectively). Around
1 million Venezuelans lived in Colombia, reflecting recent cross-border displacement from the Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela.
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In 2019, Argentina was home to the largest foreign-born population in the region (with over 2 million
migrants), mainly from neighbouring countries such as Paraguay and the Plurinational State of Bolivia. The
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela had the next largest migrant population, followed Colombia and Mexico. In
2019, Mexico had over 760,000 migrants born in the United States. As illustrated in figure 21, of the top 20
migrant countries in the region, Costa Rica had the highest immigrant share of its total population (8%), due
to long-standing migration from neighbouring Nicaragua. Other countries in the region outside of the top 20
had higher migrant populations as a proportion of the total population, such as Belize at 15 per cent.

Figure 21. Top 20 Latin America and Caribbean migrant countries in 2019
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Note 1: The population size used to calculate the percentage of immigrants and emigrants is based on the UN DESA total resident
population of the country, which includes foreign-born populations.

Note 2: “Immigrant” refers to foreign-born migrants residing in the country. “Emigrant” refers to people born in the country who
were residing outside their country of birth in 2019.

The most striking feature of the main migration corridors within and from the region (figure 22 is the
dominance of the United States as the main country of destination. Most of the corridors in 2019 were to the
United States, with the remainder all occurring within the Latin American and Caribbean region (for example,
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the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to Colombia). These migration corridors represent an accumulation
of migratory movements involving countries in Latin America and the Caribbean over time, and provide
a snapshot of how migration patterns have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific
destination countries.

Figure 22. Top 10 migration corridors involving Latin America and Caribbean countries, 2019
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Note: Corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration patterns
have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries.

In 2018, the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela was the largest source country of asylum claims in the world,
with over 340,000 new asylum claims submitted by the end of the year. This is a sharp increase from 2017,
when new asylum claims numbered just over 100,000. An estimated 3 million Venezuelans had left their
country at the end of 2018 due to several factors, including violence, persecution and economic/political
crisis. The vast majority of Venezuelans displaced abroad lived in Colombia (around 1 million). Colombia was
the largest country of origin of refugees in the Latin America and Caribbean region. Most of the refugees from
Colombia were hosted in the neighbouring countries of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela and Ecuador. El
Salvador was the second largest country of origin of refugees and the second largest source of new asylum
claims in the region, after the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. El Salvador was followed by Haiti, which was
the third largest origin of refugees in Latin America and the Caribbean at the end of 2018.
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Figure 23. Top 10 Latin America and Caribbean countries by total refugees and asylum seekers,
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Note: “Hosted” refers to those refugees and asylum seekers from other countries who are residing in the receiving country (right-
hand side of the figure); “abroad” refers to refugees and asylum seekers originating from that country who are outside of
their origin country. The top 10 countries are based on 2018 data and are calculated by combining refugees and asylum
seekers in and from countries.

Most new internal displacements in Latin America and the Caribbean were due to violence and conflict, not
disasters. Figure 24 shows the top 20 countries in the region with the largest new internal displacements
triggered by both conflict and violence and disasters. El Salvador and Colombia recorded the highest numbers
of new internal displacements in Latin America and the Caribbean in 2018, with most displacements driven by
violence and conflict in both countries. There were 246,000 new conflict-related displacements in El Salvador
(nearly 4% of the country’s population), while Colombia recorded 145,000. With 11,000 new displacements
due to violence and conflict, Mexico recorded the third highest number in the region. The rest of the large
internal displacements in the region were triggered by disasters, with Brazil recording the largest number
(86,000), followed by Colombia (67,000) and Cuba (52,000). While the number of new internal conflict
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displacements in Latin America and the Caribbean are much lower compared with Africa, these are the only
two regions where the number of new displacements due to violence and conflict is higher than those caused
by disasters.

Figure 24. Top Latin America and Caribbean countries by new internal displacements
(disaster and conflict), 2018
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Notes: New displacements refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in 2018, not the total accumulated
stock of IDPs resulting from displacement over time. New displacement figures include individuals who have been displaced
more than once and do not correspond to the number of people displaced during the year.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of new disaster and conflict displacements is based on the total
resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates, and the percentage is for relative, illustrative
purposes only.
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Key features and developments in Latin America and the Caribbean

South America

Political and economic turmoil in the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela has resulted in one of the
most acute humanitarian crises in the world, displacing millions of people from the country. By
the end of 2018, the number of displaced Venezuelans worldwide had surpassed 3 million;*¢ by mid-2019,
this number had risen to 4 million.?®” The large majority were hosted in neighbouring countries such as
Colombia, Peru, Ecuador, Argentina, Chile and Brazil, although an increasing number of Venezuelans are also
moving to countries in Central America and the Caribbean.?*® Colombia and Peru hosted the largest number
of Venezuelans at the end of 2018, over 1 million and 500,000 people, respectively.?®* With the economy
collapsing, a dire economic crisis has left millions of people unable to afford basic needs such as food,
medicine and medical supplies. The poor state of the health-care system and increasing levels of malnutrition
among children resulted in multiple deaths in 2018.2° The International Monetary Fund estimated that
hyperinflation in the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela would reach over 1 million per cent in 2018, and
would increase to 10 million per cent in 2019.%¢* In addition to the economic crisis, the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela is experiencing a deteriorating political situation, which involves targeting of political opponents
and the arrest of thousands of protesters.?®2 The rise in violent crimes in the country also continues to force
more people to seek protection in other countries. Asylum applications lodged by Venezuelans arriving in the
United States, for example, reached nearly 28,000 by the end of June 2018.%3

Intraregional migration within South America is very significant, with the large majority of
international migrants currently moving within the subregion. Most migrants in countries such as
Argentina and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, the two countries with the largest number of international
migrants in South America in 2019, were from within the subregion.?®* Argentina’s international migrants
were mainly from Paraguay, the Plurinational State of Bolivia and Chile, while those in the Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela were largely from Colombia.?%> Most of the foreign-born population in Chile is also
primarily comprised of migrants from South American countries such as Peru, Argentina and the Plurinational
State of Bolivia.?®® The Residence Agreements adopted by the Southern Common Market (MERCOSUR) - an
economic and political body made up of Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay, Uruguay and the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela®” - have played a significant role in enhancing intraregional labour migration, while at the same
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time reducing irregular migration within the subregion.?® These agreements allow nationals of MERCOSUR to
reside and work in member States for a period of two years, provided they have no criminal record and can
prove citizenship.?®® As a result, low- and semi-skilled migrants in sectors such as agriculture, fishing and
domestic work, who comprise the majority of labour migrants in South America,?° have been able to move
and work more freely within the subregion.

Millions of South Americans continue to reside outside of the subregion, while at the same time the
number of migrants from outside the subregion is slowly growing. Emigration from South America is
mostly related to work, fuelled by economic crises and political instability in origin countries.?”’* The United
States is the largest destination country of South American migrants, with 3.4 million.?’? The countries
with the highest numbers of emigrants residing outside of South America in 2019 were Colombia (around
1.57 million), followed by Brazil (1.5 million) and Ecuador (around 1 million).?’* At the same time, reduced
opportunities in labour markets abroad, as well as improved economic conditions in the subregion, are
contributing to the return of many South American migrants and a decrease in the rate of extraregional
migration.?’ The number of migrants in South America from outside the subregion is also growing. For
example, since 2010, more people have emigrated from the EU to Latin America and the Caribbean overall,
than from Latin America and the Caribbean to the EU.?®> Many of these people are not return migrants, but
rather EU nationals, primarily from Spain, Italy and Portugal.?® Migrants from these three origin countries
collectively represented a population of over 800,000 people in South America in 2019.?7 Increased numbers
of Haitians, Cubans and Dominicans have also migrated to South America.?’®

Though localized to particular countries, conflict and violence contribute to human displacement
and migration in the subregion. In Colombia, over 5.7 million people remained internally displaced as
of the end of 2018 - the second highest number of IDPs in the world.?° In the same year, around 139,000
Colombians were living as refugees or in refugee-like situations abroad, a drop from more than 190,000 in
2017 and around 300,000 in 2016.%%° There were around 1 million Colombians in the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela and Ecuador in 2019. However, as Colombia begins to transition out of five decades of violence with
peace talks in late 2016 and 2017, deteriorating economic and social conditions in the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela are leading many Colombians to return home.?!
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Central America and the Caribbean

Migration northward continues to be the predominant trend in Central America, Mexico and the
Caribbean. Mexico remains a prominent origin country, with thousands emigrating mainly to the United
States each year. It is also a significant transit country for migrants travelling northward to the southern
United States border. However, within a context of improving economic conditions and rising educational levels
in the country, as well as stricter immigration enforcement in the United States, Mexico is an increasingly
significant destination country for international migrants, some of whom may have been unable to enter
the United States as initially planned.?®? The total number of foreign-born persons in Mexico increased
from around 970,000 in 2010 to a little over 1 million in 2019 - a majority of whom were North Americans,
but also an increasingly larger portion of whom were migrants from other Latin American and Caribbean
countries.?®* However, the United States is by far the most popular destination for Central American migrants,
with more than 90 per cent of Central American migrants living in the United States in 2017.%4 Violence and
insecurity, poverty and family reunification remain important drivers of migration from Central America.?
The most prominent intraregional migrant corridors involve Nicaraguans, Panamanians and other Central
Americans moving to Costa Rica for temporary or permanent labour, and Central Americans (primarily from
Honduras, Guatemala and El Salvador) migrating to Belize because of instability and a lack of employment
opportunities.?®® In the Caribbean, the most prominent intraregional migrant corridors include Haitians
migrating to the Dominican Republic.?®’ There is also an increasing number of migrants from other regions,
including those from Africa, transiting through Central America toward the United States.?®

Irregular migrant flows in the subregion are dynamic, becoming increasingly complex as well as
diverse. Mexicans represented the vast majority of irreqular migrants apprehended while attempting to
cross the United States-Mexico border for many years. However, in recent years, apprehensions of Central
Americans originating from the “Northern Triangle” region of Guatemala, Honduras and El Salvador exceeded
that of Mexicans at the United States-Mexico border.?® Fleeing violence, persecution and poverty, thousands
of migrants from Central America trekked for thousands of miles toward the Mexico-United States border.
The most recent so-called “migrant caravan” began in Honduras in October 2018. As Honduran migrants
made their way toward the United States-Mexico border, thousands more migrants from countries such as El
Salvador and Guatemala joined the group. By the end of 2018, the migrant caravan had grown to thousands of
migrants, many of them children.?*® Several factors drove people to the caravan, including escaping violence in
countries such as Honduras, fleeing extreme poverty and seeking better economic opportunities. The migrant
caravan resulted in fierce political debate in the United States and prompted the Government to deploy more
than 7,000 active-duty military officers to the border with Mexico.?*? By early 2019, a few thousand migrants
who managed to reach the United States border had been apprehended. Some received Mexican humanitarian
visas, while others were deported or chose to return to their countries of origin.?? Hundreds of migrants
remain in Tijuana, Mexico. In February 2019, a caravan of Cubans and Haitians, including some Africans
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and Asians, entered Panama from Colombia and later reached Mexico. In a shift from its more open policy
announced at the start of 2019, Mexico began detaining migrants from Central America in April 2019.2%

Migrant smuggling is also a major feature of the subregion, as people attempt to bypass border controls
in Central America and Mexico. Along the United States-Mexico border, smuggling networks are a profitable
industry overseen by international crime groups.?** Smuggled migrants are known frequently to fall victim
to predatory practices ranging from demands for bribes to mass kidnapping and extortion.?®® Migrants have
also been subjected to execution, physical and sexual assault, torture and disappearance; this is especially
the case in Mexico, where it has been reported that some smuggling networks are often managed by drug
trafficking organizations.?®® Migrant smuggling has also long enabled irreqular migration in and through
Central American countries such as Guatemala, especially with migrants moving to the United States. Both
Guatemalan nationals and international migrants transiting through Guatemala have historically heavily
relied on smuggling, locally known as Coyoterismo, to reach their final destinations.?” There is growing
concern in Latin America that visa regimes are exploited to enable migrants to enter countries in the region
before they are smuggled onward to other destinations.?*® Moreover, a significant number of people have died
while making irregular migration journeys across Central America.?®

Socioeconomic conditions and generalized community-level violence in a number of Central American
countries contribute to migration, notably of high numbers of women and children. There has been a
significant increase in the number of asylum claims from Central America. Applications from Central America
and Mexico comprised 54 per cent of all asylum claims in the United States in 2017.3° Migrants from El
Salvador made up the majority of applicants (over 33,000), followed by those from Guatemala (around 33,000)
and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela (27,500).3% There has been an increase in the number of family units
apprehended at United States-Mexico border; in 2018, around 163,000 family members were apprehended,
accounting for 35 per cent of all border apprehensions and more than three times the number of family
apprehensions in 2017.%°2 Unaccompanied children remain a significant part of irreqular migration flows, with
about 54,000 unaccompanied children apprehended at the border in 2018.3%

Climate change appears to be impacting on human mobility in Central America and the Caribbean,
although isolating the environmental drivers of migration remains a complex task. According to
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the rise in global temperature is associated with
outmigration in communities dependent on agriculture.’® In 2018, drought conditions in Central America
were responsible for an estimated 82 per cent loss of maize and bean crops in Honduras, putting nearly
3 million people at risk of food insecurity.?® In countries such as El Salvador, Guatemala and Honduras, a
large share of the populations live in rural areas and heavily rely on agriculture for their livelihoods, making
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them especially vulnerable to environmental changes such as droughts.’® The effects of climate change may
have played a role in recent migration dynamics in Central America, with a significant number of people who
were part of the caravan, for example, engaged in activities such as agriculture, forestry, cattle raising and
fishing prior to embarking on the journey northward.**” Meanwhile, the Caribbean is located in an area highly
prone to both seismic activity and climate-related disaster risks. Countries in the Caribbean are among the
most vulnerable to natural disasters and climate change. With a significant share of the Caribbean population
living in areas exposed to sea-level rise, recent disasters have resulted in large-scale displacement and loss of
life. Hurricane Irma, for example, which swept across parts of the Caribbean and Northern America, was the
largest disaster event globally in 2017, displacing more than 2 million people in both regions.?®® In addition
to the loss of life, the hurricane left catastrophic damage to property and infrastructure in several Caribbean
areas, including Puerto Rico, Cuba and the United States Virgin Islands.*®® Many Caribbean islands are also
heavily reliant on sectors such as agriculture and tourism, and disasters have taken a significant toll on their
economies. As these disasters increase in frequency and intensity due to climate change, health risks and
food insecurity are expected to worsen, in addition to increasing damage to biodiversity.3*°

Emigration to the United States is a key feature in the Caribbean, with Caribbean-born immigrants
among the largest groups in the country. Historical ties between the Caribbean and the United States, as
well as geopolitics, have significantly influenced migration northward. In 2017, 10 per cent of all immigrants
in the United States were from the Caribbean, making it the largest destination for Caribbean migrants outside
the subregion.?* Other main destinations include Canada, Spain and the United Kingdom. Over 65 per cent of
Caribbean immigrants in the United States in 2019 came from just five countries (Haiti, Trinidad and Tobago,
Cuba, Jamaica and the Dominican Republic), with the majority of these coming from Cuba.?'? The increase
in the Cuban population in the United States post-mid-1960s was to a large extent driven by two laws that
offered unique treatment to immigrants from Cuba: the 1966 Cuban Adjustment Act and the 1994 and 1995
United States-Cuba Migration Accords, which made it possible for Cubans (who had arrived in the United
States via land) to gain permanent residence after living in the country for one year. This came to be known
as the “wet foot, dry foot” policy.?

Northern America®'

Migration in Northern America is dominated by migration into the region. As shown in figure 25, over 58.6
million migrants were residing in Northern America from a variety of regions in 2019. This number has
increased by around 3 million since 2015, when around 55.6 million migrants were living in the region.
The largest group was from Latin America and the Caribbean (26.6 million), followed by Asia (17.4 million)
and Europe (7 million). During the last 30 years, the number of migrants in Northern America has more
than doubled in size, driven by emigration from Latin American and the Caribbean, and Asia, as well as by
economic growth and political stability in Northern America.
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The number of Northern American migrants living within the region or elsewhere was very small compared with
the foreign-born population in the region. In contrast to regions such as Asia and Africa where intraregional
migration is dominant, more Northern American-born migrants lived outside the region (around 3 million)

than had moved elsewhere within the region (1.4 million).

Figure 25. Migrants to, within and from Northern America, 1990-2019
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Note: “Migrants to Northern America” refers to migrants residing in the region (i.e. Northern America) who were born in one
of the other regions (e.g. Europe or Asia). “Migrants within Northern America” refers to migrants born in the region (i.e.
Northern America) and residing outside their country of birth, but still within the Northern American region. “Migrants
from Northern America” refers to people born in Northern America who were residing outside the region (e.g. in Europe or

Africa).




108 Migration and migrants: Regional dimensions and developments

Figure 26 shows the countries with the largest proportional population change in Northern America between
2009 to 2019. The population changes in both Canada and the United States were in terms of growth, with
Canada experiencing the largest change in the size of its population over the last decade (11%). The United
States’ population also expanded during the same period, increasing by around 7 per cent. In Canada, recent
population changes have largely been driven by immigration, which remains the main driver of population
growth in the country.

Figure 26. Countries with the largest proportional population change
in Northern America, 2009-2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Note: Itisimportant to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2007 to 2019 are more likely to occur
in countries with relatively smaller populations.

In 2019, the United States had the largest foreign-born population in the world, while Canada had the eighth
largest. Over 86 per cent of the foreign-born population in the region lived in the United States. As shown in
figure 27, the share of Canada’s total population that was foreign-born (at over 21%) was considerably higher
than in the United States in 2019 (15%). Canada also had a larger share of its citizens who had emigrated (as
a percentage of its total home population) compared with the United States.

Figure 27. Main migration countries in Northern America in 2019
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Note 1: The population size used to calculate the percentage of immigrants and emigrants is based on the UN DESA total resident
population of the country, which includes foreign-born populations.

Note 2: “Immigrant” refers to foreign-born migrants residing in the country. “Emigrant” refers to people born in the country who
were residing outside their country of birth in 2019.
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Figure 28 shows the top 10 migration corridors involving Northern American countries, representing an
accumulation of migratory movements over time and providing a snapshot of how migration patterns have
evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries. The largest migrant
corridors in Northern America all involve migrants either from Asia or Latin America and the Caribbean, to
the United States. Mexican-born migrants form the biggest migrant group, with over 11 million living in
the United States in 2019. The next largest migration corridors involve populous Asian countries, including
China, India and the Philippines. Some of the other large migration corridors from Viet Nam, the Republic
of Korea and Cuba to the United States grew rapidly after conflicts or political changes in origin countries
many years ago.

Figure 28. Top 10 migration corridors involving Northern American countries, 2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Note: Corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration patterns
have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries.

The United States hosted over 1 million refugees and asylum seekers in 2018. As apparent from figure 29, the
majority, over 700,000, were asylum seekers. The United States also remained the largest recipient of new
asylum claims in the world in 2018 (over 250,000), although this was a decrease from 2017, when asylum
claims surpassed 300,000. Asylum seekers in the United States came from a vast range of countries; however,
the largest populations were from El Salvador, Guatemala, the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela and Honduras.
Canada is also host to a large number of refugees and asylum seekers. In 2018, Canada hosted over 190,000
refugees and asylum seekers, an increase from 2017, when the country hosted about 150,000. Recent changes
in refugee resettlement to the United States and Canada are discussed in the “Key features and developments
in Northern America” section below.
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Figure 29. Numbers of refugees and asylum seekers in and from Northern American countries,

2018
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Source: UNHCR, n.d.

Note: “Hosted” refers to those refugees and asylum seekers from other countries who are residing in the receiving country (right-
hand side of the figure); “abroad” refers to refugees and asylum seekers originating from that country who are outside of
their origin country.

All new internal displacements in Northern America were due to disasters (figure 30). The United States
recorded the highest number, with more than 1.2 million people displaced as a result of two major hurricanes
and wildfires. The scale of displacement in the rest of Northern America was much lower compared with the
United States; Canada, for example, recorded 19,000 new displacements in 2018. The number of new internal
displacements due to disasters in Northern America came second only to Asia, which experienced more
disaster-driven displacement than conflict (see figure 12).

Figure 30. Top Northern American countries by new internal displacements
(disaster and conflict), 2018
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Source: IDMC, n.d; UN DESA, 2017.

Notes: New displacements refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in 2018, not the total accumulated
stock of IDPs resulting from displacement over time. New displacement figures include individuals who have been displaced
more than once and do not correspond to the number of people displaced during the year.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of new disaster and conflict displacements is based on the total
resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates, and the percentage is for relative, illustrative
purposes only.



WORLD MIGRATION REPORT 2020 111

Key features and developments in Northern America

Migration trends in the United States are characterized by high levels of immigration, primarily from
Latin America and Asia, although the demography of international migrants continues to evolve. The
United States’ foreign-born population increased by 5 per cent from 2015 to 2019, reaching nearly 51 million
people.3®> As of 2019, Mexican-born migrants were still by far the largest foreign-born population living in the
United States, at just over 12.4 million, accounting for around 22.7 per cent of the total number of immigrants
in the United States.?!® However, while Mexicans have historically comprised the largest inflows of migrants to
the United States (at least since 1970), their numbers have dropped over the last few years.?"” Recent arrivals
have mainly come from Asia - particularly India, China and the Philippines - as well as from other countries
in Latin America and the Caribbean, such as the Dominican Republic, Cuba and El Salvador.>*® In 2019, China
was the origin of the second largest number of immigrants to the United States, and Asia is projected to
become the largest origin region by 2055.3"° The largest immigration pathway for Asians migrating to the
United States is through family-sponsored visas,??° although many are also students; there were more than
360,000 Chinese international students in the United States in the academic year 2017/2018.3%

Migrant populations in Canada continue to increase, representing a growing percentage of the country’s
total population. In 2000, foreign-born persons represented about 18 per cent of Canada’s total population,
increasing to nearly 19 per cent in 2005, around 20 per cent in 2010 and over 21 per cent in 2019.%22 However,
while migrant populations in Canada have originated primarily from European countries in the past, the
composition of the country’s foreign-born population has shifted to include large populations of migrants
from Asian countries. For example, in 2000, the largest origin country of international migrants in Canada was
the United Kingdom (608,000), followed by China (412,000), India (319,000) and Italy (315,000). By 2019,
India and China had surpassed the United Kingdom as the two largest origin countries, with around 709,000
and nearly 700,000 migrants respectively.??® Other Asian countries such as the Islamic Republic of Iran also
featured in the top 10 largest populations within Canada’s total 7.9 million total foreign-born population in
2019.%%% In 2017, Canada admitted over 286,000 new permanent residents, with India, the Philippines and
China representing the top three countries of origin.3?

The estimated number of irregular migrants in the United States is thought to be lower than a decade
ago, but remains much larger when compared with Canada. An estimated 10.5 million irregular migrants
were living in the United States in 2017, accounting for 3.2 per cent of the total population.3?® The number
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of irregular migrants has been decreasing, falling from a high of 12.2 million in 2007.3¥ For the first time,
Mexicans comprised less than half (47%) of all undocumented migrants in the United States.’?® The number
of Central American irreqgular migrants - most from the Northern Triangle countries of El Salvador, Guatemala
and Honduras - increased from 1.5 million in 2007 to 1.9 million in 2017.3% A significant number of adult
irreqular migrants in the United States are not new arrivals; more than 65 per cent of adults in 2017 had
lived in the United States for more than 10 years.**® Irreqular migrants may enter the country without
authorization; however, a large number are visa overstayers who initially entered the United States regularly.
In the fiscal year 2018, for example, there were more than 600,000 foreigners who overstayed their visas
in the United States.®*' Canada also has a significant number of irreqular migrants, although estimates vary
widely, and accurate numbers are difficult to establish. However, in the two years prior to June 2019, more
than 45,000 migrants were reported to have crossed into Canada irregularly.?*?

The United States and Canada have resettled significant numbers of refugees, representing the two
largest resettlement countries in the world. In 2018, Canada resettled more refugees than the United
States, the first time that the United States has not taken the lead globally. Out of the 92,400 refugees
resettled around the world in 2018, Canada admitted around 28,000, while the United States took in a little
less than 23,000.3* The number of refugees resettled in the United States has been declining over the last two
years; in 2016, for example, the United States admitted nearly 100,000 refugees.?** This number dramatically
dropped to 33,000 the following year.*** There has also been a significant increase in the number of United
States citizens applying for asylum in Canada since 2016. In 2017 alone, more than 2,500 citizens of the
United States applied for asylum in Canada,® six times the number of applications in 2016 and the highest
number on record since Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship Canada (IRCC) began reporting on the number
of asylum seekers more than two decades ago.**’ The majority of asylum applications from United States’
citizens were made by children of parents without United States residency.33®

Immigration policies in the United States have hardened, slowing immigration inflows and
humanitarian intakes. For example, in 2018, overall visa issuances for both immigrant and non-immigrants
declined for a second year in a row.* More than 10 million non-immigrant visas were issued in 2016; by
the end of 2018, this number had fallen to a little over 9 million. The United States’ travel ban - which
first came into effect in January 2017 and originally included citizens of the Islamic Republic of Iran,
Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic and Yemen - has contributed to a reduction in the
number of immigrants and visitors entering the United States. After it was challenged in court, the revised
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travel ban, which added more names to the list of banned countries, came into effect in September 2017.
It included the Islamic Republic of Iran, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela, Chad, Yemen, Somalia and Libya, although Chad was later removed from the list.>* The most
controversial change began in June 2018, when the Government put into effect the so-called “zero-tolerance
policy”, applying to migrants, including asylum-seeking families crossing the United States border without
documentation. The policy was meant to serve as a punitive deterrent for irreqular border crossing,*! and its
implementation led to the separation of over 2,600 children from their parents,3*2 but the public outcry that
ensued forced the Government to quickly reverse course. Tougher immigration policies have come on the back
of widespread anti-immigrant rhetoric, which has sought to characterize migrants as both a danger and drain
on United States society; conspiracy theories about immigration have also been widespread, creating an
atmosphere of mistrust and fear.>** A 2018 poll found that more than half of United States citizens believed
their Government to be withholding information on the real cost of immigration to society and taxpayers.?
Recent data also reveal that the number of hate crimes in the United States increased in 2017, with many
victims targeted because of their race or ethnicity.?

As immigration policies become more restrictive at the national level, “sanctuary cities” in the United
States have stepped in, offering protection to undocumented migrants whose status puts them at risk
of either being detained or deported. While the concept of sanctuary cities exists in other parts of the
world, it is most commonly applied in the United States, where many local jurisdictions - such as cities,
counties or States - are in open defiance of national immigration laws** and have passed legislation aimed
at protecting undocumented residents.?’ In 2018, California - the most populous state in the United States,
and with the largest number of undocumented migrants - signed into law statewide measures that limit local
law enforcement cooperation with federal authorities on immigration enforcement.’*® Sanctuary cities have
generated backlash from federal authorities, including attempts to punish jurisdictions that do not comply
with federal immigration ordinances.*#

Oceanig®™®

In 2019, around 7.7 million international migrants from outside Oceania were living in the region. As shown
in figure 31 the foreign-born migrant population was primarily composed of people from Asia (49%) and
Europe (38%). Throughout the last 30 years, the Asian migrant group has grown, while the number from
Europe has remained steady.
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Out of all of the six world regions, Oceania had the lowest number of migrants outside its region in 2019,
partly a reflection of the low total population size of the region, although there was an increase in their
number during the previous 30-year period. Most of those born in Oceania living outside the region resided
in Europe and Northern America.

Figure 31. Migrants to, within and from Oceania, 1990-2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Note: “Migrants to Oceania” refers to migrants residing in the region (i.e. Oceania) who were born in one of the other regions
(e.g. Europe or Asia). “Migrants within Oceania” refers to migrants born in the region (i.e. Oceania) and residing outside
their country of birth, but still within the Oceania region. “Migrants from Oceania” refers to people born in Oceania who
were residing outside the region (e.g. in Europe or Asia).
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Several countries in Oceania have experienced significant changes in the size of their populations over the
last decade. The largest changes, as shown in figure 32, occurred in Vanuatu and Solomon Islands, whose
populations increased by around 30 per cent between 2009 and 2019. The population change in the rest of
the countries was also in terms of growth.

Figure 32. Countries with the largest proportional population change
in Oceania, 2009-2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019c.

Note: It is important to note that the largest proportional population changes from 2009 to 2019 are more likely to occur in
countries with relatively smaller populations.

The vast majority of international migrants in Oceania were living in either Australia or New Zealand (figure 33).
Most countries in the region have skewed migration profiles, being either large net origin or net destination
countries. For example, Tonga, Samoa and Fiji all have high counts of emigrants in comparison with their
native population, and very low shares of foreign-born populations. Their emigrants were located primarily
in New Zealand and, to a lesser extent, in Australia. Australia and New Zealand have high shares of foreign-
born populations as a portion of their total population, comprising around 29 per cent and 22 per cent,
respectively.
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Figure 33. Oceania migrant countries in 2019
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Source: UN DESA, 2019a.

Note 1: The population size used to calculate the percentage of immigrants and emigrants is based on the UN DESA total resident
population of the country, which includes foreign-born populations.

Note 2: “Immigrant” refers to foreign-born migrants residing in the country. “Emigrant” refers to people born in the country who
were residing outside their country of birth in 2019.

Figure 34 with the top 10 migration corridors involving Oceania countries shows an accumulation of migratory
movements over time, and provides a snapshot of how migration patterns have evolved into significant
foreign-born populations in specific destination countries. Eight out of the 10 top migration corridors in
the region involve migrants to Australia, with the largest being of migrants from the United Kingdom. These
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larger corridors also include migrants from a variety of countries from outside Oceania - including China,
India, Viet Nam and the Philippines - many of which have experienced rapid population growth over recent
decades. Migrants from Oceania were more likely to end up within the region than in other regions. For
example, New Zealand had high shares of migrants abroad, with the vast majority residing in Australia.

Figure 34. Top 10 migration corridors involving Oceania countries, 2019
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Note: Corridors represent an accumulation of migratory movements over time and provide a snapshot of how migration patterns
have evolved into significant foreign-born populations in specific destination countries.

In 2018, Oceania hosted a little more than 126,000 refugees and asylum seekers. Australia was the largest
host country in this region, followed by Papua New Guinea and New Zealand. Most of the refugees in these
countries originated from Asia, such as Indonesians in Papua New Guinea or Afghans and Iranians in Australia.
Globally, there were around 3,000 refugees and asylum seekers from countries in the Oceania region in 2018.
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Figure 35. Numbers of refugees and asylum seekers in and from Oceania countries, 2018
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“Hosted” refers to those refugees and asylum seekers from other countries who are residing in the receiving country (right-
hand side of the figure); “abroad” refers to refugees and asylum seekers originating from that country who are outside of
their origin country. The figure is based on 2018 data and are calculated by combining refugees and asylum seekers in and
from countries.

Most new internal displacements in Oceania in 2018 resulted from disasters, not conflict (see figure 36). Papua
New Guinea recorded the highest number of internal disaster displacements (61,000), which were largely
triggered by an earthquake. Other large displacements associated with disasters were recorded in the Northern
Mariana Islands (14,000), Vanuatu (13,000) and Australia (11,000). Volcanic activity led to most internal
displacements in Vanuatu, while in Australia, bush fires were responsible for most of the displacements
recorded in 2018. With 360 new conflict displacements, Papua New Guinea was the only country in Oceania
that experienced displacements driven by violence and conflict.
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Figure 36. Top countries in Oceania by new internal displacements (disaster and conflict), 2018
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Source: IDMC, n.d.; UN DESA, 2017.

Notes: New displacements refers to the number of displacement movements that occurred in 2018, not the total accumulated
stock of IDPs resulting from displacement over time. New displacement figures include individuals who have been displaced
more than once and do not correspond to the number of people displaced during the year.

The population size used to calculate the percentage of new disaster and conflict displacements is based on the total
resident population of the country per 2017 UN DESA population estimates, and the percentage is for relative, illustrative
purposes only.

Key features and developments in Oceania

Annual net migration to both New Zealand and Australia has declined. In the year that ended November
2018, New Zealand had a net migration of a little over 51,000, slightly down from around 52,000 in the year
ending December 2017;*" estimates for Australia’s net overseas migration in the year ending June 2018 was
237,200 people, a 10 per cent drop from the year ending June 2017.%2 The regions where migrants to Australia
are born have changed in recent years; since 2014, the largest number of immigrants have largely come from
Asia as opposed to traditional regions of origin, including Oceania and Europe.?s* For example, the number
of migrant arrivals from South and Central Asia have now surpassed those from North-West Europe and
Oceania.*** In 2019, 30 per cent of Australia’s population was foreign born, in comparison with 21.3 per cent
in Canada and 15.4 per cent in the United States.’*® The United Kingdom has consistently been the main
origin country of migrants in New Zealand for decades, with a notable increase in the number of Asian
migrants, particularly from China and India, as well as a considerable population of people from the Pacific
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Islands, including Fiji, Samoa and Tonga.**® In 2017, New Zealand’s foreign-born population constituted nearly
23 per cent of the country’s total population.®*” In both Australia and New Zealand, there are a significant
number of temporary workers. Over 209,000 people were granted work visas in New Zealand in 2016/2017,
an increase of 9 per cent from 2015/2016.%8 The largest origin country of temporary migrant workers in New
Zealand was India in 2016/2017, followed by the United Kingdom, China and Germany.>** Both countries also
attract a large number of international students. The number of international students has increased since
2012 in Australia, reaching a record high of nearly 700,000 in 2018,*° while there were over 91,000 student
visa holders in New Zealand in the year 2016/2017, with most students primarily from China and India.3¢!

Both Australia and New Zealand participate in refugee resettlement. Australia’s refugee resettlement
programme is the third largest in the world, with nearly 13,000 refugees resettled in the country in 2018.3¢
Under Australia’s Humanitarian Program, an additional 12,000 humanitarian places were made available in
2015 for people displaced by conflicts in the Syrian Arab Republic and Iraq.*** The number of places under
Australia’s Humanitarian Program rose to 16,250 in 2017/2018 and was expected to further increase to 18,750
place from 2018 to 2019.3% Australia’s policy is to transfer those who arrive irregularly by boat as asylum
seekers to offshore processing centres on Manus Island in Papua New Guinea and in Nauru.?$ In July 2013,
Australia also announced that all persons arriving by boat and found to be in need of international protection
would not be resettled to Australia.’®® As part of a 2016 bilateral resettlement arrangement between the
United States and Australia, the United States agreed to resettle up to 1,200 refugees from Nauru and Papua
New Guinea’s Manus Island.*®’ By early 2019, only around 500 refugees from these offshore processing centres
had been resettled in the United States under the arrangement.’*® At the same time, around 1,000 of those
who were transferred to Manus Island and Nauru remain there, some of whom were experiencing severe
physical and mental health needs.?*® New Zealand is also a refugee resettlement country, resettling 1,000
refugees annually through its Refugee Quota Programme.° This also includes 250 places specifically set for
Syrian refugees in 2016/2017 and in 2017/2018.3"! New Zealand has also established an additional quota of
300 places per year that allow extended family members of refugees in New Zealand to apply for Permanent
Residence.?”
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Economic challenges influence emigration from Pacific Island countries. Many Pacific Islands continue
to experience persistent challenges related to poverty and inequality. The Islands” economic growth has also
been hampered by their remoteness or vast distances between them and larger markets, limited natural
resources and narrowly-based economies.?® Additionally, the subregion is experiencing a significant “youth
bulge”, with 70 per cent of the population in Solomon Islands, for example, under the age of 34.%% This
has resulted in a significant number of young people struggling with unemployment, leading to a high
degree of labour emigration. Since 2007, seasonal labour migration schemes have helped to relieve labour
shortages in the Pacific Islands, with the establishment of New Zealand’s Recognised Seasonal Employer
scheme and Australia’s Seasonal Worker Programme in 2012, aimed at meeting labour needs, mainly in the
horticulture and viticulture industries.’’® Over 9,600 people from the Pacific Islands were granted visas under
New Zealand’s Recognised Seasonal Employer scheme during the 2017/2018 season and more than 8,000
under Australia’s Seasonal Worker Programme during the same season.’’® In 2018, a new labour scheme,
the Pacific Labour Scheme (PLS), was established to fill gaps in low- and semi-skilled jobs in both rural and
regional Australia.’”” Importantly, while Australia and New Zealand remain the major destinations for labour
migrants from Pacific Islands, labour emigration from these Islands has diversified, with Fijians and Tongans,
for example, increasingly moving to countries such as Japan.3®

Environmental change and degradation are also among the array of factors influencing many Pacific
Islanders to migrate. The Pacific region is extremely vulnerable to natural hazards, some of which are linked
to climate change. Vulnerability to climate change and associated migration, displacement and planned
relocation varies among Pacific Island countries and territories. Half the population in Kiribati and Tuvalu
lives in overcrowded urban areas on atolls of narrow strips of coral with limited access to water and land.?”
Incremental sea-level rise, saltwater intrusion and drought are important factors, among others, impacting
people’s decisions to migrate in the region, both internally and internationally.’®® In this context, there is
also growing discussion around the need for the planned relocation of groups and communities.*! For example
Kiribati, one of the States most vulnerable to the impacts of climate change, promoted the “Migration with
Dignity” policy as a long-term adaptation measure.*® The policy aims to facilitate both permanent and
temporary labour migration on a voluntary basis as a way of coping with the effects of climate change.?®
Meanwhile, the Government of Fiji has been relocating people from several coastal villages that have been
identified as highly vulnerable to the impacts of environmental change and degradation.®
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Conclusion

This chapter has drawn on a wide range of statistics and information to provide regional overviews of
international migration around the world, with emphasis on changes occurring in calendar years 2017 and
2018 (and drawing on material published up until the end June 2019). The chapter focused on six broad world
regions (Africa, Asia, Europe, Latin America and the Caribbean, Northern America and Oceania), and provided
discussion of key issues as well as recent developments at the subregional level.

Overall, and as is highlighted by the graphs presented at the regional level, there are clear geographic
aspects to migration and displacement. A quick scan of figures in the chapter shows visually the significant
differences in migration patterns between regions: migration in Africa has been predominantly intraregional
(from one African country to another) with migration also occurring to other regions of the world (from
African to non-African countries), whereas in Latin America and the Caribbean, migration is dominated by
emigration to other world regions, especially Northern America, with intraregional migration playing a more
limited role.

The addition of two regional graphs in this edition of the World Migration Report - one on population change
over a decade and one on new internal displacements for 2018 - highlights and reinforces some interesting
dynamics at the regional level. For example, we can see that, while the most significant proportional
population change over the last decade has been mostly in terms of growth, parts of Europe have experienced
significant population decline; this is exceptional globally, with no other region experiencing such results.
The curious anomaly of population decline, long-term emigration trends, ageing populations and hostility
toward immigration raises a number of strategic policy questions that some European countries will likely
face for years to come. At the same time, demographic challenges are being addressed in other parts of the
world, including in several North Asian countries, which are reassessing their approaches to immigration
with a keen eye to labour markets, meeting key occupation and sectoral needs and preparing further for
ageing populations. The addition of the new internal displacement graphs highlights the stark differences
between conflict-related displacement and disaster displacement globally, with strong variations evident at
the regional level.

At the subregional level, we can see that key features may remain largely the same from year to year,
with only incremental change evident. It is, however, in the examination of recent developments that we
can see substantial change occurring in some areas of the world. In part, this change is due to significant
migration “events”, such as the large-scale outflow of people from the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, or
the mass displacement of Rohingya refugees from Myanmar. We are also seeing change occurring on migration
governance as subregions experience shifts in migration patterns and underlying population change. In North
Asia, for example, China established its first immigration agency, bringing together functions from a number
of agencies into one consolidated authority. Meanwhile, the Republic of Korea experienced large arrivals of
asylum seekers from the Middle East not previously seen before, prompting intense public debate on related
policy issues.

The regional differences and complexities, as well as recent developments, provide an important perspective
to understanding migration. So often, we read and hear about migration from a national perspective, most
commonly in recent times portrayed as a critical (negative) domestic political issue. But this dominant focus
can mask the reality that migration patterns and processes are very closely linked to geography, and that key
regional features developed over decades, if not centuries, continue to play a central role in how and where
people migrate internationally. Greater recognition of regional and subregional migration patterns, variations
and complexities can assist in formulating strategic and sustainable policy responses.
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MIGRATION RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS: GROWTH,
REACH AND RECENT CONTRIBUTIONS

Introduction

In its simplest form, public policy has been defined as “anything a government chooses to do or not to do”.
Policymaking involves action through the setting of rules, laws, procedures, programmes, guidelines and
other forms of regulation. But how do States decide on what should be regulated, and what should go into
those regulations? Questions of policy settings transcend political systems, although policymaking processes
vary across different types of systems.? The “raw ingredients” of policymaking include evidence (statistics and
other data, research and evaluation) as well as funding, public sector capability and political dynamics.® In
migration policymaking, all ingredients are important; however, in recent years, we have seen the emphasis
on political dynamics grow, sometimes regardless of, or in contrast to, the existing evidence base. It is clear,
therefore, that the raw ingredients themselves are not enough to result in evidence-based policymaking, but
that the following conditions are required:*

1. Evidence exists and is accessible to policymakers.

2. Policymakers are motivated to use evidence.

3. Policymakers have the capacity to use evidence.

4. Policymakers and policymaking bodies have relationships that facilitate the relevance and use of evidence.

This chapter on migration research and analysis is focused on point 1 above - for without statistics and other
data and research on migration, any attempts at evidence-based decision-making are futile. The evidence for
policymaking that originates from rigorous analysis and research on migration is the prime source and starting
point for migration policymakers. It is also fundamental to migration practitioners, students, scholars and
the public, as they examine aspects of migration and how they might be changing. A key challenge for many
is how to determine the relevance and quality of an ever-growing body of migration research and analysis. It
can often be overwhelming to identify what is important, and what should be afforded weight, when faced
with virtual mountains of research output. This chapter is aimed in particular at those who would benefit
from some broad guidance on this topic. It provides an overview of research and analysis on migration being
undertaken and published by a range of actors - such as academics, governments, and intergovernmental
and non-governmental organizations - by building on the foundational chapter of the same name in the
World Migration Report 2018.°> Understanding the variety, nature and characteristics of the different types

Dye, 1972.

Acemoglu and Robinson 2000; Duckett and Wang, 2017.

Hewlett Foundation, 2018.

Ibid.

This topic first appeared in the World Migration Report 2018 (I0M, 2017e), and will be repeated in future editions.
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of research and analysis being produced on migration is important for those working on migration policies,
studying migration, or wanting to develop an informed opinion on migration.

It is important to highlight at the outset that there are fundamental differences in the publishing processes
for academic and non-academic material, and each has its strengths and weaknesses. The academic publishing
system is largely focused on producing journal articles and books. This process typically involves multi-stage
reviews and editorial comments involving authors, editors and reviewers. Most published academic research
(“white” literature) is behind paywalls (that is, not freely accessible), and often managed by commercial
publishers. In contrast, the production of research and analysis publications outside of academic publishing
(“grey” literature) generally involves faster and simpler processes that are typically, although not always,
characterized by more limited peer review. Contributions from grey literature (such as research reports, working
papers and government/official documents) are usually freely available. A report such as this, designed to
contribute to our collective understanding of migration and mobility in an increasingly interconnected world,
would clearly be incomplete without describing the role of grey literature, which has been “recognized as a
key source of evidence, argument, innovation, and understanding”.

The volume, diversity and growth of both white and grey literature preclude a systematic review of all the
material produced and published on migration in 2017 and 2018. Instead, this chapter highlights examples
of key contributions made during this period, published in English by a selection of academic journals and
intergovernmental organizations. It provides an update to the chapter in World Migration Report 2018, including
by focusing on different academic journals and intergovernmental organizations, and their key output in 2017
and 2018.7 The next section provides an overview of the different actors involved in migration research and
analysis. The third section features recent, selected contributions from academia and intergovernmental
organizations, and the reach and impact of some of the migration research materials published.

Main producers of migration research and analysis

Academia

Ideally, researchers create new knowledge that is supported by strong evidence and is useful for others.
Research findings are produced for, and disseminated to, different target audiences. Traditional academic work
can be highly technical and narrowly focused, although academic researchers are increasingly encouraged
to disseminate their work beyond academic spheres.® Researchers analysing policy-relevant issues are often
keen to engage with policymakers to impart knowledge that can inform policy deliberations and help shape
policymaking - this is especially the case with migration. Effective research contributions for policy audiences
tend to take the form of short papers and blog articles, as well as policy workshops and interactive expert
meetings.

6 GreyNet International, 2014.

7 Inorderto ensure, to the extent possible, that this chapter provides a comprehensive “stand-alone” overview of migration research
and analysis in 2017 and 2018, we have drawn upon key background and context material included in the World Migration Report
2018 (chapter 4).

8 MocAuliffe, 2016.
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In academia, the main focus is on publishing, with some forms (such as academic journals) having much
greater credibility and weight than others. A key strength of academic publications is that they have usually
been peer reviewed by experts in the field, which typically enhances their quality. The growing number of
publishing outlets is, however, characterized by a wide range of peer review standards. Arguably, one of
the weaknesses of academic research is that the pressure to publish has contributed to a large increase in
academic output in recent years, not always of high-quality material. Appendix A provides a summary of
academic publishing, including details of peer-review processes, citations and impact assessment.

Within the many thousands of journals currently being produced - covering all disciplines, topics and research
fields® - we identified over 130 migration-related journals publishing in English, French or Spanish, a list of
which is published on the research page of the IOM website as a resource for students and others conducting
migration research (www.iom.int/migration-research). Mainstream academic publishers tend to publish in
English, which has the advantage of standardizing outputs but the downside of excluding those who are not
able to submit manuscripts with an acceptable level of English.

Recent academic output on migration comprises mainly journal articles (see figure 1). The long-term trend
shows a gradual increase in academic publishing on migration, which is likely to be related to both the
general expansion of academic literature production, and the increased prominence of migration research.

Figure 1. Number of academic publications on “immigration” OR “emigration”
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Source: Scopus, Available at www.scopus.com (accessed 18 June 2019).

Note: Querying the term “migration” alone returns figures that are more than 10 times higher. However, these include use of
the term “migration” in disciplines that are irrelevant to the current research, such as computer science (data migration),
biology (cell migration), zoology (bird or fish migration) and many others. Using the Scopus advanced search, we excluded
subject areas such as chemistry, physics, astronomy, neuroscience and so forth.

9 Ware and Mabe, 2015.


http://www.iom.int/migration-research
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Governments

Historically, government administrative data on persons entering and/or leaving a country's territory
constitute the earliest sources of information on international migration.?® The earliest scholarly work on
migration in the modern era, however, was on internal migration dynamics based on national census data
collected by authorities in the United Kingdom.!* To this day, data enumerated by population censuses,
population registers, representative surveys and other official statistical sources often constitute the basis
for migration-related databases. The centrality of migration-related data within a government context is
recognized, for example, by the IOM Development Fund, which supports (among other things) capacity-
building of Member States on migration-related statistics.

Beyond statistical data collection, administration and reporting, some governments are also significant
contributors of information on migration, particularly in the form of policy-related materials, such as
evaluations, studies and discussion papers. They may also commission research with partners in academia,
applied researchers, intergovernmental organizations and think tanks. The increasing relevance of migration
has led to governments providing funding for empirical work directly (rather than indirectly through national
research councils, funds or grant bodies), thereby opening up new research areas and broadening the scope
of migration studies.'? This has led to some criticism of government-commissioned research being overly
focused on policy issues and for, at times, suggesting “simplistic, short-term remedies to complex, long-term
social issues”,’® or of researchers being used to legitimize immigration policy.’* While this may be a valid
concern, especially for commissioned research, governments continue to be significant funders (if not the
most significant) of academic research in many countries, including of research on migration. There are,
however, different ways research is funded and supported - some examples are provided in table 1.

There has been some evidence of researchers being pressured into “produc[ing] politically useful results”
in policy-related research more generally.’® Understandably, issues addressed in government-commissioned
dedicated migration research vary widely, and can depend on the countries’ role in the migration process.®
Equally, there is recognition that policy-irrelevant research is also crucial - particularly migration research
that looks beyond the policy frames of reference to explore less visible aspects of migration.” It is also
important to note that research commissioned by governments can provide useful and rigorous examinations
of migration - particularly in partnership with academic and other researchers, who can bring different
perspectives, knowledge and analytical approaches to the examination of complex, multi-faceted migration
issues, including by drawing upon administrative data that might not otherwise be accessible.

10 Poulain, Perrin and Singleton, 2006.
11 Ravenstein, 1885.

12 Castles, 2010.

13 Ibid.

14 Boswell, 2008.

15 The LSE GV314 Group, 2014.

16 Iredale et al., 2001.

17 Bakewell, 2008.
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Table 1. Examples of government funding of migration research

Example

Description

Council for the
Development of Social
Science Research in Africa

Horizon 2020
(European Union)

India Centre for Migration

Irregular Migration
and Border Research
Programme (Australia)

Social Sciences and
Humanities Research
Council Insight Program
(Canada)

Swiss Network of
International Studies

UK Research and Innovation

Funded by multiple donors and focusing on producing social science
research in Africa, including on the links between migration and
urbanization

(see www.codesria.org/spip.php?rubrique193).

Largest research platform to date, focusing on the impact of migration
and integration, as well as migration and development

(see https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/what-
horizon-2020).

Funded by the Ministry of External Affairs and conducting research on
international migration that informs policymaking, including on the
international labour migration of Indians

(see https://mea.gov.in/icm.htm).

Producing policy-relevant research on the complex dynamics and drivers
of irregular migration and the challenges of border management

(see www.homeaffairs.gov.au/research-and-statistics/research/
irregular-migration).

Federal research funding program supporting research that enhances
understanding of people, societies and the world, including on
migration

(see www.sshrc-crsh.gc.ca/funding-financement/umbrella_programs-
programme_cadre/insight-savoir-eng.aspx).

Funding for interdisciplinary academic research in Switzerland on topics
transcending nation-State boundaries, including migration
(see https://snis.ch/).

Range of funding support for research and innovation, such as the
Global Challenges Research Fund, a GBP 1.5 billion fund to promote
research on the challenges faced by developing countries, including
migration

(see www.ukri.org/research/).

Note: All hyperlinks were operating at the time of publication.


https://www.codesria.org/spip.php?rubrique193
https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/what-horizon-2020
https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/what-horizon-2020
https://mea.gov.in/icm.htm
https://www.homeaffairs.gov.au/research-and-statistics/research/irregular-migration
https://www.homeaffairs.gov.au/research-and-statistics/research/irregular-migration
http://www.sshrc-crsh.gc.ca/funding-financement/umbrella_programs-programme_cadre/insight-savoir-eng.aspx
http://www.sshrc-crsh.gc.ca/funding-financement/umbrella_programs-programme_cadre/insight-savoir-eng.aspx
https://snis.ch/
http://www.ukri.org/research/
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Think tanks and governments

The role of think tanks in informing migration policymaking is capturing increasing political and
academic attention. As major contributors to grey literature, and in an era of increasing contestability
of policy advice to governments, think tanks have emerged as important producers of migration-
related information and analysis. The increasing prevalence of think tanks working on migration was
quantified in World Migration Report 2018.

Think tanks are often associated with governments because, among other reasons, many aim to link
scientific and policy communities by a range of activities, such as dialogues, workshops and closed
meetings conducted under the Chatham House Rule. Think tanks may also undertake research and
present it to governments in the form of analytical briefings (published and unpublished). Think tanks
tendtoactasbrokers of policy knowledge, centres of research and incubators of newideas, including by
providing advisory services to governments and civil society, conducting training activities, publishing
research reports, collaborating with the media, and undertaking advocacy work.? Many thinks tanks
produce high-quality work and thus play an important role in generating and disseminating new data
and information about migration.? Not all think tanks operate in the same way, however; some are
independent and do not rely on government funding, while others may operate as part of broader
State functions and authorities.

Although think tanks often portray themselves as experts providing evidence-based information and
analysis, some are driven by political ideologies and agendas.c Some of them work directly for, and
develop close relationships with, governments or specific political parties, as advisors or helping
drafting legislative reform agendas on immigration.? Politicization of some think tanks can result
in biased and ideologically-grounded information.® There is a risk that some think tanks promote
anti-immigration narratives and restrictive immigration policies to large audiences, especially when
material produced is then relayed by news and other media.f

Rich, 2004.

Carling, 2016.

Troy, 2012.

Rojc, 2017; FAIR, 2017; Lopez, 2016.
Langerak, 2010; Woods and Manning, 2015.
Ellis, 2017.
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Intergovernmental organizations

As publishers and institutional authors, intergovernmental organizations make specific contributions on
migration. In some circumstances, such organizations may be the only source of information, and multiple
references to publications by intergovernmental organizations are therefore often found in academic
literature. A commercially published edited volume or article on an aspect of international migration or
displacement, for example, can typically refer to material from the United Nations Department of Economic
and Social Affairs (UN DESA), the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), IOM, the
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International Labour Organization (ILO), the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights (OHCHR), the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime
(UNODC), the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the United Nations Educational, Scientific
and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) and/or the World Bank, among others. Scholarly publications note that
intergovernmental organizations are now among the main producers of information on migration, which
reflects a broader growing interest in the issue of migration.®

Although definitions of intergovernmental organizations may vary, Davies and Woodward define the term
as “formal, continuous structures founded by an authoritative instrument of agreement between members
(including two or more sovereign states) or an existing international organization through which members
pursue their common interest”.?® Since the first half of the last century, the number, diversity and influence
of intergovernmental organizations have grown,? so much so that a systematic review of contributions on
migration by such organizations is well beyond the scope of this chapter. The focus of this chapter is on global
contributors within the United Nations system - UN DESA, UNHCR, IOM, ILO, OHCHR, UNICEF, UNODC, UNDP,
UNESCO and the World Bank - which in no way diminishes the work of other organizations, including those
operating at a regional or national level.?* As programmes or units within the principal organs of the United
Nations or semi-autonomous, specialized or related agencies, the intergovernmental organizations discussed
in this chapter all have global reach, access to the inputs and expertise of diverse stakeholders and, in some
cases, global operations that enable them to shape discourse and practice on migration and mobility.

The mandates, missions or competencies of some of the organizations (such as IOM and UNHCR) are focused
on specific forms of migration and displacement, while others have responsibilities relevant to particular
aspects or groups of people: UN DESA for data; ILO for migrant workers; OHCHR for migrants’ rights; UNICEF
for migrant children; UNODC for transnational criminal aspects (such as human trafficking and migrant
smuggling); UNDP for migration and development; UNESCO for the educational, scientific and cultural aspects
of migration; and the World Bank for economic implications of migration. Their various mandates enable
such intergovernmental organizations to collect significant quantities of data and/or access data from States.
Many of these organizations also convene and report on dialogues and conferences related to migration
and mobility, in addition to generating and publishing background, technical, operational, state-of-the-art
and agenda-setting research and analysis, including on global statistical data. As with other publishers,
intergovernmental organizations are not immune to criticism related to quality, framing and agenda-setting.
However, there is clearly also recognition of the responsibility of producing rigorous and robust data and
research. Intergovernmental organizations, for example, routinely work in collaboration with leading
migration-related data analysts and researchers as a means of drawing on critical skills and expertise.

Given the cross-cutting nature of migration, research on the topic is often undertaken jointly by
intergovernmental organizations. Many publications were released under the aegis of the Global Migration
Group (GMG) which, prior to its transition in late 2018 to the United Nations Network on Migration, consisted

18 See, for example, Mason, 1999; Pécoud, 2015.
19 Davies and Woodward, 2014.
20 Ibid.

21 Other organizations — such as the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), the United Nations Human
Settlements Programme (UN-Habitat), the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), the United
Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women (UN-Women), the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and
the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) — also publish material on aspects of migration, according to the thematic
perspectives of their respective mandates. Future editions of the World Migration Report are expected to highlight some of the
growing body of work by not-for-profit and for-profit international non-governmental organizations, which is beyond the scope of
this chapter.
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of 22 member agencies working on migration.?? The importance of collaborative research on migration was
recently highlighted in the report of the United Nations Joint Inspection Unit (JIU) Strengthening Policy
Research Uptake in the Context of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, published in 2018.2* While
the report is more broadly concerned with policy research within the United Nations system, it features a case
study on migration that maps collaboration on migration research among 14 JIU participating organizations,
as well as IOM (see the text box below).

Collaborative research on migration in the United Nations system

Excerpt of the JIU report Strengthening Policy Research Uptake in the Context of the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development®

..the Inspector map[ped] the pattern of inter-agency collaborative research [on migration]. The
mapping was based on the responses to a specific question about the organizations’ engagement
in any form of cooperation with other United Nations entities prior to, during and after the research
process. This mapping is not exhaustive, but it presents a sample of such interaction. The 15 available
examples of inter-agency collaborative research are summarized in [the] table below, while [the]
figure illustrates the relationships of the co-authors.

Samples of inter-agency collaborations in research projects on migration:

Projects Collaborating organizations

Management of refugee data DESA, UNHCR

Co-custody of [Sustainable Development Goal] indicator

10.7.2 on countries with well managed migration policies Diziay [0kt
The 2018 Re'potlt on “Migration and Structural UNCTAD, IOM
Transformation

Impact of foreign direct investment by diaspora in Tunisia UNDP, IOM

Six-country study on access to economic opportunities for

. .. NDP, ILO, WFP
people affected by the Syrian crisis v 2

- . . ” UN-Women, ILO, IOM, UNHCR,
Report on “Violence against women migrant workers

OHCHR
Study At the Rc?ot o'f E)f,OdUS: Food Security, Conflict and WEP, IOM, FAO
International Migration
Joint analysis of data for the “Migration Pulse” initiative WEFP, IOM, FAO, World Bank

The 2017 publication “Migration, Free Movement and

. . UNESCO, UNU-CRIS
Regional Integration

22 Discussion of GMG and the United Nations Network on Migration are included in chapter 11 of this report on global migration
governance.

23 Dumitriu, 2018.
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Projects

The 2017 publication “Migration, Free Movement and
Regional Integration”

The 2019 Global Education Monitoring report on migration,
displacement and education

“Breaking the Impasse” study

Preliminary discussion on taking forward projects on
migration

Research initiative on migration governance and policy in the
Global South

Research projects related to migration and displacement in
the context of the climate change

Collective contributions to the research outcomes of the
Global Management Group

@
UNRISD
@
ESCWA
@
ESCAP O
@ unu
OCHA
UNESCO i O
® () unpP
Lo ) UNHCR
A0 ©
WFP
@
UN WOMEN
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Collaborating organizations

UNESCO, UNU-CRIS

UNESCO, IOM, UNHCR, UNICEF

OCHA, UNHCR, UNDP, IOM

UNRISD, IOM

UNU-WIDER, FAO

UNU-EHS, IOM, UNHCR, UNDP

DESA, UNDP, UNESCO, ESCAP,
ESCWA, UNU, IOM (GMG)

@
(GMG)

@
UNDESA

@
UNCTAD

As limited in size as is, the above sample of cases, corroborated with information extracted from

interviews, allowed the Inspector to note:

(a) The collaborative research reflects by and large the necessity to add the interdisciplinary

perspective to research activities;

(b) The collaboration scheme is more the result of separate initiatives and case-by-case needs
than a systematic process of collaboration, characterized by joint agenda-setting, knowledge-
sharing, co-design and co-production of research based on the specific mandates and expertise

of interested organisations;
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(c) While various undertakings do not necessarily converge into the same directions, there are
three vectors indicating an emerging trend for a more systematic collaborative research:

e the presence of IOM, as a specialized partner, in most of the collaborations identified;

e the role of DESA and IOM as co-custodians of indicator 10.7.2 on migrations, which indicates
an option towards a more systematic and demand-driven approach of policy research;

e the use of a group for collective reflection, action and enhanced coherence.

a Inspector Petru Dumitriu. Full report can be accessed at www.unjiu.org/sites/www.unjiu.org/files/jiu_rep_2018 7_
english_0.pdf.

IOM produces a large number of research and analysis publications on migration. Given the Organization’s
focus on the provision of technical assistance and direct support to migrants and Member States, publications
produced by IOM outside the realm of research and analysis typically include corporate reports (such as
meeting/workshop reports and Migration Initiatives), training materials, handbooks and guides, and
information materials for migrants (including graphic novels). It is worth acknowledging the mandate and
context within which IOM operates, as well as its status as a United Nations-related organization.?* I0M's
role as a service delivery agency over almost 70 years has necessarily shaped how it articulates aspects of
migration, including the links between its operations and migration practice, as well as migration policy
and governance. Programmatic data, for example, have been a mainstay of IOM migration data - a reflection
of I0M's strong and enduring role in migration and displacement, including, for example, the support of
internally displaced persons, the resettlement of refugees globally, health assessments, assistance to victims
of human trafficking, and support to migrants returning home. Concomitantly, IOM has long recognized the
need to support more nuanced understandings of migration, including through its focus on specific thematic
areas, such as migration health and environmental migration.

Recent contributions: 2017 and 2018 in focus

Having described the main producers of migration research and analysis, we now turn to a discussion of
examples of recent contributions by academia and intergovernmental organizations.

Academia

The large number of scholarly publications on migration precludes a review of all material published in 2017
and 2018. We instead examine a sample of contributions from the scholarly community, focusing on eight
peer-reviewed migration-related journals. The previous edition of the World Migration Report featured different
journals, as will future ones. For this chapter, we focused on the International Journal of Migration and Border
Studies, International Migration, the International Migration Review, the Journal of Immigrant and Refugee

24 10M was established as an intergovernmental organization in 1951 and became a United Nations-related organization in September
2016.
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https://www.unjiu.org/sites/www.unjiu.org/files/jiu_rep_2018_7_english_0.pdf
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Studies, the Journal on Migration and Human Security, Migration Studies, the Refugee Survey Quarterly, and
the Revue européenne des migrations internationales.?”® The examination comprised two components: analysis
of all article titles published by these journals in 2017 and 2018 (totalling 493 articles); and editors’ overviews
of their journals’ key contributions for this two-year period. This exercise allowed for deeper insights into
journal contributions, highlighting their similarities as well as different interests and areas of focus, including
thematically and geographically. Each editor’s overview is provided in full in appendix B. Excerpts of journal
editors’ overviews are included in text boxes throughout the remainder of this chapter.

All journal editors emphasized the importance of rigorous and high-quality research on migration; however,
relevance of scientific/academic writings for policymakers emerged as an important aspect for only some
journals. Two editors emphasized the importance of contributions tackling policy-relevant issues in the field
of migration (Gamlen and Chetail - see appendix B). This was noted as expanding the “growing community of
migration experts” who are in turn “contributing to public life by informing and impacting the thoughts and
decisions of politicians, policymakers and practitioners of migration policy at every level, from local NGOs, to
municipal governments, to national governments and international organizations” (Gamlen - see appendix
B). In addition, policymakers were specifically identified as falling within the target audience of two other
journals (Duncan and Kerwin - see appendix B). The content of these journals is designed to appeal to a
policy audience: one journal requires each contribution to start with an executive summary and set out a
series of policy recommendations at the end (Kerwin - see appendix B), while the other journal introduced
occasional interviews with senior policy officials (Duncan - see appendix B).

Migration Studies

Through scholarship that is policy-relevant but not policy-driven, Migration Studies is one of a range
of academic journals contributing to building migration management capacity in communities
and governments around the world. The past several years have seen a worldwide proliferation of
graduate programmes and think tanks specializing in migration issues. At the same time, the rising
political salience of migration has created a growing need for policymakers, journalists and NGO
professionals in other areas to gain working familiarity with migration issues. In view of these trends,
in the past two years, Migration Studies has run two series intended to contribute to the theory and
practice of higher education on this topic.

Source: Alan Gamlen, Editor-in-Chief. The full submission is in appendix B.

The analysis of the thematic focus of articles published in the selected journals in 2017 and 2018 in part
relates to the specific, narrower focus of some of the journals. The Refugee Survey Quarterly, for example, is
primarily on refugee research (Chetail - see appendix B), while the Journal of Immigrant and Refugee Studies
covers labour migrants and asylum seekers/refugees (Triandafyllidou - see appendix B). The editors of the
International Migration Review note that “beyond a general focus on international migrants, we find equal

25 We have attempted to provide geographic diversity in the contributions obtained from the main migration journals. This exercise
will be repeated in future editions of the World Migration Report, for which other journals will be invited to provide input. Ten
journals were invited to contribute to this edition, and editors of nine journals replied positively, while only eight ended up providing
input. Editors of Georgetown Immigration Law Journal accepted the invitation but did not end up contributing, and Migraciones
internacionales did not reply to the initial invitation.
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attention to native-born and second-generation groups, a critical mass of articles focus on immigrant youth,
but far less work on refugees” (Winders et al. - see appendix B).

Nevertheless, the topics covered in the articles published in these eight journals in 2017 and 2018 are
diverse and address complex migration issues. They also reflect new developments and trends in migration,
acknowledging some delay effect due to the time frame required for peer review and publication (Duncan
- see appendix B). For instance, among the 2017 and 2018 contributions, only three articles addressed the
Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration and the Global Compact on Refugees initiated in
September 2016 by the New York Declaration for Refugees and Migrants and adopted in December 2018. We
expect that many more articles on the two compacts will be published in 2019 and 2020 (and beyond).

International Migration

The academic literature on migration responds in part to trends in migration phenomena and policy
as well as to shifts in migration-related theory and previously published literature. Normally, there is a
discernible time lag between the onset of a phenomenon and the appearance of scientific literature,
this owing to the time required for research and then for publishing. The literature on the Syrian
refugee crisis is now beginning to appear in significant amounts, and we can expect that the literature
on the United Nations’ Global Compacts will start appearing in 2019. But looking back only slightly, to
2017-2018, we see discussions of earlier trends and phenomena [...].

Source: Howard Duncan, Editor. The full submission is in appendix B.

That said, two main themes reflecting complex migration issues emerge from editors’ contributions. The
first topic is irregular migration, including in relation to border controls and enforcement. Editors of three
journals identified this theme as particularly salient in the 2017 and 2018 contributions, covering issues
ranging from human trafficking (Triandafyllidou - see appendix B), to border violence (Ma Ming and Petit -
see appendix B), or detention and deportation (Kerwin - see appendix B). As “asylum and migration have
become increasingly blurred in the past decades in both policy and practice”, this topic was also addressed in
research on forced migration, most notably through the securitization of asylum and the detention of asylum
seekers (Chetail - see appendix B).

Revue européenne des migrations internationales

The issue of violence is a recurring theme in the latest dossiers. The importance of this issue reflects
the tragic consequences of migration policies in particular contexts or crises, and the emergence of
work around migrants’ journeys. [...] Considering language practices as an integral part of migration
practices in the context of migration to Europe, the articles analyse how the actors put into words
death and violence at borders. Death is considered in multiple dimensions: social death, physical
death, disappearance, institutional and security arbitrariness, etc. These language practices are
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understood at different sociological and political levels, whether it is their production from institutional
spaces (international organisations, political spaces at European or state level) or their reception by
migrants, during their life in Europe or afterwards when they arrive there, or when they return to
their country after an expulsion. The language approach, corresponding both to a consideration of
the discourses produced on migrants and of the narratives taken by migrants in plural discursive
frameworks. This perspective makes it possible to think of the border object while offering a grid for
interpreting socio-spatial inequalities in the era of globalization.

Source: Emmanuel Ma Mung and Véronique Petit, Chief Editors. The full submission is in appendix B.

The second topic of convergence across the selected articles is migrants” inclusion, which was identified by
editors of four journals as a prominent thematic focus in 2017 and 2018 (Gamlen, Triandafyllidou, Winders
et al., and Ma Mung and Petit - see appendix B). The diversity of issues related to inclusion addressed in
these four journals reflects the complexity of the topic. Contributions to the Journal of Immigrant and
Refugee Studies analysed integration processes, including the role of non-governmental and governmental
organizations, integration barriers and the gender dimension of integration (Triandafyllidou - see appendix
B). The issue of labour market incorporation was more particularly examined in Migration Studies, together
with wider adaptation processes in terms of class, capital accumulation and happiness (Gamlen - see appendix
B). The International Migration Review featured articles on assimilation, economic mobility and interpersonal
contacts (Winders et al. - see appendix B), while contributions to the Revue européenne des migrations
internationales approached inclusion through migrants’ perspectives.

Journal of Immigrant and Refugee Studies

TheJIRS offersa unique virtual transnational space where different systems of reception and integration
and different populations coming into the host countries under a variety of regimes (labour or family
migrants, asylum seekers or resettled refugees) may face similar challenges (including that of mental
and physical health), learning the ropes in their new environment, activating their social capital
resources, and eventually carving a place for themselves in their destination country, are discussed.
The double background of the JIRS from social work/community studies, and from sociology/ethnic
studies pays well in bringing these different topics together.

Source: Anna Triandafyllidou, Editor-in-Chief. The full submission is in appendix B.

Figure 2 shows the distribution of the 493 articles published in 2017 and 2018 in the selected journals
according to their geographic focus. The greater proportion of articles focused on Europe (233 or 47 %),
followed by Northern America (153 or 31 %), Asia (150 or 30 %), Africa (107 or 22 %), Latin America and the
Caribbean (89 or 18%) and Oceania (34 or 7 %).
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Figure 2. Number of articles published by selected journals in 2017 and 2018, by region
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Notes: Articles could be classified in more than one region. n=493.

“LAC” means Latin America and the Caribbean. Categorization based on UN DESA geographic regions (see chapter 3
appendix A for details), not implying official endorsement or acceptance by IOM.

One editor noted a shift of geographical focus from North America to Europe, Asia and the Pacific, as well as
South-East Asia, with “a clear increase in recent years of articles focusing on the Middle East and particularly
on Turkey, and the Syrian conflict” (Triandafyllidou - see appendix B). Broadening the geographical coverage
of contributions to provide more articles on developing country issues was described as a new approach by
one editor to better account for the fact that “the vast majority of refugees are hosted in the Global South”
(Chetail - see appendix B). Editors of two other journals noted that increasing the geographic scope of
articles was an objective for their journals (Kerwin and Winders et al. - see appendix B).

International Migration Review

A close examination of IMR publications since 2016 (about 100 articles) identifies a number of trends.?
First, in terms of geography, around 80% of articles focus on North America or Western Europe, with
a significantly smaller percentage focused on Asia (just over 10%) and an even smaller number on
Latin America, the Middle East, or Africa. This uneven geographic coverage reflects one of the main
shortcomings of migration studies — limited attention to migration dynamics beyond North America
and Western Europe. It also highlights the challenges that scholars writing about the wider geography
of international migration face in attempts to situate their work in relation to hegemonic perspectives
about two global regions.

a This discussion is based on articles officially published in an IMR volume. It does not consider articles published “early
view” online but not yet assigned to a journal volume.

Source: Jamie Winders, Pieter Bevelander, Cynthia Feliciano, Filiz Garip and Matthew Hall, Associate Editors. The full submission
is in appendix B.
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However, so far, there remains a dominant “receiving country” perspective, especially in relation to Europe.
This was already observed in chapter 4 of the World Migration Report 2018, where Europe was the only
geographical term among the 10 terms most frequently used in the 538 articles under consideration.?
Referred to by Castles as the “receiving country bias”, the traditional focus of migration research and
analysis on developed countries is explained: “Most migration research has taken the situation in northern
destination countries as its starting point, neglecting the perspectives of origin and transit countries, and
of migrants. This is not surprising, since research funding and capacities are concentrated in the North.”#
The concentration of research funding in wealthy industrialized States not only affects the geographic focus
of research, it also acts to build research skills and capacities within donor countries at the expense of
developing country researchers.?® For example, while there were some 3,000 researchers for every 1 million
people in Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) countries as of 2007, fewer than
50 researchers for every 1 million persons were accounted for in sub-Saharan Africa.”

Refugee Survey Quarterly

One of the main challenges for the years to come will be to further diversify the geographical origin of
contributors to the Refugee Survey Quarterly. While efforts have been made in this sense in the past
years, submissions are still dominated by scholars from the Global North. This is not peculiar to the
Refugee Survey Quarterly, but more broadly reflects the prevailing biases in academic research and
publications. In this field like in many others, the production of knowledge remains largely structured
by the Western-centric priorities of research funding that is financed by wealthy states and fuelled
by the dominant discourse of the governing elites. This trend is further exacerbated by the enduring
misperceptions spread by mass media, as illustrated by the rhetoric —if not the obsession —about the
so-called refugee crisis in Europe. While it may have less implications in other fields, the geographical
representation of researchers is particularly crucial in migration to account for the multifaceted
dimensions and challenges of such a worldwide phenomenon that concerns every region of the
world. There is more than ever a vital need for developing a more nuanced, representative and
comprehensive understanding of migration through independent and evidence-based knowledge.

Source: Vincent Chetail, Editor-in-Chief. The full submission is in appendix B.

A geographic comparison of the primary affiliations of authors as reported in the articles they published in
the selected journals in 2017 and 2018 confirms that a disproportionately high number of contributors are
from institutions in developed countries (see figure 3). Of the 917 authors, 84 per cent were affiliated with
institutions in developed countries. Almost 43 per cent were affiliated with institutions based in Europe, and
36 per cent in Northern America. Of the 6 per cent affiliated with institutions in Oceania, nearly 91 per cent
of these institutions were based in Australia or New Zealand.

26 I0M, 2017e.
27 Castles, 2010.

28 McAuliffe and Laczko, 2016.
29 lbid., citing DFID, 2008.
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Figure 3. Distribution of primary academic affiliations of authors by selected journals
in 2017 and 2018, by region
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Affiliations of authors from international or non-governmental organizations are not included. n=917.

“LAC” means Latin America and the Caribbean. Categorization based on UN DESA geographic regions (see chapter 3
appendix A for details), not implying official endorsement or acceptance by IOM.

While fewer than 12 per cent were affiliated with institutions in Asia, researchers from institutions in
Africa and Latin America and the Caribbean are particularly underrepresented (accounting for, respectively,
approximately 3% and 2%). This may also be explained in part by language barriers, noting the dominance
of English language academic journals over other languages.®® It is important to note, however, that figure 3
only accounts for authors’ affiliations as published in the articles under consideration. Many academics have
multiple affiliations and some may choose to publish under a (more prestigious) affiliation that may not be
the author’s main institution.

International Journal of Migration and Border Studies

The IJMBS contributed to the understanding of how the logics of borders are confronted
by migrant realities and everyday experiences. Research has documented the increasingly
protracted nature of migrants’ journeys. Being in transit has become the daily lived reality of
many people on the move. Accordingly, special attention was paid by IJMBS to the concept of
transit as a space constructed through mobility restrictions regimes and the above-mentioned
systems of reciprocal conditionalities.

Source: Idil Atak, Editor-in-Chief. The full submission is in appendix B.

30 See IOM’s lists of migration journals in Spanish and French, respectively, Available at www.iom.int/sites/default/files/our_work/ICP/
MPR/Migration-Journals-ES.pdf and www.iom.int/sites/default/files/our_work/ICP/MPR/Migration-Journals-FR.pdf (both accessed
18 June 2019).


https://www.iom.int/sites/default/files/our_work/ICP/MPR/Migration-Journals-ES.pdf
https://www.iom.int/sites/default/files/our_work/ICP/MPR/Migration-Journals-ES.pdf
https://www.iom.int/sites/default/files/our_work/ICP/MPR/Migration-Journals-FR.pdf
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Plan S: The future of open access for scientific research?

Plan S is an open access initiative of Science Europe and the Open Access Envoy of the European
Commission that was launched in September 2018 by a coalition of national research funding
organizations, with the support of the European Commission and the European Research Council.
Its objective is for all scientific publications funded by national and European research councils and
funding bodies to be immediately available in open access after 1 January 2020. While authors will
retain copyrights on their publications, funding institutions will cover open access publication fees
applied by publishers, which will be standardized and capped.

The success of Plan S to establish universal open access will depend on the participation of funding
institutions worldwide. As of April 2019, Plan S was supported by a coalition of 15 national research
funding organizations and 4 philanthropic organizations within and outside Europe. Other funding
institutions were awaiting a decision concerning the amount of capped fees for open access to be
applied by publishers and/or investigating the impact that Plan S will have on research funding and
scientific research before deciding whether or not to join.? Some publishers have raised concerns
about the implications of the initiative on academic freedom and the quality of scientific research,
as the choice of publishers for researchers will be limited to those giving the option of open access
publications.®

The more funding institutions will decide to join “cOAlition S”, the more likely Plan S will be able
to break the paywall business model of publishers and secure free access to scientific research
worldwide. While this is particularly important for researchers in developing countries, whose
institutions do not always have the financial resources to pay subscriptions to scientific journals, Plan
S may well, however, create another geographic bias: open access publications will likely be outside
the reach of researchers from the Global South, whose funding institutions will not be able to pay
open access costs applied by publishers.

More information on Plan S can be found at www.coalition-s.org/.

a Rabesandratana, 2019.

b Kelly, 2019.

Beyond the selected journals, it is likely that this uneven distribution reflects the broader state of migration
research. In 2015, professor Jgrgen Carling compiled a list of “top” migration researchers who have published
extensively in leading migration journals, concluding: “It’s striking that there’s not a single person on the list
based in Africa or Latin America. And the six people based in Asia are all working in countries of immigration.
This geographical bias continues to be a major challenge for migration research.”*

As the interest in migration has increased, and the amount of migration research and analysis material
has grown, it would be reasonable to expect that the reach (through expanding readerships, for example)

31 Carling, 2015.


https://www.coalition-s.org/
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has also increased. One indicator - though extensively criticized - in academic publishing is a journal's
Impact Factor.* However, Impact Factors were available for only three of the selected journals (International
Migration, International Migration Review and Migration Studies). Taking into consideration these three
journals, together with those examined in the World Migration Report 2018, there appears to have been an
increase (see figure 4). The recent average Impact Factor increase suggests that the articles published in these
journals are receiving more attention: citing a paper reasonably implies that it has been read, and that some
of its content was helpful in adding to the evidence base and/or generating debates, building knowledge, or
informing migration policy and practice.

Figure 4. Impact Factor of selected journals
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Source: https://jcr.incites.thomsonreuters.com/ (accessed 21 June 2019).

Note: International Journal of Migration and Border Studies, Journal of Immigrant and Refugee Studies, Journal on Migration
and Human Security, Refugee Survey Quarterly and Revue européenne des migrations internationales were not indexed
by InCites at the time of writing (June 2019), while Migration Studies started to be indexed in InCites in 2017. The
Impact Factor is the ratio of citations to publications.

Publication metrics based on citation counts (including the Impact Factor) clearly have various limitations
and downsides.® First, citations tend to accumulate slowly, given academic publishing timelines and the
time it takes to compile/release statistics. Second, citations are a matter almost solely within the academic
context, which is one reason alternative measures (discussed below) have been developed. Third, citations
do not measure quality of material, but are a way of quantifying impact (see the discussion on this point in

32 The Impact Factor is a citations—publications ratio. For a given year, it takes into account citations and publications from the preceding
two years. For more information, please see the example in appendix A.

33 For a recent overview of Impact Factor limitations, see Williams and Padula, 2015. For a broader account of Impact Factor misuse,
see The PLoS Medicine Editors, 2006.
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appendix A). While citation metrics have become a priority for academic publishers and scholars, they are
likely to be less relevant to people outside academia.

New metrics are being developed for scholarly publications to assess their impact outside of academia. One
such metric is the Altmetric Attention Score,?* indicating “how many people have been exposed to and
engaged with a scholarly output”.® For any research output, the Attention Score “provides an indicator of the
amount of attention that it has received”,? with some sources having more weight than others. For instance,
coverage in the news has the highest weight of 8, since “it's easy to imagine that the average newspaper
story is more likely to bring attention to the research output than the average tweet”.’” Other high-weight
sources include blogs (5), Wikipedia (3), policy documents (3) and Twitter (1). Altmetrics are relatively
new, having commenced in 2012. They have been recognized as “tools that aim to measure the real-time
reach and influence of an academic article”.?® Academics found “positive but relatively weak correlation with
citations”,*® supporting the idea that “citation and altmetrics indicators track related but distinct impacts”.°
Mentions in blogs are particularly “able to identify highly cited publications”* - an empirical finding that
supports the important weight assigned to blogs within the altmetric algorithm, further highlighting the
increasing importance of this form of dissemination of scientific material.

We have analysed views/downloads and the Altmetric Attention Score of 410 peer-reviewed articles published
in 2017 and 2018 by six of the eight journals under consideration in this chapter (International Journal of
Migration and Border Studies and Revue européenne des migrations internationales were not publishing these
data at the time of writing). The Attention Score was chosen for two main reasons: (a) first, it was freely
available on all the journal publishers’ websites; (b) second, the available evidence supports its use, especially
for tracking recent research output.”? The analysis allowed us to unveil quantitative aspects of academic
publications on migration, such as how many were mentioned, viewed and/or downloaded. Table 2 shows the
top 10 articles with the highest Altmetric Attention Score for the selected journals in April 2019. The high
scores obtained by these articles, however, does not reflect the Altmetric Score of the 410 sampled articles.
Only 21 articles (5%) scored higher than 20 - roughly the equivalent of one mention in the news and one in
a blog plus five tweets. The largest share of scholarly articles (172 or 42%) had a score from 2 to 20. However,
75 articles (18%) had a score of 2 or lower - meaning that they attracted, at most, the equivalent of a couple
of tweets - and 142 articles (35%) scored zero, as they were not mentioned online by any source. This relates
in part to the fact that they are recently published, and we would expect to see some articles attract more
attention over time.

34 See www.altmetric.com (accessed 19 June 2019).

35 See www.altmetric.com/about-altmetrics/what-are-altmetrics/ (accessed 19 June 2019).

36 Available at https://help.altmetric.com/support/solutions/articles/6000060969-how-is-the-altmetric-attention-score-calculated-.
37 lbid.

38 Warren, Raison and Dasgupta, 2017.

39 Costas, Zahedi and Wouters, 2015; Thelwall et al., 2013.

40 Priem, Piwowar and Hemminger, 2012.

41 Costas, Zahedi and Wouters, 2015.

42 Just like classic citation metrics, altmetrics offer benefits and disadvantages. See Bornmann (2014) for a deeper discussion.


http://www.altmetric.com
http://www.altmetric.com/about-altmetrics/what-are-altmetrics/
https://help.altmetric.com/support/solutions/articles/6000060969-how-is-the-altmetric-attention-scor

144

Table 2. Top 10 articles with the highest Altmetric Attention Score
for selected journals, 2017 and 2018

Migration research and analysis: Growth, reach and recent contributions

Article Journal Score
The 2,000 mile wall in search of purpose: Since 2007 . .
. Journal on Migration and
visa overstays have outnumbered undocumented border Human Securit 139
crossers by a half million, by R. Warrant and D. Kerwin y
Unpacking the presumed statelessness of Rohingyas, by Journal of Immigrant and 125
N. Kyaw Refugee Studies
Between rootedness and rootlessness: How sedentarist
and nomadic metaphysics simultaneously challenge and Migration Studies 101
reinforce (dual) citizenship claims for Liberia, by R.N. Pailey
Does the legalization of undocumented immigrants in the
US encourage unauthorized immigration from Mexico? An . . .
neo ge u 1au 'zed Immig Vet International Migration 50
empirical analysis of the moral hazard of legalization, by
T. Wong and H. Kosnac
The effect of visas on migration processes, by M. Czaika and International Migration 45
H. de Haas Review
Refugee resettlement as an alternative to asylum, by
N. Hashimoto Refugee Survey Quarterly 39
Repeat migration in the age of “unauthorized permanent
resident”: A quantitative assessment of migration intentions  International Migration 39
postdeportation, by D. Martinez, J. Slack and R. Martinez- Review
Schuldt
Sanctuary cities: Polici d tices in int tional . . .
u y i icies and practices in internationa International Migration 38
perspective, by H. Bauder
The borders beyond the border: Australia’s extraterritorial
. . . Refugee Survey Quarterl 35
migration controls, by A.L. Hirsch fug v Q y
Forced displacement in Turkey: Pushing the limits of the . . .
. International Migration 34
ECHR system, by D. Dinsmore g
Note: International Journal of Migration and Border Studies and Revue européenne des migrations internationales were not

publishing these data at the time of writing (April 2019).

Concerning article views and downloads, not all journals provide such data on their websites. At the time
of writing, one (Journal of Immigrant and Refugee Studies) was providing views only, one (Journal on
Migration and Human Security) provided only downloads, and two (Migration Studies and Refugee Survey
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Quarterly) provided views and downloads. Four journals (International Journal of Migration and Border Studies,
International Migration, International Migration Review, and Revue européenne des migrations internationales)
were not showing any data on article views or downloads. To overcome this lack of standardization, we
aggregated views and downloads. Figure 5 shows the distribution of views/downloads of 181 articles from the
four available sources, grouped by hundreds. As for the articles of the seven journals examined in the World
Migration Report 2018,% the skewed shape of the distribution - similar to the Attention Score - highlights
a relatively low level of reach. Only 24 articles (13%) were viewed/downloaded more than 1,000 times. The
views/downloads data indicate that most academic writings have fairly limited readership.

Figure 5. Distribution of numbers of views and downloads of 181 articles from 2017 and 2018,
selected journals
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Source: Journal publishers’ websites, as of 26—28 February 2019.

Note: International Journal of Migration and Border Studies, International Migration, International Migration Review and
Revue européenne des migrations internationales were not providing data on views or downloads at the time of
writing (April 2019).

In summary, our quantitative analysis shows that migration as a topic is receiving increasing attention: the
growing number of publications and citations are a sign of heightened interest, at least within the academic
community. Measures of views/downloads and Altmetrics suggest that there is room for improving the reach
and readership of scholarly production on migration. One of the main obstacles to this is the fact that
academic publications tend to be behind paywalls, significantly limiting access to material beyond academia.
Journal subscribers, for example, are often academic institutions, and the cost of downloading single articles

43 10M, 2017e.
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for non-subscribers can be prohibitive. Open access for academic publications enables free downloads, but
usually requires publisher fees to be paid by the author or their institution. More open-access journals (such
as Comparative Migration Studies and Anti-Trafficking Review) have, however, been publishing on migration.*

In addition, academic language and writing style tend to be more technical than in other areas of publishing,
and the topics tend to be narrower. Dissemination of findings, however, through both traditional and newer
forms of media, offer opportunities for academic research on migration to inform public and policy discourses.
The potential reach of blogs on migration, for example, is discussed further below.

Journal on Migration and Human Security

Without sacrificing academic and analytical rigor, JMHS papers take a human-centered approach
to migration scholarship, focusing on (typically) at risk, vulnerable, and marginalized persons who
are misunderstood and often scapegoated in migration policy debates. JMHS requires that each
published paper begin with an executive summary and end with a series of policy recommendations.
This increases the accessibility of JMHS papers to policymakers, policy influencers, and the general
public. JMHS promises potential authors that their work will be rigorously reviewed, published in a
timely fashion (if accepted), and distributed through research and university library databases, to
JMHS's extensive dissemination list, and to tailored lists of policymakers, the press and others with a
special interest in the topic. JMHS also publicizes its papers via social media, both upon their release
and subsequently in response to news hooks and relevant policy discussions.

Source: Donald Kerwin, Executive Editor. The full submission is in appendix B.

Intergovernmental organizations

The contributions of key United Nations organizations working on migration reflect mandates as well as
current trends and issues in migration. Table 3 provides examples of key material published in 2017 and
2018 by the United Nations organizations examined in this chapter. Given the high number and variety of
publications issued during these two years, the table is limited to key material that has a global focus.

Table 3. Examples of key global material published in 2017 and 2018

International Migration Report 2017 2017
International Migration Policies Data Booklet, 2017 2017

UN DESA . . .
Dataset on International Migrants Stock Ongoing (2019)
Dataset on International Migration Flows Ongoing
Global Trends: Forced Displacement in 2017 2018

UNHCR Global Trends: Forced Displacement in 2016 2017
Population Statistics Database Ongoing

44 Open access involves making published material available for free, not on a fee/subscription basis. See text box above on Plan S.
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ILO

OHCHR

UNICEF

UNODC

UNDP

UNESCO

World Bank

GMG*®
Inter-agency
collaboration OECD,
ILO,
I0OM and
UNHCR

ILO Global Estimates on International Migrant Workers — Results
and Methodology

Addressing Governance Challenges in a Changing Labour
Migration Landscape

ILOSTAT

Principles and Guidelines, Supported by Practical Guidance,
on the Human Rights Protection of Migrants in Vulnerable
Situations®

A Child Is a Child: Protecting Children on the Move from Violence,
Abuse and Exploitation

Beyond Borders: How to Make the Global Compacts on Migration
and Refugees Work for Uprooted Children

Education Uprooted: For Every Migrant, Refugee and Displaced
Child, Education

Global Report on Trafficking in Persons 2018
Global Study on Smuggling of Migrants
Smuggling of Migrants Knowledge Portal

Climate change, migration and displacement®

Global Education Monitoring Report on Migration, Displacement
and Education

Migration and its Interdependencies with Water Scarcity, Gender
and Youth Employment

Moving for Prosperity: Global Migration and Labor Markets
Migration and Remittances: Recent Developments and Outlook —
Transit Migration

Migration and Remittances: Recent Developments and Outlook —
Return Migration

Migration and Remittances Data

Handbook for Improving the Production and Use of Migration
Data for Development*

Migration, Remittances and Financial Inclusion: Challenges and
Opportunities for Women’s Economic Empowerment®

G20 International Migration and Displacement Trends Report
2018
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2018

2017
Ongoing

2018

2017
2017

2017

2018
2018
Ongoing

2017

2018

2017

2018
2018

2017

Ongoing

2017
2017

2018
2017

Note: This table does not include all material, such as working papers; only key material is included. IOM publications are

discussed below.

Sources: (a) Published by OHCHR and the Global Migration Group; (b) Published by the Overseas Development Institute (ODI) and
UNDP; (c) GMG was an inter-agency group within the United Nations system that worked collaboratively on migration.
Prior to its transition in late 2018 to the United Nations’ International Network on Migration, it had 22 member agencies,
with a rotating annual chair. Discussion of GMG and the Network are included in chapter 11 of this report on global
migration governance; (d) Produced by the Global Knowledge Partnership on Migration and Development (KNOMAD),
World Bank; (e) Produced by the Economic Empowerment Section of UN-Women, New York, on behalf of GMG; (f) Led by
OECD, jointly published with ILO, IOM and UNHCR.
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UN DESA coordinates the assembly of data, including in relation to migration - a process that has highlighted
limitations in the capabilities of national statistical offices.”* In 2017, its Population Division published
the International Migration Report 2017 - a biennial publication that presents information on levels and
trends in international migration for major areas, regions and countries of the world, and on the ratification
status of migration-related legal instruments. The Population Division maintains the United Nations Global
Migration Database - the most complete set of statistics on international migrants enumerated in countries
or areas, and classified by age, sex and country or area of birth or citizenship - as well as a smaller data set
with annual data on international migration flows for 45 countries.

As a United Nations agency with a mandate to pursue protection, assistance and solutions for refugees,
UNHCR produces a wealth of publications and has a dedicated research repository - refworld. Released
annually in June, Global Trends* is one of UNHCR's flagship publications. It presents and analyses annual
trends worldwide in relation to refugee and other populations of concern to UNHCR. UNHCR is also the key
source of global statistics on refugees and other populations of concern, as reported in its online Population
Statistics Database.

ILO is a standard-setting body responsible for coordinating the development and supervising the
implementation of international labour standards. In the context of its efforts to improve the collection
and production of labour migration statistics, ILO Global Estimates on International Migrant Workers®
provides estimates of the proportion of labour migrant workers among the total number of migrants worldwide.
In 2017, it also published a report entitled Addressing Governance Challenges in a Changing Labour Migration
Landscape® to inform the development of just and effective governance of labour migration. In addition to
labour migration data, the ILOSTAT database contains diverse statistics related to the labour market which
are also relevant to labour migration.

Part of the United Nations Secretariat, OHCHR is the principal United Nations office mandated to promote
and protect the human rights of all persons, including migrants. In addition to supporting United Nations
human rights mechanisms, such as treaty bodies and Special Procedures of the Human Rights Council, OHCHR
produces a wealth of relevant materials. As co-chair of the former GMG Working Group on Migration, Human
Rights and Gender, it led the development of the Principles and Guidelines, Supported by Practical Guidance,
on the Human Rights Protection of Migrants in Vulnerable Situations.® These Principles and Guidelines offer
guidance to States on the operationalization of international human rights law to protect migrants who find
themselves in vulnerable situations but do not fall into the legal category of “refugee”. They are explicitly
referred to in the Global Compact for Migration to “[d]evelop national policies and programmes to improve
national responses that address the needs of migrants in situations of vulnerability”.>!

Although UNICEF's flagship publication - the State of the World's Children®? - does not necessarily single out
migrant children, in 2017 UNICEF published A Child Is a Child: Protecting Children on the Move from Violence,

45 Davies and Woodward, 2014,
46 UN DESA, 2017.

47 UNHCR, 2019.

48 1LO, 2018.

49 1LO, 2017.

50 OHCHR, 2018.

51 UNGA, 2018: para. 23(l).

52 UNICEF, 2017a.
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Abuse and Exploitation.> It examines the risks faced by migrant children because of the lack of safe and legal
migration pathways, and sets out some policy recommendations to better protect them.

Within its mandate to assist States in addressing international crimes, UNODC undertakes efforts to combat
transnational organized crime, including human trafficking and migrant smuggling, and produces a variety of
reports on these themes. The fourth Global Report on Trafficking in Persons,* published in 2018, provides an
overview of patterns and flows of trafficking in persons, and is based primarily on trafficking cases detected
from 2014 to 2016. In 2018, UNDOC released its first Global Study on Smuggling of Migrants,* which gives an
account of the magnitude and functioning of migrants’ smuggling, the profiles of the people involved, and the
risks faced by migrants. UNODC also maintains a Smuggling of Migrants Knowledge Portal on information to
support the implementation of the 2000 United Nations Protocol Against the Smuggling of Migrants by Land,
Sea and Air, Supplementing the United Nations Convention Against Transnational Organized Crime® (such as
case law, annotated bibliography and legislation).

As the United Nations global development agency, UNDP's commitment to the Sustainable Development Goals
translates into a broad range of programmes, including for building long-term development responses to
migration and displacement. In 2017, UNDP issued a report, together with the Overseas Development Institute
(ODI), entitled Climate Change, Migration and Displacement,”” which seeks to shed light on the complex
connections between climate change and human mobility.

UNESCO’s mandate is focused on building peace by means of education, culture and science. The 2019 edition
of its annual Global Education Monitoring Report®® series focuses on migration and displacement. It analyses
the impact of human mobility on the education systems and the way these systems can help address the
challenges posed by human mobility, offering examples of successful policies.

As a United Nations specialized agency and a major international financial institution, the World Bank
publishes a variety of books, reports and working papers on the importance of migration for growth and
economic prosperity, and monitors data on migration and remittances, such as remittances inflows and
outflows. It issues regular Migration and Development Briefs on topical issues, the two most recent ones
dealing with transit and return migration. The Policy Research Report entitled Moving for Prosperity: Global
Migration and Labor Markets,* released in 2018, analyses the apparent tension between academic findings on
the social and economic benefits of migration, and the antimigration public discourse.

Key global material was also published in 2017 and 2018 as a result of inter-agency collaboration. Prior to
its transition into the United Nations Network on Migration, GMG produced publications covering various
topics relating to migration, often taking the form of handbooks and guidelines.®® In 2017, it published a
handbook to support Member States in the production and use of data on migration for development purposes
(produced by UN-Women). It also released a report examining the question of remittances and migrant

53 UNICEF, 2017b.

54 UNODC, 2018a.

55 UNODC, 2018b.

56 UNODC, 2000.

57 UNDP and ODI, 2017.
58 UNESCO, 2018.

59 World Bank, 2018.

60 GMG was an inter-agency group gathering 22 United Nations agencies working collaboratively on migration.
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women’s financial inclusion (produced by KNOMAD, World Bank). Another key publication resulting from
inter-agency collaboration is the G20 International Migration and Displacement Trends Report 2018 produced
by OECD,% jointly with ILO, IOM and UNHCR. The report presents migration trends and policy challenges in
G20 countries and Member States of the European Union.®

IOM

IOM published a wide range of research and analysis materials in 2017 and 2018 - most notably in the form of
stand-alone studies and reports, many of which stemmed directly from specific projects and often produced
locally by IOM missions. For example, the report Making Mobility Work for Adaptation to Environmental
Changes: Results from the MECLEP Global Research®is the final publication of the European Union-funded
Migration, Environment and Climate Change: Evidence for Policy (MECLEP) project assessing the evidence base
on migration and climate change in the six countries involved in the project: the Dominican Republic, Haiti,
Kenya, Mauritius, Papua New Guinea and Viet Nam.

The text box below lists key publications produced by IOM in 2017 and 2018. In 2017, IOM released its
biennial flagship publication, the World Migration Report 2018.%° In 2018, the Organization also revitalized
its Migration Research Series, which publishes policy-relevant research and analysis on diverse and complex
migration issues. Calls for abstracts were circulated in 2018 on topics addressed in the World Migration
Report 2018 to further stimulate research and analysis, and three papers were published. Additionally, three
Migration Profiles were issued in 2017 and five in 2018. They provide country-specific migration overviews
(largely funded by IOM’s Development Fund) to support, among other things, capacity-building on migration
data, and research and analysis in Member States. IOM's support of migration journals - International Migration
and Migration Policy Practice - was also an important contribution to migration research.

Key IOM research-related publications produced in 2017 and 2018
World Migration Report 2018°

Migration Research Leaders’ Syndicate: Ideas to Inform International Cooperation on Safe, Orderly
and Regular Migration®

Migration and the 2030 Agenda: A Guide for Practitioners®
Fatal Journeys, Volume 3: Improving Data on Missing Migrants (Parts 1 and 2)°

The Atlas of Environmental Migration ®

61 OECD, ILO, IOM and UNHCR, 2018.

62 OECD comprises 36 members. Its mission is to promote policies enhancing the economic and social well-being of individuals
worldwide. It conducts research on a variety of topics, including migration, with a scope that often goes beyond its member and
partner countries.

63 G20 members are Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, France, Germany, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Mexico, Republic of
Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Turkey, the United Kingdom, the United States and the European Union.

64 10M, 2017c.
65 I0M, 2017e.
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Making Mobility Work for Adaptation to Environmental Changes: Results from the MECLEP Global
Research’

Migrant Smuggling Data and Research: A Global Review of the Emerging Evidence Base (volume 2)¢

Global Migration Data Analysis Centre Data Briefs

Migration, Environment and Climate Change Policy Briefs

Migration Profiles (several country reports, including Jamaica, Kenya, Maldives, Senegal and
Zimbabwe)

a
b

m —H o o O

I0M, 2017e.

I0M, 2017d.

I0M, 2018.

I0M, 20173, 2017b.

lonesco, Mokhnacheva and Gemenne, 2017.
IOM, 2017c.

Triandafyllidou and McAuliffe, 2018.

In 2017 and 2018, IOM also supported Member States during the consultation and negotiation process of the
Global Compact for Migration with the creation of the Migration Research Leaders’ Syndicate. A collection of
short technical papers was published in 2017 in the form of a report (Migration Research Leaders’ Syndicate:
Ideas to Inform International Cooperation on Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration)® was one of the key outputs
of the Syndicate’s work, as presented in the text box below.

IOM 2017 Migration Research Leaders’ Syndicate in support of the Global
Compact for Migration

The innovative research “Syndicate” initiative drew upon the research and knowledge of 36 of the
world’s leading “migration policy scholars” hailing from all regions.

The 2017 Syndicate was established and convened to enable high-quality technical expertise and
deep knowledge to be fed directly into the development of the Global Compact for Migration. Key
outputs included:

Syndicate members’ top three reads for policymakers on migration;

Short technical papers on Global Compact for Migration-related themes with evidence, analysis
and recommendations for policymakers;

66 10M, 2017d.
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e  Blogs published by IOM’s partner, the World Economic Forum, on Global Compact for Migration-
related topics;

e Syndicate members’ participation in Global Compact for Migration consultations as thematic
experts and panel members;

e  Several Syndicate United Nations panel discussions on Global Compact for Migration-related
topics, including in the margins of the Global Compact for Migration negotiations.

Further information is available in IOM, 2017d.

In recent years, the IOM online bookstore has been upgraded and improved. Launched in 2009 as a means of
facilitating greater access to IOM publications, the online bookstore is now able to track and support analysis
of data on the number of downloads of IOM publications. These data provide insights into accessibility and
reach of IOM publications, supplementing readers’ surveys of specific outputs. As of the end of 2018, the
bookstore contained 1,794 electronic publications in 28 different languages, most of which could be accessed
free of charge. While download data do not allow for an assessment of the quality of publications (such as
can be done through reader surveys or peer review, for example), they do provide some insights into the
individual publications that have high download rates, as well as the themes and geographic nature of the
research-related publications that are produced and accessed globally. In 2018, the number of downloads from
the IOM bookstore exceeded 2 million.

In 2018, the World Migration Report 2018 became the most downloaded IOM publication of all time, with over
400,000 downloads globally as at end of August 2019 (or around 620 downloads per day). The World Migration
Report 2018 was the first edition after substantive changes were made to the World Migration Report series
concerning content and quality assurances processes, including a move away from a single thematic report to
a much broader coverage of key data and information on migration as well as complex and emerging issues.
These changes have been successful in expanding the report’s readership and sustaining a high download rate
compared with previous editions, such as the World Migration Report 2015, which was on the single theme
of migrants and cities (see figure 6). In addition, the 2018 report has received more than 500 citations in
academic literature.”’

67 At 14 October 2019 Google Scholar searches found 551 citations.
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Figure 6. Downloads of World Migration Report 2018 compared with 2015 edition
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Source: IOM.

Note: Downloads for each month following respective report launches; includes the English
versions only.

An examination of IOM research-related publications that were each downloaded more than 1,000 times
shows that some themes were more prominent than others, with cross-cutting publications featuring heavily
- including, for example, country migration profiles that traverse multiple thematic issues. Interest in
migration law and governance increased in 2017 (see figure 7).

Figure 7. Proportion of IOM research-related downloads by theme
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Notes: “IM” means irregular migration. Only publications downloaded more than 1,000 times in a year included (downloads
in 2015 have been prorated, as data for the entire year are not available). Downloads could be classified by more than
one theme. n=5,547,808 downloads.
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Overall, interest in research on specific regions was relatively stable from 2015 to 2018. Publications focusing
on Africa featured more heavily than others for the past four years (see figure 8), followed by Asia, Europe,
Latin America and the Caribbean, Northern America and Oceania.

Figure 8. Proportion of IOM research-related downloads by region
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Source: 10M.

Notes: Only publications downloaded more than 1,000 times in a year have been included (downloads for 2015 have been
prorated, as data for the entire year are not available). Downloads could be classified by more than one region.
n=5,547,808 downloads.

“LAC” means Latin America and the Caribbean. Categorization based on UN DESA geographic regions (see chapter 3
appendix A for details), not implying official endorsement or acceptance by IOM.

Blogs

As part of the broader tendency towards greater interest in migration and migration-related research,
there has been a concomitant rise in the number of blogs that feature articles on migration. While the
growth and utility of blogging was addressed in chapter 4 of the World Migration Report 2018,? it is
well beyond the scope of this chapter to examine in detail the changes in blog publishing specifically
on migration; however, examples of widely read migration articles are provided below. They show
that some blog articles can reach large audiences and, because of this, are likely to be influential in
informing discussions on migration.® It is also important to acknowledge that some argue that blogs
tend to be written on “hot” or controversial migration topics, such as irregular or mass migration,
refugees and asylum seekers, while less controversial topics are often neglected.®
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Examples of migration-related articles published on blogs

Canada wants to take in more than 1 million new immigrants in the next 3 years, by Kate Whiting,
published by the World Economic Forum’s Agenda blog on 3 December 2018 — 102,224 views.

Why accepting refugees is a win-win-win formula, by Dany Bahar, published by Brookings’s Up Front
blog on 19 June 2018 — 24,094 views.

Trump and AMLO are headed for a U.S.-Mexico blow-up, by Shannon O’Neil, republished by the
Council on Foreign Relations’ blog on Latin America’s Moment (with permission from Bloomberg) on
30 July 2018 — 11,536 views.

Beware the notion that better data lead to better outcomes for refugees and migrants, by Jeff Crisp,
published by Chatham House’s Expert Comment blog on 9 March 2018 — 4,991 views.

The journey across America: understanding a nation’s immigration experience, by Katy Long,
published by the Overseas Development Institute, 2018 — 1,200 views.

Note: The number of reads or views and related analytics were provided by the relevant blog editor in April 2019.

a I0M, 2017e.
b Aldred et al., 2008.
¢ Ozimek, 2012.

Conclusions

Building on the World Migration Report 2018, this chapter provides an overview of the key contributions of
some of the main producers of migration research and analysis during the last two calendar years (2017 and
2018). We found that the long-term trend of increased output of migration research was further extended
in 2017 and 2018, which saw the largest amount ever of academic output on migration published in 2017
and equalled in 2018 (see figure 1). Further, these two years saw tremendous activity by intergovernmental
organizations, with a large number of global reports on aspects of migration having been published (see
table 3 for examples).

The increase in material published is undoubtedly related to the salience of migration in policy, political
as well as public spheres. We have witnessed the increasing use of migration - or more correctly at times,
anti-immigration - as a political tool, despite the existing evidence base showing that there has not been
substantive changes in migration (levels or processes) to warrant such significant shifts in the public debate
(see chapter 5 of this report for discussion). It is understandable that researchers, working on academic or
applied research, or in white or grey literature, have been inspired to seek and report the truth during a
period in which we witnessed “fake news” and “disinformation” increasingly take hold in public debates on
migration globally.
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Consistent with the findings of World Migration Report 2018, there is certainly a strong case to be made
for playing to the strengths of the different types of research published on migration. Some of the highest
quality blogs on migration, for example, are based on carefully elaborated and conducted studies, and
insightful analysis drawing on years of research. They also are able to garner significant interest, with data
clearly showing extended reach to wider audiences that lay beyond the scientific. The use of blog platforms
by influential migration academics to communicate their empirical and theoretical research findings to policy
and general audiences demonstrates the relevance of the form. We are also seeing recognition of this in the
calculation of how research impact is measured. The growing use of altmetrics, for example, which measure a
journal article’s reach in non-academic publishing, points to the increasing need to extend knowledge based
on rigorous research and analysis into wider audiences. However, this should not be at the expense of the
bedrock provided by scientific research, with its focus on meeting high quality standards.

In this chapter we examined research and analysis output from a geographic perspective for the first time.
Previous IOM research projects conducted in partnership with academic and applied researchers around
the world had brought disparities into sharp relief.®® Qur examination of the selected journals and IOM
publications for 2017 and 2018 showed that there are indeed significant differences in focus, volume and
author affiliation when published material is analysed by geographic region. As we have commented elsewhere,
this is undoubtedly related to research funding sources (direct and indirect), with most sources emanating
from wealthier countries. More effort, on a sustained basis, is needed to better support research institutions
and researchers in developing countries, including by confronting some of the structural impediments that
exists to funding and capacity. Analysis of IOM’s own research publications confirmed anecdotal evidence that
an important part of IOM's role is its focus on research concerning parts of the developing world, especially
in Africa. Even greater effort to support research in developing States, however, is warranted as the vast
majority of countries around the world work toward the implementation of the Global Compact for Migration
- endeavours that would greatly benefit from the input of academic and applied researchers.

Finally, we again encourage policymakers, practitioners, researchers and others to access and digest the great
wealth of written material on migration with a critical eye. We also underscore the importance of activities
and initiatives that bring together migration scholars, practitioners and policymakers, including through
workshops, conferences, briefing sessions and related consultations. While it may be difficult at times to
do so, bridging the gaps that exist between policy, practice and research when done thoughtfully can reap
enormous dividends for all.

68 See, for example, IOM, 2017d, McAuliffe and Lazcko, 2016 and Triandafyllidou and McAuliffe, 2018.
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REFLECTIONS ON MIGRANTS' CONTRIBUTIONS
IN'AN ERA OF INCREASING DISRUPTION AND
DISINFORMATION!

Introduction

A glance through previous World Migration Reports, and other policy and scientific publications on international
migration, shows that at least two observations have been prevalent over time: i) recognition that migration,
particularly immigration, has emerged as a prominent international and national policy issue; and ii) that the
public discourse on migration has increasingly become polarized with the space for balanced, rigorous, and
evidence-based analyses having diminished over time.? While the nature of the public discourse has changed
over time, there is widespread recognition that the “toxicity” of the migration debate has further intensified
over the last few years, with the politics of fear and division increasingly framing discussions.? Disruption and
disinformation are increasingly being deployed as part of tactical pursuits of power, with negative impacts on
public, political and social media discourse, on societal values, and on public policy issues such as migration,
displacement and migrants (including refugees).*

In the face of often negatively skewed discussions on migration and migrants, one can lose sight of the fact
that human endeavours to improve peace and prosperity in modern times that are underpinned by migration
have been on the whole successful, and in specific key areas very successful (such as the eradication or
control of specific, deadly diseases and the dramatic decline in infant mortality following the efforts of
Nations under the 2000-2015 Millennium Development Goals).® Migrants provide a source of dynamism
globally, and are overrepresented in innovation and patents, arts and sciences awards, start-ups and successful
companies. Such historical and contemporary contributions have become increasingly overlooked or ignored
in recent discussions on international migration, with many contributions being “normalized” over time but
nevertheless evident (at times conspicuously so).

Itis also easy to lose sight of the fact that international migration remains a relatively uncommon phenomenon,
with a mere 3.5 per cent of the world’s population being international migrants (see chapter 2 of this
report for details). Notwithstanding this small proportion, the total number of international migrants has
increased in recent decades to reach as high as 272 million, or close to the national population of Indonesia
(269 million).® What we currently know is that mobility, as opposed to migration, is becoming much more
prevalent, making some argue that now is the time to rethink how we conceptualize and discuss these issues.’

1 Marie McAuliffe, Head, Migration Policy Research Division, IOM; Adrian Kitimbo, Research Officer, Migration Policy Research Division,
IOM and Binod Khadria, Professor, Jawaharlal Nehru University.

GCIM, 2005; Martin, Larkin and Nathanson, 2000; McAuliffe and Ruhs, 2017.

Fisher, 2017; Kaufmann, 2017; Zappettini and Krzyzanowski, 2019.

Morgan, 2018.

Mathers et al., 2018.

UN DESA, 2019.

Deutschmann and Recchi, 2019; Skeldon, 2018. See also the discussion on mobility in chapter 1.
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In this context, revisiting the many ways in which migrants have contributed - at the transnational,
national and local levels - is important in presenting a balanced discussion on migration. This is not to
suggest that international migration and displacement do not pose challenges for communities in origin,
transit and destination countries (as well as migrants) - many other chapters in this report are focused on
such challenges. However, in writing this chapter, we acknowledge that the many ways in which migrants
contribute to societies are currently being overlooked, downplayed or taken for granted, and it is the purpose
of this chapter to bring these contributions of migrants to the forefront.

The next section describes key concepts related to contributions, providing an analytical framework for this
chapter in the context of a rich body of academic and policy work on the topic. We then go on to describe
and analyse migrants’ contributions globally, with reference to sociocultural, civic-political and economic
aspects. The chapter then discusses emerging impediments to the recognition of migrants’ contributions
globally, before outlining the implications for policy deliberations and for further research.

What are “contributions”?

To contribute means to give something - money, time, ideas, labour, material goods - in order to achieve
something with other people.® Outside of personal relationships, such as those with family and friends, and
in the context of sociology and social change theory, “contributions” are part of broader interactions and
engagement with individuals, groups and institutions in society. In other words, contributions occur as part
of broader structural settings and social processes that support and shape societies. They can be broadly
categorized as being in sociocultural, civic-political or economic domains (see text box for definitions).

Sociocultural relates to different groups of people in society and their habits, traditions and beliefs.
Civic—political relates to participation in civic duties in the context of accepted authority of the State.
Economic relates to aspects concerned with trade, industry or money.

Sources: Cambridge Dictionary, 2019; Almond and Verba, 1963.

As the salience of migration has risen in public policy and research spheres, there has been a new and greater
focus on migrants per se - as distinct subpopulations within larger national populations, with reference to
the structural settings they encounter, especially in the destination countries. The way in which people
enter, stay and settle in a new country occupies the time of an increasing number of researchers, policymakers
and those in the media:'° the first focusing on understanding the demographic, geographic, economic, legal/

8 Cambridge Dictionary, 2019.
9 Dennison and Drazanova, 2018.

10 Chapter 4 quantifies the increase in research output; chapter 11 discusses global migration governance.
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policy and other factors;** the second on how best to meet policy objectives (however defined); and the third
scrutinizing and commenting on both. Research continues to explore the dynamic relationships that exist
between migrants (including potential migrants) and migration processes and related factors. We know from
existing evidence and analysis, for example, that the contributions migrants are able to make in destination
as well as origin settings do partly depend on legal-policy frameworks, such as those impacting the ability of
both regular and irregular migrants to stay, participate in civic activities, work lawfully and send remittances,
as well as to return home (see chapter 6 of this report).?? Contributions are also related to demographic
and socioeconomic characteristics, with those who choose to migrate having higher skills, education and
opportunity, ultimately also reflecting a greater likelihood of contributing in origin and destination countries
in a variety of ways.?

Consistent with migration research more generally (see chapter 4 of this report), there is recognition that much
of the analysis on migrants has been undertaken from a destination country perspective, with some arguing
that the most significant immigration country in the world - the United States - has disproportionately
influenced the study of migrants globally.” With this in mind, this chapter attempts to reflect broader
experiences of international migrants’ contributions by incorporating recent research and analysis focusing
on destination and origin.’ In scoping and presenting the chapter in this way, we acknowledge that we are
not seeking to summarize all existing literature, nor are we suggesting that the findings highlighted in the
chapter are representative. What we do recognize, however, is the importance of encapsulating a reasonable
geographic and thematic diversity of research and analysis on the topic in what, after all, would make a
migration report truly a World Migration Report.

Importantly, this chapter does not assess the overall impacts of migration in these settings. Studies on
the impacts of migration are numerous and well documented (see examples in the text box below);*” they
provide important insights and analyses. This body of work is focused mainly on economic impacts rather
than sociocultural or civic-political impacts, including because economic variables are to a greater extent
standardized, thereby supporting comparative analysis. Some examples of recent publications on the economic
impacts of migration, including some empirical estimates, are included in the text box below.

11 See, for example, writings on cumulative causation (Massey, 1990), neoclassical economics (Todaro, 1989), world system theory
(Wallerstein, 1974; Portes and Walton, 1981), new economics of labour migration (Stark and Bloom, 1985) and social network theory
(Boyd, 1989).

12 Baldwin-Edwards, 2008; Kanko and Teller, 2014; Shah, 2009.

13 Goldin, 2018; Hunt, 2010.

14 Carling, 2015; Castles, 2010; McAuliffe and Laczko, 2016; Morawska, 2008.

15 FitzGerald, 2014.

16 While this chapter focuses on international migration, we acknowledge that it may also be relevant to internal migration in some
countries. See Weiner (1978) for examples of disruptions and disinformation leading to conflict and discrimination faced by inter-
State migrants within India.

17 See also the World Migration Report 2005 (I0OM, 2005).
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Assessing the economic impacts of migration

Estimating overall economic impacts of migration is a topic of intense debate in political and policy
circles. Some recent publications on the topic include:

e  Exceptional People: How Migration Shaped Our World and Will Define Our Future, by Goldin,
Cameron and Balarajan, shows that there is broad consensus among economists that, for
destination countries, immigration is a catalyst for economic growth at an aggregate level and
produces net economic benefits. However, the authors also acknowledge that there are ongoing
debates on how to measure these effects.?

e The McKinsey Global Institute’s report, People on the Move: Global Migration’s Impact and
Opportunity, echoes these findings, showing that migrants contributed over 9 per cent, or
USD 6.7 trillion, to global gross domestic product (GDP) in 2015.°

e International Migration: Recent Trends, Economic Impacts, and Policy Implications, by the
International Monetary Fund, concludes that the economic impacts of migration vary across
countries, and that, while migration brings challenges, it also confers benefits to origin and
destination countries.c

e  Migration and the Economy: Economic Realities, Social Impacts and Political Choices, by Goldin
et al., affirms that immigration impacts positively on economic growth, and that this happens in
a number of ways: many migrants are comparatively younger than local populations and thus
have a significant positive impact on both GDP per capita and overall (aggregate) GDP; migration
enhances output per worker by increasing human capital; and migration bolsters total factor
productivity as well as innovation. The report finds that, had immigration to the United Kingdom
and Germany ceased in 1990, both countries’ real GDP in 2014 would have been lower by GBP
175 billion and GBP 155 billion, respectively.

e  The impacts on labour markets, including on wages, vary widely, are often negligible and are
largely driven by how complementary migrants’ skills are to those of local workers;® these may
be reversible in the longer run, as economies adjust to immigration, as Ruhs argues in The Price
of Rights: Regulating International Labor Migration.

e  The Economic and Fiscal Effects of Granting Refugees Formal Labor Market Access, by Clemens,
Huang and Graham, suggests that most evidence shows that the average effect of refugee
inflows is on labour markets for both developed and developing countries is small or null.¢

Goldin, Cameron and Balarajan, 2011.
McKinsey Global Institute, 2016.

IMF, 2015.

Goldin et al., 2018.

Ibid.

Ruhs, 2013.

Clemens, Huang and Graham, 2018.
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The next section of this chapter discusses sociocultural contributions, and is followed by sections covering
civic-political and then economic contributions. The chapter then examines recent evidence on how public
migration debates are changing, including through the (mis)use of social media platforms for misinformation
and disruption with transnational reach. The final concluding section summarizes the implications of current
evidence for policy, practice and research.

Migrants’ sociocultural contributions

The sociocultural contributions of migrants are felt by many of us on a daily basis, even though we may
not be conscious of it. Simple activities - such as shopping for groceries at our local market, eating out at
a restaurant or ordering take-away food, visiting a place of worship, attending a musical performance or
watching a sporting match - are likely to have been influenced or enriched (or, in some cases, made possible)
by migrants who have brought with them customs and traditions.

Perhaps one of the most significant and highly visible contributions of migrants to the sociocultural
dimensions of societies throughout the world has been the sharing of food and culinary traditions, resulting
in the tremendous increase in food diversity in modern times. The highly social aspect of sharing food is
a distinctly human trait of considerable cultural importance, and it has provided an opportunity for social
bonding in private and public settings.?® The power of sharing and valuing such intimate and historical
cultural conditions as the preparation of food allows for migrants’ contributions to be understood as more
profound than the superficial so-called “sushiology” of migration." Food can lie at the heart of integration
experiences, which are often depicted as two-way processes:

Immigrants travel with their culinary practices and habits, while acquiring new food customs
that they adapt naturally to their new life and, occasionally, import to their countries of origin.
This mixing takes place, therefore, in both directions, as a reflection of human beings’ need
to share and dialogue, expressed through food.°

Food also acts as a catalyst for cultural fusion and new experience, as many of the world’s so-called “global
cities” can show.?! Recent research shows that, globally, we are now more connected in culinary terms than ever
before. A study of crop origins has found that the most important primary regions of diversity contributing to
a country’s modern food system are more often located elsewhere around the planet.?? Immigration, mobility
and trade links have helped facilitate the development of the modern food system. Cuisines such as “Indian
curry” or the “chicken tikka masala” (which rose to the status of being called Britain's national dish) have
been a widely acknowledged aspect of the Indian-Pakistani-Bangladeshi diaspora’s contribution to bringing
diverse people together both “on the table” and “inside the kitchen”.?®

Food culture can also be enriched by migrants returning home. In Belize, for example, its diversity and
emigration patterns have allowed for the development of a rich food culture that draws on a variety of

18 Pilcher, 2017.

19 Skerry, 2002.

20 Oussedik, 2012:55.

21 Kershen, 2002.

22 Khoury et al., 2016.

23 Lal, Reeves and Rai, 2006.
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cuisines and ingredients that are brought home to the country by migrant workers.? There are many countries
throughout the world that can claim their cuisines have been enriched by international migration and the
transfer of related cultural practices, especially those situated along sea and land trade routes or part of
long-term migration corridors, such as Malta and Singapore. Recent studies have found a strong relationship
between diversity of modern cuisines and migration.?

In recent years, the arenas of professional and representational sport at the international level have become
important in anti-racism and counter-xenophobia campaigns. The highly competitive and elite nature of this
sector, as well as its high profile, has meant that migrants are often centre-stage for predominantly positive
reasons.? In many ways, elite sports allow migrants to “transcend” discrimination and other negative issues
because of the extraordinary talent they display and the admiration they may invoke. Programmes such as
the European Sport Inclusion Network, the Social Inclusion and Volunteering in Sports Clubs in Europe, and
“Welcome Football” (Australia) have sought to acknowledge and utilize migrant sports stars as positive role
models, including to encourage integration through sports activities.?’ And yet, research has pointed to issues
of inequality in the international sphere of elite sports, whereby migrants from countries of considerable,
long-standing talent at the representative level have not necessarily been able to support vibrant sporting
systems. Or, put another way, “during the 2002 soccer World Cup, 21 out of 23 players on the team from
Senegal... played in the French league... real Senegalese football is not therefore played within Senegal,
but in the clubs of Europe”.?® At the local level in Australia, Sudanese migrants have established basketball
teams at local sports clubs as a way of encouraging teenagers from the community - African-Australian and
others - to leave street culture behind.? Australia is a sporting country, and the discourse on sports and
migration has been reasonably strong, with policy and programming including sporting activities as a means
of integration. However, recent research has found that migrants’ cultural contributions can be both an asset
to, and a source of exclusion from, sport participation.* This depends, in part, on the majority-minority
aspects of the sports activity and the extent to which the specific cultural capital of migrants can be flexibly
incorporated into sporting systems.?' Nevertheless, there is no doubt that, overall, migrants have made
significant positive contributions in sports at local, national and global levels. See, for example, the text box
below on the “Salah effect”.

24 Wilk, 1999.

25 Sajadmanesh et al., 2017.

26 Lal, Reeves and Rai, 2006.

27 Atkinson, 2015; CMY, n.d.; SPIN, n.d.

28 Simiyu Njororai, 2010:449. This was also the case for the 2018 World Cup, in which the winning French team was almost entirely
comprised players of African origin (McPartland, 2018).

29 Hinds, 2018.
30 Smith, Spaaij and McDonald, 2018.
31 Ibid.
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The Salah effect

Besides his second-minute penalty for Liverpool FC against Tottenham Hotspur FC in Madrid on 1
June, Egyptian football striker Mo Salah may have also scored a goal against prejudice, according to
a new study.

On the pitch, Salah often celebrates goals by dropping to his knees and touching his forehead to the
grass in the sujood (an Islamic prayer position), while Liverpool fans have a chant that goes: “If he
scores another few, then I'll be Muslim, too.” But the Salah effect is having an impact beyond the
stadium walls, say researchers from Stanford University, who found a drop in hate crimes around
Liverpool since Salah signed with the club in June 2017. Islamophobia — or anti-Muslim racism —
has been on the rise in the UK since the 9/11 attacks in New York in 2001, according to think-tank
Runnymede Trust. There are generally spikes in anti-Muslim hate crimes between 24 to 72 hours after
a terrorist attack by Islamic fundamentalists, such as the attack at Westminster in London in March
2017.

The report examined data from police departments around England, including Merseyside, the UK
county in which Liverpool is located. It found hate crimes there were “significantly lower” — dropping
by 18.9% since Salah joined the club —than would be otherwise expected.

“The observed decrease is larger in Merseyside than in all placebo counties, suggesting the result is
not merely due to chance,” wrote the researchers. They noted that the trend has not coincided with
a general decline in crime: “There is a larger relative decline in hate crimes than in any other crime
category.” Not only that, but after studying 15 million tweets by UK football fans, the researchers
found Liverpool supporters had halved the number of anti-Muslim tweets they were posti