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Gathering statistical evidence on the migrant crisis and providing original analysis
Outreach: website, research projects, publications, events
Focus on the EU, transit and origin countries
Multidisciplinary
Current and earlier work:

— Migrant crisis website

— Syrian refugees website

— CARIM South

— Access to employment (REFMISMES)

— Smuggling

— Detention and return (REDIAL)

— Solidarity

— Gulf States Programme

— Survey on irregular migration into Italy

— Economic perspectives of the refugee crisis (MEDAM)
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« Objective: offer a unique site D
combining data from all the
Sources (pUinShEd Or nOt) EU Migration Crisis Actions
with a focus on the EU-Turkey

 Focus: countries of origin, Agreement
transit and destination

e Qutcomes and deliverables:
— Timeline;
— Data;
— Analytical papers T S e S e

people died in the waters of the Mediterranean’. In this policy
brief, EU ad hoc prog for the of the Crisis

Evaluating EU Actions for the Migration Crisis

The Migration Crisis is today at the core of the EU agenda and yet
poses a major challenge to intra-EU solidarity mechanisms. Since
the beginning of the Syrian conflict, almost three million first-
time applications have been registered in EU states (plus Norway

BRIEF

are discussed. At the time of writing, the core programmes consist
of 1) 2 Relocation Schemes 2) 2 Resettlement Scheme; and 3) the
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* Objective: examine the
repercussions of the refugee
crisis in Syria

* Focus: Syria, Jordan, Lebanon,

Irag, Turkey, EU

e QOutcomes and deliverables:
— Timeline, aid and asylum map;
— Textual, video and audio materials; T

changed over the last four years. Syrians were originally welcome.

But security concerns quickly meunted, and refugess came to

. be considersd a burden on the already overstretched services-

—_ R e 0 rts providing capacities in the five neighbouring countries. Restractions
p ] on the entry of Syrian refugees were mpidly implemented. A report

by Amnesty International stated that, “since mid-2012, Turkey

- - has blocked thousands of individuals fleeing Syria from entering

Turkey, espedially those without a passport or an urgent medical

- PO I I Cy b r I efs need, leaving many displaced on the Syrian side of the border”
Border crossing points were also reduced. In Jordan, limitations

were put in place in 2013. These led to a drop in incoming refugess,

The Syrian conflict started in March 2011 with a few popular
demonstrations and swiflly escalated into 2 civil war involving
international actors. Of the approximately 22 million Syrians
recorded in the country on the eve of the war!' as of November
2015, perhaps a quarter of 2 million have been killed;? 7.6 million
were internally displaceds? and an etimated 5.6 million lef the
country. OF these, the great majority (4.3 million, or 76 percent of
all refugees) moved to the courtries neighbouring Syrix Jordan,
Lebanan, Turkey, Irag, as well as, in lesser numbers, to Egypt.

Syrians who present themsebes to UMHCR in Jordan are
automatically recognized as prima facis refugees by the Agency: they
are not required to undergo a refuges status determination process
and are thizs afforded protection and access to scbsidized primary
health care and other essential services. Similarly, in October 2011

BRIEF

migration palicyoentre.zu

14/07/2016




European

“#1 | CARIM South N/

MIGRATION
POLICY CENTRE

* Objective: contribute to the improvement
of understanding and management of
migration from, through and to the South
and East Mediterranean (SEM) region

« Focus: SEM countries: Algeria, Egypt,
Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco,
Palestine, Syria, Tunisia, Turkey, as well
as Mauritania and Sudan

» Qutcomes and deliverables:
— Data
— Analyses
— Recommendations

14/07/2016




5 REFMISMES RA

MIGRATION
POLICY CENTRE

* Funded by the Bertelsmann
Stiftung -

* Objective: identify the policiesand | ronreseesononers
practices facilitating labour market T
Integration of recent refugees and S

;‘m'""ggjm“"gf‘" t"EhL‘gI':‘""H ehvil society and private actoes. Finaly, the sy
=y 3pplications in Eurpe = Identifies and @scusses. good practioes and

T B e e 25sans leamed In the dfferent counres while
umi2erin 2112 and mare fan fres dmes § pesaring In mind the comtexLal faciors aTecting
numier In 2113, sefiing a recond for the last 70 fhe Impac of diMerent measures
years. Wiether or nod fhis irend continues, a .

analysis agree that a large share of the o
rcoeming refugess wil sette In Europe frgood. - Key Findings

 Focus: Austria, Denmark, R AT s

ey take B o0 50, Wil detemning not onfy thelr couniry's stance iowand e amial of new
ong-i2m impact on the European economy, but AEYIUM-EESiars (3nd heEns IncrEasngly more
elr chiancas of Integating sodaly and countries are fightening thelr imits), most of

Germany, France, Italy, S =

ri=gration Into e [3bour maret
{exceping, notanly, France and the United

N Study aims KINQEC). HOWEVEF, SVN In 1NDS2 COUNIrEs
etnerianas aln, sweden gt e
] b) ] Tha stuty aims first 10 identity th poliies and markat integration, the saminisTatve
practices implemented In dfferent ELJ Member abetackes remain massive and often
Siates o faclitate e labour market integration undesmine te legal provislons.

of reeent refugess and asyium-seskars (L

 Qutcomes and deliverables: PRI S e - e neor

perspecive. The ressarch s based on rine bref measures, there ane simillarties across the
country case sudles of the foilowing EU countries In fems of the challenges, policy
Member Siates: Ausina, Denmark, France, rade-0s and cholees ey face. This

— Bibliographical review e

devalopment of soiufions appllcable across
The study Inciudes 3 review of he legal and Eurmpe.

— Country case studies oo tren permy o
— Comparative analysis

| BertelsmannStiftung
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° I I - 1t Workshop - (ritical A hes to Irregular Migrati
Objective: critically actations ismntingth Human SmugglrNaratve
analyse the role of
smuggler in the refugee
journeys

* Focus: transit routes - jA-
¢ O u tC O m e S an d Tuesday 0-5 April 2016 - Wednesday 06 April 2016, (on%erence Room, Villa La Fonte

European University Institute, Florence, Italy

L]
L}
I V In contemporary mainstream narratives of migration, the human smugglel' has earned a
L}

privileged if infamous spot as one of the most widely recognized and despised global predators.

Constructed as racialized, hypersexual and greedy males from the global South, facilitators of
irregular migration have earned widespread notoriety in narratives of human and national

- -
— PO I I Cy b r I efS security, particularly in the context of migration control efforts. However

irregular migration facilitation is often plagued with fragmented perspectives on the

our knowledge of

Cio-
cultural dynamics of the migratory journey, the facilitator-traveller relationship and their

— WO r kS h O p community dimensions.

In light of the necessity of elaborating an adequate policy response to human smuggling, a better
comprehension of the phenomenon is pivotal to ensuring the stability of the receiving state and
the security of the migrant/refugee. The workshop aims to problematize the figure of the
smugglers beyond overly simplistic generalizations and representations.
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« Co-funded by the European
Union, coordinated by the MPC,
In cooperation with the CJC and
Odysseus Academic Network e

O O P cker | European University Institute
L]
[ O b e Ct I Ves Le Plaza Hotel Brussels, Belgium
L]
F - I _t t - d - - I d - I t 15 - 16 ApriL 2016
Directive
13.30 - 14.00 Registration
. 14.00 -14.30 Welcome address and introduction to the Redial Project
. O C u S 0 14.30-14.45 of last of the return policy by
tive of E C
14.45 - 15.00 i a il B ience
-
. ] 15.00 - 15.15 Session I - Presentation of Procedural safeguards (article 12 Return
utcomes and deliverables S
L]
15.15-16.15 Round! » discussion of the participating judges and academics
- - 16.15- 16.45 Coffes 3
— European Judicial Network on Return OB B R imii A on oy
e
- -
D I rect I Ve . 17.00-18.00  Roundt able discussion of the participating judges and academics
] 19.30

— Legal database;

— An E-training module on Return ke
Directive

14/07/2016
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* Objectives:
— Ciritically evaluate operationalisation of

the principle of solidarity searching for Solidarity

— Identify mechanisms that will make the In EU Asylum and Border Policles
Implementation of solidarity more iy SIS St Paen eloving e
effective W L

 Focus: EU

 Qutcomes and deliverables:

— Conceptual analysis;

— Analysis of the existing forms of
European solidarity;

— Policy proposals;
— Evaluation

BE  {*OMNIA

14/07/2016 MPC - www.migrationpolicycentre.eu
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:l. I . Gulf States Programme

« Joint programme of the
GRC and the MPC

* QObjectives: provide data,
analyses, and
recommendations

 Focus: Gulf states
 Qutcomes and deliverables:

_ Da tabase GulfLa::-;aErNkiz:::ilu\l'l:gntion
— Research papers, policy
briefs, explanatory notes Ey—

14/07/2016
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migration into Italy

Funded by DFID (UK), under contract with the IOM

Objectives:

— To better know the migration routes;

— To understand migrants’ decision-making processes;
— To learn ultimate expectations and goals

Focus: 1,000 migrants in Apulia, Sicily and Lazio
* QOutcomes and deliverables: Final report

14/07/2016 EUI 11
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* Funded by Stiftung Mercator, partners include CEPS,
1fW, MPC and EHI

* QObjectives: to identify challenges and draw up action
strategies for European asylum and migration policy
from a primarily economic perspective

» Focus: EU and countries of origin

» Qutcomes and deliverables:
— Analyses and articles in scientific journals
— Dialogue with decision-makers
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Tradable Refugee-admission Quotas:
a Policy Proposal to Reform the EU Asylum Policy

Hillel Rapoport and Jestis Femandez-Huertas Moraga
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2015: The year we mistook
refugees for invaders
By Philippe Fargues

On 15 December 2015 the European Commission proposed a
European Border and Coast Guard to protect Europe’s external
borders and the Schengen area without internal borders (http:/
europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-15-6327_en.htm). As 2015 comes
to a close, the annual numbers of migrants smuggled to Greece and
Italy and asylum claims lodged in Germany have passed a million, as
well as the number of additional displacements produced this year
by the conflict in Syria. Moreover, Europe’s Mediterranean shore
has now the unchallenged title of the world's most lethal border.
Naot only this. The migrant crisis is also putting to the test some of
Europe’s most fundamental values, from the freedom of circulation
within its territories, to international protection beyond.

‘The massive numbers of people risking their lives through a variety
of sea-and-land routes to force their entry into Europe without a
visa, raise three important questions.

~ First, what is the nature of the crisis? Is it a migrant or a refugee
crisis? Are flows of people entering Europe irregularly in search of
- i ki il

In the first case, there is a consensus among governments that they
must be returned. In the second case, as soon as they lodge a claim
for asylum, there is a legal duty to keep them until claims are fully
processed.

migrationpolicycentre.eu

MPC - www.migrationpolicycentre.eu
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The politics of pledging:
reflections on the London donors
conference for Syria

businesses and NGOs amembled on 4 February in Londom for the
high-proBle confersnce “Supparting Syria & the Regior’, jointly
hasted by the United Kingdom, Germany, Morway, Kuwait and
the United Nations" Afier three previous pledging confierences on
the Syria crisis that harely scraped together the necessary funding
to keep Syrian refugeess in the neighbouring states alive, this year
witnessed a change in tack. Not only were funding expectations
largely met, but the conference abo aimed to develop an entirdy
new farmula for i ing refugees into the neighbouring states
that host them. Besides improving access to education, this centred
on ways to allow Syrians to acoess the labour market. Now that the
dust has seitled a little, & may be time to ask: what are the chances
fiar these aspirations to actually materialise?
This policy brief first looks at how th 11 contest of the plecging
mu&mhﬂsdﬂnpﬂ and sarveysthe rain promises 20 plans
It then takes a critical look
at the situation in Jordan - currently seen as the most promising
candidate for sweeping policy change regarding its Syrian refugee
population Tt shows how the devil is in the details of governing
Syrian lahoar and socio-economic development projects, and
traces previous attempts for such changes. It argues that changing.
Isbour market regalations is ot thesivr bulle hoped for by the
ity, but that real ch m]y

vis-2-vis the Syri:

if Fusrope rethinks it

L ‘Sepporting Syria and the Region: London 201€" faccessed 10 Feb 2015).
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