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WORKSHOP 1 
Acting upon the Multidimensional Drivers of Migration: Which Policy Implications 

for EU Engagement with Origin and Transit Countries?  

Workshop leader: Istituto Affari Internazionali 

June 21, 2022, 10:30 – 12:00 CEST 

 

Introduction  

Mixed flows arriving in the EU entail people who move to flee violent conflict and 

persecution, to cope with insecure livelihoods, or to access economic, educational and 

professional opportunities. More often than not, different reasons combine in informing 

migration decisions, underlining the multidimensional nature of migration drivers. 

Shifting conditions in transit countries also play a key role in shaping dynamics of 

onward movement to the EU. Acknowledging the complex operation of drivers, the EU 

increasingly promotes integrated policy responses cutting across different policy 

portfolios to tackle such overlapping factors. Despite growing emphasis on 

comprehensive and tailor-made approaches, stemming irregular flows arriving in the EU 

nonetheless appears to remain the predominant goal that largely shapes EU engagement 

with origin and transit countries. In light of this background, the workshop will reflect 

on the ways forward to improve cooperation between the EU and third countries on 

mixed migration governance. In particular, the discussion will focus on how  to (i) 

enhance synergies between EU migration policies and the wider set of foreign policy 

tools at the EU’s disposal so as to address multidimensional and overlapping drivers in 

countries of origin and transit; and (ii) tap into the full potential of truly comprehensive 

partnerships promoting balanced cooperation across different pillars of mixed 

migration governance, from countering irregular and precarious forms of migration, to 

improving refugee protection at an (inter)regional level, to promoting safe and legal 

pathways for non-asylum migration to tackling deep seated factors driving mixed 

movements, while boosting the developmental and resilience-building potential of 

human mobility.  
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Background  

In many origin contexts, governance fragilities, security risks, developmental and 

environmental challenges overlap in driving migration. As also shown by ITFLOWS 

research, migration journeys often involve several border-crossings and stays, 

highlighting the importance of conditions in transit countries for mixed flows arriving in 

the EU. Precarious legal statuses and insecure livelihoods in transit contexts also 

augment migrants’ vulnerability to exploitation and abuse. Following the so-called 

migration crisis, and informed by the impasse in the internal policy context, the EU has 

stepped up cooperation with third countries on migration management, while 

mainstreaming migration-related objectives across EU foreign policy. Considering the 

multidimensional nature of drivers, embedding migration into transversal policy design 

and development—especially across the humanitarian-development-peace nexus—

bears significant potential, while also presenting challenges in terms of coordination and 

coherence among different policy portfolios. While engagement in the migration realm 

with origin and transit countries has been primarily oriented at reducing incentives for 

departure and onward movement in the short-term, acting upon the objective of rolling 

out a comprehensive, transversal and synergetic approach to EU-third country 

cooperation also raises a set of new questions in terms of the interplay between 

migration governance and other policy areas, like development, humanitarian aid, 

conflict prevention, stabilisation or climate action. For instance, one of these questions 

relates to the dynamics linking migration with other policy issues in countries of origin 

and transit:  is migration mainly an outcome of developmental, security or 

environmental challenges? What about its role as a positive coping mechanism against 

climate shocks, conflict or insecure livelihoods, especially when mobility takes place 

regionally? Qualitative and quantitative analyses in ITFLOWS’ WP3 show that migration 

and displacement indeed have a strong regional component, while human mobility, in 

many cases, acts as a resilience-building and resource-diversification strategy.  

 

Possible future implications  

The complex ways in which drivers operate in origin and transit countries underline the 

need for comprehensive approaches to migration and asylum governance, while calling 

for long-term policy thinking and enhanced synergies and coherence across a range of 

issues, such as inclusive development, conflict prevention, peacebuilding, good 
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governance, rule of law, or service provision. Yet, a relatively sharper focus on short-

term gains in terms of a reduced volume of mixed flows arriving in the EU – which 

appears to persist in guiding engagement with third countries – might generate long-

term policy trade-offs when it comes to effectively addressing deeply embedded 

challenges, such as governance fragilities, economic inequalities, or socioeconomic and 

(geo)political drivers of conflict. Moreover, should the challenges to reach a common 

ground on internal solidarity mechanisms aiming at a balanced distribution of refugees 

within the EU persist, the weight given to external cooperation would likely remain 

larger, at the risk of limiting the EU’s margin to manoeuvre in the internal dimension, 

and thereby its capacity to enhance legal pathways for protection. Beyond its 

implications for responsibility-sharing between the EU and its partners, and thus, also 

for the sustainability of their cooperation, this might feed into a deepening of existing 

challenges regarding protection standards and respect for migrants’ basic rights in the 

wider region of the EU. All these potential implications should now be considered 

against the background of the Ukraine crisis: on the one hand, while the unprecedented 

EU response has demonstrated that the Union has the tools and resources required to 

provide safe access to protection when faced with large-scale displacement, it has also 

placed further stress on the asylum, reception and integration capacities in the EU. On 

the other, the crisis’ effects, e.g., on global food insecurity, hitting fragile contexts 

particularly hard, might translate into increased migratory pressure towards the EU and 

in its region.  

 

Recommendations  

 Rethinking the interplay between the internal and external dimensions of migration 

and asylum governance, with a view to striking greater balance and stronger 

complementarity between the two, so as to abate reliance on externally rolled out 

measures and move towards an improved management of interdependencies 

between the EU and its partners;  

 

 Reflecting on joint strategy development and coordination mechanisms between 

migration policy and other external action portfolios so as to sustainably address 

structural challenges that have a bearing on migration as well as human 

development and security;  
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 Augmenting investments in predictable and structured responsibility-sharing 

mechanisms with refugee-hosting countries, beyond the current EU focus on 

supporting these countries through humanitarian and development aid; 

 

 Reflecting on the implications of migration management cooperation for the 

precarity characterising migrants’ and refugees’ experience en route towards the EU, 

making them additionally vulnerable to exploitation, abuse, and human rights 

violations; 

 

 Deepening policy discussions on a more comprehensive view of mobility and 

migration that interprets them not only as security issues for the EU, but also as 

coping and resilience-building strategies yielding positive outcomes to migrants and 

refugees in terms of enhanced security and livelihoods.  

 

Questions for the Conference Discussants  

1. What are the opportunities and challenges involved in mainstreaming migration 

across other EU foreign policy dossiers such as humanitarian aid, development 

cooperation, conflict prevention, peace-building and climate action in terms of 

policy coherence and effectiveness?  

2. How can the EU enhance synergies between its actions in the migration sphere and 

the broader framework of its foreign policy, so as to effectively and sustainably 

address multidimensional and overlapping drivers in countries of origin and 

transit? 

3. How can the EU positively contribute to responsibility-sharing with refugee-hosting 

countries beyond financial assistance? What are the challenges and opportunities 

involved in moving towards more equitable responsibility-sharing mechanisms that 

also entail enhanced and predictable resettlement and humanitarian admission 

schemes?  

4. How to better tap into the potential of EU-third country cooperation on legal 

migration so as to enhance the role of well-managed mobility in improving 

livelihoods and human security, while boosting the developmental benefits of 

migration for sending and host contexts?  
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5. What are the implications of the Ukraine crisis and the unprecedented EU response 

to the ensuing displacement for future dynamics and governance of mixed 

migration? Can it act as a stepping-stone for making progress in developing 

predictable and sustainable solidarity mechanisms between the Member States? 

How can the EU and Member States enhance preparedness in the face of potentially 

growing migratory pressures? What are the implications for EU engagement with 

origin, transit and non-EU host countries?  
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WORKSHOP 2 
Root Causes and Factors Contributing to Possible Tensions 

 between Migrants and EU Citizens  

Workshop leader: European University Institute 

June 21, 2022, 13:15 – 14:45 CEST 

 

Introduction 

Public attitudes to migration can affect EU countries´ policy-making on migration and 

asylum and resource allocation, which in turn might indirectly affect migration flows, 

integration as well as future migration attitudes. At the same time, political actors may 

shape public opinion on immigration by framing the issue in a certain way. Policymakers 

and practitioners may importantly benefit from understanding the micro and macro-

level drivers affecting European public attitudes to migration. This understanding shall 

help them identify potential risks of tensions between migrants and European citizens, 

and model adequate policy responses in order to reduce them. 

 

Background 

Political leaders’ position on the issue of migration can be an important determinant of 

the publics’ stance on it.  At the same time, politicians in many countries perceive 

negative sentiments towards immigrants from certain segments of society, thus 

justifying more restrictive migration policies. Nevertheless, there has been a multitude 

of often conflicting assumptions regarding how attitudes to migration are formed and 

how they develop. ITFLOWS has contributed to the systematisation of scholarly findings 

on public attitudes towards immigrants. We provided a comprehensive assessment of 

the most influential micro and macro-level factors affecting views about immigration 

and found that some determinants of attitudes to immigration matter only for certain 

dimensions of these attitudes, and among the frequently used determinants of attitudes 

towards migration the most consistently relevant ones are level of education, 

interpersonal trust, social class, individual economic satisfaction, political views, and 

contact with minorities. We also show that year-to-year changes in the regional number 

of migrants, their region of origin and skill level affect individual attitudes to migration 

of the local population. 
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Possible future implications  

Due to the recent instrumentalization of migration via the Eastern borders route, given 

the Afghanistan crisis and subsequent relocation, evacuation and displacement as well 

as the Russian occupation of Ukraine, migration will remain high on the European 

political agenda in the upcoming years. Back in 2015, Central and Eastern European 

governments strongly opposed the European Commission’s plans to relocate asylum 

applicants throughout the EU and vowed to keep their borders closed to refugees, which 

caused a major rift within the EU. These same governments are now welcoming refugees 

from Ukraine and will most likely stay this way. Our research helps to understand that 

while it is hard to make predictions at the moment, it seems highly likely that a large 

part of Ukrainian refugees will stay in the region for a longer period of time. It is thus 

crucial to ensure that the welcoming attitude towards Ukrainians facilitates their 

integration. This, in turn, can bring social and economic benefits to the entire Central 

and Eastern European region in the long run. 

 

Recommendations  

 If something is of low significance to voters, we can expect individuals to devote 

less time to considering the issue, have lower political knowledge of it, use the 

issue less when making electoral choices and permissively consent to 

policymakers dealing with the issue. We can expect the opposite to be true of 

high salience issues like migration, as demonstrated in recent years.  

 Policymakers should provide training programmes for media, policymaker and 

practitioners on communicating migration in a non-polarizing manner. 

 When conducting educational campaigns regarding migration, the focus should 

be on children and youth. Proper integration in housing, access to healthcare, 

access of migrant children to education and the recognition of qualifications for 

entry into the labour market is a prerequisite for full participation of refugees 

and immigrants in societies and their acceptance by the native population.  

 Providing a facilitated entry into the labour market for immigrants and refugees 

may improve their integration into the host society and lead to positive contact 

and interaction with the native population. 

 Education systems have often not been able to address specific problems of 

children with migrant background (for example, language difficulties). There is a 
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pressing need for continued commitment to research, policy, teacher education 

and training to ensure that children from low socio-economic and migrant 

backgrounds are appropriately supported. 

 Neighbourhood desegregation promotes more equitable access to 

resources and reduces disparities in access to jobs and well-maintained facilities. 

Integrated neighbourhood environments are a cost-effective strategy for 

promoting achievement and work in a diverse global economy and multicultural 

environments.  

 

Questions for the Conference Discussants  

 How have policymakers’ perceptions and public opinion interacted to produce 

particular policy outcomes, and what lessons can we draw? 

 What policies would likely facilitate the acceptance of immigrants/refugees by the 

native population? 

 How have media representations of migrants fed into perceptions of and 

policymaking on migration? 

 When does public opinion matter to the policy process? 

 Why there has been a dramatic change in the acceptance of refugees by the 

governments of the Central and Eastern European countries?  
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WORKSHOP 3 
Relocation and Secondary Movements of Asylum Seekers in the EU   

Workshop leader: Centre for European Policy Studies  

June 21, 2022, 15:00 – 16:30 CEST 

 

Introduction and Background 

The management of unauthorized intra-EU mobility of asylum seekers and refugees—

often labelled as ‘secondary movements’—has been a longstanding policy priority of EU 

migration policies and the so-called EU Dublin System. EU efforts at containing, 

criminalizing and monitoring such movements have resulted in a complex patchwork of 

legal, policy and technological instruments that profoundly restrict asylum seekers and 

refugees’ human rights, and limit their agency to self-relocate, i.e., leave the country of 

first irregular entry and freely move inside the EU territory.  

Since the 2015-2016 European refugee humanitarian crisis, the European Commission 

has aimed at reforming the EU Dublin Regulation and to introduce a permanent 

relocation and search and rescue at sea mechanism for the distribution of asylum 

seekers among EU Member States. However, EU governments have so far refused to 

move away from the EU Dublin model of unfair sharing of inter-state responsibility at 

times of assessing applications of international protection, and adopt a mutually 

recognize positive asylum decisions. ITLFOWS research shows that EU policies on 

secondary movements lead to the use of de facto detention, accelerated border 

procedures and structural reception deficiencies in EU Member States that co-create 

unsafety and insecurity, unfairly restrict reception conditions and keep families apart. 

This stands in stark contradiction with the immediate activation of the 2001 Temporary 

Protection Directive, which offers an EU-wide scheme and status to more than five 

million people escaping war in Ukraine in early March 2022. EU temporary protection 

provides immediate welcoming and access to a set of socio-economic rights to people 

fleeing from Ukraine, leaving discretion to EU Member States to extend it to non-

Ukrainian nationals. It also provides and encourages individuals’ agency to self-relocate 

and move inside the EU, even after having been recognized with EU temporary 

protection status. 

https://www.ceps.eu/ceps-publications/european-union-policies-on-onward-and-secondary-movements-of-asylum-seekers-and-refugees/
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Recommendations 

1. To depart from the prevailing logic underpinning the EU Dublin system—that is, 

to predominantly assign responsibility to process asylum claims to the first 

country of irregular entry—by deleting the first irregular entry criterion, which 

pushes asylum seekers into the domain of irregularity and precariousness, and 

which nurtures unequal solidarity among states and towards individuals. 

2. In cases of a large-scale number of entries, to gather lessons learned from the 

EU’s responses to people escaping war in Ukraine and their implementation, and 

to devise medium and long-term responses focused on: first, non-discrimination 

between European and non-European asylum seekers; second, a common level-

playing field of socio-economic rights; and third, the regularisation and/or access 

to asylum for temporary protection beneficiaries. 

3. To ensure the mutual recognition of positive asylum decisions across the EU, and 

to guarantee that all asylum seekers—irrespective of their ethnic or national 

origin—have an equal right to be treated with human dignity and have effective 

access to justice; to recognise the right to self-relocate and have their agency 

tailored in any new EU relocation mechanism; and to recognise that intra-EU 

mobility can be dictated by legitimate reasons, if not by the actual necessity to 

receive an adequate level of international protection and enjoy human rights, as 

this avoids deterioration of reception conditions and asylum systems in Member 

States of first irregular arrival. 

4. To operationalise a robust and independent EU monitoring and evaluation 

mechanism of intra-Schengen identity checks and internal border controls by 

national police and military authorities; to prevent any racial bias and ethnic 

profiling of checks and surveillance; and to fully ensure adherence to the EU 

Treaty principles of proportionality, necessity and non-discrimination and their 

compliance with the Schengen Borders Code (SBC) standards. 

5. To respect the EU purpose limitation principle—enshrined in the GDPR (General 

Data Protection Regulation)—at times of gathering, accessing and transferring 

asylum seeker and refugee data by EU agencies and relevant national authorities 

as well as those in third countries; and to revise the EU interoperability 

framework in full accordance with EU data protection law and privacy. 
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Questions for Conference Discussants and Debate 

 What are the lessons learned from the EU responses to the war in Ukraine at times 

of assessing the current concepts and working principles of the Common European 

Asylum System (CEAS)? 

 How can self-relocation and the mutual recognition of positive asylum decisions 

facilitate overcoming the structural deficits characterizing the design and 

implementation dynamics of the EU Dublin System? 

 What are the key findings from the state-of-the-art literature at times of critically 

analysing the EU policy priority on secondary movements and their criminalisation? 

What are the main conceptual and methodological flaws affecting the notions of 

secondary movements, which underpin the mapping tools and policy narrative of 

intra-EU movements of asylum seekers? 

 Are there any legitimate reasons or grounds why an asylum seeker may engage in 

intra-EU mobility? What are the most important human rights challenges inherent 

to EU policies countering secondary movements and the free movement of refugees? 

In light of the increasing use of large-scale data bases and information systems 

aimed at surveying intra-EU mobility of asylum seekers, what is the relevance of 

privacy and data protection – including the principle of purpose limitation? 

 In which ways is data-driven surveillance of cross-border mobility of asylum seekers 

contributing to perpetuate the very phenomenon of secondary movements through 

restrictive, selective and often discriminatory dynamics of EU policies? 

 In which ways do the proposals envisaged in the EU Pact on Migration and 

Asylum—in particular the ones dealing with “crisis and force majeure” and the 

revision of Eurodac database—address the issue of relocation and secondary 

movements? What have been the main initiatives and recommendations advanced 

by the European Parliament?  
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WORKSHOP 4  

Asylum seeker, Refugee and Migrant Socio-economic  

Rights and Integration in the European Union  

Workshop leader: Autonomous University of Barcelona 

June 22, 2022, 9:30 – 11:00 CEST 

 

Introduction  

Asylum seekers, refugees and migrants in the EU are at high risk of social and economic 

exclusion and sometimes may not be able to access, exercise, or benefit from multilevel 

implementation of their socio-economic rights. This affects their integration or host 

country reception, and impacts societal wellbeing on the whole. In terms of policy 

actions, steps towards regularisation (if applicable) as well as lifting obstacles to 

accessing key socio-economic rights, like rights to health or non-discrimination, are 

necessary to avoid exacerbated inequalities and obstacles to integration for some 

disadvantaged populations.  

 

Policy gaps identified here are twofold. On the one hand, there is a need to pursue 

efficient pathways to regularisation that can afford many asylum seekers, refugees or 

migrants improved access to socio-economic rights and integration.  On the other, there 

is a gap between policy narratives and concrete implementation or application of these 

policies on the ground, which are tailored to local level contexts and individual needs.   

 

Background  

Currently, asylum seekers, refugees and migrants experience multiple barriers in access 

to and realisation of their socio-economic rights guaranteed under EU and international 

frameworks, which creates or exacerbates inequalities and impacts societal cohesion. 

There are also inconsistencies in understanding these populations’ viewpoints (or 

knowledge) of these rights guarantees on the one hand, versus the perspectives of wider 

Member State societies on the other.  Studies consistently reflect that with respect to 

realization of socio-economic rights, beneficiaries of international protection continue to 

experience unequal treatment as compared to Member State nationals, and wider 

migrant populations also remain significantly marginalised in this respect. Moreover, 

evidence to date notes that actual rights policies and their current implementation may 
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not correspond to public preferences or understandings of what is taking place (Jeannet 

et al., 2020). This can affect the sustainability of these polices. 

 

The ITFLOWS project has increased knowledge on the topic with: original qualitative 

evidence as to the migrant perspectives on socio-economic integration and access to 

rights; a consistent picture of the socio-economic characteristics of recently arrived 

asylum seekers via the EMT; an analysis of the socio-economic situations in Member 

States with a view to migrant integration outcomes; and an assessment of public 

attitudes towards migration via the EMT, which can affect those policies that address 

migrant socio-economic rights. All these efforts are relevant to understanding policy 

gaps. At the same time, ITFLOWS particularly emphasizes grounding and creating policy 

based in real experiences. For this reason, it strives to understand the rights 

opportunities or barriers that migrants themselves feel are most significant. 

 

Possible future implications  

In the future, it is foreseen that if regularisation pathways and public attitudes are not 

sufficiently addressed, barriers will remain in creating, implementing, or maintaining 

sustainable policies that ensure or improve the guarantee of asylum seeker, refugee and 

migrant socio-economic rights. Moreover, a lack of attention to specific local contexts of 

integration or individualized needs among these populations can lead to furthered 

inequalities.  

 

In analysing the ITFLOWS migrant interviews especially, it is clear that delayed or 

ineffective asylum procedures and refugee rights, as well as irregular status, can cause 

significant marginalisation, bar socio-economic integration, increase precarity, and 

compound inequalities. In relation to this, for example, labour market access or 

restriction was a key influence. These developments signal that policies must be 

efficiently implemented, tailored to specific populations, account for public attitudes and 

adopt a long-term view.  

 

 

 



Milestone nº5 

15 

Recommendations  

Policy-related steps require joint consideration from EU and national policymakers. 

Recommendations include:  

 Improved labour market access should be achieved by offering tailored 

employment and vocational training support to asylum seekers and refugees, as 

well as via lifting barriers to regularisation among wider migrant populations.  

 Institutions that provide services affecting socio-economic integration must 

tailor these services to specific socio-economic characteristics, particularly in 

addressing and preventing gender and intersectional inequalities. In the case of 

asylum seekers and refugees, for example, health and mental health services 

must be tailored to specific needs and vulnerabilities.  

 Socio-economic rights awareness must be actively promoted at multiple levels of 

governance, including via language assistance and legal support. 

 Evaluation of public perceptions as well as the socio-political climate must be 

conducted to actively address any public concerns related to socio-economic 

rights of asylum seekers, refugees and migrants.  

 Equality bodies must be strengthened, and proactive non-discrimination policies 

implemented, in order to impact societal receptiveness; this in turn influences 

realisation of asylum seeker, refugee and migrant socio-economic rights.  

 

While there should be distinctions made between multilevel responsibility for and 

implementation of rights protections, public policy must also incorporate relevant 

foreign policy recommendations, as ensuring rights protections for these populations 

forms part of international human rights frameworks that require international 

cooperation.  

 

Questions for the Conference Discussants  

As pertains to your experience with certain asylum seeker, refugee and migrant 

populations:  

1. What are the main barriers to labour market integration from your point of view? 

2. What are gaps in offering policies that are more tailored to local level contexts or 

individual needs, or what are steps that can be taken to improve these gaps? 

3. How would you describe migrants’ awareness of socio-economic rights, and if this 
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affects their access to the same?  

4. In light of the activation of Directive 2001/55 of the Council of the European Union 

in affording temporary protection to displaced Ukrainian nationals (and other 

applicable populations), what insights can be drawn as to alternative 

regularization pathways and their effectiveness for socio-economic integration and 

outcomes?  

5. In what ways do public attitudes or perceptions of asylum seeker, refugee and 

migrant socio-economic rights impact policy sustainability, and how can this be 

addressed? How do you think the Ukraine conflict with relation to public attitudes 

compares to other examples, and why? 
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WORKSHOP 5 
IT Tools Predicting Migratory Flows and Human Rights 

 

Workshop leader: Brunel University London 

June 22, 2022, 11:15 - 12:30 CEST 

 

Introduction 

Receiving and managing migration flows has been a difficult task for the EU. The 

establishment of accurate prediction tools to support practitioners’ and policymakers’ 

efforts to manage migration is promising and could be a game changer. The workshop 

will generate critical insights on human rights challenges of the difficult tasks of 

predicting and managing migration, but will also consider more broadly the future of the 

Common European Asylum System. It will do so by contemplating the themes of 

previous workshops, as well as good practices and asylum policy commitments 

according to human rights.  

 

Background 

Predicting migration can be a powerful tool for suggesting policy solutions that fairly 

and efficiently manage the migratory flows that the EU receives. The ITFLOWS project is 

successful at offering an interdisciplinary approach that spans across several sciences 

relevant to the study of predicting and managing migration with the view to achieve a 

meaningful and peaceful integration. To this end, the project researchers have carried 

out studies on the drivers of migration, secondary movements of migrants and root 

causes of tension in EU societies that may affect reception and integration of migrants. 

Moreover, the EMT tool offers useful knowledge on migratory flows which could inform 

decision-making regarding migration reception and management. As the project is 

committed to solutions and policy recommendations that are aligned with EU and 

Member State obligations to respect human rights, ITFLOWS research is premised on 

and complies with a comprehensive framework of ethics, human rights and gender.  

Continuous interdisciplinary efforts to ensure the project’s compliance with this 

framework is an integral part of our work, as any solution needs to be aligned with 

human rights and asylum commitments.  
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Possible future implications 

Considering increasing xenophobia and persisting racism in Europe, predictions of 

migration could fuel anti-migration discussions. We need to acknowledge such dangers 

on how the project findings and the EMT tool might be instrumentalised by xenophobic 

and anti-migrant rhetoric. We need to discuss how we could be prepared for this 

negative prospect.  In addition, considering rumours of pushbacks allegedly taking place 

at the external borders of Europe, we need to be very careful about how the knowledge 

provided by accurate predictions of migratory flows will be used. Moreover, another 

issue to consider is the importance of terminology, as the use of language massively 

affects the scope and credibility of our data at an interdisciplinary level. We found that 

the need for terminological clarity is imperative, and our team has produced a thorough 

report explaining terminology and a layman glossary to ensure consistency across the 

board. 

 

Recommendations  

Enhanced knowledge that predicts migration enables us to offer well thought-out policy 

recommendations for the EU and national policymakers. Previous workshops have 

successfully highlighted how ITFLOWS studies can illuminate such recommendations 

from the perspective of migration drivers or integration. Our workshop focused on 

human rights and asylum commitments seeks to outline that future policy must be 

careful of current dangerous trends noticed in global migration management. Policy 

recommendations should be careful not to fall in a ‘crimmigration’ ‘trap’, erroneously 

conflating migration and security. At the same time, EU asylum law should not be used 

as a way of deflecting asylum responsibilities by means of concluding external 

agreements that outsource application processing outside of European territory. This is 

because the right to asylum is prevented from being effectively exercised by 

unrecognised refugees. Moreover, it is important that unrecognised refugees who apply 

for asylum protection will be able to benefit from European human rights law. Finally, 

integration measures should not be based in assimilation models. It is important to 

consider integration as a two-way process with a positive outlook towards different 

cultures. 
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Questions for the Conference Discussants  

1. In your opinion, what are the main human rights issues that predicting migration 

might raise?  

2. How could predictions of migration be misused by local authorities? 

3. What are the main issues from a privacy, gender and sexuality perspective? 

4. How can accurate predictions be useful for frontline NGOs? 

5. How can predictions of migration meaningfully enhance the management of 

migration without endangering respect for human rights? What kind of safeguards 

would you recommend applying to the future use of the EMT? What do you think 

about the EMT that ITFLOWS researchers developed? 

6. What are your views on the terminology used by the project on refugees and 

migrants, and would you suggest any amendments that could inform policy 

recommendations? 
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