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Summary

related to international migration.

The Conference of European Statisticians’ work pogne for 2010 includes the
organisation - jointly with Eurostat - of the Wofkession on Migration Statistics, in
Geneva on 14-16 April 2010 (see ECE/CES/2009/2/BddThe CES work on migration
statistics is aimed at improving the quality andhikability of statistics on international
migration by developing common definitions, metheasl practices, and promoting them
across the UNECE region. The Work Session alloe@htries to exchange experiences
on the methods and techniques used for the calegbrocessing and dissemination of data

The outcomes of the Work Session include a progosahdertake methodological work
related to the measurement of the socio-econommditions of migrants.
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Attendance

1. The joint UNECE/Eurostat Work Session on MigratBtatistics was held on 14-16
April 2010 in Geneva. It was attended by particisafrom Austria, Bosnia and

Herzegovina, Croatia, Denmark, Estonia, Finlandin@ey, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Latvia,

Luxembourg, Mexico, Montenegro, Netherlands, NorwBgland, Portugal, Republic of
Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Serbia, Slayal8lovenia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, Tajikistan, The former Yugoslav Repuhbbdf Macedonia, Turkey, United

Kingdom and United States of America. The Europ€ammission was represented by
Eurostat and the DG Education and Culture (EAC)e Thmited Nations Economic and
Social Commission for Western Asia (ESCWA), the tediNations Mission in Kosovo

(UNMIK), the United Nations Statistics Division (L8YD), the United Nations Population
Fund (UNFPA), the International Organization for gwéition (IOM), the International

Labour Organization (ILO), the World Trade Orgatii@a (WTO) and the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) wdse eepresented. Experts from
University of Southampton (United Kingdom), Mosco$tate University (Russian

Federation), and the Catholic University of Louvéelgium) participated at the invitation
of the UNECE secretariat.

2. A number of participants could attend the Wodss$on thanks to the financial
support provided by UNFPA.

Organization of the meeting

Mr. Marcel Heiniger from Switzerland was electdChair of the meeting.
4. The following substantive topics were discusseithe meeting:

(@) Migration statistics mainstreaming;

(b)  Producing migration data using household surveysadiner sources;

(c)  Collecting data on migration in the 2010 round opplation censuses;

(d)  Measurement of migration by duration and by reasdefinitional and methodological
issues;

(e) Exchange of migration data among countries, rediand international organizations:
experiences, issues and challenges;

4] Information session on activities and programmemt@rnational migration statistics.

5. The discussion at the meeting was based oneohwand supporting papers. The
papers are available on the UNECE webBsite

6. The recommendations for future work in the fiefdmigration statistics are given
below. A summary of the discussion on the abovéctowill be presented in an annex to
this report in English only and will be distributtmithe participants after the meeting.

! http://www.unece.org/stats/documents/2010.04. rtiigmehtm
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Recommendations for future work

7. The meeting proposed to undertake methodologiak on themeasurement of
the socio-economic conditions of migrants, including:

(a) Identifying the socio-economic dimensions tha¢ most relevant for the
better understanding of the situation of migramtg.(employment, education, residence,
participation in civil society, language...);

(b)  Reviewing the definitions and practices adoptayg countries for the
measurement of the relevant migrant groups (follpato the work conducted by UNECE
on the 2008 Questionnaire on migration statistics);

(c) Identifying and developing indicators for théffetent dimensions and
population groups, and discussing measurementgssue

(d) Reviewing existing sources and their suitaptid provide relevant data;

(e) Providing guidelines to countries intendingpimduce statistics on socio-
economic conditions of migrants using existing searorad hoc surveys.

8. This new project should make use of the resfltthe work already conducted or
ongoing in this field, and should take into accotimt existing demand for statistical
information at national and international level.

9. The work should be conducted in the frameworkhef activities promoted by the
Conference of European Statisticians in the fiélgazial statistics. The meeting invited the
UNECE Secretariat to prepare Terms of Referencehferactivity, to be submitted to the
Bureau of the Conference of European Statisticiangeview.

10. Representatives of Italy, Spain and Switzerkxugtessed interest in being involved
in the work on this topic (to be confirmed aftee timeeting). Other countries were invited
to consider contributing to this new initiative. fErssions of interest should be
communicated to the UNECE Secretariat.

11. The meeting invited the UNECE Secretariat dred $teering Group on Migration
Statistics to discuss follow-up activities to therw conducted on the exchange of data to
improve emigration statistics, in coordination withrostat and other relevant international
organizations.

12. The meeting also proposed that the next WodsiSe on Migration Statistidske
place in two years (in Spring 2012), and that tik¥ing topics be discussed:

(@) Measurement of short-term international migmatiand analysis of
international migration estimates using differemdth of stay definitions (discussion of the
final results of the Task Force currently workingtbis topic);

(b) Improving migration and migrant data using helhudld surveys and other
sources (discussion of the final results of thel&uwid Working Group);

(c)  Measurement of the socio-economic situatiomajrants (discussion of the
results of the work proposed in this field)

(d) Migration and gender;

(e) Experiences with migration data from the 26diind of population censuses,
including reconciliation with flow data from othsources;

() Return migration.
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13. The UNECE Secretariat invited interested coesitto join the Steering Group on
Migration Statistics

Adoption of thereport of the meeting

14.  The present report of the meeting was adopteidglthe closing session.

15. A summary of the discussion in the substargagsions of the meeting is presented
in an annex to this report, prepared by the Setat@ter the meeting.
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Topicl.

ANNEX
Summary of the discussion in the substantive sessions

Migration statistics mainstreaming

Documentation Papers by Eurostat, European Commission DG Emucand Culture

(EAC), and Portugal

1. In its presentation, Eurostat proposed divecserss to be taken in order to develop
migration statistics to better meet the policy reeéat information on migration. These
includes adjusting existing data sources and furtievelop new ones; harmonizing
definitions, concepts and methods; improving comication and cooperation with policy
makers; and finally enhancing data sharing betwedional statistical systems.

2. Some participants commented on the importancéaiee clear definitions for
measuring the different categories of migrantsalylobserved that some data on migrants
are not available from administrative sources angtnbe collected through household
surveys. However, during recent studies (in deggrviews with multicultural mediators
and cognitive test on migrants) conducted in vifwhausehold surveys, migrants often
showed some difficulties to be interviewed becaofeultural and/or language barriers.
Italy concluded that different tools (eg questianmdranslated in different languages, etc.)
may be necessary to collect information on migratough household surveys if
compared with other household surveys.

3. The Economic Commission DG on Education andutelteported about education
and training issues concerning migrants in the Ehkke DG EAC advocated for a better
monitoring of migrants’ education, which would alloidentifying best practices and
implement adequate and effective policies for mitgaintegration.

4, During the discussion on migrants’ education,ridy observed that tertiary
education is particular since some students moweder to study abroad. Hence targeted
measures are needed in data collection in orddistmguish them from other migrants. It
was observed that particular attention should bergio adult learning, as this important
sector was the only one where migrants were nadgentaged.

5. The UNECE observed that in some countries (Ausind Germany) the results

seem to show that the second generation perforneesevthan the first one. The DG EAC

confirmed that these results were unexpected, lzeywere still investigating the reasons.
They brought forward some possible explanatiors;strcond generation may no longer be
as highly motivated as the first one, or this trendld be due to new migration flows, from

different countries of origin, having different l@cound, perspectives and expectations.

6. Concerning the education of immigrants, it whsesved that often migrants came
from a lower social and economic background. Stidenfirmed that the combination of
lower economic welfare added to migrant statusesgmted a double burden for migrant
children to succeed at school.

7. Portugal presented the national experience atistital needs on immigration and
discussed the relation between Statistics Poraugglthe Portuguese Immigration Service.

8. In the discussion that followed, Italy obsentbdt residence permit statistics were
difficult to collect. Portugal agreed and furthepkined that EU citizens had to register in
their country of destination if staying over 90 dayHowever since this is not fully
mandatory, many persons do not register and areftite not counted.
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Topicll. Producing migration data using household surveys and other
sour ces

DocumentationPapers by UNECE and Spain. Presentation by thieed) States.

9. The UNECE presented the results of the questiomnon data sources and
definitions for migration statistics, that was cdetpd by member countries in 2008 as part
of the CES work programme on migration statistit$ie results of the questionnaire show
that the 2010 round of censuses should represerimpartant source of information
particularly on migrant stocks, but also on flowtousehold surveys are potentially an
important source of data, including data on leraftbtay. However, there are some issues
to de solved, for instance concerning the compbialnf data across countries or the
availability of data for different migrant groupsdifferent countries.

10.  Norway observed that a more detailed analysisidvbe useful looking in particular
at issues such as the quality of the registerswhipialso noted that qualitative methods are
just as informative and recommended the work uadtert in the course of the THESIM
project in particular.

11. The OECD thanked the secretariat for the repod outlined the importance of
quality aspects in this exercise, raising the dqaestof confidentiality of personal data and
the difficulties of using flow data.

12.  Spain presented the methodology developed émrtimy now-casting, which proved
to be very successful in terms of accuracy. Theigiants commended this initiative on
two scores, one being the importance of produdmgly data and the second being the use
of expiry data to check when individuals have mowed This practice also fits well with
the UN recommendation on length of stay of 12 menth

13.  Some participants asked whether the ex-postblestiment of dates of events

requires an on-going revision of the time serieg] whether the now-casts are checked
later on against observed statistics, and possithiysted. Spain explained that estimating
the results is still an issue. It is not possilerdvise constantly, so other tools are used.
Data from a small household survey and from theufadipn registers (“Padron”) are used

as auxiliary sources. The coverage of immigrantthe Padron is considered relatively

good also for illegal immigrants, as they can bgistered and registration entitles them to
basic services.

Topiclll. Collecting data on migration in the 2010 round of population
censuses

Documentation Paper by the United Kingdom. Presentations by DNid the United
States.

14.  The presentation by UNSD focused on the impodaof population censuses in
collecting data on migration statistics. It covesathe of recommendations presented in the
“Principles and Recommendations for Population dfddusing Censuses, Rev.2”,
concerning core questions asked in the censuses.

15. It was noted that the UNSD Recommendationsa@aover the use of censuses for
collecting data on emigration. The participant®aisted the limited use of the population
census to collect data on flows.

16. The United States presented the US reengin@eennial Census, which include a
decennial count based on a “short form” only, dreldollection of “long form” data using
the monthly American Community Survey (ACS). The R\CGncludes some CES
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Recommended core topics. It was noted that thetigmesn the country of citizenship is
asked partially. No data are available on the trguof citizenship, on stateless persons, or
on dual/multiple-citizenship.

17.  The United Kingdom presented information on saeiag migration in the 2011 UK
and Albanian Censuses. The recommended questioogizenship and intentions to stay,
to be used for the first time in the UK, are yepraven in full census environment. The
new questions arouse concern and suspicion frormigent populations, however less so
for Albanian migrants. Both the UK and Albania aaéming to adopt the CES
Recommendations for including questions in the 2@Ehsus to collect information on
migrant stocks and flows.

Topic V. Measurement of migration by duration and by reason:

TopicV.

definitional and methodological issues

Documentation Paper by the Task Force on the analysis of iateynal migration
estimates using different length of stay definision

18. The UNECE presented a progress report on thik eanducted so far by the Task
Force and on the next steps. These include thbefucollection and analysis of relevant
data from countries, and the investigation of thplications of adopting alternative
migration definitions for emigration, including tivapact on net migration estimation.

19.  The subject of short-term and long-term migrativas discussed as countries adopt
different durations to measuring it. Moreover,rthare differences between countries in
the characteristics of migration by duration. Faamaple in Slovenia the majority of
immigrants intend to stay between 6 and 12 morhsthen many of them eventually stay
for more than 12 months, although the extensiorstaf is not fully reflected in the
statistics.

20.  The role of the reason for migrating was aliscussed. The information about the
reason is important since it allows distinguishstwprt-term migrants from tourists and
other visitors.

Exchange of migration data among countries, regional and
inter national organizations. experiences, issues and
challenges

Documentation Papers by UNECE and Sweden/Netherlands (joinepapPresentations
by UNECE, UN ESCWA and Norway.

21. The comparison of international migration adatetween Sweden and the
Netherlands demonstrated important differences detwthe two countries. These
incongruities are due at least in part to diffeemndn registration systems and in the
definitions used for international migration. Anettlcommonly recognized problem is the
underreporting of emigration caused by unclearsrube the absence of incentives to
individuals to deregister when they leave the cguntUnreported migration is more
frequent in the Netherlands than in Sweden. The s&ps include the use of microdata:
from both countries to improve the data of eachmbgu

22. Norway presented the Nordic agreement on ptpuolaegistration, according to
which the Nordic countries represent one populaticga. The purpose is to avoid double
registration or no registration of individuals. Thensistency of inter-Nordic migration
statistics was also discussed.
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TopicVI.

23.  During the discussion it was noted that adriziive systems may have an impact

on the data. In general, NSOs cannot change astnaitive rules. As a result, in some

cases data are consistent, but not in agreememBhitregulations. In some cases there are
different practices among different NSOs, for ins&with regard to using different dates

(registration vs. actual) or to the inclusion ¢ thag” (delayed notifications).

24. The UNECE presented the final version of théd€lines for Exchanging Data to
Improve Emigration Statistics, which were endordsd the Conference of European
Statisticians in June 2009.

25. The participants stressed the usefulness ofgudata from other countries to
improve the data of its own country. It was noteat there should be a follow up regarding
the Guidelines and welcomed the idea of data exgghawhether it is a clearing house or
building up on already existing data exchange syste The UNECE presented different
options to promote data exchange at the internaltitevel. These options, with the
respective advantages and disadvantages, willvesstigated by the UNECE, Eurostat and
the other relevant international organizations.

26. The participants noted that follow-up work tee tGuidelines is very important.
However, data collection activities already conddcby other organizations should be
taken into account and not duplicated. The focumukhbe on data exchange, with the
objective to help countries using the data fromepttountries. Dissemination and analysis
of existing data is also essential.

27. ESCWA presented the main characteristics @fiational migration flows in the
Arab countries (in particular the flows directed&oropean countries) and discussed briefly
the economic and social implications for origin adéstination countries. The main
challenges in producing good quality migration diatacountries in the region were also
discussed, including the lack of coordination betweountries, and the fact that there are
no proper data collection systems.

28.  The participants discussed about the inclusfaamsylum-seekers and refugees from
Arab countries in the migration statistics in Etadslatabase. It was observed that possibly
only refugees are actually included, but not asybemkers.

Reportson various activities and programmes

Documentation Papers by Eurostat, University of SouthamptonCOE Eurostat/World
Bank/UNHCR. Presentations by UNECE, Tajikistan &D.

29 Eurostat presented a report on the implementati the regulation on statistics on
international migration, usually resident populati@nd acquisition of citizenship.
Challenges include: measuring emigration, stock/flmonsistency, validity of residence
permit vs. intended length of stay, unknown counfrpext/previous residence.

30. The University of Southampton presented theENMM model for estimating
international migration flows in the European Unidie objective is to provide a general
framework for modelling migration flows between oties. The model allows
harmonizing and correcting inadequacies in avadlatbhta and estimating completely
missing flows. The model uses Bayesian approacgdan probabilistic mechanism, and
allows combining multiple data sources. The prgietywas tested on a small set of
countries, producing promising results.

31. The participants welcome the adoption of sisth forecasting to measure
migration, and noted that new models are userdhienlt was also observed that expert
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opinion could be used as an input for the modelweéler, the results of the modelling
should be determined more by the data than by erpéarion.

32. UNECE presented the activities conducted & ftamework of the Development
Account Project on migration, aimed at strengthgnire national capacity of CIS countries
to produce migration data. A first workshop wasdhigl Bishkek in February 2010 with
positive results. A draft toolkit was preparechidp improving the production of statistics
on international migration in the region. Otheridties include plans to facilitate data-
sharing in the region, and an inventory of inforimatsources on migration in UNECE
region.

33. OECD presented an update on the developmeat ddtabase on immigrants in
OECD countries. The objective is to help dispel eamyths and shed new light on the
“brain-drain” process. The extended database, basediata from the 2010 round of
population censuses, should include data for specifuntries and at regional level; new
brain drain figures; specific analysis of interpagl migration within specific areas.

34.  Eurostat, the World Bank and UNHCR jointly sutted a paper on the follow-up of
the work on Model Questionnaires for Mediterranétyusehold International Migration
Survey (MED-HIMS) already developed in the framekvof the MEDSTAT |l Programme
in order to investigate on emigration, return migna and intention to migrate in the
Mediterranean countries. Next steps, which foréseeadaptation of Model Questionnaires
to consider the topics of forced migration and pafion born abroad proposed by UNHCR
and the preparation of technical manuals, shouldnfemented through funding made
available from the World Bank, UNHCR and the upaognMEDSTAT Il Programme.
The MED-HIMS surveys can be implemented in seleatedntries autonomously or
eventually under a coordinated regional or subemgi programme, depending on further
availability of funding from international communit

35. Tajikistan presented a review of statisticaladan international migration in the
country, with a discussion of different sources amtent migration trends. The data show
important flows of temporary labour out-migratidrhe participants expressed their interest
in the presentations. Other countries were encedrag share their experiences in future
meetings.

36. IOM presented the Migration Profiles, whiclke anigration reports on a specific
country based on a standardized template, to bd aseinformation tools for policy
development. The objectives of the MP include: ecbagovernmental knowledge about
migration; improve the use of migration informatifmm policy development; foster greater
inter-ministerial coordination. MP reports are manen statistical reports and can be used
as a capacity-building tool, as the governmemvslved in the production. The experience
showed that Migration Profiles can support policgvelopment through improving
accessibility and availability of migration dataentifying data gaps and promote data-
sharing; promoting discussion on migration policy.
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