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Plan of the talk:

Motivations and introduction;
A simple Life-Cycle framework

The Survey of lllegal Migration in Italy (SIMI) and Survey of Mexican
Migrants (SMM): brief overview of the data;

Intentions to return: main findings:

Final remarks
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Why is it relevant to study return behaviour of
Illegal migrants?

= |ncreasingly restrictive immigration policies enacted in
developed countries = the balance has shifted more and
more from legal to illegal migrants (US Dep.t of Homeland
Security: 11.6 millions undocumented migrants in the US in
Jan 2009)

= We know very little for obvious reasons (lack of data in
primis): invisible population

= Return migration (out-migration) of legal migrants is
selective. Most authors find that return migration
characterizes mainly (legal) low-skill migrants:

= Self-selection of the migration process (e.g. Borjas et al.
1992)

= Failed migration or too costly migration (Borjas et al. 1996, ,
Dustmann, 1993, 2003a, 2003b; Faini 2003)



= different constraints characterise illegal migrants: what
applies to the legal migrants might not be appropriate for

illegals

= knowledge on the migration behaviour of illegal migrants is
fundamental in informing effective migration policies



Main contributions of the paper

We shed some lights on the determinants of illegal
migrants’ return plans both “at the gate” (as they enter the
destinations’ country) and while working and living in the
country of destination;

We find evidence on a positive relationship between the skills
and human capital of the migrants and the intention to return:
highly skilled irregular migrants have a higher propensity
to return home.

-> skill-waste effect (i.e. illegality is like a tax on individual
skills in the labor and “financial” markets of the destination
country) °



The ingredients

» Two original datasets on irregular migrants: Survey
of lllegal Migration in Italy (SIMI) and Survey of
Mexican Migrants, (SMM);

» A simple life-cycle framework for the decision
whether to stay or return home

» Probit model on the intention to return of irregular
migrants (both using SIMI and SMM)

v'intentions to return are more likely for irregular
Immigrants that are more skilled,;

v'the presence of a network and experience in the host
country may lessen the effect of the skill waste



The model:

Skills and migration: why illegal are different?

v Two-period inter-temporal problem of illegal immigrants
with heterogeneous level of skills that have already
arrived in the destination country

v'Period 1 — works in the destination country and saves
v'Period 2 — two choices:

() stays in the destination country as an illegal, but with a
non-zero probability of becoming legal;

(1) returns home, where the “normal” wage is lower, but
there are no effects of illegality

v'Log utility function



Period 1

earns an exogenous wage wr = arwB, proportional to her
skills @ 5 [a. 3], but “taxed” by illegality ~ (w¥? is the
exogenous “normal” wage in the destination country B)

skills and illegality affect also the rate of return on savings:

e if stays in destination country B, the rate of returnis r&@R

e if returns home to country A, she obtains the rate of return
a R (e.g. entrepeneurial activity at home is proportional to
one’s skills)



Period 2

choice (l): returning home to country A

e earns an exogenous wage w, = aw*
@ consumes her savings from period 1

choice (ll): remaining in the destination country B
e positive probability of becoming legal ~
o expected wage: (1 — v)r@w? + ~adwP
@ consumes her savings from period 1

10



Intertemporal budget constraints

* In case of return in period 2:

|
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A diagrammatic exposition of the main idea (1)
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Summary of theoretical predictions

In this essential life-cycle model with skill waste:

= the decision to return is more likely for illegal migrants
with higher skills;

= Immigrants with a positive outlook of obtaining legal
status (for instance beacause of dense networks) are less
likely to go back home

v ....let’s bring these hyphotesis to the data
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Survey on lllegal Migration in Italy (SIMI)

WHO? sampling unit:
illegal immigrants, 18-years-old+, in Italy
< 6 months g e
sample size: approx. 1000 illegal '
migrants crossing Italian borders in Jan-
Sept 2003

WHERE? data collected in “hosting centers”
(Centre of Temporary Residence),
helping centers, public canteen and
voluntary services. In 4 border regions
(Friuli Venezia Giulia, Apulia, Calabria
and Sicily)

HOW ? dynamic sampling technique

With the help of a multicultural and multi- -

religion non-profit organization and the

cooperation of a group of linguistic and cultural [ setecedregions in the dita callecion pracess
mediators

Sampling ratio 10.82% and sampling error rate
3.05%
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The representative illegal immigrant in SIMI:

viis young (about 27), literate (85.8%) and has high-skill
gualification in about 18% of the cases

v'’comes mainly from Iraq (9.6%), Liberia (9%), Sudan (5.4%),
Morocco (5.1%), Senegal (4.8%), Turkey (4.8%)

v’has a monthly income of about 145 USD and expects a
monthly wage of 500-1,000 USD (an average of 937 USD)

v'has paid around 2 years of family earnings to undertake the
migration project

vintends to go back to the origin country (with different time
horizons) in 60% of the cases

vis inserted in a migration network in about 1/5 of the sample
(19%)
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lllegal immigrants’ skills in SIMI

Variables All Estim.
Sample
Skill characteristics
Mliteracy 13.2 % 12.0 %
School degree
primary 271 % | 2B0%
middle 30.8 9 34.0 %
high-school 207 % | 21.2%
university 5.0 % 4.2 %
Good host-country language proficiency’ | 20.2 % 16.0 %
Basic host-country language proficiency 26.6 % | 34.0%
Knowledge of 1 or 2 foreign languages TO.76 % | 68.24 7%
Job qualification®
high-skilled 18.4 % 13.1 %
low-skilled TLT % T6.2 %
no qualification 9.9 % 10.6 %
Intention to return home 58.9 % T1.6 %
Intended length of stay (in vears) .10 6.3
(3.7) (3.4)
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Survey of Mexican Migrant (SMM)

WHO? sampling unit:
Mexican (documented and
undocumented) immigrants, 18-years-
old+, applying for a matricula consular
sample size: 4836 obs (our sample:
approx. 2400 illegal migrants).
In 2005

WHERE? data collected in 7 major Mexican
Consulates in the US (Los Angeles, New
York, Chicago, Fresno, Atlanta, Dallas
and Raleigh)

HOW ? by PEW Hispanic Center

Structured (anonimous) questionnaire

With the help of a linguistic mediators
Self-administered or assisted interview
Purposive sample: it is subject to certain bias

toward those migrants who need a matricula 17
consular



The representative mexican immigrant in SMM:

viis young (about 31), literate (98%) and has high-skill
qgualification in 11.2% of the cases

v'since 9-10 years in the US

v'Weekly individual earnings of about 340 USD (current 2005
US$)

vintends to go back to the origin country (with different time
horizons) in 37.4% of the cases

v on average has 12.7 relatives living in the USis inserted in a
migration network in about 1/5 of the sample (19%)

v’ main occupation in the US: construction (16,3%), manufacturing
(16,4%), low-skilled services such as hotel, bars, restaurants
(15,1%), cleaning, maintenance of buildings (8,9%) agriculture
(8,4%).
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lllegal immigrants’ skills in SMM (sample used: undocumented,

aged 18-60)
Variables All Subsample
General
Observations 4336
Median age (in years) 31
(10.63)

Skill characteristics
iiiteracy 2.0 %
School degree

orimany 32.3%

middie 3T1%

high-school 223 %

university 6.3 %
Good proficiency in English 136%
Job gualification {a)

high-skilied 11.2%

Migration network / social and economic integration in the US

MNumber of relatives (people cohabiting) 127
already in the destination (14.8)
Migrafion speli (months in the US) 112.9
(99.8)
intention to return home 37.4%
intended length of stay (in yvears) 434 19

(4.28)




Why two datasets? Main differences

1) Migrants’ destination countries: Italy vs US;

2) Migrants’ origin countries: several countries of origin
(SIMI) vs Mexico (SMM);

3) Migration spell: migration at the gate (SIMI) vs longer
migration experiences (SMM)

4) Density of networks: mostly front-runners in SIMI while
migration in SMM is embedded in consolidated networks

All these elements might have important effects on
illegal migrants’ return plans.
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Empirical model

A probit model on the individual intentions to return
regressed on:

= individual skills (parameter a) measured by:
»Yyears of schooling
»individual qualifications
»language proficiency

= Other covariates, in particular the presence of a network
of established migrants (ambiguous effects)
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Control variables (1)

The presence of a network of established migrants
(ambiguous effects):

»negative effect, since the cost of migration is lower when
migrating within a network;

»positive effect, since the lower costs of migration may
encourage more temporary migration (even more risk-
adverse individuals decide to migrate)

an interaction between network and skills: does the
presence of a network has heterogeneous effects
according to individual’'s human capital?
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Control variables (2)

Individual’s covariate:

family and cultural ties to approximate differences in
consumption preferences (see Dustmann, 2003a)

Experience of past migration (in SIMI): duration of
migration spell in the US (in SMM): (expected sign: -)

(in SMM): Measures of (revealed) social and economic
Integration: US bank account / preference toward US
english TV stations (expected sign: -)

(in SIMI): Unemployed in the country of origin (expected
sign: -)
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Control variables (3)

Country-of-origin variables (SIMI):

= proxies for the state of development of the country of
origin, (GNI per capita) (expected sign: +)

= social conflicts and economic crises in the country of
origin
= Jog of physical distance (expected sign: +)

Other controls: degree of cultural distance and diversity
(a dummy for Muslims) (expected sign: +) /

Macro area dummies.

(In SMM for both meso-region of origin in Mexico and areas
of destination in the US)
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Skills and return intention at the gate

Table 3: Estimates of the Probit Model for the Intention to Return:

Some Specifications

(SIMI)

Regressors (1) (2) (3) (7) Marginal effects
Skills
Years of schooling 0.1067%
(0,059
High-Skilled worker 0553 0.507" 0.178**
(0.23) (0.234) (0.088)
Knowledge of foreign languages 0. 198+
(0.075)
Host-country language proficiency 0.275* 0.087
(0.108) (0.03)
Individual covariates
Migron etwork o312+ 0.352* 0.288 n.as2t 0.100*
(0.177) (0.176) (0.178) (0.183) (0.057)
....................... other controls included (see paper)............
Observations 450 458 436 427
Pseudo R2 0. 16= 0.173 0.178a 0. 190
Log likelihood —214.9 —219.6 —217 .5 —209.1

standard errors in parentheses [ Probability of return { baseline) = 0.754

+ significant at 10%; * significant at 5% ; ¥* significant at 1%
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Skills and return migration: mexican

undocumented migrants (SMM)

Talble 5 Estimates of the Probit Made! for the Intenfion fo Betum in SMM

Regressors (1) (2) [3) (4) (5)
Dependent variable: Intentions to refurn Marg. Effects
Skills
[ |School (= 2ndary) S -0.217 -0.055%=
(0.077) (0.077) (0.0313
Highly skilled 0.3719%=
=) (0.116)
=ood English -0.455%=
(01471
School (= 2ndary) * Leas than & months
\ |inus - 0.457** 0.185%=
(01413 (0.055)
Social Integration / network in the US
IS Bank account -0 281 -0.303% -0.278 -0.252 -0.09ge=
(01007 (0,107 (01013 (010073 (00377
S Television programs 0163 -0.174* 0.1 -0.155* -0.055*
(0.0935) (0.105) (0.093) (0094 (0.038)
- Mumber of relatives in the US -0.008 -0.007 -0.008* -0.008* -0.003%
(0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.001)
......................... other controls included (see paper)............
Cheervations 1658 1442 1661 1658 1658
Pzeudo R2 0,16 0.157 0,16 0.185 0.185
Log likelihood -354.7 -B36.8 -356.5 -348.8 -248.8

Column (5): marginal effectz bazed on column 4 {dizcrete changes for dummy variable (bazsline prob.: 0,421
Fobust standard errors in parsntheses 7 * gsignificant at 10%; ** significant at 5%, *** significant at 1%




Findings (1): Human capital and return intentions

» positive self-selection in return plans: relatively highly
skilled migrants have a significant higher probability of
returning home (see Zhao, 2002 on internal migration in
China; Borjas and Bratsberg 1996 hypothesis of reinforced
selectivity via out-migration);

* more ambiguous pattern for the undocumented mexican in
the US...but similar results for recent immigrants (less than 6
months like in SIMI)

» revision of plans or actual outmigration of the most
skilled?

»>Is the skill-waste effect less important for undocumented
mexican migrants in the US? (illegal immigrants are probably
less able to employ their human capital in Italy / it might also be
that the skill-waste is not particularly different for a mexican
migrant whether he/she is undocumented or not (Mattoo et a2I7

2008)



Findings (2): Network and return intentions

Migration within a network has a positive effect on the
Intention to return in SIMI (enables migration or more risk-
averse target savers?) but not for the mexican in SMM

Hypothesis (to be verified ...): Non-linear network
externalities

Over time as a network of established migrants becomes
bigger and more consolidated it offers multiple (and new)
sources of externalities:

Initial stage - "logistic” support

Intermediate stage - "logistic” support + job search support

Mature stage - "logistic” support + job search support
+ consumption externalities (production of non-tradable
ethnic goods; Coniglio 2004)
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Other results: summary

v Importance of family and cultural ties in the home
country (in particular children back home, family in Mexico)

(+ sign)

v" Good economic conditions in the country of origin
significantly increases the probability of return

v Higher physical and cultural distance between country
of origin and destination increases the probability of return for
(SIMI data)

v" The presence of social conflicts in the country of origin
permanently discourages return, whereas economic crises
have only a temporary effect
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Conclusive remarks

» Irregular immigrants with high skills are more likely to return
home: un(beneficial) brain gain? It is very likely that return
migration of irregular migrant has a lower pro-
development effect in origins’ countries

» Need more research on the behaviour of irregular migrants
(an increasingly important phenomena);
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Table 1: Summary Statistics of S8 2005, Survey of Mexican Nigrants
Entire dataset and sub-sample used for the estmation {undocurmented; age 12-20]

L= iocation

Meuxicsn meso-siale

Log Angeles, CA (35.6% ) New
Yaork, MY (10.6%) Chicago, IL
[19.5%); Atlamta, G4 (7.7%); Dalas,
TH [20.2%); Raleigh, NC (5.2%)

Centre: 28.3%; Cenmre-Wesk 43.4%;
“orn-East 4.1%; Konth-West: 53]
Soulh-Southeasl 17.7%

Varlables all Subsampls

General

Obsensiians LB3E 2438

MadVan age (in years) 21 258.2
[10.83) (B.1)

Wesaly nohvioual sarnings oscisred

[medran, in 2005 curant L5E 341 3rse
[1a2) [1E4.2)

NumBer o chiidren (mean) 135 1.53
{1.55) (1.40)

chikgren in fe UE 1.40 1.02

{1.35) 01.3)

Intendion 0 redlrm ome 37 4% 45.5 %

Infended lengfh of sfay (I years) 434 338
[4.26) [3.71)

Los Angeles, CA [29.7%) New
‘ark, MY {11.2%) Chicago, IL
(20.0% ) Afanta, GA (3.6%)
Diallas, TX [20.4%); Raleigh, NC
(5.2%)

Centre: 33.56%,; Certra-\West
36.3 % North-East 3.5%; Morth
Wesl: 4.5%; Soulh-Southeas::
18.9%;

Skill characteristics

Iterscy 20 % 15%
Schoo degrea
prmany 3% 5%
miggie A% 40 %
high-schost A% 236 %
universky 6.3 % 54%
Eood proficiency In Engiish 3.6% 9.1%
Jdaob ".|".'.|E'.'|'I'|'I:E!'IS|"| jal
high-skiveg 1.2% 12%
M.'gran-:ln MatWors S social and aconamic INTagramon In the LS
HNumBer of reistives (pengie cohabiting) 127 BB
aiready in the destinanion [14.E) (11.8)
AAgranon Sped (monms in the US) 112.9 714
{99.E) (56.4]
Owns 3 US band sccawnl 29.8 136
Prefers US engilsh SiEtons 162 16.E

(&) Hign-skllizd gualicatian Is conslgerad far the "oliowing (d=clared) jobs:
ownerpropriztar of 2 business, adminlstratormanager of 3 business; professiaral
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Table 2 Summary Statistice of SIMI 2003, Survey on [llegal Migration in Italy:
Entire Sample and Subsample of Clandestines used for the Estimation (standard

errors in parentheses ),

Varnables All Estim.
Sample
{renemal
Number of sample anits a0 452
Median Age (in years) ar.a X6
[6.20) (5.78)
Family monthly income at home (median, in 2003 current USE) 218 196
[232) [170]
Expectad monthly inoome st destination [median, in 2003 current T753) 8TT a0G
(5300 {40
Number of chibren par head [mean) 0.57 0.59
(1.09) (113
children left home per head [ mean) 0.45 045
(0.95) (0,98
Ciost of the trip [median, in 203 carrent 1753) 1,645 1,527
(1,417) | (1,386)
Intention to return homsa 589 % T1.6
Intended length of stay (in years) 6.0 6.4
[3.7) [3.4]
Sample composzition
Clandestines AR5 W 100 %
Asylum Seakers AR -
Others 121% | - 32




Table & Estimates of the Probit BMoca] o Che Intention o Faetarn:

Some Bpeeifeations

Hegrassors 11 (B () 14 15) & i)
Skills
Years af schooking 0106t 00ead
(0,058 (0059
High-Skilled worker 0555 042 067" 050
(0235 (0.2 0,298 (0230
Knmoledge of fordign languages (1= (174
(0TS [N il
Host-courdry languages prmficis ey 0.2 0.27er
(0.107) (010
Individual covariates
M i wonet coork 0412t 0nAa52* 0288 0.a532 0510 0.293 n.aart
(17T 176 (017 (0. 153 (17 0,173 (L1581
Unerployed dn the home courdry -0l —0125 —020E —0.m7 —0iis —0.128 -1
(015 (0153 (015 (0152 (s i0.15d) (0157
Children in the home counbry 0.4 150 0396 045 0. 405 038 05050 03500
(0177 017" (0177 (0. 173 (0178 0. 17 (0180
Post migrat ion —0.385" —aar —0. 412" —0. 2o —0.412* —0. 436 —0 451
(16 (0.1 63 (016 (0. 165 ((L165) 0. 165) ((1L166)
Country of Origin
GNT per capila (Tog, 2000} 0,497 0530 0471 IR EL 05153 0495 0511
(0,131 (0138 (0,140 (0. 141 (0133 (0. 107 (01410
Social confla! —0.ym —.r5ax" —0.yiTe —0 a5 —0. e —0. w0 —0.7a
(&) .17 (017 . 151) (L1582 (0. 1501) (L1ER)
Eeamamic crisis (153 [1561* 41 1458 (552 [Aree (5%
(0227 (0227 (025 (0.2 (023 (0.2 (0.2
Distancein Lo} 0,253 0257 0,268 0. 0,250 0.2 0261
(0077 (00T (OLOTEY (0.0E0 (OLOTT (0078 (O0El)
M uaslim 0.3 na1ar 0.351" 0.5 0.3y 0.549° 0401
(01537 0157 (01537 (0. 1600 (01607 i0. 159 (0160
Azia —CL e —reer —L G —(1, T —L1 TEEe —(0, g —(1. el
(0251 (0250 (0255) (0. 256 (0255) i0.258) (0258
South America — 2 G5 —2. B3 =2 Tifre —3. 3 =2 —2. Bl & —3.17]

continuasd on next page




Tahle % oontimed

Hegressors 11 1] 4] (4] 5] (&) 7}
RN WETk R IRy EEN 01,015 EE
Bumpe —001e 0048 0210 0088 —004 02345 00005
(01,320) (0326 (0,95 (0. 56 (0,930) (0,398 (0,358
North Africa ~01% 009 —0.03 0,070 011 —0.78 —00Er
(0,379 (0874) (0378 (0,583 (0,380 038 | (0381
(onstant —asr | —es | o—amer | Ay | —4dser | mEe | 4
(1.0010] (1012 (100 (1,005 (1.044) (1.080) (10068)
Obseruations 130 L 13 T 130 1% L
Paeuds R 0,168 0.1%3 0.1% 0184 0.1 0,18 0190
o bikelihood —914.0 LT 0145 —911.4 —oag 055 | -0

Standard errors mprentheses T robablily of return | fselme) = 0.7
t aignifleant at 10%; * signiflcant ab 5% ** signiflcant at 1%
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Table 4 Marginal Efects of Made! 7] for Ik

Regressors Marginal effects
Highly shilled worker ATE™
(0.028)
Hos-couniny language prolciency 0.y
0.03)
Iigronehwork 0. 10
(0.051)
Uinempiayed in ke home sounfry 0040
(0.048)
Chitdren in the home couniry 0. 10e™"
(0.050)
Pzt migration 0153
(0.058)
G per capifa flog, 2004] o161
(0.084)
Social confiict -g2ngm
(0.048)
Economic crisis 0 I
(D.028)
Cisfance(in log) O.oga=
(0.025)
Kdueslim QuoBg
(0.053)
Asia R i
(D.096)
Zouth America -0oTE
(0.041)
Euwrops 0001
(0. 106)
Marth Africs 00021
(0.124)
Obsenvaiions 427
Probability of rezurn (baseline] = 0.757 0.833

otz for dummy vanables the manginal effzct is refersd fo changs from O o
Sdandard emors in pareniheses
" significant at 10%; " sgmificant at 5%; ** signiicant at 1%




Table & Estimabes of the Probil Modal for the Intention to Retum In Skl

REqressars i (2} (] 4 15}
Diependent variable: Intentlans o retum Iiarg. Effesis
Sklii=
School {= 2ndarny) =0T 0217 -DLoas™
(1.077) (0077 [D.031)
Highiy sklled .319
(0.118]
=ood English -0 4eg™"
(1.147)
School (= 2ndary] * Less than & months
In S 0AET™™™ d.185"""
(0.141) [0.055)
Soclal Integration ! neteork In the LS
JE Sark account 0. 3E1 -0LE03 ™™ -0aye -0 e -0ooggm
(3.103) {0.107) (2.101) (0.100) [DL037)
JS Telewision programs 163" -017g" -0 -0 155" -0osee
(.035) {0.105) (10.0563) (0.0Ed) [0.035)
sumber of relalivas in the US -0L0dE™ -0,007 -0.008 -0uoJe™ -0.00E"
{0003 {000 {i0.003) (0.003) (oL )
Other covarlates
Famlly In kexlco O3S 0. 343" EICE M R b 1123
(1073 {0.I7E) (0.072) (0073 [0.329)
AQE (VEITE) ooTzE™ 0.oos" D [N b oooDg™
{0.004) {0L00S] {000 {D.004) [CLO0Z)
Wale os14™ .s15 pLs03™ osz1™™ 3.200°
(1071 {D.O7S) (0.071) (0.O71) [DL025)
sigraticn duration 0. 005" -0.005™ =0anET -0.0067" -Dogz
(0.001) {0.001) (0.001) (0.031) {0.0002)
US Incatlan: Los Angeles, CA 0173 -0z11" -0.168 -01E3 0.071
(1.118) {0.125) (0.115) (0.11E) [0L345)
JE location: Chicaga, IL 3167 0116 0153 (ENES | oaose
(3.121) [ERESY (.12} (O.121) [CL347)
UE Iocalion: Adlanta, GA .30 0.3&3" 0.2&9™ 0233 o118
(0.143) (0L1ED] {1,147} (DL14E) [0UI5S)
JE ocation: Dallas, TX 1.018 0o3s 0.0oa ootd 0ans
(1.123) {0.138) (0.127) (0.12E) [0.349)
J= Incaton: Ralelgh, NG 0.Z78 0235 o3z 0.2e3" 3117
3171 {0179 (0.163) (0.171) [DLOET)
Wexlcan Stale” Cantre-Wesl Q57 -0, 1ea -0.15 -0. 146" -0OsE"
(.085) {o.ae0) (0.0E5) (0.08S) (0.033)
Wexlcan Siale: MNormeas! 0137 -0.207 -0.143 -0100 -0.033
REEY {020 RE=] {0,136 [CLO7)
Wexlcan Siale” MNormwest -0L252 -0L3E4” -0.24 -0231 003
i1172) {0167 (2.171) (0.171) [DLOE2)
Mexican Siale”  Soulh-Zouineas: -0.063 -0,368 -0.043 =045 0.017
(.05) {0.101) (0.055) (0035 [DL037)
Consiart -0.182 40.24 -02e” -0232
{31850 (0L1E3) 710 {0.185]
Doeerdations 1658 1442 1861 1653 1658
~rauda R2 0.16 [N Ery 016 0165 O.1ES
Log lkelinood SBELT -53E.3 -6 .5 -0L3.8 453

Column [5); manginal efects based on column 4 (discese changes for dummy vanaole (oaselne prob. 1.421

Robust standard emors In paremineses [ slgnificant at 10%; °° significant al 3%: ™" significant at 1%
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C  Variables Description on the SIMI Estimation

Dieseription kxp. | Dlesn | St Type Soure s
sign D

Vears of | number of years the mdwidual |+ .87 1.21 cabegorical | Clussbonnairs
s hirclineg attended shool (catemrical vari

abk: Opone, 1 fmom 1 o 5 years,

2 from 6 o & yoares, 3 rom 9 Lo

11 years, 4 more than 12 years)
Host-country | equaks 2 i the migrant has good | C0AE T 07D | categorical | Questionnaire
language or adwanced koowledee of the
praficiency langpua g of the intancded destina-

tion eountry, 1 i she has a base

knowledge and O otherwio
H marenl el g ciquake the mumber of oreign lan- | 4 157 1.0 categoneal | Questionnaire
aof  faredgm | poages known withat last a ha-
languages sie lewvd of profeioney
Highly skilled | oquak 1 11 the individual pos- | 00 T oA T dummy | Cestinmnaire
o orker seemc highly oualified job skills

(translator, secmlary, financial

advisor, doctor or  chanist,

lawyer, teacher, memsger, oon-

gultant, entreprencurs and 0

otherwise
M agem- cquals 1 il the mndividoal bas rel | /- nls (R ey cEL IO a
network atives and frends in the intended

country of destination, 0 other-

wisn
Unemploged | aquals 1 the migrant 15 not an- | - [T L5 duarrrry JucsL o a
inn the heme | ployed befone departure, O other-
couniry W
sociar eon- | oiquak 1l the migrant declams | - LLES LLdg clarm iy Lk L KT

f LT

Lhat. there wis o social eonflict in
the village or ciky of ongin {rest
demea in the lsst 5 years, O oth-
o WiE

cordinued on nedt page
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conlinuen from previcus page

Diescription k. | Mean | 5t Type ST
glzn Dy
Pooam e cquake 1 F the migran declams | - LL=56 L1 clharmomy L uesL i
crima Lhat there was an econormie or f-
naneizd eriis in the vilkge or city
alorgin (residenoce) o the ksl 5
yeurs, 0 otherwiss
Children an | equals 116 one or more childran | - [T 2 ey LJaestionmnar e
Lhe home | @ne in the home country, O other-
couniry W
fleatives  in | mumber ol relatives that am el | - BIT h s COnbiTeE | QoesLnnain
£l home | in the country of arigin
conurry
Has  migm- | equak 116 the incdivicnal has al- | - LLAT LLdd charm iy LjuesL i
tian rexdy cone a migration experi-
cnce (inbamal or intarnational ),
0 otherwa
Lhatance cigtanoe 0 L Em | Geomraph- | /- b 20 conbimoE | Lametleer ol
ical oorordinates whom e Lo Ciamvaniticiral
calenlate disanes roanded lat- Mames,  Third
Tude and ongitude Agurces were Fdition, August
uscd for the purpose of Andng 1988, U5 Board
Lhe spproximate geographic con- on  Goographic
tar of the crigin and destination Mames= amd on
COnbries) ol har sonmes
i rzslim ciuak 117 the indwvidual decbres | - 54 49 dumiry L wes Lo mnaire
to b a Muslim; 0 otherwiza
P e cquals 1 the individual country | 25 [ B3 Uiy LJaesL G ¢
oforgin s in Europe, 0 otherwie
Narth Africa | equak 11 the individaal coantry | 4 (AN k! L1 clharmnmy Jues L
ol ariginis in Morth Afriea | Ah-
Meditorrnean eountrices), 0 oh-
aTWisa
A=ia ciquaks 1l the indivichaal coantny | - LL2T LLdd clharmnmy Jues L

ol arigin i in Asia, Dotherwi=a

conlinued on ner pageE
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