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7KHLVVXHRILPPLJUDWLRQDQGUHIXJHHÁRZVLVDKLJKO\VHQVLWLYHWRSLFZKLOHORQJEHLQJRQHRIWKHPRVW
XQIRXQGHG,WLVLPSRUWDQWWRUHPHPEHUWKDW(XURSHDWWUDFWVPRUHÁRZVWKDQDQ\RWKHUGHVWLQDWLRQLQ
WKH ZRUOG ,W PDQDJHG  DV\OXP DSSOLFDWLRQV LQ  DQG  PLOOLRQ LQ  FRPSDUHG ZLWK
EHWZHHQWRSHU\HDURQDYHUDJHLQSUHYLRXV\HDUV$UHDOLW\WKDW(XURSHDQFRXQWULHVDQG
SXEOLFRSLQLRQÀQGYHU\GLIÀFXOWWRDFFHSWDQGWKDWKDVUHVXOWHGLQDQLPSRUWDQWSDUDGR[
Europe currently depends on migration for
demographic and economic reasons, and
has also signed a number of international
conventions on human rights: right of asylum,
ULJKW WR IDPLO\ UHXQLÀFDWLRQ FRQYHQWLRQ RQ WKH
rights of the child, etc. At the same time, Europe is
seeing a rise in far-right parties that is threatening
the reception of migrants.
$QRWKHU SDUDGR[ DOO (XURSHDQ FRXQWULHV QRZ
operate under a free-market economy, while
opting at the same time for a very security-based
approach to managing migrant population
ÁRZV

the Iron Curtain fell, which brought 500,000
asylum requests a year. Even then, German
was by far the number one host country, and
received 438,000 migrants in 1992. Today,
asylum policy has been Europeanised around
QHZFRQFHSWVPDNLQJLWPRUHGLIÀFXOWWRDFTXLUH
UHIXJHH VWDWXV FRPELQHG ZLWK ´VDIH FRXQWU\µ
´VDIH WKLUG FRXQWU\µ DQG PDQLIHVWO\ XQIRXQGHG
application criteria.

SUCCESSIVE CRISIS
The fact that most immigrants are welcomed
into just a few countries is not new either. For a
long time, the four host countries were France,
the United Kingdom, Sweden and Germany.
7RGD\WKHFDUGVKDYHEHHQUHVKXIÁHGEHFDXVH
in addition to processing asylum requests, arrivals
must be managed. Aside from Turkey, most of
WRGD\·VÁRZVDUULYHLQWZRFRXQWULHV*UHHFHDQG
Italy.
Another important point is that these crises have
come one after the other. First came the Arab
6SULQJ ZKLFK GLG QRW FDXVH D PDVVLYH LQÁX[
of migrants despite the general unrest, partly
because most Libyans went to Tunisia. Let’s
not forget that two thirds of asylum seekers are
welcomed by the southern countries. Then there
was the Syrian crisis, a delayed effect of the Arab
revolutions rather than the result of involvement
E\ H[WHUQDO IRUFHV LQ IRU H[DPSOH $IJKDQLVWDQ
and Iraq. We have no idea how long it will last
or when the Syrians will be able to return home.
How long the current crisis will last is very
uncertain. European responses vary greatly from
country to country. On the one hand there is
Germany, which has set itself apart as a major
host country along with a few other countries,
including Sweden, and on the other there are
the Eastern European countries which are at
loggerheads with Brussels over resettlement

STRUCTURAL IMMIGRATION
We must not forget the geographical Euro0HGLWHUUDQHDQ
FRQWH[W
%HFDXVH
PRVW
European migrants come from the southern
shores of the Mediterranean, with barely one
third coming from other EU countries. These are
RIWHQ ORQJHVWDEOLVKHG ÁRZV VKDSHG E\ KLVWRU\
by the transnational networks developed by
migrants, and by a whole series of migratory
practices dating back to the time when Europe
HQFRXUDJHG´PDVVµLPPLJUDWLRQ
We speak of a crisis, but is this really the case?
A migration crisis? Or a refugee crisis? I believe
we must put the term into perspective since
(XURSH KDV H[SHULHQFHG VHYHUDO PLJUDWLRQ
crises, including at the end of the 19th century
in France and in the 1930s. Migration peaked
during the Algerian crisis too. And the Yugoslav
FULVLVDOVRUHVXOWHGLQVXEVWDQWLDOÁRZVLQSDUWLFXODU
to Germany.
We are currently facing a crisis of integration,
of migrant incorporation. Europe has often
considered immigration to be cyclical, but today
it is structural on account of strong global trends.
0LJUDQW LQÁX[ LV QR QHZ SKHQRPHQRQ (XURSH
KDVZLWQHVVHGGLIIHUHQWSHDNVIRUH[DPSOHZKHQ
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policies. As a result, European consensus on the
matter is very fragile, and the very real problem
of introducing a European asylum policy remains
unresolved. This is accompanied by a general
desire to control and deter newcomers.

like Europe with Libya in times past.
The EU is currently leading the project to
conclude an agreement with Libya despite the
country being without a government. Faced
ZLWKWRGD\·VPLJUDWLRQÁRZVWKHVHFXULW\EDVHG
option still appears to be the norm in Europe.

FEAR OF PUBLIC OPINION

6ROXWLRQVGRH[LVWKRZHYHUIRURYHUFRPLQJWKH
UHIXJHHLQÁX[FULVLV7KH\LQFOXGHWKHDSSOLFDWLRQ
of the 2001 Temporary Protection Directive and
the inclusion of labour migration to prevent
´PL[HG ÁRZVµ IURP EHLQJ DGGUHVVHG DV DV\OXP
applications. But they are not put forward due to
fear of public opinion, which is already sensitive
as demonstrated by the ripple of unease that
met the possible welcoming of more asylum
seekers.

Calais was a particularly sensitive subject in
France. It illustrated not only the fact that these
DUH ´PL[HG ÁRZVµ EXW DOVR WKH IDFW WKDW WKH
United Kingdom is not part of Schengen and that
some migrants with a right of asylum should have
been managed within the scope of the Dublin
Regulation, also widely called into question (one
stop-shop). The agreement with Turkey in March
2016 also contributed to a sort of headlong rush
in the search for border guards outside Europe,

Main routes taken by migrants and
refugees at various times since the start
of Europe’s migration crisis in 2015.
Source : AFP
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