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Dear Readers,

This is a double issue of the Quarterly 
Review covering the first half of 2022. 
While the previous issue was due in 
April, Russia’s invasion of Ukraine dis-
rupted our usual production cycle. We 
needed some time to reflect on the 
tragic developments and humanitarian 
crisis unfolding in our region since 24 
February.  

As usual, this Quarterly Review provides 
a snapshot of the most recent Prague 
Process activities. The second prepa-
ratory Senior Officials’ Meeting for the 
fourth Ministerial Conference, taking 
place in Prague on 24-25 October 2022, 
represented the first face-to-face meet-
ing of the Prague Process since more 
than two years of pandemic. Shortly af-
terwards, the Study Visit to Malta gath-
ered representatives of a dozen partic-
ipating countries in the most Southern 
Prague Process state, providing for an 
overly rich and productive programme. 
In addition, three online events assessed 
the priority migration issues across our 

region, addressing the emergency situa-
tion arising from the war in Ukraine and 
providing an outlook into the future. We 
have intentionally abstained from de-
scribing these activities in great detail, 
instead inviting you to visit the Prague 
Process website, which entails addition-
al information and video recordings of 
all our online events.

Naturally, a large part of this issue is 
devoted to the unprecedented mass 
displacement from Ukraine, highlight-
ing the situation of children fleeing the 
war and trafficking risks in situations of 
forced displacements. In addition, this 
Quarterly Review assesses some other 
migration implications of the war, which 
have received less attention in Europe. 
Lastly, this issue provides various read-
ing recommendations, including the 
latest research carried out within the 
Prague Process Migration Observatory.

We wish you an interesting read, a re-
laxing summer and hope that peace 
prevails. 

In this issue:

Looking ahead: 
upcoming Prague Process activities 
2022

2nd National Simulation Training against Human Trafficking in Kyrgyzstan 
(organised by OSCE, in cooperation with the Prague Process)

International Summer School on Migration, Azerbaijan (supported by the Prague Process)

Senior Officials’ Meeting, Prague, Czech Republic

4th Prague Process Ministerial Conference, Prague, Czech Republic

29 Aug - 2 Sep    

4 - 10 Sep

24 Oct

24-25 Oct

https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/
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Prague Process Online Events 

In January, two Policy Talks aimed to 
set the stage for 2022. The first one 
‘Learning from 2021: What migration 
dynamics and policy developments 
to expect in 2022?’ brought together 
Mr  Jean-Louis De Brouwer, Director of 
the European Affairs Program, Egmont 
Institute, and Mr Ralph Genetzke, 
Director, ICMPD Brussels Mission, both 
of whom had already met in this set-
ting a year earlier. Looking back at the 
key migration events of 2021, they dis-
cussed the prospects for 2022. 

The second Policy Talk ‘Labour Mobility 
in the EU & Beyond: Introducing the 
European Labour Authority’  with 
Ms  Slavka Eley, Head of Governance 
and Coordination, European Labour 
Authority, and  Mr  Martin Hofmann, 
ICMPD Principal Advisor, looked at the 
role and mandate of the European 
Labour Authority. It also addressed 
broader trends in European labour 
markets, and the implications for labour 
mobility within the EU and beyond. 

The Panel discussion ‘The War in 
Ukraine and its Implications for 
Migration in the Prague Process 
Region’ assessed the first two months 
of the war from a migration perspec-
tive. The eight panellists discussed the 
EU’s immediate response, the current 
situation on the ground, as well as the 
wider migration implications across the 
Prague Process region and possible 
post-war migration scenarios. 

The video recordings of all online 
events are available on the website. 

The second Preparatory Senior Officials’ Meeting took place in Vienna 

On 12-13 May 2022, Austria hosted the 
second preparatory Senior Officials’ 
Meeting for the upcoming Ministerial 
Conference. The event gathered 80 of-
ficials from 26 countries, as well as rel-
evant EU institutions and international 
organisations. Participants had an op-
portunity to comment on the updated 

drafts of the Ministerial Declaration and 
the Action Plan, which reflected earlier 
discussions, while also referring to the 
most pressing regional challenges. One 
session was devoted to the migration 
impacts of the Russian war in Ukraine 
across the region, focusing in particu-
lar on participating states’ responses 

to the unprecedented forced displace-
ment resulting from it. The second day 
focused on examples and possible new 
areas for practical cooperation with-
in the Prague Process. The Czech EU 
Presidency will host the fourth Prague 
Process Ministerial Conference in 
Prague on 24-25 October 2022. 

https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/329-learning-from-2021-what-migration-dynamics-and-policy-developments-to-expect-in-2022
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/329-learning-from-2021-what-migration-dynamics-and-policy-developments-to-expect-in-2022
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/329-learning-from-2021-what-migration-dynamics-and-policy-developments-to-expect-in-2022
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/328-policy-talk-labour-mobility-in-the-eu-beyond-introducing-the-european-labour-authority
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/328-policy-talk-labour-mobility-in-the-eu-beyond-introducing-the-european-labour-authority
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/328-policy-talk-labour-mobility-in-the-eu-beyond-introducing-the-european-labour-authority
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/334-panel-discussion-the-war-in-ukraine-and-its-implications-for-migration-in-the-prague-process-region
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/334-panel-discussion-the-war-in-ukraine-and-its-implications-for-migration-in-the-prague-process-region
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/334-panel-discussion-the-war-in-ukraine-and-its-implications-for-migration-in-the-prague-process-region
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/334-panel-discussion-the-war-in-ukraine-and-its-implications-for-migration-in-the-prague-process-region
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/41-webinars/329-learning-from-2021-what-migration-dynamics-and-policy-developments-to-expect-in-2022
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Prague Process Study visit to Malta

Impressions from the World Border Security Congress 2022

Upon the invitation of the Maltese 
Ministry for Home Affairs, Security, 
Reforms and Equality and the Ministry 
for Foreign and European Affairs 
and Trade, a Study Visit to Malta took 
place on 7-9 June. Its main aim was 
to acquaint participants with the mi-
gration-related work of the Maltese 
authorities, introducing relevant mi-
gration policy aspects and operation-
al practices applied in the daily work. 
Participants also visited the European 
Union Agency for Asylum, which intro-
duced its newly enhanced mandate 
and the cooperation envisaged with 
the Prague Process. Finally, partici-
pants had an opportunity to visit the 
Training Institute on Migration Capacity 
Partnership and ICMPD’s Regional 
Office for the Mediterranean whose 
accumulated experience provided var-
ious inspiration. Read more here. 

On 17-19 May, the Prague Process 
Secretariat attended the World Border 
Security Congress in Lisbon, which 
brought together over 400 represen-
tatives of 67 countries from across the 
globe, as well as organizations such 
as OSCE, AU-ECOSOCC, IOM, EAASP, 
ICMPD and MARRI. 

As underlined by Ms Patricia Gaspar, 
Secretary of State for Home Affairs of 
Portugal, migration is a positive and 
natural phenomenon, but its benefits 
can only be ensured through safe and 
secure borders. Border management 
is complex as it combines policies, pro-
cesses and systems delivered by both 
public and private organizations. By 
staying up to date with technological 
innovations and remaining adaptable, 
governments and agencies have bet-
ter chances to prevent and tackle the 
global challenges that we see emerging 
nowadays. 

The Congress featured numerous re-
nowned speakers who addressed 
manifold thematic areas, including or-
ganized crime, trafficking and smug-
gling, drugs and weapons, information 
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sharing and inter-agency collaboration 
in the digital age, countering terrorism 
and cross-border crime, combating 
cultural heritage and wildlife traffick-
ing, travel document security and ID 
fraud, maritime challenges, humani-
tarian border management as well as 
future migration and trafficking chal-
lenges. The closed agency and technol-
ogy workshops were especially appre-
ciated as they provided more targeted 
discussions.

The Congress’s Exhibition gathered 
leading companies from around the 
world to display the newest techno-
logical solutions for better and more 
secure borders. It thus facilitated the 
direct contact and networking between 
government officials and the private 
sector.

The latest Border Security Report (May/
June 2022) is available here.

https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/news-events/news/635-malta-hosts-an-overly-productive-and-informative-study-visit-of-the-prague-process
https://world-border-congress.com/
https://world-border-congress.com/
https://border-security-report.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/BSRMayJun2022.pdf
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The impact of the war in Ukraine on migration and migrants 
across the Prague Process region

For many years, the Prague Process 
region has featured substantial la-
bour migration flows from the Eastern 
Partnership countries to the EU and 
Russia as well as from Central Asia to 
Russia. In 2021, nearly 8 million mi-
grants from Central Asia alone - pri-
marily from Uzbekistan, Tajikistan and 
Kyrgyzstan - arrived to Russia for work. 
As of 8 March 2022, Russia became the 
most sanctioned country in the world 
outrunning Iran, Syria and North Korea. 
While capital controls and the high pric-
es of energy and raw materials have 
so far helped the Russian economy 
to withstand the imposed sanctions, 
an economic recession may lie ahead, 
which will have consequences for re-
gional migrants and their countries 
of origin. The western economies will 
also face a period of slow or negative 
growth, rising inflation and unemploy-
ment with aftereffects for dependent 
economies. 

Impact on remittances: 
anticipated slump

The countries of Central Asia and the 
South Caucasus are highly dependent 
on remittances. In 2021, the share of 
remittances in the GDP of Tajikistan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Georgia, Uzbekistan and 
Armenia constituted 34%, 33%, 14%, 
13% and 11% respectively. Meanwhile, 
the share of remittances received 
from Russia was 82% in Kyrgyzstan 
and over 50% in Azerbaijan, Armenia, 
Kazakhstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan. 
The economic recession in Russia will 
ultimately drag down the economies of 
these states, especially Tajikistan and 
Kyrgyzstan, manifested through rising 
currency devaluation, inflation, unem-
ployment and poverty. The most recent 
World Bank assessment specifies that 
remittances from Russia may decline by 
as much as 40% in 2022. Consequently, 

the money transfers to Kyrgyzstan, 
Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan, 
Kazakhstan and Armenia will decline 
anywhere between one third to a quar-
ter. This loss will result from the ex-
pected weakening of the rouble against 
the US dollar and from the significantly 
reduced economic activity in Russia, 
which would dampen the employment 
and incomes of migrant workers. The 
exclusion of Russia from the SWIFT net-
work will force migrants to use infor-
mal channels for money transfers and 
limit possibilities to ensure transfers 
into Russia, affecting both the Russian 
population and migrants residing in 
the country. Internal capital controls by 
Russia may further reduce the options 
for money transfers.

Impact on labour migration and 
migrant employment 

Most migrants in Russia work in the 
construction, agriculture and transport 
sectors, as well as in services. Since 24 
February, hundreds of foreign enter-
prises have closed their businesses in 
Russia. The construction sector has re-
ported a certain slowdown due to the 
disruption of existing supply chains. 
According to IOM, up to two million 
jobs may be lost, with unemployment 
expected to rise up to 7.8%. The out-
look for migrant workers might thus 

be grim, but the process will be time-
spaced. According to a survey conduct-
ed at the end of March, some 6% of 
labour migrants reported losing jobs, 
and another 5.5% faced salary reduc-
tions. Some regional labour migrants 
opted out of planned trips to Russia. 
As many as 60.000 Tajik and 133.000 
Uzbek citizens have returned home 
from Russia in the first quarter of 2022. 
However, most labour migrants remain 
in the country and 30% plan to stay for 
prolonged periods. Moreover, a grow-
ing share of labour migrants (93% in 
2022 vs 70% in previous years) pos-
sess documents for legal employment. 
As of 1 May, close to 6 million foreign-
ers, of whom over 3 million labour mi-
grants, were present in Russia. The flow 
of labour migrants in the first quarter 
of 2022 was four times higher than in 
2021. Nevertheless, structural changes 
are very visible: 83% of labour migrants 
come from Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and 
Uzbekistan. Meanwhile, the share of la-
bour migrants from Ukraine, Moldova, 
Azerbaijan and Armenia has declined 
by two to five times, compared to 2019. 

Alternative destinations

Overall, a full-fledged reorientation of 
migration flows from Russia to oth-
er destinations is hardly possible in 
the short run. Existing bilateral labour 
agreements between main sending 
countries and alternative destinations 

https://www.ndtv.com/world-news/hese-are-the-worlds-most-sanctioned-countries-russia-now-no-1-2810404
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2022/jun/02/russia-economic-war-ukraine-food-fuel-price-vladimir-putin
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2022/jun/02/russia-economic-war-ukraine-food-fuel-price-vladimir-putin
https://www.knomad.org/publication/migration-and-development-brief-36
https://www.knomad.org/publication/migration-and-development-brief-36
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2022/03/02/central-asian-countries-now-have-two-big-worries-about-russia/
https://www.aljazeera.com/economy/2022/3/7/far-from-putins-russia-tajikistans-people-feel-sanctions-pain
https://eurasianet.org/central-asia-currencies-feeling-heavy-pressure-from-rubles-tumble
https://www.knomad.org/publication/migration-and-development-brief-36
https://www.knomad.org/publication/migration-and-development-brief-36
https://www.knomad.org/publication/migration-and-development-brief-36
https://s-nrg.ru/novosti-sro/mezhotraslevaya-assocziacziya-samoregulyatorov-sinergiya-vyyasnila-kak-skazalas-tekushhaya-ekonomicheskaya-situacziya-na-rabote-stroitelnyh-kompanij/
https://news.un.org/en/story/2022/06/1120502
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
https://www.ng.ru/economics/2022-03-03/4_8385_migrants.html?id_user=Y
https://reliefweb.int/report/kyrgyzstan/sanctions-russia-already-hitting-remittance-dependent-countries-central-asia
https://reliefweb.int/report/kyrgyzstan/sanctions-russia-already-hitting-remittance-dependent-countries-central-asia
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
https://www.iep.ru/ru/monitoring/sotsiologiya-i-statistika-ne-pokazyvayut-nalichie-negativnykh-trendov-v-trudovoy-migratsii.html
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operate with much smaller volumes 
and further diversification is a matter of 
time. While Kazakhstan may potential-
ly become the prime choice for labour 
migrants from Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan 
and Uzbekistan, it remains difficult to 
assess how many will ultimately come. 
The economy of Kazakhstan is heavily 
interdependent with the one of Russia. 
Following the sanctions imposed on 
Russia in 2014, Kazakhstan’s economy 
contracted for several years and the 
number of incoming labour migrants 
dropped considerably. The likelihood 
of a similar scenario is high. Turkey 
may find itself in a similar situation as 
it already hosts seasonal migrants from 
Azerbaijan, Georgia and the countries 
of Central Asia. Most of these migrants 
work in the agriculture, construction, 
entertainment and tourism sectors. 
Yet, the war in Ukraine will heavily af-
fect the Turkish economy. The value of 
the Turkish lira has already lost 20% 
since the beginning of 2022. Moreover, 
Turkish regions that usually attracted 
millions of Ukrainian and Russian tour-
ists will make less in revenue, which may 
influence migrant employment out-
comes. South Korea and the Gulf coun-
tries, such as the UAE and Saudi Arabia, 
will also attract labour migrants from 
the region, including through existing 
bilateral agreements, but their number 
may not be significant. The Member 
States of the EU and Poland in partic-
ular may not be in a position to receive 
large numbers of labour migrants from 
Georgia, Moldova or Armenia, given the 
mass inflow of Ukrainians, entitled to 
work under the Temporary Protection 
Directive. 

Emigration of Russians

Amid economic sanctions and 
internal restrictions imposed on key 
constitutional rights – freedom of 
speech, assembly and movement – many 
Russians rushed out of the country. 
Political activists, journalists, academics 
and artists are leaving in fear of political 
persecution. IT specialists, who are less 
bound by a physical workplace, depart 
in considerable numbers anticipating 
the recession. The first wave of the so-
called ‘relocation’ also includes those 
who are concerned about the possible 
conscription into the army and those 
who do not believe that the situation 
inside the country will improve any time 
soon. 

Assumingly, several hundred thousand 
Russian citizens have left the country 
by the end of March with the exact 
number hard to establish. According to 
Russia’s Border Service, close to 4 mil-
lion Russians crossed the border in the 
first quarter of 2022. While this figure 
exceeds the flow of 2021, it represents 
only half of the flow recorded in 2019 
and 2020 and says little about real em-
igration. In addition, the recent analysis 
of Russian mobile operators concluded 
that 80% of ‘sim-cards’ that left Russia 
since the outbreak of the war had re-
turned by now.

The EU-wide ban on air traffic with 
Russia along with the strict visa regu-
lations (some EU countries suspend-
ed the issuance of Schengen visas 
to Russian citizens) pre-determined 

the choice of destinations among 
the Russian emigres who opted for 
visa-free and considerably afford-
able countries such as Armenia, 
Georgia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, and 
Kyrgyzstan. In March, some 50.000 
to 100.000 Russian nationals arrived 
in Armenia. In Georgia, their number 
exceeded 90.000 in March and April, 
56.000 of whom left again. Kazakhstan 
recorded a four-fold increase in individ-
ual tax numbers - among others, need-
ed for opening a bank account -  issued 
to Russians in March. However, the 
in- and outflows have not yet reached 
pre-pandemic levels. More than 70.000 
Russians registered in Kyrgyzstan from 
January until mid-May, representing 
a 7% increase as compared to 2021. 
Meanwhile, Turkey has issues more 
than 93.000 number residence permits 
(mostly short-term) to Russian nation-
als in 2022, outnumbering the 2021 
figure by 26.000. Turkey operates a 
‘golden visa’ programme, granting res-
idence permits and citizenship against 
investment, which reportedly was high 
in demand among those Russians arriv-
ing to Turkey since the beginning of the 
war in Ukraine. Other popular destina-
tions include visa-free Israel – a choice 
among persons of Jewish descent, and 
the UAE – mostly targeted by entrepre-
neurs and those able to invest in prop-
erty. Up to 15.000 Russian millionaires 
may leave Russia in 2022, the majority 
of whom will go to Israel and the UEA. 

Dear Melita, ICMPD has been 
conducting empirical research on the 
phenomenon of human trafficking in 
dynamic mixed migration contexts 
and humanitarian crises since 2014. 
While some of the vulnerabilities and 
trafficking cases analysed in these 
studies are specific to the contexts of 
the Syrian crises and the migration 
crises in 2015, are there any findings 
and recommendations relevant to the 
current conflict in Ukraine?

Indeed, some of the research findings 
are relevant to other war and refugee 
situations, including the current conflict 
in Ukraine. More importantly, a positive 
policy development at the EU level that 
was introduced shortly after the start 
of the Ukrainian war is one of the main 
recommendations of the research 
conducted by ICMPD. Namely, to re-
spond to the situation of displacement 
of millions of people, the European 
Commission proposed and the EU 

The war in Ukraine forced millions of 
Ukrainian and third-country nationals 
to leave for other countries in search 
of safety. The scale and speed of dis-
placement are the perfect ground for 
trafficking cases to multiply. We talked 
with Ms Melita Gruevska Graham, Head 
of ICMPD’s Anti-Trafficking Programme, 
about the risks of trafficking created 
by the unfolding conflict and the criti-
cal steps to stem potential trafficking 
cases. 

Trafficking concerns amid the war in Ukraine: Interview with 
Melita Gruevska Graham, Head of ICMPD’s Anti-Trafficking Programme
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https://www.asianstudies.org/publications/eaa/archives/labor-migration-in-central-asia-will-kazakhstan-be-the-anchor-for-stability/
https://www.reuters.com/markets/rates-bonds/turkish-lira-slips-again-down-20-year-2022-06-06/
https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/turkish-april-foreign-visitor-arrivals-surge-226-year-on-year-2022-05-23/
https://novayagazeta.ru/articles/2022/03/11/vyzhivut-tolko-aitishniki
https://meduza.io/news/2022/06/21/mvd-rossii-ne-hvataet-170-tysyach-it-spetsialistov-iz-za-ih-massovogo-ot-ezda-za-granitsu
https://orf.at/stories/3253265/
https://www.svoboda.org/a/fsb-priznala-rezkiy-rost-uehavshih-iz-strany-rossiyan/31830787.html
https://www.svoboda.org/a/fsb-priznala-rezkiy-rost-uehavshih-iz-strany-rossiyan/31830787.html
https://meduza.io/feature/2022/05/07/skolko-lyudey-uehalo-iz-rossii-iz-za-voyny-oni-uzhe-nikogda-ne-vernutsya-mozhno-li-eto-schitat-ocherednoy-volnoy-emigratsii
https://www.rbc.ru/society/17/05/2022/62838d4b9a79477dbc7e36d1
https://novayagazeta.ru/articles/2022/03/25/barev-dzes-rossiiskii-relokant
https://novayagazeta.ru/articles/2022/03/25/barev-dzes-rossiiskii-relokant
https://georgiatoday.ge/outbound-tourism-recovery/
https://tengrinews.kz/kazakhstan_news/skolko-rossiyan-poluchili-kazahstanskiy-iin-v-marte-466206/
https://tengrinews.kz/kazakhstan_news/eto-ne-tendentsiya-v-mvd-vyiskazalis-o-naplyive-rossiyan-466350/
https://www.akchabar.kg/kg/article/opinion/migraciya-peremen-skolko-rossiyan-pereehali-v-kr-posle-nacha/
https://en.goc.gov.tr/residence-permits
https://nordicmonitor.com/2021/12/official-statistics-show-foreigners-living-in-turkey-broke-a-new-record-in-2021/
https://nordicmonitor.com/2021/12/official-statistics-show-foreigners-living-in-turkey-broke-a-new-record-in-2021/
https://www.forbes.ru/mneniya/460859-gruzia-turcia-oae-gde-prose-vsego-polucit-vid-na-zitel-stvo
https://www.forbes.ru/mneniya/460859-gruzia-turcia-oae-gde-prose-vsego-polucit-vid-na-zitel-stvo
https://www.forbes.ru/mneniya/460859-gruzia-turcia-oae-gde-prose-vsego-polucit-vid-na-zitel-stvo
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/mar/24/russians-fleeing-war-seek-solace-in-istanbul
https://meduza.io/feature/2022/03/25/mama-dala-mne-s-soboy-papku-s-evreyskimi-dokumentami-i-skazala-chto-ya-mogu-poteryat-vse-no-tolko-ne-eto
https://www.forbes.ru/mneniya/460859-gruzia-turcia-oae-gde-prose-vsego-polucit-vid-na-zitel-stvo
https://rtvi.com/news/eksperty-predskazali-otezd-15-tys-millionerov-iz-rossii-v-2022-godu/
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Member States agreed to activate the 
Temporary Protection Directive (TPD). 
This is exactly what ICMPD emphasised 
in the recommendations of the Studies 
- the need for safe and legal pathways. 
A key driver of resilience to almost all 
forms of trafficking and other abuses, 
is the possibility to travel regularly and 
the potential for legal status, employ-
ment and integration in the hosting 
countries. The activation of the TPD is 
an important step forward as it pro-
vides legal pathways toward safety. This 
is an essential step to improve the re-
silience of the people to exploitation, 
trafficking and abuse. 

Lessons learned from the previous 
humanitarian crises and the 
monitoring of the current crisis as well 
as the humanitarian response provided 
over the past months already indicate 
serious concerns related to exploitation 
and abuse, including the incidence of 
trafficking in human beings. What are 
the immediate risks and vulnerabilities 
to trafficking in human beings?

Although the activation of the TPD is 
expected to prevent many of the risks 
and vulnerabilities to exploitation, the 
magnitude of the displacement is ex-
pected to affect the people in Ukraine 
and those fleeing the war in several 
ways. I would like to mention a few. 
Firstly, the past months saw many peo-
ple from the neighbouring countries 
and other EU member states offering 
transportation from the border and pri-
vate accommodation. As much as such 
efforts are part of society’s response to 
the fast-developing crisis, these could 
have dangerous results, when happen-
ing in a non-coordinated manner. While 
emergency assistance is a priority, the 
front-line responders must be aware 
that the displaced people represent 
an easy target for “opportunistic” traf-
fickers or organised criminal groups 
who seek to make a profit from those 
in hopeless situations. Secondly, there 
is a big number of unaccompanied chil-
dren crossing the borders of Ukraine. 
Children aged under 18 travelling with-
out their parents or guardians are par-
ticularly vulnerable and at risk. Failing to 
identify and support these children ex-
poses them to the severe danger of be-
ing groomed and abused by traffickers 
and other criminals. Special attention 
should be paid to children travelling 
with someone who fraudulently claims 
to be a family member as these children 
are more vulnerable to abuse. Lastly, 
non-Ukrainian people legally residing 
in Ukraine with temporary permits have 
greater difficulties in terms of access to 
a legal status because they do not fall 
under the scope of the TPD. These peo-
ple could easily be seen as irregularly 
residing in the EU. Such status could 

push many of them to the irregular la-
bour market and exploitative practices.  

What are the most urgent steps that 
need to be taken to prevent trafficking 
and to timely identify potential victims 
of trafficking?

To maintain people’s resilience to traf-
ficking deriving from the activation of 
the TPD, the states need to ensure 
registration and granting of temporary 
protection to as many people fleeing 
the war as possible. Those that are not 
registered are left without access to 
protection, more importantly to health 
support and the labour market. Such 
a legal status vacuum presents a seri-
ous vulnerability and high risk for illegal 
employment and labour exploitation. In 
parallel, there is a need to incorporate 
the screening and identification of vul-
nerabilities, and potential trafficking cas-
es, into the reception and registration 
process, by providing specialist training 
and tools for identification to first-line 
responders and putting procedures in 
place for a referral. Regarding the pro-
tection of children, establishing strict 
and clear rules for care and referral of 
unaccompanied children arriving at the 
reception centres or in other locations 
is of utmost importance. These efforts 
should be followed by a proper monitor-
ing system to ensure that these children 
will receive a legal guardian, immediate 
access to education and enter into the 
national protection and care system. 
To prevent children from going missing, 
there is a need to establish and imple-
ment effective cooperation procedures 
between countries to identify, trace and 
reunite unaccompanied and separated 
children with their family members. 

As a rule, children on the move repre-
sent one of the most vulnerable groups 
requiring sustained and urgent care 
and protection. In the war context and 
against the speed of the ongoing dis-
placement, the risk of neglect, disap-
pearances and trafficking of children, 
as well as separation of children and 
families with further risk of institution-
alisation and illegal adoption are even 

higher. However, even accompanied 
minors cannot be presumed safe from 
trafficking, violence or exploitation, un-
less adults travelling with them are ap-
propriately screened. 

Many of these risks result directly 
from the lack of due registration, in-
cluding collection of biometric data, of 
all children crossing the border. The 

Since the Russia’s invasion, over two 
million children have been forced to 
flee Ukraine, of whom over 200.000 
might have been presumably deport-
ed to Russia. Another three million 
have been internally displaced within 
Ukraine. Even though the majority of 
children are accompanied, the current 
flow also consists of unaccompanied 
minors and children from institutions. 

Spotlight on children fleeing the war in Ukraine: 
the need for due registration 

https://www.cbsnews.com/news/ukraine-children-displaced-100-days-war/
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/ukraine-children-displaced-100-days-war/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2022/06/14/ukraine-kidnaped-children-russia/
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visa-free travel from Ukraine to the 
EU along with the activation of the EU 
Temporary Protection Directive result 
in people falling outside the scope of 
existing data systems. At present, reg-
istration is undertaken either at the 
border of neighbouring non-EU states 
or directly in the EU country of desti-
nation. Should national registration 
systems fail to register a child at first 
entry, it may become invisible. Equally, 
those children who cross from Ukraine 
directly into one of the EU bordering 
states – Poland, Romania, Slovakia or 
Hungary – risk bypassing the registra-
tion system. Consequently, these chil-
dren cannot be traced for protection 
purposes and screened for vulnera-
bilities or potential trafficking cases. 
Moreover, the lack of early, frequent, 
child-friendly and age-appropriate in-
formation and communication in their 
own language during the registration 
process may undermine engagement 
with authorities, which represents an 
important element for the prevention 
of both disappearance and trafficking. 
The NGO Magnolia, Ukrainian partner 
to Missing Children Europe, has already 
recorded over 2.100 cases of missing 
children and several cases of prevent-
ed trafficking of refugee children from 
Ukraine. 

The complex system of registration 
with differing national approaches and 
a diversity of stakeholders also ren-
ders identification and responses to 
cross-border cases of children going 
missing overly difficult. The promising 
new functionalities of the Schengen 
Information System that will allow set-
ting preventive alerts to protect certain 

categories of vulnerable persons are 
still under development. However, po-
lice in Ukraine do not have access to 
the system. 

Children from residential care institu-
tions represent a specific case. The lack 
of a centralized cross-country informa-
tion management system to keep track 
of the whereabouts, safety and well-be-
ing of these children complicates their 
relocation. This group of children also 
requires special care in finding accom-
modation that will not hamper estab-
lished important social relationships 
with caregivers and other children from 

these institutions, to prevent further 
uncertainty and trauma. The Ukrainian 
government expressed additional con-
cern for the children residing on un-
controlled territory and Russia’s plans 
to simplify the adoption regulation for 
Ukrainian children. 

Given that 28% of identified victims of 
trafficking globally are children, there 
are reasons to believe that such large-
scale displacement of children may lead 
to a significant spike in human traffick-
ing and an acute child protection crisis. 

Read more here and here

of familyhood, interdependence and 
collective welfare across borders. 

Transnational families are a stark reali-
ty in Moldova and Ukraine. In Moldova, 
150.000 children have at least one par-
ent living abroad, while 35.000 children 
have both parents abroad. In Ukraine, 
200.000 children are left behind by at 
least one parent, which concerns up to 
25% of all children in certain regions. 

In 2021, the  ‘Children Left Behind 
by Labour Migration: Supporting 
Moldovan and Ukrainian Trans-
national Families in the EU’ (CASTLE) 
project  was launched to explore the 
situation of transnational families and 
children staying behind. The project 
is  funded by the European Union 
through the Migration Partnership 
Facility (MPF) of ICMPD. It is  imple-
mented by Babes-Bolyai University in 

Over the past decades, there has been 
a significant and sizable flow of eco-
nomic migrants from Eastern Europe 
to the European Union, seeking better 
employment opportunities and high-
er living standards. Many of them are 
parents who have left their children 
behind,  which has given rise to ‘trans-
national families’ defined as familial 
groups wherein members live partially 
or fully in separation but foster a sense 

“You Cannot Replace a Person”: An MPF Project Gives Voice to 
Children Staying Behind in Moldova and Ukraine

№ 30-31, January-June 2022

Copyright Peter Lazar via GettyImages

https://missingchildreneurope.eu/download/report-ukraine/
https://www.unicef.org/press-releases/children-fleeing-war-ukraine-heightened-risk-trafficking-and-exploitation
https://child10.org/joint-recommendations-protect-children-at-risk-of-going-missing-violence-and-exploitation-due-to-the-russian-war-in-ukraine/
https://missingchildreneurope.eu/download/report-ukraine/
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collaboration with Terre des Hommes 
Romania, Ukraine and Moldova, the 
Ukrainian Institute for Social Research 
Oleksander Yaremenko and the 
Academy of Economic Studies of 
Moldova. The project adopts a partici-
patory approach in which the children, 
as well as adults, are actively engaged 
as co-researchers. 

The research conducted entails inter-
views with ‘children staying behind’ in 
Moldova and Ukraine, giving them a 
voice in describing their experiences 
and views on their parents’ migration 
and the transnational nature of their 
families.

Different Understanding of the Rea-
sons for Leaving

The findings show that left-behind chil-
dren view leaving and staying in a more 
nuanced, open and fluid manner than 
parents, valuing emotional resources 
and well-being over better econom-
ic prospects in a very profound way. 
For instance, one Ukrainian child was 
perplexed by the apparent non-ne-
cessity of migration for more affluent 
families, not understanding that mi-
gration is one of the few options for 
economic survival in their case. In this 
manner, the research uncovered that 
children formulate their own narra-
tives about separation that can have 
adverse consequences stemming from 
the emotional ordeal of being ‘left be-
hind’ if they cannot reconcile their own 
emotional needs with the necessity for 
parents to leave for better economic 
opportunities.

Transnational Communication - Fre-
quency and Functionality

The ability to communicate instanta-
neously has enabled a high degree of 
co-presence and a higher level of in-
timacy within transnational families, 
allowing them to renegotiate their re-
lationships and make timely decisions 
given the closer involvement. In a few 
cases, transnational families struggled 
to establish emotional intimacy and 
manage relationships from afar, with 
non-communication as the topic of 
contention. In one case in Moldova, 
the caregiver forbade direct communi-
cation with the migrant parent, and in 
another case (also in Moldova), online 

communication degenerated into an 
addiction. These preliminary findings 
reveal the importance of supporting 
Moldovan and Ukrainian transnational 
families in renegotiating and re-forging 
relationships through technology chan-
nels to establish effective parent-child 
communication and improve the quali-
ty of parent-child relationships.

Relationship with Caregivers - From 
Intimate and Functional to Superfi-
cial and Conflictual

According to preliminary findings of the 
research, caregiver-child relationships 
to a large extent improve out of neces-
sity. However, there is an effort made to 
maintain the caregiving role of the par-
ent, which is captured by a quote from 
a Ukrainian child: “Even if help is pro-
vided to a family with one or more par-
ents abroad, there are things that only 
the away parent can do. It is unrealistic 
as you cannot replace a person.” The 
quote indicates the tension that aris-
es within transnational families active-
ly working to preserve the role of par-
ents. The findings thus far highlight that 
while caregivers provide a continuity of 
care, children in transnational families 
confront confusion and difficulty nav-
igating either the maternal or pater-
nal absence. This can be mitigated by 
compassionate caregivers that assume 
the caregiving role, establishing new 
bonds with the child whilst support-
ing the preservation of the emotional 

bonds that anchor the parent-child 
relationship.

Youth Activities, Compensation Strat-
egies and Support Groups

Children in transnational families seek 
a sense of normalcy, belonging and 
mutual acceptance from their peers. 
A Moldovan child remarked: “Nothing 
changed with respect to friends, they 
encourage me and support me in my 
mother’s departure… I discuss my 
mother’s departure with classmates 
since they too have parents abroad. 
We try to help and encourage each 
other, support and help each other in 
our needs since we understand how 
difficult it is with no parents around.“ 
Overall, the preliminary findings of in-
terviews highlighted the importance 
of peer groups in fostering belonging 
engendered through hobbies, sports 
and cultural events. While children re-
maining behind cannot compensate for 
a parent’s absence, alternative attach-
ments can be forged, which can build 
the child’s self-esteem and lead to pos-
itive growth and development.

The CASTLE project will continue to 
conduct fieldwork to shed more light 
on the experiences of transnational 
families and, more specifically, children 
left behind in Ukraine and Moldova. For 
more information on the project, you 
can access the project website and Info 
Note.

https://fspac.ubbcluj.ro/castle/en
https://www.migrationpartnershipfacility.eu/mpf-projects/23-children-left-behind-by-labour-migration-supporting-moldovan-and-ukrainian-transnational-families-in-the-eu
https://www.migrationpartnershipfacility.eu/mpf-projects/23-children-left-behind-by-labour-migration-supporting-moldovan-and-ukrainian-transnational-families-in-the-eu
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POLICY BRIEF

Executive Summary 

The policy brief reflects on the criteria a Prague Process country of origin (CoO) can use to 
orient out-migration in a manner that maximises outcomes for its migrants, its society 
and its strategic governance goals. 

These criteria consider the labour shortages in countries of destination (CoDs) and 
their immigration regimes and, consequently, economic and social payoffs for migrant 
workers. Furthermore, authorities in CoOs are interested in minimising risks linked to the 
recruitment process and favour corridors that help them reduce labour surpluses in their 
internal labour market, and in tandem limit the incidence of brain drain and maximise 
that of brain gain. The choice of migration corridors to incentivise regular migration, often 
through bilateral agreements, is also influenced by capability considerations.  Which 
countries can value the skills and competences of their nationals best? Finally, evidence 
shows that corridors are also built between countries with linguistic, geographic and 
cultural proximity. 

How these parameters characterize corridors is illustrated through case studies to distil 
lessons on how to choose better partners for cooperation agreements, and select tools to 
set up joint governance of migration across the two ends of a corridor. A labour demand 
approach first identifies potential CoDs with attractive vacancies and visa regimes that 
allow in-migration of migrant workers from a certain skills tier. In a final step, the paper 
addresses “filters” applied by employers and policy makers in CoDs, before concluding 
with a discussion on suitable recruitment channels.

Maximizing labour migration 
outcomes for countries of origin 
and destination 
Andrea Salvini and Georg Bolits March 2022

The policy brief 
reflects on the criteria 
countries of origin can 

use to orient out-
migration in a manner 

that maximises 
outcomes for their 

migrants, society and 
strategic governance 

goals.
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POLICY BRIEF

Executive Summary 

Russia’s invasion of Ukraine on 24 February has resulted in the displacement of more 
than 14 million people, representing one quarter to one third of the entire population. 
Up to two thirds have been displaced internally with another 6 million people fleeing to 
neighbouring countries, mostly to the EU, but also Russia and Turkey. As of late March, 
following the withdrawal of Russia’s forces from the north and northeast, people also 
began returning. This Policy Brief first develops six scenarios of the outcome of the war. 
Second, it identifies key drivers of forced migration as well as the opportunity/constraints 
structure including pre-war migration networks and migration aspirations that influence 
migration decisions among displaced persons from Ukraine. Third, it suggests six post-
war migration scenarios investigating the propensity for people to remain in their current 
host countries or return to Ukraine. The resulting scenarios suggest that fewer than 
1.65 million to 21 million people will stay in host countries. The most probable scenario 
suggests that around 2.9 million will remain in destination countries, and could be 
joined by 580,000 family members. Any scenario, however, would be affected and can be 
manipulated by respective policy measures.

The latest data cited in the document stems from May 2022.

The war in Ukraine: 
Post-war scenarios and 
migration repercussions 
Franck Düvell June 2022

Policy Brief 

‘Maximizing labour migration 
outcomes for countries of origin 
and destination’ 

by Andrea Salvini and Georg Bolits. 

Read in English or Russian

Policy Brief 
‘The war in Ukraine: Post-
war scenarios and migration 
repercussions’ 

by Franck Düvell. 

Read in English or Russian

Prague Process Migration Observatory: 
Newly released publications 

Prague Process Country Factsheets:

Albania

General Information

Population
2.854.191 (World Bank 2019)

2.845.955 (INSTAT Albania
2020)

Immigration
48.810 (UN Immigration Stock
2020)

20.753 (INSTAT Albania 2020)

Emigration
1.250.451 (UN Emigration
Stock 2020)

43.853 (INSTAT Albania 2020)

 

Working-age
population
1.952.204 (World Bank 2019)

2.047.069 (INSTAT Albania
2020)

Unemployment rate
11 % (World Bank 2019)

11.6% (INSTAT Albania 2020)

GDP
15.279 bn, current prices USD
(World Bank 2019)

12.800 bn, EUR (INSTAT
Albania 2018)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

121 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

Asylum Seekers:

6.557 (INSTAT Albania 2019)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: Yes

Years of Residency: 5

 

                   

 

 

Territory
28.748 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Armenia

General Information

Population
2.957.731 (World Bank 2019)

2.961.900 (ARMSTAT 2020)

Immigration
190.349 (UN DESA Stock
2020)

15.800 (ARMSTAT Flow 2019)

Emigration
958.190 (UN DESA Stock
2020)

31. 200 (ARMSTAT Flow 2019)

Working-age
population
2.003.874 (World Bank 2019)

2.201.100 (ARMSTAT 2019)

Unemployment rate
18.3 % (World Bank 2019)

18.3 % (ARMSTAT 2019)

 

GDP
13.672 bn, current prices USD
(World Bank 2019)

 6183742.1 mn, current prices
AMD (ARMSTAT 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

17.977 (UNHCR Stock
Mid-2020)

116 (ARMSTAT 2019; granted
refugee status)

Asylum Seekers:

147 (UNHCR Stock Mid-2020)

248 (ARMSTAT 2019)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Conditional

Dual Citizenship: Yes

Years of Residency: 3

                    

 

 

Territory
29.743 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Azerbaijan

General Information

Population
10.119.100 (STAT AZ 2021)

10.110.116 (World Bank:
2020)

Immigration
252.228 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

2.042 (Flow by STAT AZ 2019)

Emigration
1.163.922 (UN DESA
Emigration Stock 2020) 

1.654 (Flow STAT AZ 2019)

Working-age
population
6.940.900 (STAT AZ 2021)

7.051.107 (World Bank 2020)

Unemployment rate
7.2 (AZ STAT 2020)

6.2 (ILO Estimate 2020)

GDP
72432.2 mln, current prices
AZN (STAT AZ 2020)

42607.18 mln, current prices
USD (World Bank: 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees: 

1.582 (UN Refugee Stock
2020)

Asylum seekers: 

48 (UN Asylum Stock 2020)

IDPs:

653921 (UNHCR 2020)

753,000 (IDMC 2020)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 5

Territory
86.600 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Belarus

General Information

Population
9.398.861 (World Bank 2020)

9.349.645 (BELSTAT
mid-2021)

 

Immigration
1.067.090 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

34.846 (BELSTAT 2019)

Emigration
1.483.626 (UN DESA
Emigration Stock 2020) 

20.976 (BELSTAT 2019)

Working-age
population
6.314.103 (World Bank 2020)

5.401.931 (BELSTAT
mid-2021)

 

Unemployment rate
5.3% (World Bank 2020)

4.0% (BELSTAT 2020)

 

GDP
60.258,24 bn, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

78.927.900, current prices
BYN (BELSTAT mid-2021)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

61.182 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

2.823 (UNHCR BY mid-2021)

Asylum seekers:

87 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

111 (UNHCR BY mid-2021)

 

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 7

                    

 

 

Territory
207.600 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Bosnia and Herzegovina

General Information

Population
3.475.000 (BHAS 2020)

3.280.815 (World bank 2020)

Immigration
36.042 (UN DESA 2020)

Emigration
1.687.639  (UN DESA 2020)

1.804.991 (MSB 2020)

Working-age
population
2.216.576 (World Bank 2020)

2.320.000 (BHAS 2021)

Unemployment rate
16.9% (World bank 2020)

16.0% (BHAS 2021)

GDP
19.788, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

34.240 mln, current prices
KM (BHAS 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees: 

5238 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

Asylum seekers:

440 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

244 (MSB 2020)

IDPs: 

96.421 (UNHCR 2020)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: Yes

Years of Residency: 3

                    

 

 

Territory
51.197 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Bulgaria

General Information

Population
6.927.288 (World Bank 2020)

6.838.937 (National Statistical
Institute 2021)

Immigration
106.514 (Eurostat 2020)

39.461 (National Statistical
Institute 2021)

Emigration
1.683.074 (UN Emigration
Stock 2020)

26.755 (National Statistical
Institute 2021)

Working-age
population
4.423.254 (World Bank 2020)

3.247.600 (National Statistical
Institute 2021)

Unemployment rate
5.7% (World Bank 2020)

5.3% (National Statistical
Institute 2021)

GDP
69.105.1 bn, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

132.744 mio, current prices
BGN (National Statistical
Institute 2021)

 

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees: 

20.671 (UN Refugee Stock
mid-2020)

2019 (AREF BG 2021)

Asylum Seekers: 

748 (UN Asylum Stock
mid-2020)

10.999 (AREF BG 2021)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: Yes

Years of Residency: 5

                   

 

 

                    

 

 

Territory
110.879 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Albania

General Information

Population
2.854.191 (World Bank 2019)

2.845.955 (INSTAT Albania
2020)

Immigration
48.810 (UN Immigration Stock
2020)

20.753 (INSTAT Albania 2020)

Emigration
1.250.451 (UN Emigration
Stock 2020)

43.853 (INSTAT Albania 2020)

 

Working-age
population
1.952.204 (World Bank 2019)

2.047.069 (INSTAT Albania
2020)

Unemployment rate
11 % (World Bank 2019)

11.6% (INSTAT Albania 2020)

GDP
15.279 bn, current prices USD
(World Bank 2019)

12.800 bn, EUR (INSTAT
Albania 2018)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

121 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

Asylum Seekers:

6.557 (INSTAT Albania 2019)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: Yes

Years of Residency: 5

 

                   

 

 

Territory
28.748 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Kazakhstan

General Information

Population
18.754.440 (World Bank 2020)

18.984.845 (STAT KZ 2021 1
June)

 

Immigration
3.732.073 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

11.447 (Flow STAT KZ 2020)

Emigration
4.203.899 (UN DESA
Emigration Stock 2020) 

29.110 (Flow STAT KZ 2020)

Working-age
population
9.180.800 (STAT KZ2020)

11.806.487 (World Bank 2020)

Unemployment rate
6 % (ILO Estimate 2020)

4.9 % (STAT KZ 2020)

 

GDP
169835.43 mln, current prices
USD (World Bank 2020)

70714083.6 mln, current
prices KZT (STAT KZ 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

445 (UN Refugee Stock 2020)

425 (annual data, CIS 2020)

Asylum Seekers:

223 (UN Asylum Stock 2017)

88 (annual data, CIS 2020)

 

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Conditional

Dual Citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 5

                    

 

 

Territory
2.724.900 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Kyrgyz Republic

General Information

Population
6.591.600 (World Bank 2020)

6.636.800 (STAT KG 2021 June
1)

 

Immigration
199.011 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

5.822 (STAT KG 2020)

Emigration
774.377 (UN DESA Emigration
Stock 2020) 

961 (STAT KG 2020)

Working-age
population
4.127.875 (World Bank 2020)

4.113.295 (STAT KG 2021)

Unemployment rate
7.9% (World Bank 2020)

5.8%  (STAT KG 2020)

 

GDP
7,735.98 mln, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

598.344.5 mln, current prices
SOM (STAT KG 2020)

 

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

334 (UN Refugee Stock
mid-2020)

Asylum seekers:

343 (UN Asylum Stock
mid-2020)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Conditional

Years of Residency: 5

 

Territory
199.951 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

 

Moldova

General Information

Population
3.542.708 (STATML 2019)

2.617.820  (World Bank 2020)

 

Immigration
104.438 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

4.223 (STATML 2018)

Emigration
1.159.443 (UN DESA
Emigration Stock 2020) 

2.243 (STATML 2018)

Working-age
population
2.298.686 (STATML 2019)

1.874.847  (World Bank 2020)

Unemployment rate
3.8% (STATML 2020)

4.7% (World Bank 2020)

GDP
11.914,04 bn, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

336.403.662.000 MDL
(STATML 2019)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

423 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

435 (WB 2020)

Asylum seekers:

60 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Years of Residency: 10

 

Territory
33,851 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Romania

General Information

Population
19.286.123 (World Bank 2020)

19.186.201 (STAT RO 2021)

Immigration
139.775 (Eurostat 2020)

163.806 (STAT RO 2020)

Emigration
3.987.093 (UN Emigration
Stock 2020)

192.631 (STAT RO 2020)

Working-age
population
12.583.904 (World Bank 2020)

12.216.800 (STAT RO 2021)

Unemployment rate
4.8% (World Bank 2020)

5.9% (STAT RO 2021)

GDP
248.715 bn, current
USD (World Bank 2019)

1.179.376.9 mio, current
prices RON (STAT RO 2021)

 

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

3.638 (UN Refugee Stock
mid-2020)

667 (STAT RO 2021)

Asylum Seekers:

433 (UN Asylum Stock
mid-2020)

9591 (STAT RO 2021)

 

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 8

                    

 

 

Territory
238.391 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Russia

General Information

Population
144.104.080 (World Bank
2020)

146.171.015 (STAT RU 2021)

 

Immigration
11.636.911 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

594.146 (STAT RU 2020)

Emigration
10.756.697 (UN DESA
Emigration Stock 2020) 

487.672 (STAT RU 2020)

Working-age
population
95.294.313 (World Bank 2020)

82.279.385 (STAT RU 2021)

 

Unemployment rate
5.7% (World Bank 2020)

4.6%  (STAT RU 2021)

 

GDP
1.483 tn, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

106,9 tn, current prices
RUB (STAT RU 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

28.899 (UN Refugee Stock
2020)

455 (and 19.817 under temp
protection) (STAT RU 2021)

Asylum seekers:

630 (UN Asylum Stock 2020)

2.512 (STAT RUS 2021)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Conditional

Dual Citizenship: Conditional

Years of Residency: 5

                    

 

 

Territory
17.098.242 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Tajikistan

General Information

Population
8.636.896 (World Bank 2020)

9.506.300 (STAT TJ 2021)

 

Immigration
276.031 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

40.859 (STAT TJ 2019)

Emigration
586.851 (UN DESA Emigration
Stock 2020) 

54.495 (STAT TJ 2019)

Working-age
population
5.695.500 (World Bank 2020)

5.907.300 (STAT TJ 2021)

 

Unemployment rate
7.5% (World Bank 2020) 

2.1%  (STAT TJ 2020)

 

GDP
8.194,15 mln, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

79.109,8 mln, current prices
TJS (STAT TJ 2019)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

5.588 (UN Refugee Stock
mid-2020)

Asylum seekers:

408 (UN Asylum Stock
mid-2020)

 

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Years of Residency: 10

                   

 

 

 

Territory
144,100 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Turkmenistan

General Information

Population
6.031.187 (World Bank 2020)

6.200.000 (SMS TM)

Immigration
194.920 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

Emigration
242.554 (UN DESA Emigration
Stock 2020) 

Working-age
population
3.886.509 (World Bank 2020)

Unemployment rate
4.4% (World Bank 2020) 

GDP
45.231.428,57 mln, current
prices USD (IMF 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

20 (UN Refugee Stock
mid-2020)

Asylum Seekers:

- 

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 5

                    

 

 

Territory
488.100 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

Ukraine

General Information

Population
44.134.693 (World Bank 2020)

41.418.717 (UKRCENCUS
2021)

 

Immigration
4.997.387 (UN DESA
Immigration Stock 2020)

26.361 (UKRSTAT 2020)

Emigration
6.139.144 (UN DESA
Emigration Stock 2020) 

19.121 (UKRSTAT 2020)

Working-age
population
27.927.758 (UKRCENSUS
2021)

29.596.875 (World Bank 2020)

Unemployment rate
9.5% (World Bank 2020)

10.4%  (UKRSTAT IQ 2021)

 

GDP
155.582 bn, current prices
USD (World Bank 2019)

1.008.562, current prices UAH
(UKRSTAT IQ 2021)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

1.276 (DMSU mid-2020)

2.212 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

Asylum seekers: 

859 (DMSU mid-2020)

2.232 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

IDPs:

1.473.650 (MSP mid-2021)

734.000 (UNHCR 2020)

           

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 5

                   

 

 

Territory
 603.700 km²  (CIA World
Factbook)

Uzbekistan

General Information

Population
34.232.050 (World Bank 2020)

35.079.200 (STAT UZ 2021,
Sept)

Immigration
1.162.007  (UN Immigration
Stock 2020)

1.105 (STAT UZ 2020)

Emigration
2.027.823 (UN Emigration
Stock 2020)

13.648 (STAT UZ 2020)

Working-age
population
22.684.542 (STAT UZ 2021,
July)

22.733.880 (World Bank 2020)

 

Unemployment rate
6.0% (World Bank 2020)

10.5%  (STAT UZ 2020)

 

GDP
57707.19 mln, current
prices (World Bank 2019)

580 203.2 bn, current prices
UZS (STAT UZ 2020)

Refugees and IDPs
Refugees:

13 (UNHCR Mid-2020)

Citizenship
By Birth: No

By Descent: Yes

Dual Citizenship: No

Years of Residency: 5

                    

 

 

Territory
447.400 km² (CIA World
Factbook)

 

ArmeniaAlbania Azerbaijan Belarus

Bosnia and Herzegovina Bulgaria Georgia Kazakhstan

Kyrgyz Republic Moldova Romania Russia

Tajikistan Turkmenistan Ukraine Uzbekistan

https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/34-briefs/326-maximizing-labour-migration-outcomes-for-countries-of-origin-and-destination
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/resources/repository/34-briefs/327-2022-03-16-12-42-47
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/resources/repository/34-briefs/332-the-war-in-ukraine-post-war-scenarios-and-migration-repercussions
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/resources/repository/34-briefs/333-2022-06-13-11-13-08
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/415
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/537
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/416
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/417
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/540
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/541
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/418
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/419
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/420
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/421
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/562
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/422
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/423
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/424
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/425
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/en/countries/426
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Reading recommendations

ICMPD Expert Voice ‘Europe’s Ukrainian refugee crisis: 
What we know so far’ by Hugo Brady
Read in English, Russian or Ukrainian. 

ICMPD Policy Insights Commentary ‘The war in Ukraine and the renaissance of temporary protection - 
why this might be the only way to go’ by Martin Wagner
Read in English, Russian or Ukrainian. 

ICMPD Policy Insight Commentary ‘Integration of Ukrainian refugees: 
The road ahead’ by Justyna Frelak and Caitlin Katsiaficas
Read in English, Russian or Ukrainian. 

ICMPD Commentary ‘Getting Ukrainian refugees into work: 
The importance of early competence checks’ by Martin Hofmann
Read in English, Russian or Ukrainian

ICMPD Blog ‘Are rural areas across Europe viable destinations for Ukrainian refugee women?’ 
by Bernhard Perchinig and Jimy Perumadan 
Read in English, Russian or Ukrainian

ICMPD Blog ‘Could disruptions to Eastern European wheat spur displacement in Africa?’ 
by Veronika Bilger and Nesrine Ben Brahim
Read in English, Russian or Ukrainian

EUAA Country Intelligence Report: Russia as a Country of Origin. Read in English

In English: EUAA Asylum Report 2022. Read in English

Editorial Team

Alexander Maleev, Project Manager, Prague Process Secretariat
Irina Lysak, Project Officer, Prague Process Secretariat
Dariia Skovliuk, Project Assistant, Prague Process Secretariat

Contacts:

Prague Process Secretariat ICMPD HQ
Gonzagagasse 1  | 1010 Vienna

pragueprocess@icmpd.org
Tel: +43 1 504 4677 0
Fax: +43 1 504 4677 – 2375

Funded by 
the European Union

https://www.icmpd.org/news/europe-s-ukrainian-refugee-crisis-what-we-know-so-far
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/news-events/news/600-krizis-ukrainskikh-bezhentsev-v-evrope-chto-my-uzhe-znaem
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/images/ICMPD-Expert-Voice-Hugo-Brady-UKR.pdf
https://www.icmpd.org/blog/2022/the-war-in-ukraine-and-the-renaissance-of-temporary-protection-why-this-might-be-the-only-way-to-go
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/news-events/news/608-vojna-v-ukraine-i-renessans-vremennoj-zashchity-pochemu-eto-mozhet-byt-edinstvennym-vykhodom
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/images/Policy-Brief-Martin-UKR.pdf
https://www.icmpd.org/blog/2022/integration-of-ukrainian-refugees-the-road-ahead
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/news-events/news/610-integratsiya-ukrainskikh-bezhentsev-predstoyashchij-put
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/images/Policy-Brief-Yustyna-UKR.pdf
https://www.icmpd.org/blog/2022/getting-ukrainian-refugees-into-work-the-importance-of-early-competence-checks
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/news-events/news/614-privlechenie-ukrainskikh-bezhentsev-k-rabote-vazhnost-proverki-kompetentsij-na-rannem-etape
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/images/Commentary-Hofmann-Martin-UKR.pdf
https://www.icmpd.org/blog/2022/are-rural-areas-across-europe-viable-destinations-for-ukrainian-refugee-women
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/news-events/news/630-perspektivny-li-selskie-rajony-v-evrope-dlya-ukrainskikh-zhenshchin-bezhenok
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/images/ICMPD-publication-Ukraine-Ukr.pdf
https://www.icmpd.org/blog/2022/could-disruptions-to-eastern-european-wheat-spur-displacement-in-africa
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/ru/news-events/news/628-mozhet-li-narushenie-postavok-vostochnoevropejskoj-pshenitsy-povlech-za-soboj-migratsionnye-protsessy-v-afrike
https://www.pragueprocess.eu/images/ICMPD-publication-Ukraine-Africa-Ukr.pdf
https://euaa.europa.eu/publications/country-intelligence-report-russia-country-origin
https://euaa.europa.eu/asylum-knowledge/asylum-report

