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Immigrants move to where there are jobs. If there aren’t jobs in a country the immigrants will leave, or not move there in the first place. But barriers to immigration can even keep immigrants in a developed country when the want to leave and there are no jobs for them. Sweden is a key example. 

The Economist. Nov 5th 2016. “Seeking asylum—and jobs.” http://www.economist.com/news/finance-economics/21709511-too-few-refugees-not-too-many-are-working-europe-refugees-sweden-are

WHEN Ameen first arrived from Aleppo, he was thrilled to have made it to Sweden. Speaking as he takes a break from a protest near parliament, he says he thought there would be plenty of jobs. But none was available. Now that the government has made it harder for family members to join the refugees, some have taken to Stockholm’s cobbled streets. The rules on asylum-seeking in Europe mean refugees like him have to stay in their country of arrival. “If we could leave, many of us would,” he says.
A big reason refugees cause alarm across Europe is the fear that they will steal jobs. But a more serious problem may be their joblessness. France, Germany and Norway all have big employment gaps between native- and foreign-born workers. But the gap is widest in the Netherlands and Sweden—and these figures do not yet include the 163,000 asylum-seekers who arrived in Sweden last year (see chart).
In part, Sweden is a victim of its own generosity and success. No European country has a larger proportion of refugees in its population and in 2015 none welcomed a larger flow of asylum-seekers, proportionate to its population, than Sweden did. Employment rates for refugees are no lower than in most European countries, but the difference with Swedish-born workers is striking. Partly it is because many Swedish-born women work and Swedes are highly educated. Nevertheless, fears are mounting about the social impact of the two-tier labour market that is developing. Magnus Henrekson, an academic, fears further ghettoisation and alienation.
On the surface, Sweden has one of the least troubled labour markets in the world. The economy is growing, vacancies are plentiful, only 5% of 15-74-year-old native-born workers are jobless and the unemployment rate is falling. But foreign-born workers are three times as likely to be unemployed, and the ratio is rising. For those from outside the EU it is higher still (22.5% are unemployed). Hidden discrimination, housing problems and a Swedish reliance on informal networks help explain the gap. But many refugees simply lack the skills for Sweden’s job market.
The issue is not unique to Sweden. In a report published in September, the OECD and UNHCR found that many employers do not see recruiting refugees as a business opportunity, but as a “CSR” (corporate social responsibility) issue. Large employers made a big fuss about providing apprenticeships and mentoring schemes, but few offer jobs. The obstacles employers cite include uncertainty about refugees’ qualifications and their right to work, sceptical public opinion, and worries that language barriers will mean lower productivity.
The concerns reflect changes in Sweden’s employment market. Fewer than 5% of jobs are now low-skilled, requiring less than a high-school qualification, compared with 9% in Germany and 16% in Spain. Countries such as Greece and Italy have larger shadow economies, helping explain why refugees there have higher employment levels than natives. “High-school diplomas are Sweden’s biggest divider,” says Anna Breman, chief economist at Swedbank. Nearly all Swedes have them, yet only half of new arrivals do, according to government statistics.
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Immigrants are not the cause of social problems, but public policy problems get blamed on them anyway

Simon Tilford, Deputy director, Centre for European Reform. “Britian, Immigration and Brexit. CER Bulletin. Issue 105, December 2015/January 2016. https://www.cer.org.uk/sites/default/files/bulletin_105_st_article1.pdf

So why has EU immigration become so toxic? One reason is probably because British workers’ real wages fell sharply between 2008 and 2014, with those on low wages suffering the biggest falls. There is little evidence to suggest that EU immigration as opposed to a deep recession caused this, but in the popular mind there is a causal link between migrants and falling wages.

Another reason is housing. House-building in the UK has lagged behind demand for 35 years. Despite a gradual increase in completions over the last two years, Britain is still building a third less houses than it was in 2007, with the result that the shortage of housing is becoming more acute every year. In many parts of the country, prices are out of reach for people on average incomes, let alone low paid workers. This has left a rising proportion of the workforce living in expensive, cramped, privately rented accommodation. Britain now has the lowest living space per inhabitant of any EU-15 country and the smallest new homes in the EU-28. Many blame immigrants for this state of affairs, but the real culprit is an egregious failure of public policy. 

Immigrants are also blamed for putting the National Health Service (NHS) and education services under pressure. As already noted, EU immigrants are net contributors to public finances and hence are not to blame for underfunded public services. But this is not the way it appears to many Britons on waiting lists for NHS care or unable to get their children into their local school. The problem is again public policy: the supply of public services is too slow to respond to increased demand for them. This is partly because of the government’s squeeze on public spending. But it also reflects an institutional problem: the tax benefits of immigration flow to central government, which is slow to compensate organisations such as the NHS or local education authorities for the costs of providing the additional public services required by immigrants. 

A final factor behind rising hostility to immigration is the diminishing social status of the white working class. There has been a marked improvement in average educational attainment in the UK in recent years, but this improvement has largely passed by white working class households. This group is now easily the worst educated in the country, as well as the most likely to be in low-paid work and to be competing for scarce supplies of social housing. The offspring of white working class parents are much less likely to go to university than the offspring of immigrant parents. Britain has an admirable record of integrating immigrants, but is proving weak at addressing the problems of poor white citizens.
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Brexit happened because the British government used immigrants as a scapegoat to blame their own failings on

Simon Tilford, Deputy director, Centre for European Reform. “Britian, Immigration and Brexit. CER Bulletin. Issue 105, December 2015/January 2016. https://www.cer.org.uk/sites/default/files/bulletin_105_st_article1.pdf

In short, attitudes to immigration are being fanned by the failure of successive governments to tackle the country’s real problems: housing, the poor educational performance of the white working class and the financing of public services. Immigrants, in turn, have become an easy scapegoat for politicians of nearly all persuasions. It is easier to blame them than address the chronic policy failures driving the rise in anti-immigrant sentiment. The Conservatives have been especially guilty of this. The burden of austerity has fallen hardest on the poorest and weakest in society through cuts in welfare and other social spending; the better off have been largely shielded from its effects. By implicitly linking immigration with the pressures on public finances and public services and the housing shortage, the government has made sure that some of those who might have blamed the government for these problems are blaming immigrants. This has drawn attention away from the impact of government policies, but it has done so at a high cost. By talking about immigration as a problem and treating the need to reduce it as axiomatic, politicians have legitimised xenophobia. The reason anti-immigrant sentiment is focused on EU migration as opposed to immigration from outside the EU is simple: complaining about Polish immigration is not seen as racist in the way complaining about black or Asian immigration is. But it is just as xenophobic, and pretending otherwise is a major reason why Britain has got itself into such a mess over the issue. It could cost the country its EU membership, which both the government and the Labour Party acknowledge confers far more benefits than costs on the UK. The EU faces serious challenges, from eurozone governments’ failure to get on top of the problems of the eurozone to the inability of EU institutions to bridge the gap between themselves and ordinary EU citizens. But if the UK leaves the EU, the reason will be of British politicians’ own making: popular hostility to immigration. The tragedy is that this situation could have been prevented, had the Labour Party and the Conservatives shown some leadership by refusing to link immigration with social and economic problems, and by facing down populist sentiment in the media rather than pandering to it. But that would have required them to get serious about addressing the country’s supply-side problems, and neither has shown much stomach for that fight.
[bookmark: _Toc483136780]
Remittances Solve – Zimbabwe

Remittances in Zimbabwe increase consumption, benefiting the living standards of the Zimbabwean people

Honest Zhou, Carren Pindiriri and Judith Tambama. Honest Zhou and Carren Pindiriri are lecturers in the Department of Economics, University of Zimbabwe while Judith Tambama is employed by the Zimbabwe Revenue Authority (ZIMRA). “Consumption Response to Diaspora Remittances in Zimbabwe.” Botswana Journal of Economics. Vol 11, No 15 (2013). https://www.ajol.info/index.php/boje/article/view/94196

This paper explores the impact of remittances on private consumption in Zimbabwe for the period 1980 to 2007. An augmented Keynesian consumption function which incorporates income, remittances, exchange rate, taxation, inflation and an economic and political instability dummy variable is postulated for this purpose. We also postulate a remittance equation with consumption, income, financial deepening, inflation, trade openness and an economic and political instability dummy variable as explanatory variables. In order to deal with the possible existence of the endogeneity problem between consumption and remittances, a Three Stage Least Squares method is used to estimate a simultaneous equation model with endogenous variables. The results indicate that diaspora remittances play a crucial role in determining private consumption in Zimbabwe. Hence, the results confirm the notion that diaspora remittances are mainly consumed, thus improving the living standards of many Zimbabweans. The paper therefore recommends that Zimbabwe can close the consumption gap through policies that promote the inflows of remittances.
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More remittances will help poverty reduction in Zimbabwe

Honest Zhou, Carren Pindiriri and Judith Tambama. Honest Zhou and Carren Pindiriri are lecturers in the Department of Economics, University of Zimbabwe while Judith Tambama is employed by the Zimbabwe Revenue Authority (ZIMRA). “Consumption Response to Diaspora Remittances in Zimbabwe.” Botswana Journal of Economics. Vol 11, No 15 (2013). https://www.ajol.info/index.php/boje/article/view/94196

The relationship between remittances and consumption implies that remittances served to fulfil the consumption needs of Zimbabweans especially during the economic and political crisis period. Hence, remittances were used to bridge the gap between incomes and consumption. The results also have implications on economic growth and poverty reduction in Zimbabwe. The influence of remittances on consumption has the effect of increasing growth in Zimbabwe as consumption creates investment demand through its multiplier effect. Increased growth has important implications on poverty reduction. The economic and political instability dummy variable in the consumption function is negative and statistically significant. Hence, economic and political instability negatively affected private consumption expenditure in Zimbabwe. The negative relationship between consumption and the economic and political instability dummy variable implies that remittances improved the welfare of Zimbabweans during the economic and political crisis period. The policy implications are that the Government should work to attract more remittances as this improves the welfare of Zimbabweans. Based on the above findings, we recommend that the Zimbabwean government can improve the living standards of the population through the export of labour. Exported labour will therefore remit thus affecting the consumption behavior of the Zimbabweans positively. 
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Allowing people to move is the biggest factor to helping bring them out of poverty

Shaun Raviv. Apr 26, 2013. “If People Could Immigrate Anywhere, Would Poverty Be Eliminated?” The Atlantic. https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2013/04/if-people-could-immigrate-anywhere-would-poverty-be-eliminated/275332/

According to Clemens, we are all victims of an epic intuition fail. "Development is about people, not places," he has said many times over, and often the best way to make a person richer is by allowing them to move to another place. We don't really care about helping poverty-stricken Liberia, we care about helping poverty-stricken Liberians. It sounds almost too simple at first: A very large percentage of people who have gone from extreme poverty to relative financial stability have done so by moving across borders. So why don't we just let more people move?

In 2008, Clemens and his frequent co-writer, Harvard economist Lant Pritchett, came up with a new statistic called "income per natural." Their goal was to show "the mean annual income of persons born in a given country, regardless of where that person now resides." They found that large percentages of people from Haiti, Mexico, and India who live above international poverty lines don't actually reside in their home countries. "For example, among Haitians who live either in the United States or Haiti and live on more than $10 per day--about a third of the U.S. 'poverty' line--four out of five live in the United States," Clemens wrote. "Emigration from Haiti, as a force for Haitians' poverty reduction, may be at least as important as any economic change that has occurred within Haiti."
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Immigration is a not a question of our prosperity or theirs, it’s a question of their prosperity or their poverty

Shaun Raviv. Apr 26, 2013. “If People Could Immigrate Anywhere, Would Poverty Be Eliminated?” The Atlantic. https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2013/04/if-people-could-immigrate-anywhere-would-poverty-be-eliminated/275332/

The trillions of dollars are lost by not maximizing human potential. Workers in the developing world can be much more productive when they are not locked in places with crumbled infrastructure, poor academic institutions, and mass corruption. "It's the biggest arbitrage opportunity in the world," Clemens told me. "It's hard to find a cell phone or pair of jeans that sells for a thousand percent price difference in two different countries, and yet the labor of a McDonald's worker, the labor of a child care worker, the labor of a construction worker, does sell for thousand percent differences between Haiti and the United States."

If wealthy nations open their borders, won't native workers lose their jobs or see their pay shrink? Not so, according to Clemens. He and his co-authors, through study of all the available economic literature, have found that decades of immigration of tens of millions of people to the United States has reduced real wages for the average American worker by fractions of a percent, if at all. Meanwhile, immigrants to the U.S. from developing countries can increase their income by 100 percent, or 1,000 percent. "Immigration is very, very far from being a zero-sum game of 'their poverty or ours,'" Clemens wrote in 2010. "Within ranges that even slightly resemble current migration levels, it is rather simply 'their poverty or their prosperity,' while we remain prosperous."

Clemens's research also challenges the notion that immigrants take away jobs from Americans. In agriculture, for example, he has estimated that for every three seasonal workers who are brought in, one American job is created across all sectors. Directly, workers need managers, and more often than not those managers are Americans. Indirectly, workers buy things, which means more Americans are needed to sell and produce those things. And yet, Clemens told me, "when a bus of 60 Mexicans is coming up from the border, nobody looks at it and says 'Ah, there's 20 American jobs.'"
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People are just trying to get out of poverty. Aid has helped, but it hasn’t done enough.

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

The millions fleeing Syria have shone a spotlight on refugees, but that tragedy is just a small part of a bigger picture. More than 240 million people worldwide are international migrants. Refugees account for fewer than 10 per cent of the total and, in theory, they are the least contentious group, because many countries have signed international commitments to admit them. The rest are moving to work, or to join family members who have jobs.
When such people travel with refugees, they are often derided as “just” economic migrants. This is unfair, says Alex Betts, head of the Refugee Studies Centre at the University of Oxford. Whether or not they meet the official definition of a refugee, many are escaping dire conditions that pose a threat to their survival. Although globalisation of the world’s economy has lifted millions out of poverty, it has not been able to create enough jobs where there are people in need of work. Aid funds are starting to address this problem – but for the most part people must go where there are jobs.
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97 percent of the world lives in the country they were born in. Immigrants move for safety and a better life and developed countries prevent that

Michael Clemens, senior fellow at the Centre for Global Development, interviewed by Matern Boeselager. Apr 29 2015, “We Asked An Expert What Would Happen if the EU Opened Its Borders to Everyone.” Vice News. https://www.vice.com/en_uk/article/we-asked-an-expert-happen-if-eu-opened-borders-to-everyone-584

Michael Clemens: People from poor countries migrate mainly to get safety for themselves and their families, and to get proper compensation for their hard work and study. Safety and opportunity depend mostly on what country you live in, and 97 percent of humanity lives in the country they were born in. For those of us born in safe, prosperous countries, such a random lottery seems quite satisfactory. Most migrants are people who have simply decided that they will not let lottery results enforced by others determine the course of their lives.

Within our own countries, we know why people leave neighbourhoods that are dangerous, poor, or both. These are the same reasons that people leave countries that are dangerous, poor, or both. But there are two differences. Many people in dangerous, poor countries live with risk and destitution that even the poorest people in rich countries will never face and cannot imagine. And, of course, no one stands at the exit to poor neighbourhoods, coercing people to stay inside with a gun.
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Economists agree that immigration economic benefits outweigh

Michael Clemens, senior fellow at the Centre for Global Development, interviewed by Matern Boeselager. Apr 29 2015, “We Asked An Expert What Would Happen if the EU Opened Its Borders to Everyone.” Vice News. https://www.vice.com/en_uk/article/we-asked-an-expert-happen-if-eu-opened-borders-to-everyone-584

The research we have shows that immigration has had a positive effect on economic growth in Europe overall. Christian Lutz and Ingo Wolter forecast a positive effect of immigration on German economic growth. Katerina Lisenkova and Miguel Sanchez forecast a positive effect of immigration on UK economic growth. And so on.

I would go as far as to say that this is a consensus opinion among economists. That is saying a lot, because economists are known for putting caveats on everything. But all the serious evidence we have points to large gains in overall economic activity from reduced barriers to labour mobility. 96 percent of American labour economists agree that the economic benefits of US immigration exceed the losses.

That is essentially unanimity. While a handful of economists make vague claims of economic harm from immigration, they generally have not done any peer-reviewed economic research to support that claim, and their views should be regarded as political opinions rather than reflecting economic expertise.
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Immigration grows the economy: increases world GDP and sends billions back to developing countries

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

“The logic driving this is the idea that migrant workers present additional competition for scarce jobs,” says Ian Goldin at the University of Oxford. Indeed, it is probably part of our evolved nature to think that more for you means less for me (see “The truth about migration: How evolution made us xenophobes“). But that’s not how modern economies work.

If economies really were zero-sum games in this way, wages would go down as labour supply increased and natives might well lose jobs to immigrants. But no modern economic system is that simple, says Jacques Poot at the University of Waikato, New Zealand. The knock-on of economic migration is that increased labour also brings an increase in profit, which business owners can invest in more production. They can also diversify, creating opportunities for a broader range of workers. In addition, migration means workers can be more efficiently matched to demand, and make the economy more resilient by doing jobs natives won’t or can’t do.
“More people expand the economy,” says Goldin, because people are moving from where they cannot work productively to where they can. In a survey of 15 European countries, the UN’s International Labour Organisation (ILO) found that for every 1 per cent increase in a country’s population caused by immigration, its GDP grew between 1.25 and 1.5 per cent. The World Bank estimates that if immigrants increased the workforces of wealthy countries by 3 per cent, that would boost world GDP by $356 billion by 2025. And removing all barriers to migration could have a massive effect. A meta-analysis of several independent mathematical models suggests it would increase world GDP by between 50 and 150 per cent. “There appear to be trillion-dollar bills on the sidewalk” if we lift restrictions on emigration, says Michael Clemens at the Center for Global Development, a think tank in Washington DC, who did the research.

But who gets those billions? Most of the extra wealth goes to migrants and to their home countries. In 2015, migrants sent home $440 billion, two and a half times the amount those countries received in foreign aid – promoting development and jobs at home. But what do natives of countries that attract migrants get out of it?


[bookmark: _Toc483136788]South-South Migration

Immigration between developing countries is just going to be more important

The Economist. Dec 24th 2016. “From south to south: The other kind of immigration.” http://www.economist.com/news/international/21712137-flow-people-poor-countries-other-poor-countries-little-noticed

It is likely that developing-world migration will become even more important. In the 1970s the world looked fairly simple, point out Gordon Hanson and Craig McIntosh, both academics at the University of California, San Diego, in a new working paper. The global south was poor and had lots of children; the global north was rich and had few. People tend to move not just from poorer countries to richer ones but also from countries with high birth rates to those with low ones. The imbalance between North America and Latin America fuelled the northward migration that so distresses some American voters.

By mid-century China, India and almost all of Latin America, including Mexico, will be members of the low-fertility club. Only sub-Saharan Africa will still be having a baby boom. If UN projections are right, in 2040 more than a third of all children under the age of 14 will be living in Africa. Mr Hanson and Mr McIntosh predict huge pressure for migration from Africa to Europe, making the Mediterranean into a new (somewhat wider) Rio Grande.

Yet that pressure will not necessarily find an outlet, says Michael Clemens of the Centre for Global Development, a think-tank. European voters are not keen even on current levels of immigration and will be still less enthused by a doubling or even a tripling of their immigrant populations. So there will be an enormous number of potential African migrants and not enough places for them in the West. They are highly likely to head for other African countries, for the Middle East and perhaps even for Asia. Countries such as China and South Korea have resisted mass immigration, but they badly need more young people. In short, says Mr Clemens, south-south migration is likely to grow a lot.
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The best data available says a 10% increase in the population of Europe, but these numbers are unreliable because there is no real way to know

Michael Clemens, senior fellow at the Centre for Global Development, interviewed by Matern Boeselager. Apr 29 2015, “We Asked An Expert What Would Happen if the EU Opened Its Borders to Everyone.” Vice News. https://www.vice.com/en_uk/article/we-asked-an-expert-happen-if-eu-opened-borders-to-everyone-584

Migration flows are very hard to predict. We can see this in two episodes when the United Kingdom lifted restrictions on immigration. In 2004, the UK lifted restrictions on immigration from Poland; Immigration was far more than predicted. In 2014, it lifted restrictions on immigration from Romania; Immigration was far less than predicted.

What we can be sure of is that many people will make loud, confident forecasts of doom. When Germany lifted restrictions on Polish immigration in 2012, German trade unions predicted that a million Poles would flood in the following year. Actual Polish immigration that year was 10 percent of that; the other 90 percent was fearful imagination. When the United States opened its borders to the poor island nation of Micronesia in 1986, many predicted that Micronesians would flood into Hawaii and California. Fourteen years later, less than 6 percent of the population of Micronesia had moved to the U.S.

So what would happen at a global level? We have some evidence, from the Gallup World Poll, which can only be considered suggestive. Gallup pollsters go to pretty much all countries, and in each country, they ask around 1,000 adults the same set of questions every year. One of the questions is about whether or not they would like to emigrate, and if so, where.

The bottom line is that Europe's overall population would rise by 10 percent if everyone who told Gallup they would like to move to Europe could do so. Germany's population would rise by 23 percent, because it is a particularly prosperous and desirable destination.

This is the best direct evidence we have. I say this evidence is only suggestive, because we don't know the extent to which stated desires reflect real behaviour. Many people who say "yes" might be expressing an idle wish, not a genuine plan – the way you might say yes to a pollster who asked you if you want to start a business some day. And many people who say "no" might reconsider if they had a way to migrate without paying smugglers and risking their lives. So the real answer is that social scientists cannot be certain, but have noted a systematic tendency for interest groups to over-predict flows.
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The best evidence available proves that immigrants don’t hurt native workers

Michael Clemens, senior fellow at the Centre for Global Development, interviewed by Matern Boeselager. Apr 29 2015, “We Asked An Expert What Would Happen if the EU Opened Its Borders to Everyone.” Vice News. https://www.vice.com/en_uk/article/we-asked-an-expert-happen-if-eu-opened-borders-to-everyone-584

Future flows of immigrants, within a large range, are likely to raise the wages and employment of typical European workers.

Some of the best new evidence we have on this comes from economists Mette Foged and Giovanni Peri. No one out there has better data or more scientific methods than these researchers. They have studied the wages and employment of every individual worker in Denmark from 1991 to 2008 (yes, everyone) and tracked how they responded to a large influx of refugees from places like Somalia and Afghanistan. Those immigrants caused native unskilled wages and employment to rise.

To see why, you have to take a step back. Certainly, when there is a single job in construction or child care, a migrant filling that job means that a native does not fill it. But that is just the beginning of how a labour market works. When there are immigrants around, native workers make different choices. What Foged and Peri show is that low-skill native Danes responded to migrant inflows by specialising in occupations requiring more complex tasks and less manual labour.

Beyond that, other research has shown that natives acquire more skill when immigration rises. And firms adjust their investments when immigrants are present, shifting away from technologies that eliminate low-skill jobs for both low-skill immigrants and low-skill natives. Most simply of all, foreign workers are not just workers, they are also consumers. Immigrants at low wages tend to consume products, like fast food and budget clothing, that are made and sold by other low-wage workers.

All of these things mean that low-skill immigrants end up both taking jobs and creating jobs. The balance, in the best research we have on Europe, has been positive even in places were politicians and activists say that it must be negative. Communicating that fact will be a permanent challenge, because the ways that immigrants fill jobs are direct and visible; the ways that they create jobs are indirect and invisible.
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Immigrants currently subsidize welfare in Europe

Michael Clemens, senior fellow at the Centre for Global Development, interviewed by Matern Boeselager. Apr 29 2015, “We Asked An Expert What Would Happen if the EU Opened Its Borders to Everyone.” Vice News. https://www.vice.com/en_uk/article/we-asked-an-expert-happen-if-eu-opened-borders-to-everyone-584

Reasonable discussion of immigration and welfare has to start from facts. Currently, the welfare state in Europe overall depends on immigrants, not the other way around.

A comprehensive review by the independent OECD in 2013 found that the average immigrant household in Europe contributed over £2,000 more in taxes than it took in benefits. This means that the work of immigrants overall is subsidising Europeans states – helping Europeans pay for the education of their children, the care of their grandparents. The question is whether European welfare systems will collapse without immigrants.

This is also true in Germany in particular. Prof. Holger Bonin has shown that tax revenues per foreigner exceed transfer payments by about €1,400 [£1,000] per year.

So that's the current reality. Immigrants subsidise non-immigrants, in Germany and across Europe. That is unlikely to change under greater migration flows. This is because the principal reason for the OECD's finding, its analysts write, is that new migrants tend to be young, healthy people in the prime of their lives – the kind of people who are net contributors to public coffers. That pattern would change very little even if migration flows were much larger, and even if tax and spending policies did not change.

Furthermore, the welfare state can adjust to migration flows. The OECD study finds large differences across countries. The net positive fiscal effect of migrants in Norway is twice as large as it is in Denmark. The fiscal impact of immigrants is a decision that countries make. In the United Kingdom, asylum seekers are net takers of benefits because they are banned from working. That is, UK voters apparently support policies that force asylum seekers not to generate tax revenue. Then some of the same voters complain about asylum seekers because they do not generate tax revenue.
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The Con team is advancing a mindset that says that immigrants should not have the same abilities as people from developed countries. That there is violence isn’t the fault of the immigrant, it is the fault of the people that refuse to accept them. We should base our decisions on the threat of illegal violence from xenophobic citizens.

Michael Clemens, senior fellow at the Centre for Global Development, interviewed by Matern Boeselager. Apr 29 2015, “We Asked An Expert What Would Happen if the EU Opened Its Borders to Everyone.” Vice News. https://www.vice.com/en_uk/article/we-asked-an-expert-happen-if-eu-opened-borders-to-everyone-584

Our assumptions about immigration run so deep that they are built directly into our language. It's common to say that societal problems "arise" from immigration. Think for a moment about the assumptions that are necessary for us to ask this question.

Suppose a woman is attacked by men on the street, as she walks to work. What caused the attack? It depends on your assumptions. Many people in the world do not believe that women have the unqualified right to work or to walk down any street. These people might say that the cause of the attack was that the woman's family allowed her to take a job and walk around unguarded. If you believe that women's rights to work and travel are beyond question, you might identify a different cause of the attack: The cause of the attack was that men decided to attack her.

Likewise, when activists hold rallies to unmistakably threaten immigrants with violence, many might describe this as social conflict "arising" from immigration. This view requires you to already have decided that migrants don't have the right to be there – for the same reasons that saying attacks against women arise from their presence on the sidewalk requires you to have already decided that women don't have the right to walk on the sidewalk.

This is where the reasoning becomes self-justifying. People use social conflict "arising" from immigration to justify ensuring migrants don't have the right to be in a country. But the conflict only "arises" from immigration if we start out believing that migrants don't have the right to be in that country. Arguments that justify themselves are mindsets, not arguments. Politicians might devote less energy to manufacturing fear and more energy to innovating on policy.



[bookmark: _Toc483136793]AT: Poorest People Can’t Move

Many immigrants move from developing to developing countries

The Economist. Dec 24th 2016. “From south to south: The other kind of immigration.” http://www.economist.com/news/international/21712137-flow-people-poor-countries-other-poor-countries-little-noticed

IN MOST ways, it is a typical immigrant success story. Ouesseni Kaboréq was once a butcher in Burkina Faso, a poor, landlocked west African country. Encouraged by an uncle who was flourishing abroad, he left his country in search of better-paying work. He has done so well that he now employs 41 people. All but two are immigrants like him. The natives cannot bear to get their hands dirty, he says.

But Mr Kaboréq did not migrate to Paris or New Jersey. Instead he crossed just one land border, into neighbouring Ivory Coast. He works in the large meat market in Port Bouët, on the outskirts of Abidjan, near a store that demonstrates its classiness with a picture of Barack Obama on the awning. Mr Kaboréq is not the kind of immigrant whom economists obsess over, nor the kind who irks voters and brings populists to power in the West. But his kind is already extremely common, and is set to become more so.

International migration can be divided into four types. The most important is the familiar one, from developing countries to developed ones. About 120m people alive today have made such a move, calculates the McKinsey Global Institute, an arm of the consultancy—from Mexican grape-pickers in California to Senegalese street vendors in France. But the second-largest flow is between developing countries (see chart). Between 2000 and 2015 Asia, including the Middle East, added more immigrants than Europe or North America.

Some are war refugees, like the Syrians who live in Jordan and the Somalis in Ethiopia and Kenya. But many developing-world migrants are like Mr Kaboréq: people who leave a poor country for a somewhat less poor neighbouring one in search of higher wages. The World Bank estimates that 1.5m migrants from Burkina Faso alone live in Ivory Coast. Relative to Ivory Coast’s population of 23m, Burkinabé immigrants are more numerous than Indians in Britain, Turks in Germany or Mexicans in America.

Ivory Coast is still very poor—about as poor as Bangladesh. It is, however, better off than Burkina Faso. Batien Mamadou, a farm labourer who works 120km north-west of Abidjan, says wages are at least twice as high. And Ivory Coast is a much better place to start a business. The contrast between the two countries is like the difference between a grand African home and the White House, says Bernard Bonane, who fled Burkina Faso following a coup in 1987 and now runs a security firm. 

Mr Bonane, who lives in a stylish house in a street crawling with guards, says that few of his neighbours are immigrants. That, he thinks, is because most new arrivals send money home rather than splashing out on property. The World Bank estimates that $343m in remittances flowed from Ivory Coast to Burkina Faso in 2015. The exact amount is unknowable, not least because the two countries share a currency, meaning money can easily be moved across the border in ways that officials do not notice. But the importance of these short-range remittances is plain. Ivory Coast is thought to account for fully 87% of all remittances to Burkina Faso.

Rather little of the cash that flows out of the world’s richest countries ends up in the poorest ones. Gulf states such as Dubai and Saudi Arabia take in millions of remittance workers from lower-middle-income countries such as India, but hardly any from really poor ones such as Chad and Malawi. The world’s poorest people cannot afford to travel to the West or the Gulf.

They can, however, hop on buses bound for nearby countries. “The poorer the people, the shorter the distance they want to travel,” says Dilip Ratha of the World Bank. Such migrants might not be able to send much money home, but what they do send is badly needed. Whereas fairly poor countries like Nigeria can send many people to the West, households in very poor countries like Mali depend on workers who have migrated within west Africa (see chart in this article).

Neighbouring countries often share a language and sometimes a currency. Tribes often span borders, too: national boundaries in Africa were drawn to suit colonial powers, not to accord with cultural and ethnic divisions. All that smooths the migrant’s path. And although south-south migrants tend to have informal jobs, as farm labourers, builders, market traders and so forth, this is no special hardship. In rich countries, where most workers have above-board jobs, informal work is precarious and exploitative. In poor and middle-income ones it is the norm.

[bookmark: _Toc483136794]Remittances Solve

Immigrants respond quickly to economic shocks with remittances

The Economist. Dec 24th 2016. “From south to south: The other kind of immigration.” http://www.economist.com/news/international/21712137-flow-people-poor-countries-other-poor-countries-little-noticed

The World Bank estimates that more money is remitted to Bangladesh from India—$4.5bn in 2015—than from any other country. As in west Africa, this is an economic lifeline. Remittance workers tend to respond quickly to economic shocks in their home countries: the flow of money to Nepal jumped after the Gorkha earthquake in April 2015, for example. And studies of other countries show that remittances are commonly invested, especially in children’s education.


[bookmark: _Toc483136795]AT: Wages

All rigorous economic analysis finds no decrease in wages from immigration

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

In the EU it has been difficult to tease out the effect of free movement of workers from other economic results of membership. However, a study of non-EU member Switzerland is illuminating. Different parts of Switzerland allowed free access to EU workers at different times, enabling Giovanni Peri of the University of California, Davis, to isolate the effects. He found that while the workforce grew by 4 per cent, there was no change in wages and employment for natives overall. Wages increased a little for more educated Swiss people, who got jobs supervising newcomers, while some less educated Swiss people were displaced into different jobs.

Peri has also looked at the situation in the US. “Data show that immigrants expand the US economy’s productive capacity, stimulate investment and promote specialisation, which in the long run boosts productivity,” he says. “There is no evidence that immigrants crowd out US-born workers in either the short or the long run.” Natives instead capitalise on language and other skills by moving from manual jobs to better-paid positions. Peri calculates that immigration to the US between 1990 and 2007 boosted the average wage by $5100 – a quarter of the total wage rise during that period.

Further evidence comes from a meta-analysis Poot did in 2010, which collated all the research done up until that point. It reveals that rises in a country’s workforce attributable to foreign-born workers have only a small effect on wages, which could be positive or negative. At worst, a 1 per cent rise caused wages to fall by 0.2 per cent, mostly for earlier generations of immigrants. The impact on the availability of jobs for natives is “basically zero”, he says. Any tendency for wages to fall with an increase in immigration can be counteracted by enforcing a minimum wage.

The UK Migration Advisory Committee came to a similar conclusion in 2012. “EU and non-EU migrants who have been in the UK for over five years are not associated with the displacement of British-born workers,” it reported. Very recent migrants do have a small impact, but mainly on previous migrants. What’s more, the ILO notes that low-skilled migrants do “dirty, dangerous and difficult” jobs, which locals do not want – crop picking, care work, cleaning and the like. Meanwhile, highly skilled migrants plug chronic labour shortages in sectors such as healthcare, education and IT. Nearly a third of UK doctors and 13 per cent of nurses are foreign-born.

[bookmark: _Toc483136796]AT: Welfare

Immigrants net contribute to a countries welfare system through taxes. More immigration would actually lower the debt; Plus, they choose to go where the jobs are, so 1/3 go to other developing countries

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

Another presumption made about migrants is that they put a strain on benefit systems. This is also not borne out by the evidence. “It is widely assumed that economic migrants are mainly poor people out to live off the tax money of the relatively rich,” says human rights expert Ian Buruma. “Most of them are not spongers. They want to work.” A lot go not to countries offering generous benefits, but to where there are jobs. Some 82 million people, 36 per cent of the world’s current migrants, have moved from one developing country to another, especially from Haiti to the Dominican Republic, Egypt to Jordan, Indonesia to Malaysia and Burkina Faso to Ivory Coast.

Those who do end up in wealthier countries are not the burden people sometimes assume. The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, which represents 34 of the world’s wealthiest nations, calculates that its immigrants on average pay as much in taxes as they take in benefits. Recent research shows that EU workers in the UK take less from the benefits system than native Brits do, mostly because they are younger on average. Moreover, they bring in education paid for by their native countries, and many return to their homeland before they need social security. Based on recent numbers, Britain should conservatively expect 140,000 net immigrants a year for the next 50 years. The Office for Budget Responsibility, the UK’s fiscal watchdog, calculates that if that number doubled, it would cut UK government debt by almost a third – while stopping immigration would up the debt by almost 50 per cent.

Illegal migrants make a surprising extra contribution, says Goldin. While many work “informally” without declaring income for taxes, those in formal work often have taxes automatically deducted from their pay cheques, but rarely claim benefits for fear of discovery. Social security paid by employers on behalf of such migrants, but never claimed by them, netted the US $20 billion between 1990 and 1998, says Goldin. That, plus social security contributions by young legal migrants who will not need benefits for decades, is now keeping US social security afloat, he says.

[bookmark: _Toc483136797]AT: Crime

No evidence that immigrants are criminals, immigrants drop the crime rate.

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

One major issue is a perceived threat to social cohesion. In particular, immigrants are often associated with crime. But here again the evidence doesn’t stack up. In 2013, Brian Bell at the London School of Economics and his colleagues found no change in violent crime in Britain linked either to a wave of asylum seekers in the 1990s, or eastern EU migrants after 2004. The asylum seekers were associated with a small increases in property crime such as theft – boosting existing local crime rates some 2 per cent – perhaps because they were not allowed to work, suggest the authors. But areas where eastern Europeans settled had significantly less of any crime. Another study found that immigrants had no impact on crime in Italy. And immigrants in the US are much less likely to commit crimes and are imprisoned less often than native-born Americans. Tim Wadsworth of the University of Colorado has even suggested that a rise in immigration in the 1990s may have driven an overall drop in US crime rates since then.


[bookmark: _Toc483136798]AT: Overpopulation

Massive migration to cities in China prove that it is possible to make room for more immigrants

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

Nevertheless, immigrants can put pressure on local communities. High rates of arrival can temporarily strain schools, housing and other services. “That is what people tend to see,” says Goldin. He says investment is required to mitigate these problems. “Governments need to manage the costs, which tend to be short-term and local,” he says. That’s a challenge, but it can be done. Bryan Caplan of George Mason University in Fairfax, Virginia, points out that since the 1990s, 155 million Chinese have moved from the countryside to cities for work. “This shows it’s entirely possible to build new homes for hundreds of millions of migrants given a couple of decades.”
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We need radical change, the current strategies are not enough

Clár Ní Chonghaile. 24 March 2017. The Guardian. “Global goal of ending extreme poverty will hinge on fresh thinking, says study” https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/sep/24/global-goal-end-extreme-poverty-development-initiatives-investments-to-end-poverty

In sub-Saharan Africa, where poverty increased in 18 countries over the past decade, poverty levels would need to be reduced at a faster rate than they were in south Asia over the past 15 years, the report said.

“Progress has been very uneven to date, with poverty becoming increasingly concentrated in a number of priority countries that now need a significant shift in their current trajectories if they are to end poverty by 2030,” the report said, noting that policies must focus on people as well as countries.

“Business as usual will not be enough.”

Despite “huge progress” globally, the number of people living in extreme poverty increased in 30 countries during the MDG era, added the study’s authors, who noted that even where countries appeared to be doing well nationally, the devil could be in the detail. For example, while India reduced poverty in 10 states by 10% a year over the past 15 years, eight smaller states experienced an increase, according to Development Initiatives.

“Extreme poverty is increasingly concentrated in complex and challenging contexts, and efforts will need to be intensified and better focused if poverty targets are to be met. Our research shows that the proportion of people living in extreme poverty in fragile states has risen from around 20% in 1990 to 62% in 2015,” said Harpinder Collacott, executive director at Development Initiatives.

The report warned that previous progress could even be reversed in politically fragile or environmentally vulnerable countries. 

“Today, 96% of people living in poverty are in countries that are politically fragile, environmentally vulnerable, or both. Addressing fragility, conflict and crisis will be essential in the fight against poverty,” Collacott said.
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Most of poverty reduction has happened in China and India

Richard Bluhm. Affiliated Researcher at UNU-MERIT and its School of Governance and an Assistant Professor of Macroeconomics at Leibniz University Hanover. United Nations University. Sept 9 2015. “Can We End Poverty by 2030?” https://unu.edu/publications/articles/can-we-end-poverty-by-2030.html

Poverty reduction at the $1.25-per- day line has been rapid over the last two decades, at least in relative terms. Extreme poverty rates in the developing world fell by about one percentage point per year. While about 43% of the people in the developing world were “poor” in 1990, this rate had fallen to around 20% by 2010. Yet there are two important caveats to these numbers.

First, China and India are responsible for a majority of the global reduction in extreme poverty rates. Second, due to rapid population growth, the number of poor people has fallen much less. There are still about 1 billion extremely poor people in the world today.

If we ignore progress in China and India, then the rest of the developing world lifted only about 150 million people out of poverty between 1990 and 2010. In fact, there are 120 million more poor people in Sub-Saharan Africa today than in 1990.
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Current efforts aren’t working. 

Richard Bluhm. Affiliated Researcher at UNU-MERIT and its School of Governance and an Assistant Professor of Macroeconomics at Leibniz University Hanover. United Nations University. Sept 9 2015. “Can We End Poverty by 2030?” https://unu.edu/publications/articles/can-we-end-poverty-by-2030.html

But this is unlikely to happen for a number of reasons. Much of world poverty is now concentrated in Sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia. While consumption growth in Sub-Saharan Africa has been faster since 2000 than in the 1980s and 1990s, it still lags behind growth in other developing countries. And though per capita consumption in the developing world rose by about 4.5% per year from 2000 to 2010, it grew by only about 2.4% per year in Sub-Saharan Africa (with poverty increasingly concentrated in fragile states). Maintaining the current pace of poverty reduction requires ever-faster growth in countries that have yet to show that they can grow quickly for a sustained period of time and not lose those gains in the next crisis.

So what can we expect regarding SDG #1? A recent UNU-MERIT working paper suggests that about 8–9% of the developing world’s population will still be poor in 2030, even under very optimistic growth assumptions.
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Immigration increases investment by making it easier for foreign investor to understand the home country’s market

Volker Grossmann. University of Fribourg, Switzerland, and IZA, Germany. “How immigration affects investment and productivity in host and home countries.” IZA. https://wol.iza.org/articles/how-immigration-affects-investment-and-productivity-in-host-and-home-countries/long

Measures of FDI flows capture international movements of physical (productive) capital rather than other financial assets. FDI is one potential channel through which migration could affect labor productivity in both home and host regions. That is because immigrants may reduce information frictions that typically lead to a bias by firms against investing in business ventures in foreign countries, about which firms know much less than they do about their home country. Increasing FDI may not only raise the physical capital stock, but also improve technology and thus result in productivity gains.
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Immigration actually causes greater investment abroad because investors see the productivity of immigrants as a sign of the quality of the labor force in the home country

Volker Grossmann. University of Fribourg, Switzerland, and IZA, Germany. “How immigration affects investment and productivity in host and home countries.” IZA. https://wol.iza.org/articles/how-immigration-affects-investment-and-productivity-in-host-and-home-countries/long

There is also evidence that a higher stock of immigrants has a positive impact on the stock of international bank loans from the host country to the immigrants’ home country [8]. The effect is particularly large when the immigrants are high-skilled and the two countries do not share a common language, legal heritage, or colonial past. This suggests that immigrants are particularly important for facilitating cross-border financial flows when informational problems are severe.

As is the case for bank loans, there may also be a positive effect from immigration on outward FDI from the host country to the immigrants’ home country. One study suggests that a larger immigration stock of both low- and high-skilled workers in the US in 1990 led to higher subsequent growth of outward FDI financed by US firms over 1990–2000 [9]. The channels through which immigration affects outward FDI may differ for low- and high-skilled migrants, however. One hypothesis is that investors in developed countries with little advance information about the quality of the labor force in developing countries may observe a rather high productivity of immigrants despite their few formal qualifications, take it as signal of the quality of the labor force in the home country of the immigrants, and thus may be more positively inclined to invest there than they would be without that signal. High-skilled immigrants, by contrast, may actively contribute to the creation of international business networks.

[bookmark: _Toc483136804]AT: Hurts Investment

Overall immigration actually helps investment in host counties

Volker Grossmann. University of Fribourg, Switzerland, and IZA, Germany. “How immigration affects investment and productivity in host and home countries.” IZA. https://wol.iza.org/articles/how-immigration-affects-investment-and-productivity-in-host-and-home-countries/long

Empirical evidence suggests that immigration of educated workers attracts FDI, helps firms find investment opportunities abroad, and raises per capita income by enhancing labor productivity. The immigration of scientists and engineers, in particular, stimulates innovation in the host country through new patents. The migration of low-skilled workers seems to have less impact on capital formation in host countries. The evidence supports the design of selective immigration policies to attract high-skilled workers, particularly those with science and engineering skills. Greater birthplace diversity in a population through immigration is also found to foster economic prosperity, particularly if immigrants are well-educated.
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The people who are able to leave the country are the ones that the country most needs. Allowing open immigration ignores the main issue, that there are poor people left in the home country and the still need help

Paul Collier is a professor of economics and public policy at the Blavatnik School of Government at Oxford University, and the author, most recently, of “Exodus: How Migration Is Changing Our World.” Nov 23, 2013. New York Times. “Migration Hurts the Homeland.” http://www.nytimes.com/2013/11/30/opinion/migration-hurts-the-homeland.html

Seemingly the most incontestable case for a wider door is to provide a refuge for those fleeing societies in meltdown. The high-income democracies should indeed provide such a refuge, and this means letting more people in. But the right to refuge need not imply the right to residency. The people best equipped to flee from societies in meltdown are their elites: The truly poor cannot get farther than a camp over the border. Post-meltdown, the elites are needed back home. Yet if they have acquired permanent residence they are reluctant to return.

For example, South Sudan, one of the world’s poorest countries, is bleeding a remittance outflow: Government officials told me that key people can be coaxed back only by high salaries, and even then they leave their families abroad and send their Sudanese earnings back to them. Our priority should be to design policies of refuge that reconcile our duty of rescue with the legitimate concerns of post-conflict governments to attract back the people who could rebuild their countries. Émigrés face a coordination problem: Going home is much less scary if others are doing the same. The right to refuge could include sunset rules linked to peace settlements and the monitored efforts of post-conflict governments.

Bright, young, enterprising people are catalysts of economic and political progress. They are like fairy godmothers, providing benefits, whether intended or inadvertent, to the rest of a society. Shifting more of the fairy godmothers from the poorest countries to the richest can be cast in various lights. It appeals to business as a cheap supply of talent. It appeals to economists as efficient, since the godmothers are indeed more productive in the rich world than the poor. (Unsurprisingly, our abundance of capital and skills raises their productivity.) It appeals to libertarians as freeing human choice from the deadening weight of bureaucratic control. At the more radical end of this spectrum, aficionados of Ayn Rand will see it as the triumphant release of the strong minority from the clutches of the weak majority: “migrants shrugged.”

Many on the left, for their part, don’t like to recognize that we’re taking away fairy godmothers. They prefer to believe that they’re helping poor people flee difficult situations at home. But we might be feeding a vicious circle, in which home gets worse precisely because the fairy godmothers leave. Humanitarians become caught up trying to help individuals, and therefore miss the larger implications: There are poor people, and there are poor societies. An open door for the talented would help Facebook’s bottom line, but not the bottom billion.
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Countries need low proportions of immigration and high rates of return for it to be beneficial

Paul Collier is a professor of economics and public policy at the Blavatnik School of Government at Oxford University, and the author, most recently, of “Exodus: How Migration Is Changing Our World.” Nov 23, 2013. New York Times. “Migration Hurts the Homeland.” http://www.nytimes.com/2013/11/30/opinion/migration-hurts-the-homeland.html

Migration is good for poor countries, but not in every form, and not in unlimited amounts. The migration that research shows is unambiguously beneficial is the kind in which young people travel to democracies like America for higher education and then go home. Not only do these young people bring back valuable skills directly learned in the classroom; they bring back political and social attitudes that they have assimilated from their classmates. Their skills raise the productivity of the unskilled majority, and their attitudes accelerate democratization.

For example, global data on students from poor countries who have studied abroad since 1950 shows that those who went to democracies accelerated political liberalization in their home societies out of all proportion to their numbers. Democratization across Latin America, Africa and Asia has been supported by this process. In an opinion article in The Washington Post last spring, Mr. Zuckerberg asked, “Why do we kick out the more than 40 percent of math and science graduate students who are not U.S. citizens after educating them?” My response: Whatever the reason, it is a highly effective way of helping poorer societies.

Even what looks like a brain drain can sometimes be beneficial. When educated people emigrate and settle in a richer country, the poorer country suffers a direct loss; but by demonstrating that the effort to acquire education can end triumphantly, it can encourage many others to pursue an education, too. The brain drain becomes a reality only if too many of the educated leave.

But many poor countries have too much emigration. I do not mean that they would be better with none, but they would be better with less. The big winners from the emigration of the educated have been China and India. Because each has over a billion people, proportionately few people leave.

In contrast, small developing countries have high emigration rates, even if their economies are doing well: Ghana, for instance, has a rate of skilled emigration 12 times that of China. If, in addition, their economies are in trouble, they suffer an educational hemorrhage. The top rankings for skilled emigration are a roll call of the bottom billion. Haiti loses around 85 percent of its educated youth, a rate that is debilitating. Emigrants send money back, but it is palliative rather than transformative.

China and India, with their low rates of emigration and high rates of return, have dominated global thinking about how migration affects countries of origin. But the core development challenge is now whether the poor, small societies can catch up. Unlike China and India, they have too much emigration. They can do little about it, but we can do quite a lot: Their emigration rates are set by our immigration policies.

Much of the pressure for more rapid immigration comes from diasporas wanting to bring in dependent relatives. But bowing to this pressure is not necessarily humane: Bringing relatives to America reduces the incentive to send remittances back home. Migrant families do well for themselves by jumping into a chain of lifeboats headed for the developed world, but this can be at the expense of the vastly larger group of families left behind.


[bookmark: _Toc483136808]Int’l Orgs Solve

There is no international organization to manage immigration, without one countries can’t fully utilize the benefits of labor mobility 

Debora MacKenzie is a consultant for New Scientist based in Brussels. 6 April 2016. The New Scientist. “The truth about migration: How it will reshape our world.” https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg23030680-700-the-truth-about-migration-how-it-will-reshape-our-world/

One way to prepare for this would be to take a more coordinated and strategic approach to the global workforce. As it is, it’s hard to track migration amidst a mess of non-standardised data and incompatible rules. Countries do not agree on who is a migrant. Even the EU has no common policy or information for matching people to jobs. Migrants are usually managed by foreign ministries, not labour ministries that understand the job market. “What could be of real value would be for governments, companies and trade unions to get together and look at where the labour shortages are, and how they could be filled, with natives or migrants,” says Michelle Leighton, head of migration at the ILO.

Amazingly, says Goldin, there is no global body to oversee the movement of people. Governments belong to the International Organisation for Migration but it is not an official UN agency so cannot set common policy. Instead, each country jealously guards its borders while competing for workers. Goldin and others think there should be a UN agency managing migration in the global interest, rather than leaving it to nations with differing interests – and power. This, combined with real empirical understanding of the impacts of migration, might finally allow humanity to capitalise on the huge positive potential of its ancient penchant for moving.
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We met the first millennium goal 5 years ahead of schedule

The World Bank. Oct 02, 2016. “Overview of poverty.” http://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/poverty/overview

The World Bank Group’s mission is carved in stone at our Washington headquarters: “Our Dream is a World Free of Poverty.” This mission underpins all of our analytical, operational, and convening work in more than 145 client countries, and is bolstered by our goals of ending extreme poverty within a generation and promoting shared prosperity in a sustainable manner across the globe.

There has been marked progress on reducing poverty over the past decades. The world attained the first Millennium Development Goal target—to cut the 1990 poverty rate in half by 2015—five years ahead of schedule, in 2010.  Despite the progress made in reducing poverty, the number of people living in extreme poverty globally remains unacceptably high. And given global growth forecasts poverty reduction may not be fast enough to reach the target of ending extreme poverty by 2030.
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We are on track to end extreme poverty but it requires country led solutions that no legal barriers would threaten to derail
 
The Guardian. 5 October 2015 “World Bank: 'extreme poverty' to fall below 10% of world population for first time.” https://www.theguardian.com/society/2015/oct/05/world-bank-extreme-poverty-to-fall-below-10-of-world-population-for-first-time

The number of people living in extreme poverty is likely to fall for the first time below 10% of the world’s population in 2015, the World Bank said on Sunday as it revised its benchmark for measuring the problem.

 “This is the best story in the world today,” said World Bank president Jim Yong Kim. “These projections show us that we are the first generation in human history that can end extreme poverty.”

Extreme poverty has long been defined as living on or below $1.25 a day, but the World Bank’s adjustment now sets the poverty line at $1.90 a day.

The Bank said the change reflects new data on differences in the cost of living across countries, while preserving the real purchasing power of the previous yardstick.

Using the new benchmark, the World Bank projects 702 million people or 9.6% of the world’s population will be living in extreme poverty in 2015, down from 902 million people or 12.8% of the global population in 2012.

The global development lender attributed the continued fall in poverty to strong economic growth rates in emerging markets, particularly India, and investments in education, health, and social safety nets.

However, Kim warned slower global growth, volatile financial markets, conflicts, high youth unemployment and the impact of climate change were obstacles to meeting a UN target to end poverty by 2030, part of a new set of development goals adopted by 193 countries at the United Nations last month.

 “But it remains within our grasp, as long as our high aspirations are matched by country-led plans that help the still millions of people living in extreme poverty,” Kim added.

According to the bank, around half of those living in extreme poverty by 2020 will hail from hard-to-reach fragile and conflict-affected states. Sub-Saharan Africa accounts for half of the global poor.

He said the prospect of emerging economies losing steam could challenge promises to eradicate extreme poverty.
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MDG is solving, supporting governments is key

Sam Jones. The Guardian. 6 July 2015. “UN: 15-year push ends extreme poverty for a billion people” https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jul/06/united-nations-extreme-poverty-millennium-development-goals

The millennium development goals (MDGs) have driven “the most successful anti-poverty movement in history” and brought more than a billion people out of extreme penury, but their achievements have been mixed and the world remains deeply riven by inequality, the UN’s final report (pdf) on the goals has concluded.

Ban Ki-moon, the UN secretary general, said that while the 15-year push to meet the eight goals – on poverty, education, gender equality, child mortality, maternal health, disease, the environment and global partnership – had yielded some astonishing results, it had left too many people behind.

 “The MDGs helped to lift more than one billion people out of extreme poverty, to make inroads against hunger, to enable more girls to attend school than ever before and to protect our planet,” he said.

“Yet for all the remarkable gains, I am keenly aware that inequalities persist and that progress has been uneven.”

While the world has reduced the number of people living on less than $1.25 a day from 1.9 billion in 1990 to 836 million in 2015, the target of halving the proportion of people suffering from hunger was narrowly missed.

Between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of undernourished people fell from 23.3% to 12.9%. Current estimates suggest around 795 million people are undernourished – the overwhelming majority of them in developing regions. Progress has been hindered by higher food and energy prices, extreme weather, natural disasters, political instability, humanitarian crises and the economic recession of the late 1990s and in 2008-2009.

Ban noted that in 2011, nearly 60% of the world’s extremely poor people lived in five countries – India, Nigeria, th, Bangladesh and the Democratic Republic of Congo – and that familiar divisions and inequities were as stark as ever.
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Development aid has been steadily increasing in the status quo

OECD. Apr 13, 2016. The mission of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) is to promote policies that will improve the economic and social well-being of people around the world. “Development aid rises again in 2015, spending on refugees doubles” https://www.oecd.org/dac/development-aid-rises-again-in-2015-spending-on-refugees-doubles.htm

Development aid totalled USD 131.6 billion in 2015, representing a rise of 6.9% from 2014 in real terms as aid spent on refugees in host countries more than doubled in real terms to USD 12 billion. Stripping out funds spent on refugees, aid was still up 1.7% in real terms, according to official data collected by the OECD Development Assistance Committee (DAC).
 
Official development assistance (ODA) from the 28 countries in the" DAC averaged 0.30% of gross national income, the same level as in 2014. Measured in real terms – correcting for inflation and for a sharp depreciation in many DAC country currencies against the dollar last year – ODA is up 83% since 2000, when the Millennium Development Goals were agreed.
 
The 2015 data show that bilateral aid to the poorest countries rose by 4% in real terms, in line with commitments by DAC donors to reverse recent declines. Bilateral aid, making up around two-thirds of ODA, is aid provided by one country to another country. A survey of donor spending plans through 2019 suggests flows to the poorest countries will keep rising.
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There needs to be more development aid to developing countries

Clár Ní Chonghaile. 24 March 2017. The Guardian. “Global goal of ending extreme poverty will hinge on fresh thinking, says study” https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/sep/24/global-goal-end-extreme-poverty-development-initiatives-investments-to-end-poverty

Financing the SDGs will cost trillions of dollars, and the UN has urged national governments to mobilise their own resources – through better and more widespread tax collection, for example – as well as calling on private finance to step up to the plate, particularly in areas like infrastructure.

However, Development Initiatives warned that where poverty is deepest, governments lacked the kind of revenue needed to turn the SDGs into reality. Aid was still key, said the report’s authors.

In 24 of the 33 countries where the depth of poverty is highest, daily government revenues are less than $1.37 a person, compared with $34 a day in high income countries, claimed the study. This can skew data on government spending: for example, although sub-Saharan Africa spends the second highest proportion of revenues on health among all regions, spending per person is the second lowest. For this reason, official development assistance (ODA) remains critical, but it must be clearly directed towards the most vulnerable countries.

“Donor agencies with a stronger mandate for targeting poverty allocate their resources more effectively: over 90% of ODA from agencies with a legal mandate to target poverty go to countries with the lowest government revenues … compared to 50% from agencies that do not have a specific objective for targeting poverty,” the report said.
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The market can’t solve, only government aid works. Without it no one will fill the gap.

Fraser Nelson, interview with Bill Gates. 22 April 2017 The Spectator. “Bill Gates interview: pandemics, migration and the Tory aid pledge.” https://www.spectator.co.uk/2017/04/save-aid/#

He was in Britain last week to confront various arguments against aid — starting with the idea that global capitalism is now doing the job, with poverty falling at the fastest rate in history. With western governments mired in debt, is it safe to let global trade take over? Even over the phone, his irritation is audible.

‘Take polio eradication,’ he says. ‘There’s no notion of globalisation dramatically stopping kids from being paralysed. There’s no market that deals with that. Without the generosity of governments and philanthropy, there’s no creation of the vaccines that are saving those kids’ lives. I’m a huge fan of capitalism and trade. But who will create the stable conditions for countries to become self-sufficient, particularly in Africa, given its disease burden? It won’t happen through some market mechanism.’ To suggest otherwise, he says, is not just mistaken, but callous. ‘If you care at all about conditions in Africa — the population explosion, measles, polio — then don’t suggest there is some private sector solution to those problems. It’s outrageous.’

He is a famously successful capitalist (worth $86 billion) who has set up the world’s largest charity (with a $40 billion endowment) which prides itself on using private sector rigour. It’s a formula that persuaded Warren Buffett to pledge $30 billion, which Mr Gates hailed as the most ‘anyone ever gave anybody for anything’. But philanthropy accounts for less than 5 per cent of international aid, he says, so if governments don’t keep spending, no one will fill the gap.
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Country centered policies are necessary to help people where they are. Pandemics that kill ten million people won’t come from migration, they will come from inadequate health systems in poor countries

Fraser Nelson, interview with Bill Gates. 22 April 2017 The Spectator. “Bill Gates interview: pandemics, migration and the Tory aid pledge.” https://www.spectator.co.uk/2017/04/save-aid/#

‘Well, if people aren’t worried about pandemics coming to Britain then they should be,’ he says. ‘Diseases will come out of Africa that transmit far more effectively than Ebola, so these countries need to have basic health systems to contain whatever new pathogens come along. That is important in terms of security. If you asked what in the world is most likely to jump out and kill an extra ten million people, it is absolutely a pandemic. The kind of surveillance and ability to respond that we have through our aid budgets means that we ought to be able to stop these diseases before they spread back to the UK or the US.’

I put to him that, on migration, he has the relationship the wrong way around — that higher migration is correlated with lower poverty. Only when countries start to develop do people acquire the resources to make expensive migration journeys. The Washington–based Center for Global Development recently set this out, in a study drawing on more than a thousand national censuses over five decades. When a poor country becomes richer, its emigration rate rises — until it becomes about as wealthy as Albania is today. This process usually takes decades, and only afterwards does wealth subdue emigration. So isn’t it incorrect to argue (as even Theresa May once did) that more aid means less migration?

‘I don’t know how many refugee camps you’ve been to recently. Those aren’t rich people,’ he says. ‘In the case of Syria, 90 per cent of the refugees are in Jordan and Lebanon and that’s why there is this huge rift. You are going to have a governmental collapse there — if that happens, it would cascade and create even more pressure for spending money in the region. But if you had avoided the problem you would have been better off.’

Isn’t that a question of conflict resolution, rather than overseas aid? ‘Oh absolutely. But as countries get better off, the chances of civil war go down dramatically. People don’t sit around wondering if there is going to be tribal warfare in Brazil. That’s more typical in a situation like Libya, Mali or Sudan: you get a problem because you haven’t uplifted the lives there and created that stability.’
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Immigration in the face of economic hardship creates conditions that are ripe for exploitation

Tendai Ruben Mbofana. Aug 25, 2016. The Zimbabwean. “Mugabe inadvertently providing slave labour to other countries.” http://thezimbabwean.co/2016/08/mugabe-inadvertently-providing-slave-labour-to-other-countries/

This permanent emigration of Zimbabweans was further exacerbated when Mugabe embarked on his ill-conceived and ill-fated violent land grabs and an intensified brutal campaign against opponents from the year 2000, shortly after the formation of the Movement for Democratic Change (MDC), when he lost in a February 2000 referendum on a new constitution, and was poised to lose in the June parliamentary elections.
This resulted in an unprecedented economic free fall – which the country is still reeling from – leading to the largest flow of permanent emigration in this country’s history.
It is estimated that there are millions of residents outside of Zimbabwe’s borders who were either born in the country or are descended from immigrants – all thanks to Mugabe’s brazen economic and political policies.
This has, however, led to millions of Zimbabweans residing in other countries both illegally and legally – creating a very conducive environment for them to be easily exploited by unscrupulous people.
Both documented and undocumented immigrants in those countries are being exploited due to their desperate situation, virtually reducing them to slave labour.
Most recently, there were reports of a large number of Zimbabwean women who were allegedly trafficked to Kuwait, only to be abused in various dehumanising work environments.
Although, it is very fortunate that most of these women managed to escape and return home, these incidents highlighted the extent to which Mugabe’s flawed policies have driven millions of Zimbabweans into modern day slavery.
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Latin America’s progress toward poverty reduction has stopped, a lack of investment threatens to drive up poverty again

Lisa Nikolau. 28 April 2017. Humanosphere. “UN says more investment needed in Latin America to reduce poverty.” http://www.humanosphere.org/basics/2017/04/un-more-investment-needed-in-latin-america-to-fight-poverty/

Latin America’s economy is growing, but many officials speaking at a U.N. forum in Mexico City said low investment in the region threatens to slow poverty reductions.

Mexico’s President Enrique Peña Nieto said poverty, injustice and discrimination are still “appalling realities” across the region. Peña Nieto said promoting sustainable economic equality will rely on countries’ abilities to follow the 2030 development agenda, which addresses a range of equity issues from poverty and human rights to climate change and economic stability.

Speaking at a U.N.-sponsored forum in Mexico City, Alicia Bárcena, executive secretary of the U.N. Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC), stressed the need for greater public spending and economic activity if the region is to reach the poverty reduction goals agreed upon by U.N. members in 2015.

“By 2030, we have to take 75 million people out of extreme poverty,” Bárcena told Reuters. “Zero is the only acceptable level of poverty.”

The senior U.N. representative noted that from 1990 to 2015, the regional poverty rate in Latin America fell from 48 percent to 28 percent. But that trend has suddenly been reversed, she warned, as the poverty rate increased by one percentage point last year.
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Examples like Venezuela show us that when countries see economic recessions, the elites are able to leave, while the rest are stuck in the country

Wharton. University of Pennsylvania. Sep 15, 2016. “How Venezuela Could Come Back from the Brink.” Knowledge @ Wharton.  http://knowledge.wharton.upenn.edu/article/how-venezuela-could-come-back-from-the-brink-of-collapse/

Venezuela’s economic situation is grim, to say the least. The average Venezuelan spends 35 hours each month waiting to buy food, according to a July Associated Press report. A study by Simon Bolivar University found that nine in 10 people say they cannot buy enough food, the story adds. Inflation has reached 700% as the country continues its recession, and basic food and medicine are in severely short supply, according to a September 1 Guardian report. The country’s gross domestic product (GDP) growth rate is the worst worldwide at a negative 8% and inflation is projected to cross 1,600% in 2017 and worsen to nearly 3,500% by 2019, according to the International Monetary Fund.

“If the price of oil continues to be low, the situation might come to breaking point and there might be a popular revolt against the government,” says Wharton management professor Mauro Guillen in an interview with Knowledge@Wharton. “What needs to happen is some kind of an end to the [Hugo] Chavez regime [Maduro is his successor] and for that we need the opposition to continue to play its role.

“What we are seeing is the tail end of the beginning of the end of the Chavez regime,” adds Guillen. “Right now they have the presidency, but in parliament you have the opposition in control. The country is divided into two camps and it is a very dangerous situation and it could degenerate into a lot of violence.”

Velasco cites news reports to say that about 1.5 million people have left Venezuela over the last decade, most of whom were middle-class professionals seeking better lives elsewhere. “The real question is if something resembling a refugee crisis could happen, where working class people who find it difficult to get by flock to places like Colombia,” he says. “Then you have a quantitative shift that you have never seen before in Venezuela.”
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Venezuela needs investment now in their oil industry in order to make it efficient enough to produce oil with the current oil prices

Wharton. University of Pennsylvania. Sep 15, 2016. “How Venezuela Could Come Back from the Brink.” Knowledge @ Wharton.  http://knowledge.wharton.upenn.edu/article/how-venezuela-could-come-back-from-the-brink-of-collapse/

Much of Venezuela’s woes are linked to its oil industry, which has accounted for “a massive portion of the Venezuelan economy for 100 years or more,” says Velasco. “That dependency [on oil] has only increased exponentially [in recent years].” Oil accounts for 96% of the country’s exports, according to World Bank data.

“The problem is compounded by the low price of oil,” says Guillen. “If the price of oil were high, it would be a totally different situation. The government could use that money to subsidize prices of essentials and everything would be OK.”

But the country’s woes are not all because of cheap oil. “Venezuela is a country where the oil wealth and the populist government of Chavez has destroyed the institutions and made them puppets,” says Guillen.

Meanwhile, Venezuela’s oil production has continued to decline, partly because prices are down and also because of shortages in the equipment necessary to produce oil, according to Burke-White. “Their economy has collapsed and their oil production capacity with it,” he says. “That can rebuild, but it is only going to rebuild to the degree that there is demand to purchase that, and the price point is high enough to justify the new investment that is going to be needed after years of neglect.”
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1.6 billion people in poverty

Tanya Basu. The Atlantic. Jun 19, 2014 “How Many People in the World Are Actually Poor?” https://www.theatlantic.com/business/archive/2014/06/weve-been-measuring-the-number-of-poor-people-in-the-world-wrong/373073/

The Oxford Poverty & Human Development Initiative (OPHI) released a report,  the Global Multidimensional Poverty Index 2014 (MPI), on Tuesday looking at the state of poverty in the world today. It is being touted as the most accurate reflection of the world’s poor, a sort of census of the global impoverished population.

Didn’t that exist already? For more than a decade, the United Nations Development Programme has measured world poverty using its Human Poverty Index (HPI). The HPI defined poverty as those making less than $1.25 a day, a measurement used by the World Bank. 

But it lacked in two key areas. First, it counted countries as one whole mass, unable to differentiate degrees of poverty within a country and locate the worst pockets. And second, it placed all of its scrutiny on income, without considering other indicators such as health and education. 

Sure, making a certain amount a day is one way to measure the physical comforts a person might be lacking: home, food, clothing. But what about limited (or a total lack of) access to medical care? Or barriers to getting an education? And just because someone has a roof over his or head doesn’t mean it’s a sanitary, safe place to live—impoverished people in cities are often concentrated in slums where open sewage, crowding, and rickety housing make for dangerous living conditions. Consequently, many didn’t consider HPI’s income index to be particularly accurate. 

So OPHI reconsidered poverty from a new angle: a measure of what the authors term generally as "deprivations." They relied on three datasets that do more than capture income: the Demographic and Health Survey, the Multiple Indicators Cluster Survey, and the World Health Survey, each of which measures quality of life indicators. Poverty wasn't just a vague number anymore, but a snapshot of on-the-ground conditions people were facing.

OPHI then created the new index (the MPI) that collected ten needs beyond “the basics” in three broader categories: nutrition and child mortality under Health; years of schooling and school attendance under Education; and cooking fuel, sanitation, water, electricity, floor, and assets under Living Conditions. If a person is deprived of a third or more of the indicators, he or she would be considered poor under the MPI. And degrees of poverty were measures, too: Did your home lack a roof or did you have no home at all?

Perhaps the MPI’s greatest feature is that it can locate poverty. Where the HPI would just tell you where a country stood in comparison to others, the MPI maps poverty at a more granular level. With poverty mapped in greater detail, aid workers and policy makers have the opportunity to be more targeted in their work.

So what did we find out about poverty now that we can measure it better? Sadly, the world is more impoverished than we previously thought. The HPI has put this figure at 1.2 billion people. But under the MPI's measurements, it's 1.6 billion people. More than half of the impoverished population in developing countries lives in South Asia, and another 29 percent in Sub-Saharan Africa. Seventy-one percent of MPI’s poor live in what is considered middle income countries—countries where development and modernization in the face of globalization is in full swing, but some are left behind. Niger is home to the highest concentration of multidimensionally poor, with nearly 90 percent of its population lacking in MPI’s socioeconomic indicators. Most of the poor live in rural areas.
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People need aid, not immigration

The United Nations. 10 March 2017. “Amid Humanitarian Funding Gap, 20 Million People across Africa, Yemen at Risk of Starvation, Emergency Relief Chief Warns Security Council.” https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/sc12748.doc.htm

Twenty million people across four countries faced starvation and famine if the international community did not act quickly, the United Nations humanitarian chief warned the Security Council today, expressing alarm at the funding gap to meet the needs in Yemen, South Sudan, Somalia and north-eastern Nigeria.

Briefing the Council on his recent trips to all four countries, Under-Secretary for Humanitarian Affairs and Emergency Relief Coordinator, Stephen O’Brien recalled harrowing stories he heard from women and children fleeing fighting through waist-high swamps and rummaging the streets for something to eat.

“Without collective and coordinated global efforts, people will simply starve to death,” he warned, stressing that the situation had deteriorated in all four countries amid environments of increased fighting, displacements, drought and attacks on schools and medical facilities.  Attacks on humanitarians had also significantly hindered the delivery of much-needed supplies.

The situation in Yemen, which constituted the largest humanitarian crisis in the world, was particularly grim, he continued.  Two thirds of the population — 18.8 million people — needed assistance and more than 7 million did not know where their next meal would come from.  The country depended heavily on imports, but hostilities had damaged and destroyed infrastructure.  Closure of the capital’s airport only worsened the situation.  With $2.1 billion needed to reach 12 million people with life-saving aid, he voiced serious concern that only 6 per cent of that had been received thus far and urged Member States and donors to meet the target. 

In South Sudan, more than 7.5 million people needed aid, up by 1.4 million from last year, he continued.  Continued fighting had displaced some 3.4 million people and more than 1 million children were estimated to be acutely malnourished across the country.  That included 270,000 children who faced the imminent risk of death if they were not reached in time.

In Somalia, more than half of the population — 6.2 million people — required humanitarian and protection assistance, he said.  Some 2.9 million people were at risk of famine.  In the last two months alone, nearly 160,000 people had been displaced due to severe drought conditions, adding to the already 1.1 million people who lived in appalling conditions around the country.  Large parts of southern and central Somalia remained under the control or influence of Al-Shabaab.  The security situation remained volatile.
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