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Thank you Mr. Minister.

I would like to share some of my observations in relation to the GFMD, from the perspective of my mandate. These observations are noted in my 2013 report to the General Assembly
, which focuses on global migration governance. 
In my 2013 GA report, I note that global migration governance has grown increasingly in an informal, ad hoc, non-binding, and State-led fashion, in forums such as the GFMD and Regional Consultative Processes, with little relationship with the formal normative monitoring mechanisms established within the United Nations, in particular on human rights. 

As mentioned by the Special Representative of the Secretary-General on International Migration and Development, the GFMD has managed to initiate and develop a productive conversation between States, at multilateral level, on sensitive migration issues which are so toxic on national political stages and on which States are often reluctant to engage publicly. This was not the case ten years ago. In that sense, the GFMD process serves a useful purpose and should be pursued. 
At the same time, nothing much has changed in the ordinary lives of most migrants over the past ten years. For many, the situation may even be worse than it was, as the securitisation and externalisation of border policies have contributed to reducing the fluidity of migration flows, not to mention the impact of the recent financial crisis.

I insist that migrants should always be seen first and foremost as human beings with human rights, like anyone of us, rather than simply as agents for development or human resources filling temporary labour needs. I regret that the GFMD focuses often more on the economic development dimensions of migration, rather than on the rights-dimension, although the latter has made progress over the years. 

The hailed success of the GFMD and other informal processes in creating State cooperation channels must therefore also be measured to their contribution to enhancing the capacity of migrants to protect their human rights. As for any rights-holder, migrants need to be empowered to fight for their civil, economic, social and cultural rights, without fear of being arrested, detained or deported for doing so. This requires the establishment of a human-rights-centred legal framework, at all levels of governance, with appropriate transparency and accountability mechanisms.

One of the main objectives of the GFMD is to “exchange good practices and experiences”: this is essential, as there are many such practices out there. But, for the migrants, such process may become very dangerous, if not cast firmly in a structured human rights framework. For example, I express my scepticism regarding “circular migration” schemes frequently discussed at the GFMD, which can have extremely negative consequences in terms of economic and social rights, the right to family life, or the protection from exploitation. 

Furthermore, while the GFMD can be a useful State-led forum, I believe that it would greatly benefit from a more structured interaction with GMG agencies, particularly the rights-based ones, with their valuable expertise in terms of specific migration issues and human rights frameworks, as well as from a more important dialogue with civil society organisations, beyond the present “open space”.
I note that the GFMD provides a useful platform for informal discussions between States. However, on many counts, it is no substitute for an appropriate global framework. The important role of the GFMD would be usefully complemented by a more structured discussion on migration within the UN. For example, a closer link between the GFMD and the HLD, particularly through the role and expertise of the GMG agencies would enhance the effectiveness of both initiatives. A more regular HLD, every three or four years, could be a way to better articulate the contribution of the GFMD and the objectives of the UN as a whole and its agencies, especially on human rights issues.
Thank you for your kind attention.
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