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INTRODUCTION

Since 1990 East European Countries have experidmnogel transformation of their societies
(unfortunately some changes were extremely pai®fig, introduction of market economy)
with the huge impact on national labour marketserally, over the night, has the fall of the
massive industrial production forced people todeéor the job abroad.

Before 1990 the international migration in EastBurope was strictly limited however after
1990 the migration increased in almost all direwdiduring the last 20 years two main routes
of international migration in Eastern Europe hakaped. In recent years Russia has become
most desirable country of emigration particulady €itizens of Former Soviet Republics. The
second major flow of emigrant is orientated tow&ld particularly Germany, Italy and
Poland. Belarus and especially Moldova and Ukrane mostly emigrant countries and
countries of transition for international migramis their way to EU. Each of the country is
facing the problem of migration from their perspeetwhich is highly specific due to the
different politic, economic, cultural, social cirogtances.

The aim of the present paper is to present in shodt important migration trends in Belarus,
Moldova, Russia and Ukraine. In order to do so papatain also some basic demographic
and economic data concerning these countries whegh to understand and explain present
migration trends. It is important to stress thapgrais based on official data available at
World Bank, Eurostat, European Bank for Reconsimacand Development, United Nations,
International Organisation for Migration and theref mainly on officially registered
migration flows. Due to fact that the majority ofgration flows are unregistered/illegal the
conclusion in the paper are based upon differemtces of data, estimations and predictions.



PART |: BASIC DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMICAL DATA

To understand better the present situation in rmardlows we need to overview some basic
demographic and economic data for selected coasritriast decade.

1. DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

Table 1: Populatichnumbers in selected countries since 1999.

geo/time 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009
Belarus 10045237 9990435 9898590 9800073 9714461 9671917
Moldova 3649930 3635112 36183127 3600434 358111Q 3567517
Russia 147539426146303611 145166731 143474219 142220968 141903979
Ukraine 49544808 48663609 47823108 47100462 46465691 45963359

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/setupMaddibleLayout.dq1 March 2010).

Figures show decrease of population since 1999 fowx countries. In absolute numbers the
decrease of the population was most significafRussia more than 5,5 millions followed by
Ukraine almost 3,6 millions; Belarus 0,4 millionsdaMoldova around 82.000 people. On the
other hand decrease of the population in percesmtsodstrate completely different picture.
Ukraine is country which suffered the biggest dasee of population. In ten years the
population of the Ukraine is smaller for more th&; followed by Russia and Belarus
around 4% and Moldova around 2%.

Table 2: Natural increase/decrease of populatiopelay in selected countries in last ten
2
years:

geo/time 1999 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Belarus -49052 -57912] -54688 -51121] -51349 -41705 -29367| -26003
Moldova -2814 -6147 -6608 -3396 -6994 -5550 -5077 -2930
Russia -92962) -935305 -888525 -792925 -846559 -687066 -470323 -362007
Ukraine -349962 -364223 -356819 -334002 -355875 -297724 -290220 -24387]

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8ds&=demo_gind&lang=€ii March 2010).

Table 2 is an illustrative presentation of the worg situation of rapid decrease of population
on four selected countries. Figures show that teeae no positive/increase of population.
The only encouraging data is that the decreasétisegoopulation in last ten years is slowly
decline. Except in case of Moldova where the opgpasindency is perceived. Decrease of
population is getting bigger and bigger despitelendecrease in 2008.

Table 3: Proportion of population aged 0-19 yearselected countries since 2006.

geo/time 2006 2007 2008 2009
Belarus 23,3 22,6 22,0 21,5

! Number of inhabitants in a given area as of lstidgy of the year in question (or, in some caseg1st
December of the previous year). The population detg be based on data from the most recent ceadjusted
by the components of population change (the nurobbirths and deaths, and the net result of migraitito
and out of the territory concerned).

% The diff erence between the crude birth rate Arcttude death rate.



Moldova 28,1 27,7 26,7 25,8
Russia 23,2 22,5 21,9 21,4
Ukraine 22,1 215 21,0 20,7
Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8ds&=demo_pjanind&lang=¢h March 2010).

Table 4: Proportion of population aged 65 yearsrancke in selected countries since 2006.

geol/time 2006 2007 2008
Belarus 14,6 14,6 14,5
Moldova 9,8 10,3 10,3
Russia 13,9 14,0 13,8
Ukraine 16,2 16,4 16,2

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8ds&=demo_pjanind&lang=¢h March 2010).

Table 5: Life expectancy at birtin selected countries.

geoltime 1992 1995 1996 1999 2002 2005 2006 2008
Belarus : : 68,600 67,900 68,0000 68,800 69,400 70,480
Moldova : : 66,670 67,440 68,130 67,850 68,400 69,360
Russia 67,800 64,500 : : : : 66,600 67,880
Ukraine 69,300 67,220] 66,900 68,300, 68,300, 68,0000 68,100, 68,270

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de=demo_gnsiind&lang=€m March 2010).

Data from Tables 3 and 4 confirming the fact thappydation in Europe in getting older and
Belarus, Moldova, Russia and Ukraine in not dengafrom this trend. Proportion of younger
population is getting smaller while other age austis getting bigger especially middle age
cluster. Comparing to EU27 the percentage of pdjmumaaged 65 and more in considerably
lower (EU27 -17%) while the proportion of youngemngration is similar. This data could be
explained by the data of life expectancy which lamer in all four countries comparing to

EU member states. The life expectancy data is impgobut the tendency is not strong
enough.

2. ECONOMIC DATA

Following extended economic growth after year 2@00four countries has been seriously
affected by the global financial and economicasisrin years 2008-2009. Global crisis has
influenced on countries in different ways but thBRsin 2009 has fallen considerably in all
countries e.g. up to 14% in case of Ukraine (sd@eBabelow).

National economies ware under pressure due to réiffereasons which resulted into
macroeconomic instability, increase of unemploymeleicline of export etc. For example:

Belarus economy was at most affected by declinexpbrt revenues especially from Russia
and Ukraine and less trough financial channels;dded and Ukraine economies were hit
very hardly as their industrial production declime to one third during 200, and Russian
Federation economy was under pressure due to lihef ilue price of natural resources (oil,

gas, metals) and huge capital outflow.

® The average number of years a person would lisgéfspecific mortality rates observed for a cartalendar
year or period were to continue.



Due to the severity of the economic decline of oredl economies also the forecasts of
international financial institutions shows that tleeovery of national economies will be slow
and could take up to five year and more to reaehdtels before crisis.

Table 6: Selected economic indicators (GDP pertaafhare of industry and agriculture and

external debt) in Belarus, Moldova, Russia and Wiera

2008
Belarus 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007| Estimate
GDP per capita (in US
dollars) 1.809,9 2.361,4 3.096,9 3.810,2 4.672,5 6.234,2
Share of industry in GDP
(in per cent) 30,8 32,7 33,1 32,2 31,6 28,1
Share of agriculture in
GDP (in per cent) 10,2 10,3 9,8 9,3 8,8 8,4
External debt/GDP (in per
cent) 234 21,3 17,1 18,4 28,1 24,6
2008
Moldova 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007| Estimate
GDP per capita (in US
dollars) 547 5 767,3 882,6| 1.003,7 1.282,1] 1.766,0
Share of industry in GDP
(in per cent) 20,5 20,5 19,1 18,0 19,1 19,5
Share of agriculture in
GDP (in per cent) 18,8 17,5 16,4 14,8 10,0 8,9
External debt/GDP (in per
cent) 97,9 72,5 69,6 74,3 76,3 67,9
2008
Russia 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007| Estimate
GDP per capita (in US
dollars) 2.975,8 4.103,1] 5.328,0 6.928,8 9.102,6 11.806,9
Share of industry in GDP
(in per cent) 27,4 31,5 33,7 32,9 31,8 30,6
Share of agriculture in
GDP (in per cent) 6,8 5,7 5,2 4,8 4,7 4,8
External debt/GDP (in per
cent) 43,1 36,1 33,6 31,7 36,4 28,8
2008
Ukraine 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007| Estimate
GDP per capita (in US
dollars) 1.057,3 1.376,4 1.843,7 2.317,1 3.094,6 3.930,8
Share of industry in GDP
(in per cent) 27,2 25,8 27,2 27,6 27,5 27,3
Share of agriculture in
GDP (in per cent) 10,9 10,8 9,2 7,5 6,6 6,8
External debt/GDP (in per
cent) 47,5 473 46,0 50,6 57,6 56,4

Source: EBRDttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/staisd
http://www.ebrd.com/new/pressrel/2009/091015 fosexcpdf(2 April 2010).

All countries in the region succeeded to increasd tGDP per capita for almost three times
in last five years. The gap between economicallgngfest (Russia) and weakest country
(Moldova) in 2003 is getting bigger and bigger. ®are of industry in GDP is remaining



stable while share of agriculture is gradually igegttsmaller with the highest decrease in

Moldova (from 18% in 2003 to 10% in 2007).

Table 7: Unemploymefitates per year in selected countries from yea8200

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007| 2008Estimate
Belarus 3,0 1,9 15 1,2 1,0 0,8
Moldova 7,9 8,1 7,3 7,4 51 4,0
Russia 7,8 7,9 7,1 6,7 57 7,8
Ukraine 9,1 8,6 7,2 6,8 6,4 6,4

Source: EBRDnttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/sté®sApril 2010).

Despite opposite expectation the unemployment lectsd countries is lower comparing to
EU members states with the average unemploymeatofaaround 8% in the same period.
With regard to these data week employment oppdstwenuld not be one of the important
sources for emigration but we should not be mislEdese data include just officially
registered people without those people who are wgrlabroad (legally or illegally) and
would be unemployed in case they stay at homegriansearch the job at national labour
market (case of Moldova).

Table 8: Inflationl rates per year in selected countries from yeari®9@r cent.

2008 2009

1997| 1998| 1999| 2000| 2001| 2002| 2003| 2004| 2005| 2006| 2007| Estimate] Projection

Belarus 63,9 72,9|293,7/168,6] 61,1| 42,5 28,4 18,1 10,3] 7,0/ 8,4 14,9 13,2
Moldova| 11,84 7,7/ 39,3] 31,1 9,6| 5,2| 11,6/ 12,5 12,0] 12,8] 124 12,8 0,0
Ukraine 15,9 10,6| 22,7] 28,2| 12,0f 0,8 5,2| 9,0 135 9,1] 12,8 25,2 16,1
Russia 14,7 27,8| 85,7 20,8] 21,6| 16,0/ 13,6/ 11,0/ 12,5 9,8 91 14,1 12,3

Source: EBRInttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/stéPsApril 2010).

In spite of the fact that the inflation rates itested countries are still double digit, countries
manage to cut down the inflation rates from theghbst values between years 1998 and
2001.

Table 9: GDP growth per year in selected counsiese 1997 in per cent.

Estimated level of real
GDP in 2008 comparing
1997|1998 1999| 2000| 2001 | 2002| 2003| 2004| 2005| 2006| 2007| 2008| 2009 to 1989
Belarus 114 84| 33| 58| 4,7 50| 7,0| 11,4 94| 99| 8,2| 10,0] -3,0 161
Moldova 16 -65| -3,4| 2,1| 6,1 78| 66| 7,4 75| 4,8 30| 72| -85 55
Ukraine -3,0 -1,9| -0,2| 59| 9,2| 5,2| 9,6| 12,1 2,7| 7,3| 7,9| 22| -14, 70
Russia 14 -53| 6,4| 10,0 51| 4,7\ 74| 7,1 64| 7,4 81| 56| -75 108

Source: EBRInttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/stéPsApril 2010).

Figure 1: Real GDP increase/decrease since 19B6larus.

* The share of unemployed persons in the total numibactive persons in the labour market (the latforce).
® Change in annual average retail/consumer prics.lev



Source: EBRInttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/statstusapdf(2 April 2010).

Figure 2: Real GDP increase/decrease since 198@ldova.
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Source: EBRDnttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/stats/rmesdpdf(2 April 2010).

Figure 3: Real GDP increase/decrease since 1988 ssia.
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Figure 4: Real GDP increase/decrease since 1988ramine.
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Source: EBRDnttp://www.ebrd.com/country/sector/econo/stats/uigandf(2 April 2010).

Table 11 and Figures 2-5 illustrate the economielbpment of Belarus, Moldova, Russia
and Ukraine in since 1989. All countries faced hdedline of national economies after 1989
and they reached their bottom in years 1998-99¢@xBelarus 1995). Especially perceptible
was the economic decline in Moldova (bottom on y&399 with 30% of the GDP from
1989). Similar to decrease in Moldova was also ekes® in Ukraine (bottom in 1998 with
40% of the GDP from 1989). Slightly better was &iiton in Russia where the bottom was
reached in 1998 (60% of the GDP from 1989). Sintiaitom has experienced also Belarus
but the curve has changed already 1995. Compauvitiget average transition countries only
Belarus has maintained the similar rates of GDRvtir@er year all other countries especially
Moldova and Ukraine reached considerable lowersraié growth comparing to other
transition countries in other words only Belarus heduced the gap in last 20 years while
economic development in other countries especMiidova was not so successful.

Since 1990 UN (United Nations Development Prograjinoaculates also HDI — Human
Development Indékwhich in case of selected four countries has iB72idicated as most
developed country Belarus with HDI 0.826 {68ut of 182 countries) followed by Russian
Federation 0.817 (7, Ukraine 0.796 (88) and Moldova 0.720 (1i"7out of 182 countries).

® HDI — Human Developing Index is an index combiné&ihdicators of life expectancy, educational attaent
and income.

" http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/countrie® April 2010).

11



PART Il: MIGRATION DATA

1. GENERAL DATA

As it was explain above the population is decregpgmnall four countries. The reasons are
multilayered therefore let us see the impact ofratign. Data from tables 5, 6 and 7 show
that migration (emigration and immigration) havensiderable effect on population final

numbers. In last ten years Belarus and Russia emefiting from migration. In each year

since 1999 (except year 2003 in Russia) the amotimnmigrants in both countries are

higher than number of emigrants. The surplus igimgrand it was the lowest around 2003
after that the numbers are increasing. The opptastel is noticed in case of Ukraine and
especially Moldova. While the negative trend in &lke was changed into positive in 2005
the negative trend in Moldova is still remainingneéBe data are in parallel with the economic
power of individual country. Stronger economies ¢8la and Belarus) are attractive for
immigration while Moldova’s week economy is pushpepple abroad.

Table 10: Total number of emigrahta selected countries since 2004.

geo/time 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Belarus 12510 11082 8498 9479 9268
Moldova 7166 6827 6685 7172 6988
Russia 79795 69798 54061 47014 39508
Ukraine 46187 34997 29982 741454 22402

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de=demo_gind&lang=gi March 2010).

Table 11: Total numbers of immigrahta selected countries since 2004.

geo/time 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Belarus 14642 13031 14124 14155 17413
Moldova 3522 3187 3653 3833 4772
Russia 178734 195688 186380 286970 281614
Ukraine 38567 39580 44227 758292 37323

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de=demo_gind&lang=gi March 2010).

8 People leaving their country of usual residencd affectively taking up residence in another countr
According to the 1997 United Nations recommendation statistics of international migration (Rewisib),
such a person is a long-term emigrant if he/sheekedis/her country of previous usual residencefperiod of
12 months or more.

® Persons arriving or returning from abroad to takeresidence in the country for a certain perioaifg
previously been resident elsewhere. According o 1897 United Nations recommendations on statistfcs
international migration (Revision 1), such a persoa long-term immigrant if he/she stays in his/b@untry of
destination for a period of 12 months or more, hgyareviously been resident elsewhere for 12 monttmsore.

12



Table 12: Net migratiori8in selected countries since 1999.

geo/time 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Belarus 2329% 12131] 9085 5561 5160 2132 1816 5626 4676 8145
Moldova -304§ -4673] -3673 -3353 -4269| -3603 -3506 -3276] -3330 -2261
Russia 280329 372017 288975 452702 -110001] 98939 125891] 154483 258193 257148
Ukraine -79896 -78385| -53233 -53571 -24210, -7615 4583 14245 16838 14921

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de=demo_gind&lang=gi March 2010).

Figure 5: Natural increase (decrease) and net tiogran the Eastern European Region
(2000-2003) in per cent.

Source: World Bankittp://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTECA/Resoui2&8896-1167856389505/migration-pop-
slide5.htm(9 March 2010).

Also this graphic presentation confirms the aboventioned conclusions that Belarus,

Moldova, Russia and Ukraine have faced decreasbenf population. In the period 2000-

2003 the decrease was most significant in Ukraimesed both by natural decrease and
negative net migration. Belarus and Russia havegiaheir natural decrease of population
compensated by positive net migration otherwisediberease would be (in case of Russia)
even more extensive comparing Ukraine. Four digmis®untries are sharing the faith of
whole Eastern Europe region which is under pressiupepulation decrease.

19 The difference between immigration into and entigrafrom the area during the year (net migratien i
therefore negative when the number of emigranteeds the number of immigrants). Since most countrie
either do not have accurate figures on immigratiod emigration or have no figures at all, net migrais
generally estimated on the basis of the diff erdset@veen population change and natural increaseckettwo
dates (in Eurostat database, it is then callecectad net migration). The statistics on net migratire therefore
affected by all the statistical inaccuracies inttie components of this equation, especially pdmiechange.

13



Table 13: All valid residence permits on 31 Deceni#tf¥#8 in selected EU countries.

Destination/origin country | Belarug Moldova | Russia | Ukraine
Belgium 1355 730| 12785 2735
Bulgaria 120 600 1765 765
Czech Republic 4495 11095 29010, 139800
Germany 15865 10360, 163140 114565
Estonia 157% 105| 96655 5535
Ireland 1064 2400 2480 3675
Greece 1285 11275 12560 20515
Spain 2630 13420, 30880 65400
France 2165 2835 21675 6675
Italy 65100 100710 30095 174445
Cyprus 126( 5195 14075 6800
Latvia 2065 405| 30120 3410
Lithuania 586( 340 12120 2930
Hungary 185 310 5225 19350
Malta 10 35 455 195
Netherlands 80b 190 5185 1510
Austria 920 695 5265 4080
Poland 470 1830 10395
Portugal 101%5 21065 6180] 52470
Romania 50 15920 620 1275
Slovenia 64 300 575 1330
Slovakia 15( 115 1485 4725
Finland 480 95| 34290 2425
Sweden 1080 215 6915 2405

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de&=migr_resvalid&lang=efi March 2010).

Germany is most desirable country of residenceBilarus and Russian citizens, Italy for
Moldovan and Ukrainian citizens. Beside Germany #aty also Czech Republic, Spain,
Portugal, Greece and Baltic states are attracas&ence destination for citizens from these

four countries.

Table 14: First residence permit due to family ozais selected EU countries in 2008.

Destination/origin country| Belarus | Moldova | Russia | Ukraine
Belgium 80 70 350 175
Bulgaria 35 80 380 130
Czech Republic 125 310 1780 3235
Denmark 2( 5 160 135
Germany 655 200 2975 695
Estonia 4( 10 665 125
Ireland 45 65 100 100
Greece 45 350 630 395
Spain 135 1000 1535 2505
France 135% 170 1050 450
Italy 330 3215 1415 3625
Cyprus Q 15 120 45
Latvia 215 40 765 320
Lithuania 0 15 300 135

14



Hungary 30Q 20 440 1605
Malta 15 5 175 75
Netherlands 85 40 515 265
Austria 55 35 315 275
Poland 645% 65 565 3340
Portugal 4( 1710 280 2455
Romania 15 2940 85 160
Slovenia g 20 40 60
Slovakia 20Q 5 85 165
Finland 35 5 1885 125
Sweden 135 25 725 325

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de&=migr_resfam&lang=gii March 2010).

Table 15: First residence permit due to educaticgedon in selected EU countries in 2008.

Destination/origin country | Belarus | Moldova |Russia | Ukraine
Belgium 10 20 130 40
Bulgaria 15 130 30 80
Czech Republic 9D 40 665 245
Denmark 9( 60 335 2580
Germany 160 90 1790 540
Estonia 0 0 0 0
Ireland 5 30 80 35
Greece f 40 120 75
Spain 35 35 340 110
France 4( 225 980 260
Italy 75 105 265 150
Cyprus 60 130 510 335
Latvia 25 0 25 5
Lithuania 240 15 20 40
Hungary 25 55 185 880
Malta 0 0 25 5
Netherlands 20 35 265 105
Austria 25 30 115 70
Poland 86( 80 305 1650
Portugal 5 10 20 20
Romania ( 1400 5 55
Slovenia 0 0 10 5
Slovakia 0 5 30 30
Finland 5 5 850 30
Sweden 6% 40 325 350

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de&=migr_resedu&lang=€t March 2010).

Tables 13 and 14 present number of first residgecmit in 2008 due family reasons (Table
13) and educational reasons (Table 14) issued lbgted EU countries. Data on first permit
due to family reasons are in line with data fronbl€al2 only Poland deviate from this
finding as Poland has issued relative high numbéfgst permits. Denmark, Germany and
Poland are most attractive countries for studentdysng abroad As well as Romania for
students from Moldova.

15



Figure 6: Some major migration routes in the ForBmvriet Union.

Source: World Bankttp://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTECA/Resou2&8896-1167856389505/migration-pop-
slidel1.htm(16 April 2010).

Migration flows in Former Soviet Union are exteresand dynamic. In general two migration
trends are in the emerged in this region: migraflows from former Soviet Republics to
Europe and to Russia.

2. MOLDOVA
According to IOM Reports on Migration in Moldo¥amore than 700 000 people has
emigrated from Moldova in 2005 representing almidss of Moldova population or almost
one quarter of Moldova economically active popwolatiMain countries of emigration of

Moldovans are: Russia, Ukraine, Turkey, Italy armrfania.

Figure 7: Main countries of destination of Moldovargrants in 2006 (by gender).

1 Alin Chindea, Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin, Heikki tla, Isabel Pastor: Migration in Moldova: A
Country Profile 2008, International Organization Kdigration (IOM), 2008,
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=481April
2010).
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Source: Figures from the CBS-AXA Survey 2006 in Lickatthias, Toman Omar Mahmoud, and Pia Pinger {200
Patterns and Trends of Migration and RemittanceMatdova, International Organization for Migration IOM report;
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=481April 2010).

With the new millennium emigrant destination of MoVan emigrants has shifted from Israel,
Germany and United States to Russia, Ukraine aneédgpdcially in Italy. Russia was in 2006
the most interesting country for Moldovan emigraf@sund 200 000) followed (far behind)
by Italy (around 50 000) and Ukraine, Turkey aradyl{around 15 000 each). Gender division
of Moldovan migrants are 60 % to 40 % in favounwén. Moldovan men are most likely to
emigrant to Russia, Ukraine and Portugal while Mekth women are most likely looking for
job in Italy and Turkey beside Russia. Moldovan maigs will most likely find job in
construction (around 50 %), services (20 %), tra@damsport and housekeeping (around 10 %
each) and less likely is job in industry and adtioe.

Table 16:Number of immigrants from Moldova in selected EWeties in years 2004-2006 (if data
available).

geol/time 2004 2005 2006

Czech Republic . 1672 2377
Denmark 23 29 36
Germany 1065 839
Ireland : : :
Greece : : 1295
Spain 2637 2283 2771
France : : 593
Cyprus 239 211 106
Latvia : 11 34
Lithuania : 13 29
Luxembourg (Grand-Duché) : 5 3
Hungary ) : 34
Malta : : :
Netherlands : 62 56
Austria 560 425 277
Poland : : 18
Portugal : 2646
Romania 1917 4349
Slovenia 65 83
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Slovakia : 36 42
Finland 13 9 11
Sweden 23 37
United Kingdom 0 :

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8ds&=migr_immiagec&lang=«{ April 2010).

Official data of Eurostat shows rather differenttpre, the number (official number) of
Moldovan migrants in EU are countries considerdblyer than numbers obtained by field
research. These numbers confirm the fact that @jerity of labour migrants from Moldova
in EU countries are working illegally.

3. RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Despite other expectations Russia was in 2006 selawgest immigrant country after United States
(38,9 millions) and before German (10,1 millionafidJkraine (6,8 millions). Russia was host to more
than 12 millions peoples (8,4 % of total populafiomajority of them coming from Former Soviet
Republics (Ukraine 3,5 millions, Kazakhstan 2,5lionis, Belarus, Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan less than
one millions, followed by Georgia, Armenia, etcdaonly half of million people is coming for
countries other the Former Soviet Republics (Chinekey, Vietnam, North Korea, eté?).

12 Alin Chindea, Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin, HeikkaMila, Isabel Pastor, Migration in the Russian
Federation: A Country Profile 2008, Internationaiy@nization for Migration (IOM), 2008
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April
2010).
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Table 17: Foreign workers in Russia (main countofesrigin) in years 2004-2006.

Source: Federal Migration Service in IOM report
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).

Due to this high number of immigrants Russia isdfiéing from migration flows in her territory as
Russia is also big emigrant country. In 2005 11i/ian Russian citizens have lived abroad (around 8
% of total population).

Main country of destination of Russian emigrants &ikraine (3,6 million in 2001), Kazakhstan,

Belarus, Israel, Germany (660,000 in 2006), UzliekisUnited States (340,000 in 2003), Latvia,
Moldova, Estonia.

19



Table 18: Russian emigrants by country of destmaith years 1997-2006.

Source: Goskomstat website in IOM report
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).

Table 19: Number of immigrants from Russian in steléd EU countries in years 2004-2006 (if data
available).

geol/time 2004 2005 2006
Czech Republic . 3300 4675
Denmark 50( 519 353
Germany 23078 17081
Ireland : : :
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Greece : : 2967
Spain 7354 7752 8041
France : : 3495
Cyprus 1007 1233 290
Latvia : 223 803
Lithuania : 294 396
Luxembourg (Grand-Duché) : 94 127
Hungary y : 283
Malta : : :
Netherlands : 742 742
Austria 6500 3909 2438
Poland : : 138
Portugal : 852
Romania 1 16
Slovenia 88 63
Slovakia : 220 342
Finland 1939 2081 2146
Sweden 959 1393
United Kingdom 1490 :

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8ds&=migr_immiagec&lang=«{ April 2010).

Detailed overview of both tables shows some diffees in numbers. Sources of the data for
the Table 18 prepared by IOM experts were natistadistics of Russia, while source for data
in Table 19 was Eurostat. It is impossible to d@stet data in both Tables are not reflecting
the true facts as in many cases migrants are nbhgvio register departure in county of
origin as well as arrival in county of destinatidoe for fear of undesired consequences.
Nevertheless both Tables confirm the fact that nuestirable EU countries for Russian
emigrants are Germany followed by Spain, Austrizech Republic, Finland, France
(Eurostat).

Russian emigrants are mainly labour emigrants andvarage labour migrant is man with

secondary vocational education and mostly his atapad will last up to six months (for
details please see tables below).

Table 20: Russian emigrants abroad by gender.

Source: Federal Migration Service in IOM report
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?mgiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).
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Table 21: Russian emigrants abroad by educaticatalss

Source: Federal Migration Service in IOM report
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).

Table 22: Russian emigrants abroad by duratiomgfl@eyment.

Source: Federal Migration Service in IOM report
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?mgiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).

On the other side also the numbers of refugeesaagllim seekers is considerably high in
year 2006 almost 160,000 Russian citizens werdngfagbroad as refugee and more than
20,000 Russian citizens were asylum seekers. Mass$iBn refugees is living in United States
and Germany while most Austria is most desirablenty for asylum.

Table 23: Russian citizens as refugees and asyekess abroad.

Source: UNHCR 2006 in IOM report
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?mgiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).
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4. UKRAINE

Ukraine is transition country, country of origindadestination country for migrants. Despite
great variety across source Ukraine is fourth cquoh the World regarding the number of
international migrants. In 2006 Ukraine has 6,8lionl of international migrants (14,7 % of

the Ukrainian population which is one of the highpsrcentage)® The largest number of

international migrants is from Former Soviet Repsbl(Russian Federation, Moldova,
Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan etc., apart from Former 8bfepublics migrants are coming also
from China, Jordan, India, Iran, Vietnam, etc.

In spite of huge number of international migraritkraine is today mainly perceived as
country of emigrants. In 2005 around 6 millions @43f population) Ukrainians were abroad
majority as labour migrants. About 66,000 peopleenabroad as refuge or asylum seekers
(2006). Main countries of destination for Ukrainiamigrants are Russia, United States,
Poland, Israel, Kazakhstan, Moldova, Germany, Bslatc.

Figure 8: Number of Ukrainians working abroad i®2in thousands of people).

Source: Karpachova, N. (2003) On the Status of @hsee and Protection of the Rights of Ukrainianz@itis Abroad:
Special Report of the Ukrainian Parliament Commisaidar Human Rights (in Ukrainian), Intertechnoloyev in IOM
reporthttp://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=41_ 42&products_id=4®2April
2010).

Table 24: Number of immigrants from Ukraine in sébel EU countries in years 2004-2006 (if data
available).

geol/time 2004 2005 2006
Czech Republic : 23875 30150
Denmark 791 1225 1650
Germany 10881 7514
Ireland : : :
Greece : : 3290

13 Alin Chindea, Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin, HeikkaMla, Isabel Pastor, Migration in the Ukraine: A
Country Profile 2008, International Organization kdigration (IOM), 2008,
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=41 42&products_id=482
April 2010).
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Spain 11851 10015 10736
France : : 1110
Cyprus 321 367 137
Latvia : 56 76
Lithuania : 251 294
Luxembourg (Grand-Duchgé) : 58 38
Hungary : : 2365
Malta : : :

Netherlands : 411 350
Austria 1335 1314 1017
Poland : : 609
Portugal : 7063
Romania 27 38
Slovenia 372 357
Slovakia : 597 1007
Finland 121 127 141
Sweden 299 424
United Kingdom 3001 :

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8ds&=migr_immiagec&lang=«{ April 2010).

According to the Figure 8 Russia is far most ativacdestination for emigrants from Ukraine
(1 million in 2002), followed by Poland, Czech Réjpa, Italy and Portugal. Table 24 present
number of Ukrainian citizens living in EU (2004-ZB)0Ovhere according Eurostat data most
attractive country is Czech Republic followed byaBp Germany, etc.

Despite variety of sourc¥sRussia is far most important country for Ukrainikbour
emigrants followed by EU countries on the secordel

Figure 9: Sectors of employment of Ukrainian labaigrants abroad (in per cents)

Source: Libanova, E., and O. Poznyak (2002) Integnal Labour Migration of the Ukrainian Populatjdfyiv)

14 Alin Chindea, Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin, HeikkaMla, Isabel Pastor, Migration in the Ukraine: A
Country Profile 2008, International Organization Kdigration (IOM), 2008 (page 22-23)
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=41 42&products_id=4&2
April 2010).
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in IOM reporthttp://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=41 42&products_id=482
April 2010).

Majority of Ukrainian men working abroad finds jab construction (three quarters), around
10 % of men works in agriculture, while only in@azases Ukrainian men finds job in trade,
industry, hotels and restaurant industry or otleevises (less than 10 % altogether). Majority
of Ukrainian women working abroad finds job in agiture and services (quarter each) other
sectors (industry, construction, trade and hotel r@staurant industry) is presented by 10 %
each.

5. BELARUS

Data on migration in Belarus are difficult to att@ind vary from source to source. According
to the data of the Word Bank and the Eurostat thlarBs in a net positive migration country.
But for example source of World BaRkguoted that in 2005 that the number of emigrants
(almost 1,8 million people) are bigger than numbg&immigrants (almost 1,2 million of
people). Russia, Poland and Ukraine are top thmetdes of destination for Belarus
emigrants as well as countries of origin for imratgen to Belarus.

Table 25: Number of immigrants from Belarus in sedd EU countries in years 2004-2006

(if data available).

geol/time 2004 2005 2006

Czech Republic 732 782
Denmark 75 49 50
Germany 2400 1647
Ireland : :
Greece : : 606
Spain 664 539 525
France : : 335
Cyprus 73 56 30
Latvia : 32 60
Lithuania 329 647
Luxembourg (Grand-Duché) 32 22
Hungary : 16
Malta : :
Netherlands : 123 88
Austria 361 405 262
Poland : : 210
Portugal : 134
Romania 0 0
Slovenia 16 12
Slovakia : 29 44
Finland 28 44 43
Sweden 137 301
United Kingdom 0 :

Source: Eurostdtttp://nui.epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.da8de&=migr_immiagec&lang=«{@ April 2010).

15 Report on Belarugittp:/siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPROSPECT S8R s/334934-

1199807908806/Belarus.pfif5March 2010).
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REMITTANCES

Remittance® are important source of income for householdsiqaarly in developing
countries, but not just households also nationabawats (GDP) are benefiting to a great
extend as well. Analytical studies have shown tet flow of remittances is the least
influenced by economic downturn and remains a stablrce of income. Remittances have
been identified as the third pillar of developmasttheir volume is second to foreign direct
investment and higher than overseas developmeistasse. Analytical studies have shown
that remittances contribute to poverty reductiohame countries’

The remittances flow to the Eastern Europe and r@emsia region has is constantly

increasing and for example in 2004 the total amevag over 15 billions of US Dollars. Our
four selected countries have some indicative charatics in this regard.

Figure 10: Remittances to Moldova 2000-2007 (idionk of US Dollars).

Source: World Bank Migration and Remittances Factbo@R08; estimates for 2007 in IOM report;
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=481April 2010).

Moldovan national economy is heavily dependent emittances inflow as are one of the
most important drivers of Moldovan economic grow8ince beginning of the 1990’s the
amount of remittances is increasing (from 87 miléion 1996 to 179 millions in 2000 and to
1,200 millions of US Dollars in 2006). According ttee World Bank ration of remittances to
GDP after 2005 is one of the highest on the Waskk(also Figures 12 and 13). After late
1990 remittance financed over 50% of Moldovan trddfcit and represent more than 30 %
of the Moldovan exporf It is necessary to add that above mentioned nusrdned data are
related to official data and there is several un@f channels for transfer of money therefore
the numbers and percentages are most likely tode l@gher.

16 Remittance is transfer of funds from the migréet telated household in the home country, indepethde
from the source of his/her income (be it wagessaidries, social benefits or any other currentstieah and the
funds are to be spent in home country.

7 Alessandra Alfieri , lvo Havinga and Vetle HvidstBefinition of Remittances and Relevant BPM5 Flpws
United Nations Statistics Division, United Natidbepartment of Economic and Social Affairs, 2005;
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/tradeserv/TSG%2002-0t%@0502-16.pdf28 March 2010).

18 Alin Chindea, Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin, HeikkiaMla, Isabel Pastor: Migration in Moldova: A
Country Profile 2008, International Organization Kdigration (IOM), 2008,
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=481April
2010).
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Figure 11: Remittances to Ukraine 2000-2007 (idioms of US Dollars).

Source: World Bank Migration and Remittances Factbo@R08; estimates for 2007 in IOM report;
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=41_ 42&products_id=4®2pril 2010).

In case of Ukraine data on remittances flows arg fram source to source. According to the
Word Bank Ukrainian households have received irmegears similar amount (in total) of
remittance from their members abroad as Moldovatstle impact on national economy is
much smaller. The amount of almost 1 billion of D8llars in 2007 present less than two
percents of national GDP (see Figure 12). Otherces indicate that the amounts are up to
six times higher (up to 9 percents of GDP) in ttase Ukraine will become top remittance-
receiving developing country. Nevertheless the ddpace of Ukrainian economy on
remittances will not reach the Moldavian dependendke near future.

Table 26: Remittances to Belarus 2000-2007 (iniom#l of US Dollars).

Remittances in million US Dollars| 2000 2001 2002 020 | 2004 2005 2006

Inward remittances flows 139 149 141 222 256 370 4 33

Outward remittance flows 58 77 68 65 82 94 93

Sourcehttp://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPROSPECTS/Ressl834934-1199807908806/Belarus (&1April 2010).

Also in case of Belarus the data are incomplete @ndd be misleading. Only source is

World Bank which estimates around 330 millions & Dollars of funds sent to Belarus in

2006, this present rather small impact on nati@eahomy (1 % of BDP in 2004). This data

embrace only officially recorder remittances andsiexpected that true numbers are much
higher.

Table 27: Remittances in million of US Dollars twdarom Russia (2000-2006).

Remittances in million US Dollars| 2000 2001 2002 020 | 2004 2005 2006
Inward remittances flows 1,275 1,403 1,359 1,453 6682, | 3,117 3,308
Outward remittance flows 1,101 1,823 2,226 3,233 188, | 6,989 11,438

9 Alin Chindea, Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin, HeikkaMla, Isabel Pastor: Migration in the Ukraine: A
Country Profile 2008, International Organization Kdigration (IOM), 2008,
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=41 42&products_id=482
April 2010).
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Source: World Bank in IOM report;
http://publications.iom.int/bookstore/index.php?maiage=product_info&cPath=7&products_id=484April 2010).

Officially recorded data (3,3 billion of US Dollgref remittances in 2006 present small
impact on Russian national economy (less then 0(BDR) nevertheless the impact is getting
gradually bigger. On the other side Russia is thlg oountry where the amount of outward
remittances exceeds the level of inward remittarreesnt years by almost three times in
2006.

Figure 12: Remittances in % of GDP in Eastern Earapd Central Asia Countries (in 2004).

Source: World Bank: Balance of Payments Statistiarby@k in Remittances in the CIS Countries - A Studyadected
Corridors;http://siteresources.worldbank.org/ECAEXT/Resouradslipations/454763-
1190042265575/FINAL_RemittancesStudy July23 1(@8fMarch 2010).

Figure 13: Growth rate of remittances in selectadt&n Europe and Central Asia countries
(1995-1998; 2001-2004).

Source: World Bank: Balance of Payments Statistiarby@k in Remittances in the CIS Countries - A Studyadected
Corridors;http://siteresources.worldbank.org/ECAEXT/Resouradslipations/454763-
1190042265575/FINAL_RemittancesStudy July23_1(g8fMarch 2010).
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Figures 12 and 13 confirm the fact that Moldovaeswvily dependent on inward remittances
flow. Both the growth and recent years and remtggnas percentage of GDP are one of the
highest on the world. To some source in 2008 omlyKistan (46 %) and Tonga (39 %) have
higher percentage of GDP as Moldova (34 %).

Unfortunately experts believe that world economitsis will cut the total amount of
remittances in following years and as well the grovate will slow down. This decline will
have huge impact on countries which are most depgadn this flow of funds. Especially
Moldova and to some extend also Ukraine could fm@nomic crisis due to the increased
trade deficit and luck of new fundS.

2 Dilip Ratha, Sanket Mohapatra, and Ani Silwal: I0ak for Remittance Flows 2009-2011,
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPROSPECT SiRe=s/3349341110315015165/Migration&Developme
ntBrief10.pdf(28 March 2010).
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