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MPG is an independent think-and-do tank. MPG’s purpose is rooted in its ability to inspire
networks to provide evidence-based projects, research and campaigns in the areas of
Integration, migration and anti-discrimination.

MPG was established in 1995 in Brussels, Belgium.

MPG’s mission has been to achieve lasting progress towards more open and inclusive
societies.

MPG is focused on informing the policy and legal agenda on anti-discrimination, integration
and legal migration, while contributing to all activities that bolster the resilience of the sector.
We create data-driven resources, collect evidence in a pan-European manner, organize
campaigns, and engage in extensive outreach.
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Most comprehensive tool to compare integration policies in different countries:

*Number of indicators (167 indicator questions, in eight areas)

*Thematic scope (including labour market, education, family reunion, political participation, permanent residence,
access to nationality, antidiscrimination, and health)

*Methodology with national experts (experts and reviewers from each area, moderated anonymous discussions)
Longitudinal scope (2007-2019)

*Geographic scope (52 countries)

Most cited international benchmark used by global actors, NGOs, media & researchers

Example: Draft Global Compact on Migration recommended participation of all States in MIPEX to identify
challenges & best practices Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration — Draft REV 1,« 26 March 2018,
section 30(a), p. 18).
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Use of core indicators captures country’s approach to integration on 3 dimensions:

*Basic rights: Can immigrants enjoy comparable rights as nationals? E.g., equal rights to work, training, health,
and non-discrimination

*Equal opportunities: Can immigrants receive support to enjoy comparable opportunities as nationals? E.g.,
targeted support in education, health, and political participation

*Secure future: Can immigrants settle long-term and feel secure about their future in the country? E.g., family
reunification, permanent residence and access to nationality.

Viie
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ased on these dimensions, we found 5 main approaches to integration:
*Top Ten countries: Countries in this group represent the top ten out of MIPEX52 countries. A comprehensive

approach to integration guarantees equal rights, opportunities and security for immigrants and citizens.
Comprehensive integration. A comprehensive approach to integration guarantees equal rights, opportunities and
security for immigrants and citizens. However, policies in these countries are less comprehensive and advanced than
in the "Top 10" MIPEX countries.

*Equality on paper. Equality on paper means that immigrants enjoy equal equal rights and long-term security, but
not equal opportunities.

«Temporary integration. Temporary integration means that immigrants enjoy basic rights and equal opportunities,
but not equal security, as they face obstacles to settle long-term.

«Immigration without Integration. Immigration without integration means that immigrants are denied I»asia@s

and equal opportunities, even if they are able to séttl¢'tong-termvinthe country.
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Links between policies & outcomes: 130 peer reviewed scientific studies linking
MIPEX to integration outcomes for immigrants & the public

*The major disparities in integration policies around the world reflect the major
differences In integration outcomes and attitudes around the world.

*The integration policies identified by MIPEX also shape how immigrants and the
public respond to these inequalities.
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economic threat vs. MIPEX 2007
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Figure 4. Bivariate relation between economic threat and overall MIPEX score.

Do integration policies relate
to economic and cultural threat
perceptions? A comparative
study in Europe

Marie-Sophie Callens

Luxembourg Institute of Socio-Economic Research (LISER), Luxembourg;

Bart Meuleman
KU Leuven, Belgium
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Life Satisfaction
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Effects of non-health-targeted policies on migrant health: a
systematic review and meta-analysis
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Joumal of International Migration and Integration
https://doi.org/10.1007/512134-020-00763-4

Migrant Integration Policies, Perceived Group Threat
and Generalized trust: a Case of European Countries

Alexander Tatarko ' (% - Tomas Jurcik'®

®

Check for
updates
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Abstract

The large inflow of migrants into Europe in recent years has triggered more frequent
discussions on how useful a pro-integrative migration policy is for society. There have
been many studies considering various aspects of migrant integration policy, but its
impact on social capital, particularly on an aspect as crucial as generalized trust, still
requires further investigation. In our study, we use the Migrant Integration Policy Index
(MIPEX) and data on generalized trust and the mainstream population’s perceptions of
group threat from immigrants using the European Social Survey (ESS) database to
explore the relationship between generalized trust and both the total MIPEX and its
components. Our database included 22 European countries and 39,079 respondents.
We hypothesized that a pro-integrative migration policy would be connected with
generalized trust indirectly via reduced perceived group threat from immigrants. The
study identified a positive relationship between total MIPEX scores and generalized
trust mediated via lowered perceptions of group threat. However, the effects of eight
individual MIPEX components were discovered to be different. We discuss limitations
related to the generalizability of our results, given that patterns may be different in
North America where cultural distance between majority and most migrant groups is
typically higher. We thus suggest that future research on generalized trust examine
variables related to values and cultural distance and proximity between the mainstream
and migrant groups.

Keywords Multiculturalism - Ethnic diversity - Migrant integration policy - Perceived
group threat - Generalized trust
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*Russia has been participating in the MIPEX since 2015 (initiated by the
Center for Sociocultural Research, Vladimir Ponizovsky was in charge)

*Translation and adaptation of the questionnaire (3 expert linguists, then 10
cognitive interviews)

Selection of experts and reviewers on integration policies for migrants in 8
areas
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MIGRANT INTEGRATION POLICY INDEX
AHTH-THCKPIMITHAITIA
OnpenereHEHA B KOHIENIHA

AHTH-THCKPUMHPHAITHA

Bee au pezudenmuv 3G exmusno 3qujuijervl om UCKPUMUHAYNN NO NPUIHAKY PACE], IMHUNHOCHIN, PETUUY U

HAYUORATBHOCHIN 80 8ceX cepax ceoell xcuzHu?

OHDE;[EJ'I(’HHH H KOHIOeNIHH
Jawuwyenst au ece npoxcusaOwyNe & cMpare om OUCKPUMUHAYNN MO NPUSHAKY PAchl, SMHUMHOCMYN, DEnuli,
HayuoxnansHocmu?

117.

118.

3aKoHOM HmpeAyCMOTPEHEl CJAy4YaH OpPAMOi/HenpAMol AHCKPHMHHAIIHH, NpeciaefoBaHHA,

NOHYKIEHHA
3aK0HOZATENLHEIS 3ANPETH KACAKTCA NPAMOl H/HIH HeNparMod IHCKPEMHEHALNE, H/HIE OpecIsI0BaHHAL
H/HIH DOHYVAISHHS K THCKPHMHHANHE 110 MPHIHAKAM:

a. pacel H 3STHHIHOCTH
0. peIHIHH H VOSKIeHHH;
E. HAUHOHAIBHOCTH.

IIpmveuasns:  BapmalT B 03HAYAST  3AIIHTY  OT  JHCKPHMHHAOHH 10 OpPHIHAKY
HAIHOHATEHOCTH/ TPAAIAHCTEA., VCTAHOBISHHYEID 3AKOHOM HIH NpPeUeISHTHEIM IpaBoM. Ecmm
JIHCKPHMHHAIHA 3ANpelleHa TOTRKO IO NPHIHAKY HAODHOHATRHOTO HPOHCXOAISHHA. MOXKaTvHCcTa, He
BEIOHpAHTE 3TOT NVHKT.

O Bee TpH npHIHaxa.

@ Iea nprzraxa.

O TIpuzHak "a". HM OZHOrO H3: NPHIHAKOE, HIH THIIE HA OCHOBAHHE MEXIVHAPOIHEIX CTAHIAPTOE
HIH KOHCTHTYUHH. DpeIMeT CyAc0HOH HHTepIpeTalHH.

3KcnepT He Mpag. Y Hac ecTb AUCKPUMUHALWA MO rPaX4aHCcTBY - 3TO BapuaHT B.
PeLleH3eHT NULWEeT 06 3TOM, OH He COrnallaeTca ¢ MHEHWEM 3KCMepTa, HO YTO OH
UMen BBUAY.

3aKkoHOM HpeAyCMOTPEeHEl CAy4YaH JMCKPHMHHALMH Ha OCHOBAHHH AaCCOIHAIHH HJIH
OpeANoJaraeMelX XapaKTEPHCTHR

3aKoHOZATENBLHEIE 3ANPETHl  KACAKOTCA JHCKPHMHHALUHH & HA OCHOBAHHH  ACCONHAUHH  H/HIH
NpeInoIarasMbIX XapakTepHCTHE, BRII0YA% MPHIHAKHE:

a. Ppacsl H 3STHHIHOCTH

0. pEeNHIHH H VOeKIeHHH:



MIPEX overall score - 28
Russia profile:

«Labour market mobility» - 40
«Family reunification» - 42
«Permanent residence» -33
«Access to nationality» - 40
«Political participation» - 9
«Anti-discrimination» - 20
«Health» - 18

«Education» - 18
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Russia's MIPEX 2014-2015
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MIPEX overall score - 40
Russia profile:

«Labour market mobility» - 40
«Family reunificationy - 42
«Permanent residence» -39
«Access to nationality» - 39
«Political participationy - 38
«Anti-discrimination» - 19
«Healthy - 35

«Educationy - 6

Dynamics Russia's MIPEX
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MPABUTENBLCTBO POCCUCKON SEEPALIMM

VAPERABIAE BHICLISTO OBPAIOBIHIR

HAUMNOHANMbHBLIM MCCNEAOBATENBCKU® YHUBEPCUTET

BbICILIAA ILIKOAA 3KOHOMIA KN

XA POCESY, 101000 TEIL §

7 7 70 ot 1S RLCE =S 7,
L. 08 &8 wETE 1 'J‘{ To whom it may concern:

Letter of interest

This letter confirms our intent to participate as a MIPEX 2020 Non-EU
collaborator in the project proposal entitied “Migrant INtegration Diagnosis:
Generating Analyses and Policies Project” (MIND the GAPs) to be submitted
in response to the H2020 call for social and economic effects of migration in
Europe and integration policies, ref. H2020-MIGRATION-03-2019.

Summary information about the Organisation

Consistently ranked as one of Russia's top universities, the Higher School of
Economics is a leader in Russian education and one of the preeminent
economics and social sciences universities in Eastern Europe and

Eurasia. HSE is a member of the 5-100 Russian Academic Excellence
Project, a highly selective government programme aimed at boosting the
international competitiveness of Russian universities; hosts two 'Horizon
2020' NCPs: “Mobility” and “Science with and for Society". HSE operates
more than 100 research institutes and centres, including International
laboratory for Socio-Cultural Research and Institute of Demography who will
be responsible for ‘MIND the GAPs' on the Russian side.

dq

Summary information about the role of the organization in the prop
project

Sub]ect to the pro;em proposal being funded by the European Commission
and ful Grant Agl on, we confirm our
interest in contnbu'nng to the project. as a MIPEX 2020 Non-EU collaborator,
mainly in the following activities:

*  MIPEX 2020 Indicators update
. MjPEX.ZD Nébnal Policy Brief

First Vice Rector -
HSE

N ATIONAL RESEARCH UNIVERSITY HIGHER SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS (HSE)
20, Myssnskaryn, Moscow, 101000, Russia, Tel: <7 (495) 771-3232. fax: +7 (495) 626-7931, E-mal: hae@@iso.ns www hse

3010263



Overall score 2014 - 29, 2019 - 31

2014 2019
Labour market 28 28
Family reunion 46 46
Education 12 12
Health 23 23
Political participation 15 30
Permanent residence 42 46
Access to nationality 44 44
Antidiscrimination 22 22
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Comparison with MIPEX52

50
31
I

Score (2019) Change (2014-2019)

W Russia ® MIPEX52

Russia’s MIPEX score compared with MIPEX52 mean score

Dimensions
65
62
56
47
24
I 17
Rights Opportunities Security

B Russia B MIPEX52

Russia’s MIPEX score compared with MIPEXS52 mean score in 3 areas
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Russia’s approach to integration is categorized by MIPEX as ‘immigration without integration’. While foreign
citizens may find some way to settle long-term and feel slightly secure in Russia, access to basic rights and equal
opportunities are weaker in Russia than in most MIPEX countries.

Russia ranks 3rd from the bottom, similar to China and slightly more advanced than Indonesia and India. The
obstacles facing foreign citizens in Russia are greater than in neighboring Moldova, Ukraine or any of EU or
Central European country.

As in most MIPEX countries, foreign citizens in Russia have benefitted from a few small improvements over the
past five years. From 2014 to 2019, Russia’s MIPEX score improved by +2 points, similar to the average MIPEX
country (+2 points on average). The improvements were mainly related to the involvement in political
participation of organizations that deal with the problems of migrants, or include migrants, as well as the
simplification of obtaining a residence permit and citizenship for a number of categories of migrants.



Obstacles emerge for foreign citizens across many areas of life in Russia. Compared to the policies in most of the
52 MIPEX countries, foreign citizens in Russia are left more exposed to poorer labour market conditions and
healthcare and potential discrimination in all areas of life.

Russia’s current approach, the Russian public receives contradictory messages that immigrants are potential
Russian citizens, but also are their subordinates and strangers.

What areas need to be addressed in order for Russia to become a country favorable for the migrants?
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Thank you for your attention!

Centre for Sociocultural Research NRU HSE https://scr.hse.ru/

Nadezhda Lebedeva, nlebedeva@hse.ru,
Victoria Galyapina, vgalyapina@hse.ru,
Maria Bultseva mbultseva@hse.ru
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