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Written contribution prepared for the Day of General Discussion to be held in Geneva on December 15, 2005 under the auspices of the United Nations Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families

Statement from MIREDES International 

1. Introduction

MIREDES International is a newly established network of organizations and associations of migrant, refugee, and displaced persons and communities, whose members currently reside throughout the American continent, and who have origins in Mexico (Frente Indigena de Organizaciones Bilaterales-FIOB/Indigenous Front of Binational Organizations, with membership both in various regions of Mexico and in the U.S.), Colombia (Organizacion Wayuu Munsurat/transnational organization of Wayuu indigenous peoples along the Colombia/Venezuela border), Ecuador (Asociacion Llactacaru/binational organization of Ecuadorian migrants and their families, with membership in Ecuador and Spain), Peru (Coordinadora de Comunidades Indigenas y Campesinas Desplazadas en Reconstruccion del Peru-CONDECOREP/Coordinator of Peru’s Displaced Indigenous and Peasant Communities in Reconstruction), Bolivia (MIREDES chapter), Argentina (Asociacion de Mujeres Unidas Migrantes y Refugiadas-AMUMR/Association of United Migrant and Refugee Women), Chile (Associacion Pro-Integracion de Latinoamerica-APILA/Association in Support of the Integration of Latin America), and in India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Sri Lanka, Nepal, Fiji, Guyana, Trinidad, and the United States (Desis Rising Up and Moving-DRUM). 

We participated as a joint delegation supported by the American Friends Service Committee (AFSC) and its Andean regional affiliate, the Comite Andino de Servicios (CAS) at the Global Commission on International Migration (GCIM)’s regional hearing for the Americas in Mexico City in May 2005, where we submitted extensive written and oral testimonies and position papers regarding the deliberations of the GCIM. MIREDES International is the continental network that emerged from our shared experiences in Mexico City, and it is as MIREDES that we had representatives present at the presentations of the GCIM’s final report at the United Nations, at the World Bank in Washington D.C., and at the Council of Foreign Relations in New York City during the first week of October of 2005. Attached to this statement are the two Declarations we issued in Mexico City and New York respectively as contributions to the GCIM process. Our participation in the upcoming General Day of Discussion in Geneva seeks to build on these experiences, as the next stage in our ongoing contribution to the UN High Level Dialogue regarding issues of migration and development. 
2. Principal Concerns

Our principal concerns that we would like to share with participants leading up to the General Day of Discussion in Geneva, and in Geneva itself, are 1) the need for all of the follow-ups to the GCIM report within the UN system (such as the World Bank, the ILO, UNHCR, IOM, the Secretary General’s Special Representative on the Rights of the Displaced, the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, the Special Rapporteur for the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, UNDP, etc.) within the international system as a whole, and key regional bodies, such as the Inter-American Human Rights system of the OAS, within NAFTA, CAFTA, the Andean and South American Communities of Nations, Mercosur, the Summit of the Americas, Ibero-american Summit,. and the European Union, and specifically on the part of the UN Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families, and in each nation, to provide a distinctive space for the voices of migrants, refugees, and displaced persons, their families, and communities of origin in their deliberations regarding issues that affect them; and for meaningful, horizontal consultation, dialogue and exchange with representatives of their organizations, associations, and allies in civil society, particularly in the months leading up to the UN’s High Level Dialogue in 2006 regarding issues of migration and development, and most concretely in terms of their meaningful participation in the definition of the key aspects of its agenda and procedures. 
(a) These must include both meaningful opportunities for such participation, consultation, dialogue, and exchange, and a dignified, autonomous space for migrants, refugees, displaced persons, their families, and representatives of their communities of origin, organizations, and associations to meet and provide formal input into the overall process of this High Level Dialogue. Otherwise the Dialogue will simply not be meaningful in itself, and will become one more lost opportunity for the UN system and for the international community as a whole; the space provided should in turn lay the basis for the creation of the Permanent Migration Forum that is needed within the UN system, which goes beyond the more limited recommendations of the GCIM in support of the creation of a Global Migration Facility, which is essentially a space for inter-agency communication, exchange, and coordination, but which as formulated by the GCIM continues to relegate migrants, refugees, and displaced persons, their families, communities of origins, organizations, and associations to the margins of the proposed structure; 

(b) More broadly, the UN High Level Dialogue must build on those aspects of the conclusions and recommendations of the GCIM’s report that are consistent with the rights and needs of migrants, refugees, and displaced persons, and reject and set aside those which are not (such as those in support of deepening the implementation of neo-liberal free market and free trade policies, including those of the World Bank, IMF, NAFTA, CAFTA, etc. that have helped produce much contemporary migration and armed conflicts associated with such policies, in support of creating a global guest-worker system through the WTO, and calling for the “regularization” of migration flows as a euphemism for the repression of the rights of those seeking to exercise their right to human mobility); it must also reject the continuing subordination of migration policy issues to purported national security concerns, which have tended to reduce migration to a threat to national security, and migrants to terrorists, throughout the world, but most notably in the United States and Western Europe; this has also tended to reinforce longstanding tendencies to reduce communities of migrant origin to second-class or diminished citizenship status; such policies have also produced a mounting toll of deaths of migrants, refugees, and displaced persons seeking to exercise their right to human mobility in varying contexts, including those of record numbers of Africans seeking entry into the European Union (such as those in Ceuta and Mellila along the Spanish/Moroccan border), and those along the U.S./Mexico border and on the high seas between Ecuador and Guatemala, and between Cuba, Haiti, the Dominican Republic, Puerto Rico, and the U.S.; we consider these to be crimes against humanity for which the relevant states of origin, transit, and destination must be held responsible; 2) we also have a series of more specific concerns set forth in the attached Declarations from Mexico City and New York.  
Our overall concerns have three central points of departure: 

1) the need for an integral approach to issues of migration, refuge, and displacement (both internal and external), grounded in the evolving character of international human rights norms, and which assumes such norms to be necessary but insufficient (floors but not ceilings) as applied to the increasingly globalized and transnational context and character of migration issues, and to their roots and ongoing expression in ancestral indigenous traditions and practices which lay the basis for the recognition of a universal right to human mobility;

2) an integral, intercultural, approach to issues of migration, refuge, and displacement must include due recognition of the gender, racial, ethnic, linguistic, and cultural dimensions of the structures and patterns of discrimination which afflict such sectors (particularly the world’s indigenous peoples, racial and ethnic minorities, migrant women, migrant workers, and migrant children and youth), and which characterize racist, ethnocentric, and xenophobic state policies and practices (and those of international and regional systems) that affect them, and those of male supremacy;

3) the international system’s approach to issues of migration, refuge, and displacement must be fully inclusive and democratic; our understanding of democracy in the contemporary world is that it necessarily implies the right for any person or group of persons to be heard regarding any matter, and to participate in any decision-making structure or procedure, whose results might affect them; the UN Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families (and the GCIM and the UN High Level Dialogue regarding issues of migration and development, and their regional and national equivalents) must thus put migrants, refugees, and displaced persons, their family members, and representatives of their communities of origins, organizations, associations at the center, and never again at the margins of their proceedings, deliberations, conclusions, and recommendations.      
Respectfully submitted,

MIREDES International

Our representatives to be registered for attendance at the General Day of Discussion are:

1) Rufino Dominguez Santos,

Frente Indigena de Organizaciones Binacionales/Indigenous Front of Binational Organizations (Mexico and U.S.);

2) Lilia Nunez Corijo,

Asociación pro-Integracion de America Latina (APILA)/Association in Support of the Integration of Latin America (Chile and Peru)

They will be accompanied by at least two representatives of civil society, including at least one from the American Friends Service Committee (AFSC)/Comite Andino de Servicios.
