
Mr Co-Facilitators, Member States,  

I am making this Statement on behalf of 40 civil society organizations. After closely 
accompanying these six months of negotiation of the Global Compact on Migration, the last 
circulated version of the agreement provokes us strong questionings and leaves us in a state of 
alert.  

At this final moment of the negotiations, we invite you all to make a full reading of the draft 
from the perspective of the political and ethical reasons that brought us here and the 
responsibilities that convoke us all.  

Some events of the last month are key for this final revision. For example, in the last days, the 
world was shocked when it became aware of the detention policy of children and the separation 
of migrant and asylum seeker families applied by the United States. It also accompanied in 
anguish the destiny of the vessels with more that 200 migrants on board in the Mediterranean 
that were not allowed to reach a port. Unfortunately, we know that this understanding of 
migration is not new and is not limited to these regions of the world.  But it does reflect the 
continuity of restrictive migration policies and some of its most dramatic consequences, and 
provoke us once again and with great strength the question: Is this the Compact going to be 
truly able to promote alternative responses?  

In the last months, we have advanced substantively and have achieved the important consensus 
that there should be a cross-cutting rights perspective in the agreement. On the other hand, all 
throughout the negotiation elements that incentivize and consolidate a control and security 
perspective have remained. Between the prior draft and this last one, a series of changes appear 
not to reflect the discussions in the room and reinforce this perspective. 

1. Even though State commit to ‘save lives’, this objective will hardly be achieved due to 
the persistence and strengthening of the idea of reducing and preventing irregular 
migration next to the promotion of security. This logic, present in the section on shared 
responsibilities, in objective 2 on the causes of migration and in objective 11 on borders, 
opens space for agreements and policies that strengthen migration control through the 
armed forces or security agencies, that externalize borders and that establish return 
mechanisms as the main answer to irregular migration, with severe impacts on the right 
to life, to safety, to personal integrity and the right to family life of migrant persons.  

2. This concern is strengthened as the text eliminated any mention of no criminalization of 
migration, which was present in objective 9.e of Rev 2. Also, language was introduced 
to objective 11.f that legitimized the imposition of sanctions of any kind, even criminal, 
to irregular migration. Under this same view, the recognition and acceptance in 
objective 13 of detention as an instrument of migration policy is concerning, without 
any commitment to put an end to this baseless practice from a rights perspective.  

3. On the other hand, the risks that a security view of migration persist are also 
strengthened as the principle of non refoulement was deleted from objectives 8 and 21. 
Added to the above, objective 21.e an action that defined criteria to control expulsions, 
became one with a vague notion of a “dignified return” of migrants “that do not have 
the legal right to remain”, as if this determination should not be evaluated from a 
perspective of the rights at stake, that could weigh in favor of remaining in the country. 

4. Additionally, the wording of the new action 7.i weakens the idea that as a public policy, 
States stablish wide and transparent regularization procedures for all persons, with 
examples of objective criteria. The wording of this action needs to be revised to be a 
truly alternative proposal to the logic of migration control. It is also necessary to 
standardize the references to the right to family unity and family life throug out the text 
in terms of regular pathways, regularization and criteria against expulsions.  



5. Finally, the cross-cutting rights view present in the Compact is weakened with the 
absence of the active participation of human rights mechanisms in its follow up. Due to 
the inter-governmental nature of this initiative, it is important to consolidate as well as 
the UN Human Rights Council, with its experience on topics related to international 
migration, as one of the fora that should contribute according to paragraph 52. 

Mr. Co-Facilitators and Member States, it is imperative to solve these inconsistencies. The 
adoption of the document, as it is in the current draft would entail validating the current 
migration policy paradigm and we cannot lose the historic opportunity to show the world that 
we are committed with another perspective on migration.  

Thank you very much.    
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