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What are the consequences of people 
moving?

• More Crime?  
• Decision of the residents to to leave the neighborhood? 
• Voting Decision? 

• We will explore some of them in details here! 



What is the relationship between migration 
and crime? 

• So far, there is no much evidence that the 
relationship between migration and crime is 
strong 

•Evidence is mixed and weak overall



Paper on large Migration waves to the UK titled “CRIME AND 
IMMIGRATION: EVIDENCE FROM LARGE IMMIGRANT WAVES”  

• Overall findings:  

• There was no effect on violent crime;  
• arrest rates were not different,  
• changes in crime cannot be ascribed to crimes against immigrants.  

• The findings are consistent with the notion that differences in labor 
market opportunities of different migrant groups shape their potential 
impact on crime. 



Immigration and Crime trends in the UK



Immigration to the United Kingdom since 
1997: A Tale of Two Waves
• First: large rise in the number of asylum seekers arriving in the United 

Kingdom. Asylum flows to industrialized countries rose in the 1990s 
and early 2000s, with peaks in 1992 and 2001 (Hatton, 2009).  
• The first peak was associated with the fall of the Berlin Wall and civil war in 

the former Yugoslavia; and Germany was the principal destination country. 
•  The second peak, which we focus on in this paper (as flows to the United 

Kingdom were much larger), was associated with wars and country break- 
downs such as in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Somalia. 



Immigration to the United Kingdom since 
1997: A Tale of Two Waves

• Second: This big inflow occurred because of the opening up of the U.K. 
labor market to citizens of eight countries that joined the EU in 2004.  
• These accession countries (the so-called A8) were Poland, Hungary, Czech 

Republic, Slovakia, Slovenia, Lat- via, Lithuania, and Estonia. 



Asylum Applications and worker registration 
scheme



Where are Asylum Seekers and Migrants?



Incarceration rates



Victimization

• data from both the British Crime Surveys from 2004 to 2008  
• data from the New Deal for Communities Surveys from 2002 and 2004 



Results victimization

• the results seem to suggest that differential changes in crime rates 
during the immigrant waves cannot be ascribed to crimes against 
immigrants.  

• There is little empirical work on the factors affecting rates of crime 
and victimization against immigrants. 



Conclusion 1

• crime rates are significantly higher in areas in which asylum seekers are located 
but that they are lower for the A8 wave  
• conclusion robust when control for the endogeneity of location choice and for local 

crime trends within the police force area  

• find no significant relationship between immigrants and violent crime  
• results are hard to explain on the basis that the rise in crime may be a result of 

crime against immigrants.  
• victimization rates are in fact lower against the two waves than for natives in 

general.  
• find consistently positive effects from the asylum wave on property crime, the 

average size of the effect is not substantial 



Conclusion 2

• Policy recommendations: 
• focusing on improving the limited labor market opportunities of asylum 

seekers has scope to generate crime reductions  
• Since we are (rightly) obliged to consider all applications for asylum, it makes 

sense to allow applicants to seek work while their applications are being 
considered, particularly given the long duration that final decisions on such 
applications can take  
• job training and language courses are likely to be particularly beneficial for 

such migrants 



Tipping point and the Dynamics of 
Segregation
• There is a very famous paper by David Card and coauthors finding 

that: extreme segregation can arise from social interactions in white 
preferences: once the minority share in a neighborhood exceeds a 
“tipping point,” all the whites leave. 



Migration and Implications on Voting and 
Schooling Decisions
• schooling system may be impacted by the number and skill type of 

immigrants: 
• When the number of low-skilled immigrants is large, the education regime 

tends to become segregated.  
• Wealthy locals are more likely to choose private schools and vote for a lower 

tax rate to finance public education.  
• high-skilled immigrants tend to reinforce the public system. The optimal im- 

migration policy is highly skill-biased.  
• The admission of high-skilled immigrants expedites redistribution toward the 

less-skilled local households through both a stronger fiscal support for public 
education and a reduction in the skill wage premium. 



D. Dottori et al. / Journal of Economic Theory 148 (2013) 2124–2149 2125

1. Introduction

I would support [19th century-style unlimited immigration] if we lived in the 19th century
world where government spending was tiny. But governments now spend huge amounts on
medical care, retirement, education, and other benefits and entitlements.

[Gary S. Becker, in “Sell the right to immigrate” (2005) [1].]

Immigration, particularly the inflow of low-skilled individuals, often causes concern that im-
migrants with low earnings potential could become a heavy burden on the social welfare system.
Public education, as an important redistribution mechanism designed to facilitate social mobility
for future generations, cannot but be part of the debate over immigration policy. On the supply
side, immigrant workers contribute to tax revenues used to finance public schooling in the des-
tination country. Yet on the demand side, children of immigrants generally have equal access to
the public resources embodied in public schooling.1
The aim of this paper is to study how the schooling system may be impacted by immigration,

which is characterized by the number of high- and low-skilled immigrants admitted in the host
country. We show that, at equilibrium, an increase in the number of low-skilled immigrants could
lead to a more segregated schooling system, where children from wealthy families are more likely
to attend private schools with more resources per pupil. In contrast, the presence of high-skilled
immigrants tends to reinforce the public education system.
It is generally observed that immigrants are not immediately granted voting rights, to which

only citizens are entitled, and obtaining citizenship takes at least a number of years. However,
immigrants can influence voters’ opinions about education policy in at least two ways. First,
immigrants may have an asymmetric impact on the demand for and the supply of public resources
in education. As voters are aware that they will have to proportion both the benefits and the
burdens of public education with immigrants, their preferred education policy is likely to be
affected by the number and the skill type of immigrants admitted [3]. Second, immigrants may
alter the characteristics of the electorate even though they are not part of it. This can occur
through the effect they have on the skill wage premium, and thereby, on the income distribution
of voters. For example, high-skilled locals may benefit from a rising wage premium as a result of
an increased number of low-skilled immigrants.2 Consequently, they are likely to demand better
education for their children. If public schools fail to provide the desired quality of education,
these parents may choose to opt out, which in turn affects voters’ support for financing public
schools.
The existing empirical evidence suggests that immigrant students in the US induced a “na-

tive flight” from public into private school between 1980 and 1990 [6]. Using recent US data,
Fig. 1 illustrates that, in places where more immigrant students come from less well-off fami-
lies, the discrepancy of private school enrollment rates tends to be larger between local students
from the top and the bottom income quartiles. Our work makes two major contributions to the

1 For instance, California’s 1994 Proposition 187 (ballot initiative to limit the access of immigrants to public education,
which passed by a narrow majority) was declared unconstitutional by federal judge Mariana Pfaelzer in a March 1998
ruling (see also Petronicolos and New [2]).
2 For example, Mayda [4] shows that high-skilled locals are the most favorable to immigration in countries where
immigrants are, on average, relatively less skilled than locals. This is consistent with the idea of a rising skill premium.
However, the issue of whether low-skilled immigrants adversely affect the wages of their local counterparts is still
unsettled. See Card [5] for a survey of this literature.



Migration and Development 
is very actual topic!!!

You see it everywhere with all the refugee crisis! 

We need your contributions to understand more! THANKS!!!
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Migration in Academia



Migration in Academia II



What is Globalization?



Opportunities of Migration



Migration Chain



Today’s Lecture

• Overall migration Patterns around the World and Time Trends 
• Focus on: 

• US migration 
• Irregular Migration 
• Mexican-US migration 
• Crime Rates 

• India Migration Patterns 
• China Migration Patterns 

• Question for you: What do you think about migrants? Tell me a bunch of facts!



Migration Patterns



Increase in International Migration 



How many people migrate per year?



Who Migrate?



Top Destinations



Irregular Migration



Who goes where?



Inflows to OECD



Dead and Missing Migrants



Migrants by sex and income level



Migrants by sex and income level



Remittances Sent 



Remittances Received



Refugees by Origin Country



Refugees by Host Country



Refugees resettled by country



Displaced



History of Immigration to the US

• In 1850 there were 2.2 million immigrants, representing nearly 10 
percent of the U.S. population. 

• Between 1860 and 1920, the immigrant share of the overall 
population fluctuated between 13 percent and almost 15 percent, 
peaking at 14.8 percent in 1890, mainly due to high levels of 
immigration from Europe. 

• Restrictive immigration laws in 1921 and 1924, coupled with the Great 
Depression and World War II, led to a sharp drop in new arrivals. 



Immigration to the US

Table 1. Size and Share of the Foreign-Born Population in the United States, 1970-2016 

   
Source: Migration Policy Institute (MPI) tabulation of data from the U.S. Census Bureau 2010 and 2016 American Community Surveys (ACS), and 1970-2000 decennial Census data.



Which countries go the US the most?

Sending Country Estimate Percentage
Mexico 11.7 million 29

China (inc. Hong Kong)  1.9 million 5
India 1.9 million 5

Philippines 1.8 million 4
El Salvador 1.3 million 3

Vietnam 1.3 million 3
Cuba 1.1 million 3
Korea 1.1 million 3

Dominican Republic 900,000 2
Guatemala 851,000 2Source: MPI Data 

Hub, available online. 



Foreign Born Population by Region, 2011



Refugees Population by Region of Origin



US-Mexican Migration

• Approximately 11.6 million Mexican immigrants resided in the United 
States in 2016, according to the ACS 

• Mexicans accounted for 26% of all U.S. immigrants, down from the 
peak of 30% in 2000



Share of Mexican Migrants over Time



Jobs Mexican Hold in the US

Table 3. Employed Workers in the Civilian Labor Force (ages 16 and older) by Nativity and Occupation, 2016 

   
Note: Numbers may not add up to 100 as they are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
Source: MPI tabulation of data from the U.S. Census Bureau 2016 ACS.



The Myth of Crime from Migrants



The Myth of Crime from Migrants



Facts on Irregular Migration to the US

• An estimated 11.4 million unauthorized immigrants resided in the 
United States as of January 2012 

• The top five countries of birth for unauthorized immigrants were Mexico (56 
percent), Guatemala (7 percent), El Salvador (4 percent), Honduras (3 
percent), and China (2 percent). 

• There were an estimated 445,000 removals and returns in 2016, a 
decline of roughly 10,000 from 456,000 in 2015. 



Unauthorized Migrants



Migration in India



Number of Migrants by Last Place of 
Residence

Category Migrations by Place of birth Percentage
A. Total Population 1,028,610,328  
B. Total Migrations 314,541,350 30.6

B.1 Migrants within the state 
of enumeration

268,219,260 85.3

B.11 Migrants from within the 
districts

193,592,938 72.2

B.12 Migrants from other 
districts of the state

74,626,322 17.8

B.2 Migrants from other states 
in India

41,166,265 13.1

B.3 Migrants from other 
countries

5,155,423 1.6



Reason for Migration 
Reason for 
migrations Number of Migrants Percentage to Migrants

 Persons Males Females Persons Males Females
Total migrants 98,301,342 32,896,986 65,404,356 100.0 100.0 100.0

Reason for 
migration : 

Work / 
Employment

14,446,224 12,373,333 2,072,891 14.7 37.6 3.2

Business 1,136,372 950,245 186,127 1.2 2.9 0.3
Education 2,915,189 2,038,675 876,514 3.0 6.2 1.3
Marriage 43,100,911 679,852 42,421,059 43.8 2.1 64.9

Moved after birth 6,577,380 3,428,673 3,148,707 6.7 10.4 4.8

Moved with 
households 20,608,105 8,262,143 12,345,962 21.0 25.1 18.9

Other 9,517,161 5,164,065 4,353,096 9.7 15.7 6.7
Source: Table D3, Census of India 2001



Characteristics of Urban Migrants



Share of Migrants by Sector



Migration in China



Migration rates in China: the Great Internal 
Migration

• China’s economic boom has drawn rural Chinese to cities in search of 
higher incomes; 

• rural migrant worker population has expanded significantly, increasing 
from roughly 30 million in 1989 to more than 140 million in 2008



Migration Rates



Migration Rates by Age



Time Allocation of Migrants by Cohort



Years of Schooling by Cohort



Migrants’ Jobs over Time



Migration Duration Over Time



Consumption and Remittances Patterns



Inter-provincial Marriages trends
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