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l. Welcoming remarks

Ambassador Juan Jose Goméz Camacho chaired tertbating of the GFMD Steering Group in which over
50 delegates from 30 Member States participateda¢kmowledged the presence of Senator Martha hetici
Sosa, Senator Ludivina Menchaca and Deputy Jesubraao from the Mexican government, and announced
that their presence showed the level of commitragidt involvement of Mexico’s legislative branch ardign
policy on migration, and Mexico's participationiitternational politics and dialogue on migration.

1. Adoption of the Agenda

The Chair asked the Steering Group to approve the Biomal Agenda, which was adopted without any
comment.

M. GEMD 2011 Chair-in-Office

The Chair reported that Spain had decided nottairréhe presidency for 2011 for reasons that @lintries
both understood and respected. The Chair strebgedded to identify another country for the GFMOL20
Chairmanship. For this reason, the Chair had begwety consulting with Member States, particulanith a
couple of countries that had expressed intereasguming the 2011 Chair. However, consultationse va&h
ongoing. The Chair had wished to identify a subtibefore the meeting, but to no avail. He st#tetl these
were not easy times and the Chair would continudb wensultations. He was hopeful that a decisionldibe
reached soon. He invited interested countries hoecfmrward and assume the next presidency.

Six delegates offered the following comments o8 tbsue:

1. All of them highlighted the importance of promotirsgability and keeping the momentum of the
GFMD, and supported the view that identifying a i€fiar 2011 would be the best option. At least two
delegates commended the Chair’s efforts in lookimganother Chair for 2011.

2. The delegate from Sweden expressed openness toriagpbther possible solutions, including not
holding a GFMD meeting in 2011 in case a Chair daut be found soon. This would not unduly harm
the GFMD process and could leave some space favdhie on the GFMD assessment, issues of global
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governance on migration and the upcoming High L&ialogue (HLD). It might also be possible for
Morocco to host the event earlier in 2012. Butdheas also a need to discuss the financing of the
Forum, which had been the reason for two countiesady to step down from the Chairmanship.
Lastly, Sweden announced that it was seriously idensg offering to host the GFMD meeting in
2014, after the HLD.

3. A future Chair, Morocco, clarified that they wouhbst the GFMD in 2012, not earlier and not later
than planned. The preparation of a Global Forum very serious matter that entails a lot of worll an
consultations, both in Geneva and in the capitairddco would like to ensure the success of GFMD
2012, especially because it will precede the HLR2043. Morocco believed that finding the next Chair
is a collective responsibility of the Steering Gup@nd a vacuum in 2011 should not be allowed.
Hence, holding further consultations on this isa@s encouraged, and Morocco was ready to help in
facilitating and reaching a compromise for a soluti

4. One delegate cautioned against hasty preparatfcaglobal process, and opined that the occasisn ha
risen to consider holding biennial instead of ahmetings of the GFMD.

5. One delegate expressed regret for the withdraw@pafn, but was optimistic that a good solutionldou
be found in due time, given the high level of conmngint of states and other stakeholders to the GFMD
process. In view of the upcoming GFMD assessmedtthe September HLD in 2013, it was very
important to hold another two GFMD meetings befitwee HLD, but not necessarily in 2011 and 2012,
respectively.

6. Another delegate emphasized the need to maint@ndillogue on a number of issues relating to
migration in general, and to the specific formasi@nd internal dynamics of the Forum in particular.
These would include the GFMD assessment, the wdailef global governance issues that have come
up in various fora and how the GFMD connects t@¢harocesses, including the role of IOM. Hence, as
a possible contingency measure, holding a set aflerrscale informal meetings in Geneva, in liewaof
full annual GFMD meeting, was also a possibility.

7. Two delegates welcomed the offer of Sweden to G&$D 2014.

The Chair welcomed the suggestions that were pwiai@. However, Mexico was focused on pursuing the

option for a new Chair in 2011. He expressed theehtbat with the help of the Steering Group, a @hair
would already be in place by the time of the neXtrBeeting.

V. Update on Roundtable preparations

The Chair called upon the RT Coordinators and Carsho provide an update on the status of prepasadf
the three Roundtables of Mexico GFMD.

Roundtable session 1.1 : Partnerships for More Redar and Protected Migration

Dr. Jorge Durand, RT 1 Coordinator, reported that RT 1.1 is co-athiby France and Brazil, with 11
Government team members (Australia, Bangladeshgildal Canada, Germany, Israel, Mauritius, Mexico,
Morocco, Nigeria, USA). It also draws support fra2ninternational organizations (IOM and OECD).
Roundtable 1.1 is forward-looking, towards globad ailateral partnerships for more regular and quisd
migration. It recognizes the fact that regular doesnecessarily mean protected. The roundtabtelaéks at
the geographical and historical context and conmegtfor migration. It is being hoped that the kground
paper will be ready by mid-August.

Co-Chair Brazil thanked the team members for the inputs that webenitted so far and encouraged other
countries to provide best practices that demorestita¢ir partnerships with other countries and witthieir
countries -- with civil society, NGOs, and otheakstholders -- for more regular and protected migmatCo-
Chair France then announced that they were preparing a natiomatibution by submitting some examples
and good practices that will illustrate the multééed partnerships for more regular and protecigdation. He
cited as a best practice example the 2006 Agreearenbncerted management of migratory flows, wiial
three complements -- legal migration, illegal migma control, and mutually supportive developmentco-
development projects.



Roundtable session 1.2 :  Joint strategies to adtbs irregular migration

Dr. Durand announced that the team is co-chaired by Ecuatbtize Netherlands, with 9 Government team
members (Argentina, Azerbaijan, Greece, Italy, MexiMorocco, Niger, Philippines, and Republic of
Moldova), drawing support from the IOM. The Rouréalooks at the present and takes note of thetlfieatt
irregular migration exists and is a big and polahissue in some countries of destination and itrafkis is
the first GFMD roundtable that will discuss irreguimigration in a straightforward manner; hence, tdam
believes that more work on this issue will haveb&odone in the future. The team met the day bedock
decided to finish the background paper by mid-Atigus

Co-Chair Netherlands reiterated the importance of an interactive roabldt and the need to share information
and learn from each other and their experiencegating with migrationCo-Chair Ecuador mentioned that it
recently presented a paper that held the consemgmimion of South American countries on the issfie o
irregular migration. He was hopeful that the Rdabte will have a very constructive and positiveraga that
will not put any blame or bad marks on the migrants

An RT 1.2 team member intervened and recalledthi®t team highlighted the issue of irregular migna as

relevant not only to transit and destination caestrbut also countries of origin. Thus, discussion this issue
could lead to a common understanding of the naililgregular migration, as seen from different pedives.

Also, the team hopes that some partnerships amoungtries on how to tackle irregular migration wak

identified.

Roundtable 2.1 : Labor Mobility: strategies for human development

Dr. Irena Omelaniuk, RT 2 Coordinator, mentioned that Co-Chairs, USReden, and Sri Lanka, have re-
titled the Roundtable askéducing the cost of migration and maximizing humatevelopmenrit The team is
relatively big, comprising, in addition to the cbairs, 14 Governments, namely Bangladesh, BratilleC
Ecuador, Ethiopia, Germany, Greece, Kenya, Japaurikilis, Moldova, Mexico, South Africa, and Spdin.
also draws support from the IOM, ILO, WHO, and Hig.

The Roundtable will continue some of the previoaarg’ work on labor mobility, with a particular i on
temporary and circular labor migration. It will depe some specific national and transnational atiites by
government and civil society, and where possibéetnerships between the two, to ensure that suuths kof
human mobility across borders occur in a mannepatiye of human development of the migrants, their
families, and the home and host communities. TaenBtable will discuss how improving the prospdots
migrants through labor market opportunities, heakducation and training support can enhance their
integration and reintegration potential, as wellimyease their capacity to secure their well-beamgl the
growth of their families and communities.

Dr. Omelaniuk also drew attention to this year'srikvplan of the ad hoc Working Group on Protectimgl a
Promoting Migrants for Development, which includesne studies in support of the discussions of Riainhel
2.1, namely: a) an inter-country comparative stadyend-of service and social protection systemsliferent
types of migrants across the permanent, temporagycacular spectrum; b) testing a scheme to petiv-
cost migrant loans and engage bank partners iteggation support programs within the frameworlkhaf Abu
Dhabi dialogue partnership among Asian countriesrigfin and destination; and c) a study on the ggpee of
Argentina’s National Social Forum of Migrants toteet and combat xenophobic attitudes against foreig
workers present in the country.

Co-Chair UAE added that two other pertinent activities willlredertaken by the UAE whose outcomes, either
preliminary or final, will have a bearing on Rouablie 2.1. First, a study will be launched in Augusfocus

on the impact of working in the UAE on the welfaremigrants and their families in sending countri€se
study will involve a sample of between 4,000 ar®@DB, Indian workers and their households from Keg&ikte

in India. It will compare the situation of housett®lof workers whose jobs were cancelled due tagtbleal
economic downturn with those who were able to worthe UAE.

Second, the UAE will also organize an internatiosaminar on overseas labor recruitment practices in
December this year. The seminar will bring togetheselect number of governments from Asian counioie
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origin, the governments of the Gulf Cooperation @u (GCC) as labor-receiving or host countries,
multilateral organizations engaged in migrationuéss and Asian NGOs and/or NGO networks who will
consider an international or regional frameworkcoflaboration to ensure transparent and fair réoent
practices.

UAE encouraged any other governments interestedeamning more about what is being done and/or
participating in these activities to express tirgierest through the GFMD Support Unit.

Co-Chair Sweden,reported that their preparations were progresgary well, and that the draft background
paper was already sent to all the team membeisfoments. A second meeting of the team was schithie
following day to discuss the draft paper and then&t of the Roundtable.

Roundtable 2.2: Migration, Gender and Family

Dr. Omelaniuk advised that the team is chaired by Mexico, actudes the Governments of Armenia, Chile,
Ecuador, Greece, Israel, Philippines, Portugal,irSp@udan, Ukraine and the United Kingdom as team
members. International organizations assistingRoigndtable are IFAD, ILO, IOM, WHO, and UNIFEM. o
the first time, this Roundtable will tackle theuss of migration, gender, and family in a centrad &cused
way, giving due regard to the whole area of sop@licies to support family and women as importamd a
significant agents for development within the miigma and development discourse. It is being ledabyery
professional team from the Instituto Nacional degidcion in Mexico City, whose key author, Dr. Salea
Berumen, was present in the meeting. She then Hatidefloor to Mr, Hugo Rodriguez, representatife o
Roundtable Chair Mexico.

Before giving the floor to Mr. Rodriguez, the Chelarified that Greece was previously their co-Chlaut the
latter withdrew for well-understood and respectedsons. Mexico would like to have a co-Chair fds th
session, and had been consulting with other Goventsfor this purpose.

Mr. Rodriguez reiterated the Chair’s call for atpar in order to have a much more enriched anddstiag
debate. The session's main objective is to receghiz importance of focusing on family rather tisately on

the individual as a unit of analysis in migratidndies and public policies. Such focus will showttgender
roles and family structures can be greatly affedigdand greatly affect migration patterns, outcorf@s
development, and vice versa. These new lenses ssist gublic policy-makers on issues such as human
development, human rights, health, and educatidmctware all fundamental to the achievement of the
Millenium Development Goals. The family is a sigeait force for social cohesion and social develepin
and the lack of focus on it has also left out smghortant issues as family fragmentation and sqmiities and
practices that can assist and further enhance @@welnt practices, both in countries of origin aestithation.

Roundtable 3.1 : Policy and institutional coherencéo address the relationship between
migration and development

RT 3 CoordinatorDr. Rolph Jenny, called on Roundtable 3.QCo-Chair Switzerland to give an update.
Switzerland first thanked co-chairs Argentina andni@a for a very good and smooth cooperation. The
preparatory work for the background paper of RTi8Mell advanced. Two experts are drafting thekgesund
paper, i.e., Dr. Khalid Koser and Msaura Gianelli. The team met on 08 July to disahsdirst draft outline of
the background paper. This will be followed by amel meeting in early August to discuss a moreildeta
draft of the background paper. The 3 co-chaircardident that the final draft can be sent to thexMan Chair

by mid-August. The preparatory work of RT 3.1 dbemefits from the results and insights gained feoracent
seminar held in Vienna on assessing the impactigifation and development policies, organized byatidoc
Working Group on Policy Coherence, Data and Rebkeahich is co-chaired by Switzerland and Morodco-
chair Kenya seconded the Swiss intervention.

Morocco then informed the Steering Group about the latestity of the ad-hoc Working Group on Policy
Coherence, Data and Research, which was a 2-dajnaemn assessing the impacts of migration and
development policies, funded by the governmentwitZgrland and organized by Dr. Jenny and the ICMPD
The seminar was held on 30 June and 1 July 201€upnt to the Working Group’s meeting on 4 December
2009, and in response to calls made during previee™D meetings to assess policies and practices on
migration and development. The Vienna seminar gatheepresentatives of over ten governments from
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different regions, representing origin and desiimatountries with different migration policy andwlopment
perspectives. A number of international agencies academia also lent crucial support and provigssiful
insights. The seminar participants reviewed currneast and planned government and other assessoights
migration impact on development and the developnmepacts on migration.

Participants also sought to identify relevant kaji¢ators for policy assessments and then discubsddsue of
Migration Profiles to further develop a processt tvauld meet the specific needs of countries irstee in
developing their own profiles. Thorough discussiarese also held on the issue of integrating migrainto
development planning, taking into consideratiorevaht poverty reduction strategies (PRSPs), as asll
national adaptation plans of action concerning atarchange (NAPASs). The many ideas and outcom#éseof
seminar will also feed into the preparatory docutmeof Mexico GFMD, particularly for RT 3.1. A
comprehensive report on the seminar will be forwdrtb the Chair shortly.

Two delegates who participated in the seminar tiek floor. One found the two-day seminar to be most
productive for two reasons: Firstly, it discussém tissue of assessment of the impact of migration o
development and the Migration Profiles, two topticat are deemed very important but largely negtebie
most countries. The meeting showed that most ciegnfrave no assessment programs or yardsticksyeapd
few countries have in fact developed their own atign profiles. Secondly, the meeting also servedaa
platform for partnerships in some way, as it opetteddoors for common projects that can be pursvitd
other governments, resulting from the discussidnfi® meeting. He thus urged the GFMD to suppathér
activities of the ad-hoc Working Group which areamiighly appreciated and valued by governments.

The second delegate added that a key messageathataut of the meeting was the importance of ovinie isf
the Migration Profiles by the governments, and tieed to use internationally accepted definitionsenvh
developing such country profiles.

Dr. Jenny added that the seminar was a useful exercise fwottthe government and non-government
participants with a presence of over 50 colleagudth, equal representation of both sectors. Irparation of
the seminar, an informal inquiry on policy impadsassments was carried out with GFMD patrticipating
governments. The inquiry responses pointed to doethat most governments, with a few exceptionsnat
have assessment mechanisms in place that wouldeetiem to evaluate the longer term impact of @erta
migration policies. The seminar confirmed this faldhe seminar also tackled another important isghieh
was recommended in Athens -- the Migration Profdssa comprehensive tool for information-gatheiimg
migration source countries, relating to all aspéiets are of relevance for coherent policies onratign and
development. A short document on progress made thitghMigration Profiles will be presented in Puerto
Vallarta, together with the overall seminar report.

The Roundtable 3.1 background paper will also dmake specifically with migration policy impacts
assessment, including such areas as migrant ititagraeturn and reintegration, effects of migration the
economic and social development in host countmekia destination countries, etc. The paper wittaialy
make reference to the difficulty for many governtseto create mechanisms for assessing the longar-te
conseqguences and impacts of government policiesigration and development..

Roundtable 3.2 : Assessing the impact of climate ahge on migration and development.

Co-chair United Kingdom reported that the draft background paper was &reaculated for comments and
that the next Roundtable team meeting would be &iettle UK mission on the Tbf August. He thanked the
Bangladesh co-chair for the excellent cooperatiah@assed the floor to Dr. Jenny, who recalled phevious
Steering Group meetings had discussed whetherstappropriate to address the issue of climate ehang
migration in the GFMD context. After the initial gparations for such a session he was convinced that
governments were right to focus on this complextenatThe session wilhter alia seek to contextualize the
international debate that is going on between tieadled “alarmists”, i.e., those who considert tbiémate
change will result in massive movements and fortisglacements, and the others that take a moréonaut
approach and consider climate change, and in pltienvironmental degradation, as one among d¢#uéors

that throughout history has pushed people to moanbther place.



Roundtable 3.3 : Regional consultative processesdinter-regional fora

This Roundtable is co-chaired by Indonesia, Moramed SpainCo-chair Spainobserved that the team had a
very wide range of geographic diversity, which wasy good. The team had already met twice. A verydy
background paper was drafted by IOM. The Roundtiddases not only on the activities of differengiomal
processes, but more so on how these regional mesesn contribute to the migration and developmexts.

It also looks into the obstacles of promoting cehee among the regional processes, such as theflagiole-
of-government approach. It stresses the need foe ntegrated views on migration and developmedtaher
policies, in order to analyze what are the positinkages between migration and development and twow
foster these linkages.

The Chair thanked all the RT Coordinators and CeiShfor the wonderful update on the status of the
Roundtable preparations. He then invited Mr. Chulemeka Chikezie to summarize the results of theeds
meeting in Mexico City, which was convened to eastoherence between civil society and governmenta®
roundtables and sub-theme issues.

V.  Highlights of the CSD-Taskforce Experts Meeting

Mr. Chikezie reported that an experts meeting took place ot3L2uly in Mexico city, gathering together the
paper writers of the GFMD 2010 Civil Society DaysFMD government days roundtable coordinators,
Mexican government representatives, members o&GtHdD taskforce, the MacArthur Foundation who funded
the meeting, staff of the Fundacion BBVA Banconmembers of the CSD Organizing Committee, and some
members of the international advisory committee.

There were two notable differences between thisyexperts meeting and similar meetings that tolalkce in
the last two years. Firstly (compared with 2009was held much earlier in the GFMD planning preces
enable the discussants to synergize their pointshnmore closely. Secondly, for the first time, 68D
international advisory committee took part in theeting. Hopefully, this would engender a much nfooeised
and policy-relevant discussion and feedback to gowents during the GFMD meeting itself.

The discussions also benefited from the partiaypatif the Roundtable Coordinators, which was vessful in
enabling a fruitful, two-way interaction. The Cowmrators shared the issues that governments wergttg
address and how governments were framing thesesis&onversely, the civil society participants ¢allabout
the kinds of issues they were dealing with. It wasticularly useful in honing policy-relevant megsa that
civil society would like to send to governmentseTivil Society organizers recognized and becamsiszed

to the opportunity to stock-take on the civil stgiside of the GFMD process, in order to betterarathnd how
Civil Society participants in previous GFMD meetnigad actually informed and enhanced their own gmd
result of their participating in the GFMD, how ugefyjovernments found the recommendations that Civil
Society participants had made to governments, amat wole Civil Society actors might have playedthe
implementation of recommendations that governmehésnselves had implemented. Lastly, the two-day
interaction offered some enriching ideas for thenBmn Space concept.

VI. Common Space

After thanking Mr. Chikezie for his excellent rep@nd hearing no comments from the floor, the Chair
proceeded to discuss the Common Space. He ouMiesito’s idea, as follows:
1) The first day of the government segment will hauwiaf opening ceremony and hopefully three hours
of common space. All civil society and governmeepresentatives will be present together in the
opening session.

2) The common space will have two back-to-back andadyo panel discussions. The Taskforce is
currently working on possible topics for the twonpks.

3) Each panel will have 6 panellists plus one moderaitiree of the panellists will come from
governments and the other three from Civil Sociétyey will exchange views under the guidance of



the moderator, and in a very conversational andaomfrontational setting. After the panel discussio
some time will be allowed for Qs and As.

The Chair explained that the main objective is teate a common space in which governments and Civil
Society, and governments from different sides efrtiigration spectrum can have meaningful, intangstiand
dynamic exchanges of views.

The Chair stated that the Taskforce is now workingdentifying suitable moderators and panellistenf both
governments and Civil Society. Mexico had been a&rptg carefully to Civil Society the nature andripof
this exercise, and they understood clearly thatvould be an opportunity for positive and constreti
engagement, instead of challenging, finger-pointorglaming governments.

The Chair expressed openness to receiving any stigge for the government panellists. Ministers wiibgo
to Puerto Vallarta could be considered for thigrol

The Chair’s proposal elicited comments from 12 gales.

1.

Many saw merit in the proposal and agreedith@aiuld improve the communication and linkagesnseen
governments and Civil Society. They commended thairCfor its creativity in looking for new ways to
expand the engagement between Civil Society anergawents while maintaining the integrity of the
government space. One thought the idea of a paaglan excellent format for such an exercise. Amothe
thought it was an elegant compromise to give aaltliti time to the Civil Society in the governmerd-le
GFMD process.

Two delegates believed that the Chair has conduatedpen and consensual process from the very
beginning, and that the proposal was consistemt thi discussions held at the last Steering Groeginyg.

One delegate immediately announced that their Minfor Migration Issues would be interested imjog
the government panel. He also informed the Stee@ngup that a Global Forum for Civil Society on
Migration will take place in Ecuador in Octobersja few days before the Puerto Vallarta meeting.

Three raised practical questions:

a) One delegate asked if the topics for discudsamhalready been identified, to which the Chaponded
that the topics were still under discussion.

b) Another delegate asked what would be the @ifer participation in case there was limited spaand
whether or not the private sector would also beteavto the common space. The Chair gave the
assurance that all governments would be allowepatticipate in the common space, together with
about 250 civil society representatives. Concerrtiveg private sector, the Chair will participatean
large international event for and among businessongmivate sector that will take place in Mexite t
weekend before the Forum. The Chair will explore plossibility of the private sector joining in the
common space.

c) Another delegate inquired if the interface loa $econd day of the Civil Society where governsiand
civil society will discuss the roundtable themegetter would be retained, and if the Civil Society
would be invited to submit their recommendationgite governments the following day. The Chair
responded in the affirmative to both questions.

One delegate expressed the view that it waptdrogative of the Chair to find the right wayotganize the
common space, given the informal nature of the GEFMBtworking and good and productive interface
between government and civil society must be eragmd during the common space. The NGO'’s do the
practical work on the ground, and the common sjgacéd be an opportunity for governments to listen t
and learn best practices from NGOs and other parinemigration and development work. He suggested
giving two to three minutes each to all NGOs presemalk about these best practices.

Three delegates voiced some reservations:
a) One delegate cautioned that the proposed fonmald reduce the time allocated for governments an
suggested instead to hold the common space infttr®@@on or evening of the second day of the CSD.
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This delegate also suggested either discussing Ribendtable issues which were common to
governments and Civil Society, instead of havingoaple of new themes for the panels, or at least
having both the RT discussions together and thelpafhe interface between governments and Civil
Society held in Athens could be improved by engurinat all countries involved in the different
roundtable sessions will be present in the disoussith the civil society, and by holding the CSida
government meetings in the same place.

b) Another delegate stressed the importance oftaiaing a balance of usefulness when giving space
the Civil Society in order to guarantee the statbdharacter of the GFMD. This means engaging with
Civil Society in a fruitful manner and ensuring gowments have enough time and space to engage with
one another. Also, the topics for the panel disousshould be carefully chosen by the Taskforce in
order to strike the right balance between governatemd Civil Society aims.

c) A third delegate appreciated the Chair’s itii@to cut down on protocol and ceremonials, ideorto
yield additional time for real work for the GlobRbrum. However, he believed that the saved time
could also be used for additional interaction amgogernments. He suggested looking at the previous
interface sessions in order to improve them andensake that there will be better interaction betwee
governments and Civil Society this year, insteadhofding the governments as a rather captive
audience during the common space.

In response to the above issues, the Chair offeseee clarification:

1. The time for the government segment will not beuced. As in the past GFMD meetings, the governments
will be allotted a full one-and-a-half days for itheeeting. The first morning of the two-day Gowaent
meeting has always been used for the opening cenearal the General Debate.

2. The topics of the panels will indeed relate todhecomes of the Civil Society Days, but also alfownew
issues that are of common interest to the govertsvand the civil society.

3. The Chair believed that it would be difficult totger the governments together during the afternmon
evening of the second Civil Society day, and treeefit would not be the ideal time to do the common
space.

4. Holding the common space during the opening daghefgovernment meeting sends a strong political
message to the Civil Society about governmentsewerd and heightened interest to engage them in the
process.

The Chair thanked all delegates who expressed sufgpdahe proposal and gave assurance to thoseraiked
some concerns and suggestions that they would fbeefuconsulted about the details of the plan. Bait
reminded all delegates that the ideas he outlimederning the common space were nothing new, bre vine
fact lengthily discussed during the meeting of $ieering Group in April. More importantly, theseds were a
result of an open, transparent, and consensualltatisn process undertaken by the Chair.

The Chair then requested Mr. Chikezie to reporthendevelopments of the Platform for Partnership P

VIl. Platform for Partnerships

Mr. Chikezie reminded the Steering Group that tlenmobjective of the PfP was to serve as anothartto
help governments extract maximum benefit from tipairticipation in the GFMD, particularly by showias
and highlighting initiatives in relation to migrati and development, and for which partnershipsanght.

He then highlighted the following developments sitite last SG meeting in April:

1. The Chair developed and circulated the PfP operatjnidelines in May, which received some
satisfactory responses from governments. As outlimethese guidelines, the idea of the PfP is to
enable a stronger and sharper focus on prioritasaia relation to previous GFMD Roundtable
outcomes, Working Group priorities or current Raiafde issues and sub-themes.

8



2. The Government of Switzerland has signalled itdiwgihess to provide six months support for the
initial operation of the PfP. The funding would eovhe cost of hiring a PfP administrator who would
sit within the GFMD Support Unit with the prime pemsibility of operationalizing the Platform, plus
other related administrative costs.

3. The PfP is now ready for formal and final launchefie are three proposals that are being considered,
which actually and interestingly relate to the eliéint aspects of the GFMD process: a) one is an
outcome from Roundtable 1.2 in Athens — to develaiaspora handbook; b) one relates to a Working
Group priority which is Migration Profiles; c) aitth one relates to Roundtable 2 and involves thekwo
of the Mexican government on migration of unacconiga minors.

VIII. Future of the Forum

The Chair made available a draft document pape¢h@ispecial session on the Future of the Forunisttuds a
possible framework for the GFMD assessment. ThairGieemed that it would be best to wait with the
discussion of the paper until after the Chair hassalted with the Troika. Thereafter, a newer warswill be
circulated to the Steering Group for comments. Thair committed to carry out thorough consultatiavith
governments on this matter, as it has done inise@n other issues.

The Chair underscored some points regarding thesaggent process: a) it would be an ongoing andviegpl
process to be led by the Chair and the Troika ti¢ghhelp of some states; b) it would not underntiee work
plans of future Chairs; c) initial discussions agdtfeads of Delegations will begin in Puerto Valafut the
assessment process will be completed under the ddanoPresidency; and d) the preparations for tlezi8lp
Session on the assessment process will be orgaimizdte same way as in the other RT sessions, aith
government team leading the discussions.

Five delegates offered some comments on the Fafuhe Forum issue:

1. Morocco considered that the Future of the Forunsisesand the assessment exercise were two
different exercises. The former will focus on teettnical aspects of the GFMD process, such as the
funding issue. On the other hand, the assessmiinfioeus more on the political dimension of the
Forum. As such, it should be left to the governraeatfurther deepen the discussion on the assessmen
in the lead up to the 2012 GFMD and the 2013 UNHLD.

2. One delegate supported the intervention of Moraomb the preliminary overview of the Chair that the
assessment process would be an ongoing and evgiviogss to be led by the Chair, the Troika and
some interested countries, and that it would netgmpt the work of the future Chairs. The delegate
finally added that the Future of the Forum disaussishould aim at enhancing the interconnection
between migration and development.

3. Two delegates reiterated their interest to join gogernment team that would organize the special
session on the future of the Forum. One of thenebed that there was no distinction between the
future of the Forum and the assessment proceseiadanse that the two run in parallel, and theg fee
into each other.

4. One delegate inquired when and how the Chair weatdup the government team. Another delegate
underlined the importance of clarifying the questas to where the discussions of the assessment
exercise would take place, and where the decisasnsegards the future of the Forum will be taken.
The Chair said that he had no ready answers, atduttther consultations will be done on theseassu

The Chair then called upon Mr. Hugo Rodriguez 8rdss the last agenda item.

IX. Organizational matters

Mr. Rodriguez first acknowledged and expressed gratitude to 1Be Member States, 2 International
Organizations and 1 international foundation theatehprovided financial and in-kind contributionsM&xico
GFMD. He echoed the Chair’'s call to all remainitgtes to contribute to the Mexican GFMD budget rideo

9



to promote a broader ownership of the processcéoralance with the budget previously sent to abris of
the Forum, most of these international funds wiNear the participation of least developed countaied lower
income countries delegates at the Puerto Vallargetimg. Information about how this process will be
conducted will soon be posted on the official wehsef Mexico GFMD, and will be disseminated alowlgsihe
official invitation to be distributed to delegafesearly August.

So far, international contributions have amountdalbout 700.000 Euros. The host country would shesul
almost sixty percent of total expenditures due igdimthe high costs of organizing a global evé#.such, the
Mexican Chair in Office is making a tremendous fto reduce all costs that were not really conttiity to
the development of the Forum, and has made a @alliri-earmarked contributions in order to also fiimel
operational expanses of the Forum, thereby creatimpre balanced budget not only for the Mexico tige
but also for future meetings.

With the assistance of the Support Unit, an onhegistration system has been created which wilfublg
functional soon. The Support Unit will send thepexgive usernames and passwords to all focal pbintbe
end of the month. These security codes will en#iiefocal points not only to register for Puertdiafda, but
also to access the other functionalities of the GFMeb portal, such as the Platform for Partnerships
member / country profiles, and focal points diregto

Lastly, concerning the visa requirements for Pu&fédlarta, all relevant information will be postexh the
Mexican website in French, English and Spanish daggs. Likewise, a provisional consulate will be
established at the Permanent Mission of Mexico émé&va to assist the delegates with their visa reopgnts.
Finally, it was announced that an arrangement heehlreached with the International Organization for
Migration (IOM) to assist visa procedures for dgles that live in countries where Mexico doeshase any
consular or any diplomatic representation.

1. Any Other Business

No other business was discussed. The Chair thaakagione for a very good meeting which closed &2d.3
hours.

Prepared by:
GFMD Support Unit
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