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Annex A. Produced indicators and data source

EU Data Source

Dimensions Indicators Additional Information and Year (if diff, S Data MXData CAN Data AU Data
Source Source Source  Source
from 2014-15)

Basic demographics

Share of foreign-born in the total population in 2015 0+ and 15+ (AUS:14-74 ; MEX:15-64) EULFS ACS  MLFS CLFS  SEW
Size and density Share of foreign-born in the total population in 2005 15+ and 15-64 EULFS ACS  MLFS Census  Census
Share of EU foreign-born in the total population o+ EULFS ACS  MLFS CLFS  SEW
Share of women among the foreign- and native-born populations 0+ (AUS:14-74 ; MEX:15-64) EULFS ACS MLFS CLFS SEW
Gend
naer Share of women among the EU foreign- and nafive-born populations 0+ EULFS X X X X
Distribution of 10-year age groups 0+ (AUS:14-74 ; MEX:15-64) EULFS ACS  MLFS  CLFS SEW
Structure by age group Dependency ratio (0-14 & 65+ over 0+ pop) g;'ﬂ"d”des native-born children into the count for foreign- ¢ ¢ ACS X X X
Share of "hyperactive” working population (ages 25-54 over 0+) O+ EULFS ACS X X X
Distribution of less than 10 years vs. more than 10 years present  Ages 15-64 EULFS ACS X X (2%‘22)
o e
& Duration of siay Distribution of less than 10 years vs. more than 10 years present. o o EULFS M M ars  x
8 Also mean number of years for all migrants 9
5 ; .
g Region of birth of foreign born (upon ad-gor, o me versus low and medium-income countries of birth 15-64 foreign-born population EULFS X X X X
&  hoc request to Eurostaf)
& ——
S Migrants with host-country nationality Share of nationals among the foreign-born G e T (£ U LT 2 Gy 7 EULFS ACS X X =
S least 10 years (2015)
H Number of foreign-b (All heads are foreign-born vs
s Ez;z'g:o::"" status of responsible adultin 1o '1 head is foreign-born - Definitions A and B) Number of households EULFS, 2013-14 ACS*  MLFS X x
S Share of foreign-born households (definitions A and B)
S Household size Average size of foreign-born househlds (definitions A and B) Number of households EULFS, 2013-14 ACS*  MLFS X X
3 c jon of foreign-by initons A and B)
2] Sole person
Household composition More than 1 adult without children Number of households EULFS, 2013-14 ACS* X cLFs X

Single person with child(ren)
More than 1 adult with children
Education & skills

Low education (ISCED 0/2) Ages 15-64 and excluding those currently in education or

Educational attainment Medium education (ISCED 3/4) training EULFS ACS MLFS CLFS SEW
High education (ISCED 5/6)
Low education (ISCED 0/2) §

E?gurcai)na\ attainment of EU and Non-EU Medium education (ISCED 3/4) "Agi?ntfrs&t and excluding those currently in education or EULFS, 2013-14 X X X X
High education (ISCED 5/6)

Literacy skills for adults (PIAAC) Mean Literacy Score Ages 16-64 PIIAC X

Low achievers (PIAAC) Share of low achievers Ages 16-64 PIIAC X

Labor market outcomes Ages 15-64 EULFS ACS  MLFS CLFS  SEW
Employment rate

Employment status Unemployment rate Ages 15-64 EULFS ACS MLFS CLFs SEW

Participation rate
Employment rate

Employment status by gender Unemployment rate Ages 15-64 EULFS ACS  MLFS  CLFS SEW
Participation rate
Employment rate

Youth employment Unemployment rate Ages 15-34 and excluding those in education or training ~ EULFS ACS MLFS CLFS SEW

Participation Rate

Employment rate

Unemployment rate Ages 15-64. No EUInon-EU distinction for Germany EULFS, 2013-14

Participation rate

Employment status by place of birth (EU-
28/Non-EU Breakdown)

Resident duration by labour participation and education ﬁg;fnf's" and excluding those currenty in education o gy £5 5013.94 ACS X CLFs fziﬁ)
Employment siius by education for recent g i aion by education Ages 15-64 and excluding those currentl in education or [\ - M X X M
and settled migrants training
Resident duration by labour participation :gﬁ:nl;'“ Gy s CIEY MEHREENCT  myey X X X X
Employment status by degree of Employment rate EULFS CPS MLFS X SEW
Ages 15-64
w“ urbanisation Participation rate
4 y Employment rate
£ :n":r"""y‘g:"' €|y T Unemployment rate Ages 15-64 and excluding those in education or training ~ EULFS ACS  MLFS CLFS  SEW
g Participation rate
3 Labour sector Agriculture, industry, and services sector rates Ages 15-64 EULFS ACS  MLFS CLFS  SEW
c
S Duration of unemployment REDETGER R e e e e iRl neas o EULFS, 201314 CPS X X &3
i Lyear (2014)
5
g EUSILC, 2012-
£ 2014 for regional
< .
% Percent with a permanent job/work contract of unlimited duration Ages 15+ ;Z:T::;s' 2d X X X X
2 rurallurban
= estimates
Job quality
Low
Job skills Medium Ages 15-64 for employed people only (ilostat=1) EULFS ACS X CLFS  SEW
High
Overqualification rate Z;BZELET with "high" level of education & in low or medium ¢ 15 64 for employed people only (ilostat=1) EULFS ACS X CLFs  SEW
Housing standards
Homeownership Share of population that owns a house All ages EUSILC, 2014 X X X X
Overcrowed dweling Percent of aduls fiving in overcrowdling conditions Ages 16+ EUSILC, 2014 X x X X
Deprived housing conditions Percent of adutts living in deprived housing conditions Ages 16+ EUSILC, 2014 X X X X
Economic well-being
EUSILC, 2012-
2014 for regional
Household disposable income Equivalised household disposable income (mean and median) Al ages e and x X x
ruralfurban
estimates
Believes toward immigrants
Percent of population that believes immigrants from poorer countries
shouldn't be allowed into the country
Alow immigrans ino the country Percent of population that believes immigrants from ifferent Ages 15+ £ss, 20082013 X M M M

race/ethnic group shouldn't be allowed into the country
Percent of population that believes immigrants from same
racefethnic group shouldn't be allowed into the country

Average of belief that immigrants enrich cultural lfe (from 0 to 10)
Average of belief that immigrants make country better place o live
(from 0 to 10) Ages 15+ ESS, 20082013 X X X X
Average of belief that immigration is good for country's economy
(from 0 to 10)

Believe that place of residence is agood  Percent of people that believes their region is a good place to live
place to live for for

Believe that immigrants contribute positively
to the country

Attitudes towards immigrants

Gallup World

Ages 15+ Poll, 2008-2015

x
x
x
x

WORKING TOGETHER FOR LOCAL INTEGRATION OF MIGRANTS AND REFUGEES © OECD 2018






From:

B T e Working Together for Local Integration of Migrants

, / and Refugees

and Refugees

Access the complete publication at:
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264085350-en

@))0ECD

Please cite this chapter as:

OECD (2018), “Produced indicators and data source”, in Working Together for Local Integration of Migrants
and Refugees, OECD Publishing, Paris.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264085350-12-en

This work is published under the responsibility of the Secretary-General of the OECD. The opinions expressed and arguments
employed herein do not necessarily reflect the official views of OECD member countries.

This document and any map included herein are without prejudice to the status of or sovereignty over any territory, to the
delimitation of international frontiers and boundaries and to the name of any territory, city or area.

You can copy, download or print OECD content for your own use, and you can include excerpts from OECD publications,
databases and multimedia products in your own documents, presentations, blogs, websites and teaching materials, provided
that suitable acknowledgment of OECD as source and copyright owner is given. All requests for public or commercial use and
translation rights should be submitted to rights@oecd.org. Requests for permission to photocopy portions of this material for
public or commercial use shall be addressed directly to the Copyright Clearance Center (CCC) at info@copyright.com or the
Centre frangais d’exploitation du droit de copie (CFC) at contact@cfcopies.com.

&) OECD


https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264085350-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264085350-12-en

	Preface
	Foreword
	Acknowledgements
	Abbreviations and acronyms
	Executive summary
	Key findings
	Developing local integration policies
	Part I. What do we know about migrant integration at the local level?


	Chapter 1.  A territorial perspective on migrant and refugees integration
	Introduction
	Key findings
	Regional differences in migrant integration
	Multi-level governance matters
	Key observations from the cities analysed
	Types of integration policies vary, but all aim to ensuring equal access to services and opportunities
	Multi-level governance allows cities to ensure equal access to services for all groups, in conjunction with the efforts of local civil society
	Policy coherence at local level: Tools and learning practices
	Refugees and asylum seekers: Responses to new challenges can help address past unsolved co-ordination problems and revamp a group-based approach
	Experience with diversity makes places more resilient to increase in the number of newcomers
	Making migrant inclusion a shared value
	Local authorities are involved in integration for the long term
	Designing city spaces to promote community, interconnected lives and a common sense of belonging
	Sharing good practices across cities
	Improving the measurement of integration

	Conclusion
	Notes
	References

	Chapter 2.  Using statistics to assess migrant integration in OECD regions
	Introduction
	Key findings
	Data description, indicators and sources
	The geographic distribution of migrants in OECD regions
	Variation in the size of migrant populations
	Changes in migrants’ presence across regions: 2005 to 2015
	Recent versus settled migrants
	Within-country dispersion of migrants’ educational attainment

	Migrants’ labour market outcomes across OECD regions
	Differences in employment/unemployment rates
	Over-qualification and migrant employment
	EU migrants and non-EU migrants face different challenges
	Income gaps between migrants and the native-born
	The role of regional characteristics in migrants’ integration outcomes

	Migrants’ access to housing and housing conditions
	Overcrowded housing
	Deprived housing

	Public opinion and attitudes towards migrants
	Conclusion
	Notes
	References
	Part II. Objectives for effectively integrating migrants and refugees at the local level

	Introduction
	Notes

	Chapter 3.  Block 1. Multi-level governance:  Institutional and financial settings
	Objective 1. Enhance effectiveness of migrant integration policy through improved co-ordination across government levels and implementation at the relevant scale
	Why this objective is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Utilise institutional mapping
	2. Increase mutual knowledge of integration practices and objectives across levels when designing national or regional integration strategies
	3. Make use of multi-level and multi-stakeholder dialogue mechanisms to increase mutual knowledge of integration practices and objectives across levels
	4. Establish alliances within municipalities inside metropolitan areas as well as strengthen urban-rural linkages and assess their benefits


	Objective 2. Seek policy coherence in addressing the multi-dimensional needs of, and opportunities for, migrants at the local level
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Create a local standalone municipal department, or co-ordination bodies, to deal with the integration of marginalised groups, including migrants and children of migrant parents.
	2. Utilise consultative mechanisms with migrant communities at local level
	3. Create a standalone unit/ministry or steering group to deal with migration at central level
	4. Adopt a local integration strategy
	5. Set up integration service hubs/one-stop shops
	6. Communicate the local vision around how to integrate people with a migrant background


	Objective 3. Ensure access to, and effective use of, financial resources that are adapted to local responsibilities for migrant integration
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Conduct local assessments of the costs of services and integration-related activities
	2. Work more directly with key working groups/authorities managing funding (including EU funds) at central/federal/regional and local levels of government in order to receive contributions for cities’ integration strategies
	3. Encourage supranational and national levels of government to set enabling conditions for subnational governments to exploit their fundraising potential
	4. Put co-financing schemes in place, not only across levels of government, but also between partner municipalities
	5. Use funding from the non-state sector more strategically at local level, exchanging information on needs and innovative solutions
	6. Explore possibilities with international financial institutions (IFIs), which have more and more expertise in layering financing at local level


	Block 1 Addendum. Shifts in the governance and funding of the policies for refugees and asylum seekers
	Trends in multi-level co-ordination of policies for asylum seekers and refugees
	Policy coherence in addressing asylum seekers and refugee reception and integration
	Funding for the reception and integration of asylum seekers and refugees

	Notes
	References

	Chapter 4.  Block 2. Time and space: Keys for migrants and host communities to live together
	Objective 4. Design integration policies that take time into account throughout migrants’ lifetimes and evolution of residency status
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Use integrated approaches from “Moment Zero/Day One”
	2. Multiply the entry points for migrants to access services over time
	3. Involve migrants, research institutions and local organisations who have longstanding experience in receiving newcomers


	Objective 5. Create spaces where the interaction brings migrant and native-born communities closer
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Migrants’ concentration in certain neighbourhoods is visible in many of the cities of the research sample
	Cities’ aims to bring communities together
	Bottom-up initiatives on the front line, developing spaces for interaction between different communities

	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Ensure equal access to quality public services across all neighbourhoods
	2. Encourage bottom-up initiatives for creating spaces that foster integration


	Notes
	References

	Chapter 5.  Block 3. Local capacity for policy formulation and implementation
	Objective 6. Build capacity and diversity of public services, with a view to ensure access to mainstream services for migrants and newcomers
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Provide training and incentive mechanisms to sensitise all municipal departments about their roles in fostering migrant integration.
	2. Build capacity beyond ‘front-desk’/registration services across all relevant social service sectors
	3. Increase the diversity of public servants by ensuring equal treatment in their recruitment
	4. Share experiences across city’s departments, with other subnational governments at the regional, national and international level to increase local capacities by learning from others.


	Objective 7. Strengthen co-operation with non-state stakeholders, including through transparent and effective contracts
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Set up co-ordination mechanisms with NGOs, migrant organisations and businesses operating in the sector
	2. Use adapted contracts
	3. Set standards in delivery services to migrants
	4. Use bidding and monitoring procedures that are both public and transparent


	Objective 8. Intensify the assessment of integration results for migrants and host communities and their use for evidence-based policies
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Measuring indicators that are useful for policy making
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Ensure the existence of a city integration action plan and monitoring mechanisms, tracking the results of municipal actions on integration
	2. Provide data, capacity building and expertise for establishing EU-wide or more internationally comparable integration indicators
	3. Improve qualitative data collection, including the points of view of migrant and host communities


	Notes
	References

	Chapter 6.  Block 4. Sectoral policies related to integration
	Objective 9. Match migrant skills with economic and job opportunities
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	Activities on the demand side of labour integration
	1. Improve matching between local labour needs and newcomers’ skills by building a locally accessible database of newcomers’ competences
	2. Fight discrimination
	3. Develop strong networks with the private sector to foster migrant integration

	Activities on the supply side of labour integration
	4. Encourage employment orientation services to target migrants
	5. Offer integrated packages for entrepreneurship support (coaching, microfinance and strengthening of business networks)
	6. Develop systems for the validation of professional qualifications
	7. Help migrants access the labour market through social enterprises


	Objective 10. Secure access to adequate housing
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	While housing is one of the most immediate and important needs for all populations, for migrants it is a necessary step to regularise their status
	Emergency housing is not a concern on average in the study sample
	A concentration of migrants in certain neighbourhoods impedes integration
	Obstacles to further inclusion of migrants’ considerations in urban planning and social housing policies
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Equitable policies for accessing social housing
	2. Ensure short-term access to private housing by supporting migrants and ensuring non-discriminative treatment by landlords
	3. Design housing policies to prevent exclusion


	Objective 11. Provide social welfare measures that are aligned with migrant inclusion
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Adapt social services to address barriers that newcomers and migrants experience
	2. Municipalities can get involved in early identification of persons with specific needs and establishing appropriate referral mechanisms to public services
	3. Ensure access to at least basic social welfare services, including for those who do not fulfil residence criteria
	4. Render social services more mobile
	5. Link additional city subsidies to job-seeking measures


	Objective 12. Establish education responses to address segregation and provide equitable paths to professional growth
	Observations: Why it is important and what to avoid
	Obstacles and opportunities determined by migrants’ education level at arrival
	Obstacles and opportunities to successfully integrate immigrant children into national school system
	Segregation of immigrants in the school system
	Obstacles to assist immigrant children at school
	Importance of preschool and Early Childhood Education (ECEC)

	Obstacles and opportunities for language training
	Which tools could work and what could be done better
	1. Extend the offer of vocational adult education for migrants and refugees to also include employed migrants
	2. Support the validation of previous education qualifications (see Objective 9)
	3. Improve social and ethnic mix in the schools by using different measures
	Manage school choice criteria based on students’ backgrounds
	Ensuring high quality and learning environments in schools with high presence of students with a migrant background

	4. Assist migrant children in mainstream public schools
	5. Strengthen access to apprenticeships and capacity of orientation services in secondary schools, helping migrant students discover their paths to professional growth
	6. Improve routes to tertiary education for migrants, refugees and asylum seekers
	7. Improve access to Early Childhood Education and Care (ECEC)


	Conclusion Part II
	Notes
	References
	Further reading
	Annex A. Produced indicators and data source
	Annex B. List of 72 European municipalities and associations


	Annex A. Produced indicators and data source
	Annex B. List of 72 European municipalities and associations



